BIOGAS PLANTS EMISSIONS QUANTIFICATIONS

Since Dec. 2023 (on-going, results until April 2025) Large variability between sites: mean emission by site from 24 to 366 gCOZ.S'l and 0.4 to 6.8 gCH4.S'1 (fig 8).
> [l I Large temporal variability for the same sites when monitored several times during different days (fig 8).
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