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* Sewage sludge (i.e., biosolids) is the solid organic byproduct of wastewater treatment. * Biofuels are renewable, cost competitive, applicable in diverse markets, and show reduced carbon emissions. Barriers/drawbacks to widespread implementation:

* Across the U.S., this sludge is treated and disposed of in many different ways. * Funding is available for thermochemical processing, and several companies are already investing in the technology. | | «  Great variability amongst wastewater treatment facilities
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* As biosolids fertilizers lose their viability, major companies’ bans on their use may help drive thermochemical
processing technologies.

* A potentially beneficial addition to these systems is

ADVANCED BIOFUEL VENTURE AND PRIVATE INVESTMENT

thermochemical processing of digested sludge. This process can Companies that have banned buying products from s ) "

produce bio-oil (pyrolysis) or bio-syngas (gasification), both of famers who use biosolids as fertilizer: - ] oo f 2
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