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Fertilization with municipal
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Clone No ,,_.ﬁ i ‘? "~
Depth (cm) |Plot BOD7 (mgO I") [N (mgl™") |P (mgI™)

control <3,0 3,9 2,3

10 fertilised 4,5 4,8 1,3

control <3,0 1,7 0,4

=1 2001 40 fertilised 0,3

r control <3,0 1,3 0,1

10 fertilised [<3,0 2,8 2,1

control <3,0 2,7 0,4

40 fertilised |<3,0 2,4 0,5
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* Wastewater supply to SRP did not cause
groundwater pollution

* Addition of water and nutrients to SRP
increases the yield of shoot biomass
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Additional biomass for Estonian energy is needed"i
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Willow SRP can be one option profitable for
Estonian farmers

Both economical and environmental benefit from
SRP can be increased with usage of sewage sludge
or municipal wastewater for fertilization

Additional studies are necessary to increase the !’ -
profitability :
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