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Abstract: With the rapid development of the biogas plant in China a lot of anaerobic digestate including biogas residue
and slurry were produced. Due to it is rich in nutrients digestate is considered as excellent organic fertilizer. The utiliza—
tion of biogas residues could not only achieve the ecological environmental and social benefits for biogas project but also
improve its industrial chain. Through literature review the purpose of this paper was to analyze phys—chemical characteris—
tics of biogas residues produced from different raw materials summarized its reuse ways. And economic analysis was also
made for digestate compost.
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