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Analysis on the Price of the Biogas for Rural Centralized Biogas Plant / XIONG Feidong ZHU Hong-guang SHI
Huixian Wu Jun-hui/( Bio-Energy Research Center Modern Agricultural Science & Engineering Institute
Tongji University Shanghai 200092 China)

Abstract: Centralized biogas plant is a good way to use the biogas compared with household biogas. However the price
decision of biogas is a difficulty which relates to the sustainable development of the biogas project. This paper attempts to
analyze three kinds of price of the biogas based on the calorific value of the biogas and financial investment. It shows that
the biogas ( methane content 60% ) price range from ¥1.81 *m ™ to ¥3.89 *m ™ according to the calorific value com—
paring with the conventional energy such as natural gas coal gas LPG and electricity. If the investment is included then
the biogas price range from ¥2.4 * m ™ to ¥12 *m ™ according to different production scale. If not including the invest—
ment the biogas price from ¥0.75 *m ™ to ¥3.6 *m " can ensure the management of the project according to different
biogas production.

Key words: centralized biogas plant; biogas price; calorific value; financial evaluation method
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