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Introduction
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measures contains cost analysis
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as feed or raw material of bioethanol.
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Reduces GHG from transportation of import.

(2) Energy conservation of greenhouse farming

* Introduction of heat pump Co n Cl us | on
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model greenhouse in various 2) Bioethanol production from straw has higher GHG reduction potential than feed use of
situation of climate, crude oil straw, though cost efficiency is low by current technology.
3) Additional energy saving technology of greenhouse seems cost-effective in GHG
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reduction in many cases.




