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Executive Summary 

In three years of implementation, drawing on practical experiences across 6 Member States 

(Belgium, Denmark, Italy, Greece, Spain, Slovakia), the ALFA project provided tools and services to 

support the uptake of manure-based biogas in livestock farming. Based on ALFA’s overall work and 

experience, this deliverable brings together two additional outputs: the ALFA Policy Brief and the 

Replication Guide. Together, these tools translate the project’s findings into actionable insights for 

policymakers, regional authorities, and practitioners.  

The ALFA Policy Brief presents a set of evidence-based recommendations to improve the 

regulatory, financial, and social frameworks governing biogas deployment. It identifies priority areas 

where policy action can simplify administrative processes, enhance financial incentives, promote 

cooperative feedstock supply models, and strengthen public trust and acceptance. These 

recommendations were shaped through intensive dialogue between project partners and 

stakeholders during ALFA’s policy co-creation exercise and policy roundtable, where experts from 

policymaking, academia, industry, and NGOs examined how to improve policy coherence across 

energy, agriculture, and environmental domains. 

Complementing this, the ALFA Replication Guide provides practical tools, examples, and 

lessons learned to support the replication of successful biogas business models across different 

European regions. WR led the process of collecting and consolidating inputs from project partners, 

who reported their implementation experiences through a structured template. Partners reflected on 

what worked well, what challenges were encountered, and what insights could improve replication 

in future initiatives. The guide, therefore, builds directly on real-world practice, offering step-by-step 

guidance to cooperatives, innovation advisors, and local stakeholders interested in establishing or 

scaling livestock-based biogas projects. 

Both materials are grounded in extensive stakeholder engagement. Their content was informed 

by discussions held during several ALFA activities, but also from the latest policy co-creation 

exercise and roundtable that took place recently, along with ALFA’s final event. These exchanges 

highlighted the need to recognise biogas as a cross-cutting infrastructure that delivers value beyond 

renewable energy, linking agriculture, waste management, and regional development. 

The resulting recommendations address critical areas, including regulatory simplification, financial 

incentives, cooperative feedstock supply models, digestate and CO₂ valorisation, social acceptance, 

and grid access. Together, they offer a coherent policy and practical roadmap for accelerating biogas 

uptake across Europe’s livestock farming sector. 

A preliminary version of both the Policy Brief and the guide was shared with the participants during 

the ALFA final event and disseminated afterwards through ALFA’s social media channels and the 

partners’ networks.  
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1. Replication Guide1 

1.1 Approach 

The ALFA Replication Guide was developed through a collaborative process aiming to capture 

practical experience and lessons learned from the project’s six national hubs in its three years of 

implementation. WR led the input collection process, providing partners with a structured template 

(available here) to document, among other information, reflections on what worked well, what proved 

challenging, and what could be improved in future replication efforts. 

The collected inputs were then consolidated, analysed, and harmonised to identify common patterns 

and enabling factors across the participating countries. This bottom-up approach ensured that the 

guide reflects real-world conditions and offers practical guidance for innovation advisors, 

cooperatives, and rural actors seeking to replicate ALFA’s model. 

1.2 The Guide 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 For higher-quality version, please download ALFA’s Replication guide here. 

https://alfa-res.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ALFA-Replication-Guide_fin.pdf
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2. Policy Recommendations 

2.1 Approach 

Throughout the ALFA project, all partners were encouraged to gather relevant feedback and insights 

during their Hubs’ activities (e.g., mutual learning workshops). While collecting relevant feedback 

was not mandatory, several partners actively used such opportunities to capture local perspectives 

and policy-relevant experiences emerging from their hubs. 

To support a smooth input collection process, WR prepared and shared a dedicated template for 

gathering policy-related feedback (available here). This template drew upon the cumulative 

knowledge generated during ALFA’s three years of implementation, covering regulatory frameworks, 

incentive mechanisms, and other framework conditions observed across the different national 

contexts.  

The ALFA Policy Brief emerged from a thorough internal analysis by the consortium, drawing on 

evidence and lessons accumulated during three years of project activities. WR developed an initial 

draft of the ALFA Policy Brief ahead of the project’s final event. This early draft served as a working 

document to be refined through two participatory processes organised by WR during ALFA’s Final 

Event: 

• a Policy co-creation exercise, and 

• a Policy Roundtable discussion.  

Together, these two sessions provided the foundation for validating, refining and finalising ALFA’s 

Policy Brief and recommendations, ensuring they were both evidence-based and co-developed with 

the relevant stakeholders. The materials used during both the policy co-creation exercise and the 

policy roundtable, including session guidelines, templates, set of questions and table boards, are 

provided in the V, VI, VII, VIII. 

 

2.1.1 Policy Co-creation Exercise 

The policy exercise was designed as a collaborative co-creation exercise, bringing together diverse 

participants to identify and refine actionable policy recommendations to accelerate biogas 

deployment and circular bioeconomy practices. Although the original setup envisioned two thematic 

rooms, one on Incentives and Market Mechanisms and another on Governance, Regulation, 

and Public Acceptance, the format was adapted on the day of the event to foster closer interaction 

among participants. Therefore, all attendees remained in a single room and formed 4 groups, with 2 

working on each thematic set.   

The session followed a two sub-sessions structure based on the provided guidelines: 

• Session 1: Co-creation of policy recommendations 

In the first session, participants were randomly divided into groups, and each group had to work 

through the assigned themes to formulate concrete and actionable recommendations. Participants 

were encouraged to capture ideas with attention to clarity, feasibility, and the link between the 

identified problem, the proposed policy tool, and the expected effect. 

• Session 2: Policy Backcasting   

To make the exercise both structured and forward-looking, we also introduced a backcasting 

exercise. This idea emerged from the fact that during ALFA’s implementation, we collectively 
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recognised that Denmark had achieved a notably advanced level of biogas integration, with a 

coherent policy framework, mature market mechanisms, and strong stakeholder cooperation, in 

stark contrast to most of the ALFA pilot regions. Therefore, Denmark’s current level of biogas 

deployment and governance was used as a reference point for envisioning the EU’s biogas 

landscape by 2035. 

Therefore, building on Session 1 results, participants were asked to “work backwards” from a vision 

where the EU reaches Denmark’s current level of biogas deployment by 2035. Ideas were placed 

along a timeline, distinguishing Quick-Wins (2025 - 2027) from Long-term Reforms (2028 - 2035). 

This structure encouraged participants to differentiate between immediate administrative fixes and 

structural policy shifts that would require more time and coordination. The photos below capture 

moments from the co-creation and Policy Backcasting exercises, showcasing the active participation 

and collaborative atmosphere that shaped ALFA’s recommendations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.1.2 Policy Roundtable 

Following the co-creation exercise, WR moderated a policy roundtable aimed at providing an 

opportunity for in-depth dialogue among sector experts, policy advisors, and civil society actors. The 

panellists were invited to discuss a set of guiding questions prepared in advance, each tailored to 

different themes and areas of expertise (available in the Appendix VI). This format served as a basis 

for the moderation and ensured that contributions reflected each participant’s knowledge domain 

while maintaining a structured discussion around the core themes of the draft ALFA Policy Brief. 

Figure 1. Group discussions during the ALFA policy co-creation workshop 
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The roundtable was moderated by WR and featured a panel of 4 representatives of key stakeholders 

relevant to the livestock biogas value chain, including representatives of industry, research and civil 

society. More specifically, Dr. Vasileios Diamantis, from the Aristotle University of Thessaloniki and  

the Hellenic Biogas Association, Anna Onida from the European Biogas Association, Bruno Sander 

Nielsen from Biogas Danmark, and Maximilian Herzog from the NGO FoodRise EU. Together, they 

explored and discussed how biogas could be better recognised as a renewable energy source and 

integrated across policy domains such as agriculture, waste management, and climate mitigation. 

Discussions also touched on cross-sector collaboration within the European Commission, the need 

for coherent regulation across Directorates-General, and the challenge of balancing biogas 

expansion with environmental and social sustainability. By bringing together perspectives from 

different European contexts, the roundtable validated the core messages emerging from the co-

creation workshop and helped finalise ALFA’s set of actionable policy recommendations. The photos 

below capture moments from the ALFA policy roundtable, where stakeholders exchanged 

perspectives on how to strengthen policy coherence and accelerate biogas deployment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
Figure 2. Panel discussion during the ALFA policy roundtable 



D4.3 :  Repl ica t ion guide and pol icy recommendat ions,  31/10/2025  

 Page  57 

 

2.2 Results of the co-creation exercise 

Across the four discussion groups, several recurring themes and shared priorities emerged: 

a. Simplifying and decentralising permitting 

Nearly every group identified permitting complexity as a major bottleneck. Participants called for 

streamlined and harmonised procedures across regions, emphasising that simplification should not 

come at the expense of environmental safeguards or transparency. 

Practical suggestions included automating routine approval checks, decentralising permitting 

authorities to regional levels, and improving coordination between ministries and agencies. One of 

the groups further stressed the need for harmonisation of definitions, especially regarding 

digestate classification, which currently varies by feedstock composition and creates confusion 

during compliance checks. Several participants linked regulatory streamlining to digitalisation, 

arguing for online application systems and data-driven traceability. 

Interestingly, simplification was consistently framed not merely as administrative efficiency but as a 

trust-building measure: when rules are clearer and fairer, citizens and farmers alike are more likely 

to engage with the system. 

b. From social acceptance to social involvement 

A powerful conceptual shift came from one of the groups, which proposed reframing “social 

acceptance” to “social involvement.” Rather than convincing communities to accept biogas 

installations after the fact, participants argued for co-creation from the outset, involving local citizens, 

farmers, and municipalities early in the project design. 

Further ideas from the rest of the groups complemented this by promoting participatory regulatory 

models in which plant owners are expected to engage regional stakeholders through structured co-

creation processes. Others suggested social media campaigns, school visits, and transparent 

communication about biogas benefits and circular economy linkages. 

This theme was reinforced by repeated references to education – both technical (for engineers and 

plant operators) and public (for communities). Education was seen as a long-term investment that 

builds local confidence and addresses misconceptions about biogas technology.  

c. Linking biogas to circular economy and environmental integrity 

Several groups connected biogas policy to broader circular economy and sustainability goals. They 

emphasised the need to demonstrate how biogas improves waste management, enables nutrient 

recycling through digestate, and supports co-product valorisation. 

Two of the groups highlighted digestate management as a focal issue, calling for clear legal 

definitions and improved monitoring. The adoption of the RENURE agreement was specifically 

mentioned as a means to promote circularity and environmental consistency. Participants also 

warned that simplification should not weaken environmental standards, echoing the principle that 

policy coherence and public trust are mutually reinforcing. 

d. Incentives, market design, and fairness 

From the market perspective, participants recognised that financial incentives remain essential but 

should evolve toward self-sustaining business models. Some suggested supporting plants in 

developing intermediate business models to remain viable after subsidies expire, while others 

proposed state aid schemes, carbon credits, and renewable energy community incentives. 

Fairness was a recurring concern: some of the groups agreed that local populations should share in 

the benefits of biogas projects, either through community ownership, profit-sharing, or local 
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reinvestment mechanisms. In some cases, fairness was directly linked to positivity-arguing that “the 

closer people are to the benefits, the more positive they become.”. 

Several participants also pointed out the limitations of grid injection, suggesting that self-

consumption models may be more feasible and locally beneficial in certain contexts. In the long term, 

participants called for an EU-wide, legally binding biogas target to provide clear market signals and 

policy consistency. 

e. Knowledge, communication, and institutional coordination 

Across most of the participants, there was a strong emphasis on knowledge sharing and institutional 

communication. Quick wins included awareness campaigns and capacity-building initiatives for both 

local authorities and citizens. Over the longer term, participants envisioned improved coordination 

among ministries and the establishment of structured communication channels between government 

levels. 

Education, again, emerged as a bridge between the technical and social dimensions of biogas: 

training engineers and operators to ensure quality, while educating citizens to understand its 

environmental and economic value. 

Summary   

Overall, the co-creation exercise revealed a shared desire to move from fragmented, compliance-

driven regulation to a more integrated, participatory governance model for biogas. Participants 

consistently called for simplification, clarity, and fairness–accompanied by active community 

engagement and educational investment. The timeline discussions helped distinguish between 

short-term fixes–such as streamlining permitting, decentralising approvals, and boosting 

awareness–and long-term reforms, including education systems, market transitions, and binding EU 

targets. In essence, the exercise underlined that the success of biogas policy will depend not only 

on financial incentives or technology, but on the social architecture that supports trust, collaboration, 

and shared value within local communities. 

2.3 Highlights of the roundtable discussion 

a. Recognising biogas as a true renewable - and beyond 

A core message from the discussion was that biogas must be formally and politically recognised as 

a renewable energy source on equal footing with solar, wind, or hydro. Participants argued that the 

contribution of biogas production from manure extends far beyond energy production: it delivers 

waste management, can help reduce agricultural emissions, and supports nutrient recycling. 

However, because biogas spans several regulatory areas, it is simultaneously governed by multiple 

EU laws and frameworks, from the Renewable Energy Directive to waste and agricultural policies. 

This overlap, while reflecting biogas’s versatility, also creates institutional complexity. Some 

participants agreed that without stronger coordination between DGs (Directorates-General of the 

European Commission) and among Member States, EU policy risks responding in silos, energy 

regulators treating biogas differently from environmental or agricultural authorities. The proposed 

solution was enhanced cross-DG collaboration and the establishment of joint strategies or working 

groups to harmonise objectives and streamline legislation. 

b. Biogas as infrastructure and enterprise 

Another highlight of the discussions was that biogas should be understood not only as a renewable 

energy source, but as infrastructure delivering multi-sectoral solutions. This framing shifts the focus 

from production volumes to system services, such as stabilising energy supply, managing organic 

waste, and providing rural jobs. 
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Participants stressed that policy language matters: as long as biogas is described only as “renewable 

fuel”, it remains confined within energy metrics. If instead, it is defined as infrastructure–akin to water 

treatment or waste collection, then public investment and planning priorities can more easily 

accommodate it. Policymakers should therefore be supported in articulating the cross-sectoral 

benefits of biogas to unlock new funding pathways and governance mechanisms. 

At the same time, the economic structure of the sector remains fragile. The current business model, 

particularly for large-scale plants, often requires long payback periods, making investment less 

attractive. Some participants pointed out that economies of scale can help balance costs, as seen 

in Denmark, where large, centralised plants also provide outlets for smaller farmers. Yet this model 

cannot be applied uniformly, since the notion of “small-scale” differs by region, reflecting variations 

in production systems and farm structures across Europe. This diversity underscores that biogas 

policy must remain context-sensitive, balancing economic efficiency with inclusiveness and local 

feasibility. 

c. Sustainability and emissions perspective 

The roundtable underscored that increasing biogas production must not come at the expense of 

sustainability. The expert panellists called for an integrated approach to environmental, economic, 

and social sustainability. The example of manure management was discussed in depth: while biogas 

production and manure management can help reduce agricultural methane emissions, the group 

noted that the potential from manure is finite. Therefore, strategies should start from a future-oriented 

perspective–defining what sustainable manure management should look like–before quantifying 

potential biogas output. 

Another key point was the treatment of biogenic CO₂. Participants stressed that this CO₂ would 

otherwise be released naturally and should therefore be treated distinctly within emissions 

accounting frameworks. Some proposed that obligations for CO₂ allowances could be designed to 

incentivise capture or reuse, aligning biogas with carbon market mechanisms. 

d. Social acceptance, regional differences, and public policy design 

Social acceptance emerged again as a decisive factor. Participants observed that attitudes toward 

biogas differ markedly across regions, influenced by cultural, regulatory, and environmental 

contexts. For instance, strict national rules on odour or land use affect how communities perceive 

plants. Consequently, public engagement and communication strategies must be tailored to local 

expectations, and EU policy should guide without imposing one-size-fits-all standards. 

Interestingly, one of the panelists stressed that social acceptance should precede policy ambition: 

rather than setting high numerical targets first, Member States should first ensure that citizens 

understand and support biogas development.  

e. Market fragmentation and infrastructure challenges 

The roundtable also pointed to a fragmented EU biomethane market. Some countries still lack the 

necessary legislation for grid connection, quality standards, or Guarantees of Origin. The majority 

called for harmonised frameworks to address these gaps and enable cross-border trade. 

From a system perspective, the participants recognised the importance of energy stability and 

security, particularly considering recent political volatility. The Danish experience was again cited as 

illustrative: in 2012 Denmark adopted a national Energy Agreement that provided clear feed-in tariffs, 

later evolving toward premium-based schemes for biomethane. This predictable framework allowed 

the sector to mature while gradually reducing subsidy dependence - a trajectory many participants 

considered a useful reference for EU-wide policy evolution. 

Summary   
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Overall, the policy roundtable revealed a broad consensus that biogas occupies a unique cross-

sectoral position that current EU policy architecture does not yet adequately reflect. Participants 

urged policymakers to adopt a more systemic lens, treating biogas simultaneously as a renewable 

energy source, an agricultural mitigation tool, a waste management solution, and a regional 

development driver. 

To achieve this, institutional collaboration, clear regulatory alignment, and context-sensitive social 

engagement are crucial. Future EU biogas policy should aim not only to expand production but also 

to design frameworks that reflect the technology’s integrative nature, bridging silos, ensuring both 

environmental and socio-economic sustainability, and building the societal legitimacy needed for 

long-term success. 

3. ALFA’s Evidence-Based Takeaways and 

Policy Pathways for EU and Hubs2

 

 
  

 

 

2   For higher-quality version, please download ALFA’s Policy Brief here. 

https://alfa-res.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ALFA_Policy-brief_final.pdf
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 Outreach and stakeholder engagement 

Preliminary versions of both the Policy Brief and the Replication Guide were developed in late August 

2025 and shared with stakeholders during the ALFA final event and in the weeks that followed. This 

joint outreach allowed us to gather targeted feedback from several stakeholders. Additionally, the 

content of the Policy Brief was informed by the discussions held during both project activities and 

the final event, particularly the co-creation exercise and the policy roundtable.  

To further structure the feedback collection process, WR prepared a Google form to disseminate the 

Replication Guide (a copy of the form is available in the Appendix II). The form was disseminated 

alongside the guide to collect insights from a wider range of stakeholders. The dissemination took 

place via: i) ALFA’s final event, ii) ALFA’s social media and website, and iii) direct emails by WR and 

consortium partners. Its purpose was to assess the perceived usefulness and relevance of the guide, 

its clarity and actionability, and the likelihood of stakeholders applying or sharing it within their 

professional networks. Respondents were also asked to indicate their professional background and 

whether their role involved supporting innovation uptake.  

Overall, more than 400 stakeholders received the replication guide, and we collected 61 feedback 

responses via the G-Form. The feedback confirmed that the Replication Guide is seen as a clear 

and practical tool. Specifically, 56 of the respondents found the guide relevant to their professional 

contexts, and 58 of them indicated they would likely share it within their networks. Overall, almost all 

of the respondents (60 out of 61) found the guide actionable and clear. 

Moreover, to reach a wider audience, the project consortium used a mix of communication channels. 

Updates, visuals, and highlights were shared through ALFA’s LinkedIn account, contributing to 

broader visibility among the relevant communities. Consortium partners complemented this central 

communication effort by disseminating both materials through their own networks via social media 

posts and targeted emails to both national and EU stakeholders.  

The following table presents the estimated number of stakeholders reached through email 
circulation, partner dissemination, and social media channels. 
 

Table 1. Summary of the outreach achieved for the ALFA Policy Brief and Replication Guide 

Channel Type of Activity 
Estimated 
Reach / 

Recipients 

Estimated 
Interactions 

Main Target Audience 

Email outreach 
Direct emails shared 
by ALFA consortium 

partners 

> 500 
recipients 

- 
Policymakers, Industry 
Stakeholders, Advisors, 

Associations, Researchers 

Social media 
(ALFA accounts) 

5 posts on ALFA’s 
LinkedIn 

2,897 119 

Policymakers, National/EU 
Industry Stakeholders,  

Local Authorities, 
Researchers 

Social media 
(partners’ 
channels) 

Partner-level 
dissemination of the 

Policy Brief and 
Replication Guide 

Data not 
available 

Data not 
available 

Direct feedback 
Responses in the 
feedback g-form 

>300 61 

ALFA’s Final Event 

Participants in 
ALFA’s Final Event 

and Policy 
Roundtable 

62 - 
Policymakers, Industry 
Stakeholders, Advisors, 

Associations, Researchers 

Total estimated 
reach 

>3,500 
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 Links to ALFA’s Policy Brief and 

Replication Guide 

• ALFA’s Replication guide is available here. 

• ALFA’s Policy Brief is available here. 

  

https://alfa-res.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ALFA-Replication-Guide_fin.pdf
https://alfa-res.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/ALFA_Policy-brief_final.pdf
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Appendix 

I. Replication guide – Partners’ input collection template 

  



D4.3 :  Repl ica t ion guide and pol icy recommendat ions,  31/10/2025  

 Page  83 

 

  



D4.3 :  Repl ica t ion guide and pol icy recommendat ions,  31/10/2025  

 Page  84 

 

II. Replication guide – G-form 
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III. Policy recommendations – Partners’ input collection 

template 
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IV. Policy recommendations – co-creation exercise guidelines 
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IV. Policy recommendations – table boards



D4.3 :  Repl ica t ion guide and pol icy recommendat ions,  31/10/2025  

 Page  91 

 

V. Policy co-creation exercise – reporting template 
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VI. Policy roundtable – guiding questions 
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VII. Policy roundtable – feedback card 

 

 



 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PARTNER SHORT NAME 

 Q-PLAN INTERNATIONAL ADVISORS PC QPL 

 AGENZIA PER LA PROMOZIONE DELLA RICERCA EUROPEA APRE 

 AZZERO CO2 SRL A0CO2 

 CENTRE FOR RESEARCH & TECHNOLOGY HELLAS CERTH 

 FBCD AS FBCD 

 SUSTAINABLE INNOVATIONS EUROPE SL SIE 

 WHITE RESEARCH SRL WR 

 PEDAL CONSULTING SRO PED 

 EUROPEAN DAIRY FARMERS E.V. EDF 

 EUROPEAN BIOGAS ASSOCIATION AISBL EBA 

The project  
ALFA has the objective to help unlock the EU’s biogas production potential by fostering the adoption of 

technologies using manure to produce biogas, thus helping increase the adoption of renewable energy sources 

in the EU and helping reduce emissions from untreated animal waste. The project will identify drivers and barriers 

for the uptake of biogas in the EU livestock farming industry and will support farmers from 6 EU countries (Italy, 

Denmark, Belgium, Slovakia, Greece and Spain) through its own co-created solutions, including financial, 

business, and technical support services as well as capacity-building seminars. In parallel, the project will develop 

an Engagement Platform to host tools that facilitate collaboration and knowledge exchange among industry actors 

and provide credible estimations of each farm’s biogas potential, prospect profits, and environmental and social 

impacts. Moreover, ALFA will inform all relevant stakeholders via awareness-raising campaigns and policy 

recommendations, and will provide guidelines for replication of its results in other regions. 

Coordinator: Q-PLAN 

 

Partner Short Name 

Q-PLAN INTERNATIONAL ADVISORS PC Q-PLAN 

MUNSTER TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY MTU 

STICHTING WAGENINGEN RESEARCH WR 

INSTYTUT UPRAWY NAWOZENIA I 

GLEBOZNAWSTWA, PANSTWOWY INSTYTUT BADAWCZY 
IUNG 

RISE PROCESSUM AB PROC 

AGRAREN UNIVERSITET - PLOVDIV  

FBCD AS  

EURIZON SL EURIZON SL 

  

  

 Coordinator: Q-PLAN INTERNATIONAL ADVISORS PC (Q-PLAN) 

CONTACT US: info@alfa-res.eu        VISIT: www.alfa-res.eu 

       ALFA Project                        @alfa_euproject                     alfa-euproject                         @alfaprojectHE 

https://www.azzeroco2.it/
https://pedal-consulting.eu/
https://www.dairyfarmer.net/nc/home.html
https://white-research.eu/
https://sustainableinnovations.eu/
https://foodbiocluster.dk/
https://www.certh.gr/
https://qplan-intl.gr/
https://apre.it/
https://www.europeanbiogas.eu/
mailto:info@alfa-res.eu
http://www.alfa-res.eu/
https://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100087830123835
https://twitter.com/alfa_euproject
https://www.linkedin.com/company/alfa-euproject
https://www.youtube.com/@alfaprojectHE

