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Problem statement Methods
Farm-scale anaerobic digestion in Flanders * Thermal pre-treatment in an oven for one hour at 70 °C

* Separation of fresh pig manure: primary separation by pig housing construction or no separation
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*Efficiency = actual methane production / theoretical methane potential

Separation is recommended when aiming at thermophilic mono-digestion of pig manure.
The extent of separation, the necessity for thermal pre-treatment and the removal of inhibitors requires further research.
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