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Abstract

Livestock manure is a one of important recourses of fertilizers. Unless it disposed appropriately, it
becomes a factor of environment pollution. The more economic growth, attentions of the environment
is increasing. The environmental regulation is getting strict, moreover, from 2012 the ocean dumping
of livestock manure will be prohibited. This study investigated livestock status, generation status and
prediction and composition analysis of livestock manure in Yeosu area.

The generation status of livestock manure in Yeosu area are was 511 m’/d in 2005 and generation
prediction using multiple linear regression analysis was 186,038 m*y in 2015. The proximate analysis
for the livestock manure included 75.5% for moisture and 19.9% for volatile matter. The average
concentration of BODs, T-N and T-P was 13,434 mg/L, 4,384 mg/L, 1,635 mg/L.

Keywords : Livestock manure, Generation characteristics, Composition analysis, Generation prediction.
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Fig. 4. Generation prediction of livestock manure.
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Table 1. Results of heavy metal content
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