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Hardwood |(37) '—| lL‘l
L L 1 A
0 20 40 60 80 100
NRE effect size (%)
(b)
]
<100 |(40) —[:]~
>100 |(92) »—'—«
n - 1 -
0 20 40 60 80 100
NRE effect size (%)
(d)
I
Lab |(172) "E}‘
Field |(28) ’J'.—‘l
. L ] s
0 20 40 60 80 100

NRE effect size (%)
(U]

B 5. #AMFEA (). CON (o) MRS (o) /2RI THINRR NAE . FEAMIEE (b)) CN (D MRS O IHHEMNREXE. 5 NHFEER
%R 43T 1 DNBR SLUGIRSUR . R 2520808 95% 1 CLe AR R 28 R R (1) 7 340 3R A1



3.1.3. IMAE N R NS A L Bk

1R/DA ¥ IM AF A DNBR 2 /5 (R 50 . FRATTH R3] —
il It AD 22 BRAHAS EUR A TR — B BT [46] 1R T
FithkE . WE4 (@ Frax, 5 NNC. MM AINC A L,
IM ) NRR I NRE fiz /]y o K 22 350 IM LE A2 W) I B 25 v e
BIfER .. B, HuaZE[28]R I, TEAE LW B4 i
IERE = ST DL RN S E AR 3 . Li S5 [41 1K 65 A
ARG R B, NRE A[IA 86.6%, fH#A
BALEBEF PR T AR, FHitS RS
AL BRARLE, 75 NCAE 5 1 A= 9 8% 38 H o N B
B 5 TM nJ LSRG b R AIE RS 25 U T R 4 4 N 5Bk

3.1.4. MM ENEE I IS R EBR

AHFFEFRI, 1E Woodchip+H s I 4 B A4 R RE 5 32 =
NRR, 7t Corncob+H N A1T[El4 (g), p>0.05]. 1M AEl 4
(b AT EUE W, W4 BI A R EA 2 82 " NRE. 7341,
7E 2T Woodchip ) DNBR H s Il HAl NC  (WHNC) B [
NRR G JINNC FIM R[4 (D ]. 2R, £E Wood-
chip+ F1 Corncob+ 1 ¥ h0 4 B #4 KL A BE $2 = NRE
K4 G 1

TE A S 1 T K0 A 8 i B8 4 X6 F NIRR B 52 1
ANIF], AT RE AR R A T KRS S IR R A TURR b A S 2 o B
Z[16]. ZHENNRR 2567 ik 1) & 8 AT AN AR i 1 5 i
#hn, EIFAELME R[67]. Fik, HETHESERmE
JE [] Woodchip+, 7E Corncob+ (T &= AfaE) His
TS A R 5% V5 T BEAS 43 % NRR A NRE 7242 K Km0, 5
4k, R Woodchip+ ] NRR kb Corncob+1i, {H LRI JL
TGUaf 5 L AIE S Woodchip+ /2 — Fi AT £f 22 H %% 7€ ) DNBR
[5,9,68].

KT K% DNBR [ 70 A 1R £ [4,12-13,16,32,34,59,
68691, AT, XF T Wk Fha B Rl i RE G #4& =i A J8 DN-
BRJNRRAINRE, HAiHLHLIH. ARBFFRERH, EAE
DNBR H' i i NC 23 LG5 i NNC A IM 72 28 5 K 8 NRR
[E4 G 1. FRATHEWT, 1X—&5FaT g8 T NCHrImA
Pem VIR E . — SRR, IRIINNC ClnAE )
A2 IINRR[4], 05 — WA K, d@inIM Cangk
B KBRS BERR AT A AR [28]. RATBEWI T1E
Woodchip+H I 4 B AR RLH . 78 -4 Bh A R AT 75
NRREIZFFHAIW TR : OB (30.7 gom>-d") >H%
% (205 g m’-d) SHBEKBR (191 g m>-d") >&
Kt (18.0 g m”-dD) >HFEMEY (152 g-m>-dD >
(113 g-m>-dD >AEMKR (103 g-m3-d") >Ul7% (18g-
m>-dD >SWHAFYF (1.6g m3-dD > A5gm3-d) >
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W Q4gm-d) [HATHESE (@) ]. FifFNRE
FEFEHEI IR . BRI (90%) >D8E (86%) > RAN
(84%) >y K WKL (73%) >WHZEMY (69%) >¥b
(54%) >R (53%) >E K (38%) [EIS1 (a) 1.

XSRS R i B AN AR E PR DA K
1R A 7 6 F MM 25 DNBR ) NRR A & 3 5200 . SR 1,
FATR I MM A/ BTS2 S . Ay B2 RSk MM AT BAAR
P8 24 M R 455 A7 39952 ) NRR FIINRE #E4T 1% . N 7 S2 X
S H bR, FREEEMHE SRR, DURAME R K
PR BREG . 1, K AR B IR — R 2R
J& A= SR 2 AT DASE I SR . A —Fh T =, R
VIR B R AR, 7T DUATAE YAt R 4F 1 AR AE A 55
IeAh, FHIBIERE —F S A RERIER RV EFD. X
Tl 2H G W] DA 5y AR T8 A e 2 25 B AH 2 ) B8R
Ib, EANFERBFMT, HEMERASE —ERMES
PEEINRR, 1] LAYEAE F 5 fIAS S R L bR R 2 8 37
. BERUL, MM LR DNBR 2 AMER, KATRE
WK IIEIE, EREZMHER, FERRICIREAR .

3.2, BEREL T S R L BRI L]

3.2.1. MBI A C/N LB A

— IS, KE. AAREM B ON IR (KT
1000, TMRZRF PNEREFF. FRFFER R CN
TE100LL T . KBS (o) o, C/NALT 100 FIf kL C/
NE PR CKT 1000 BEHEKFINRR. K5 (D #
], C/NXfNREM#MAREE, BAMNE, K6 (a) &
B, G AR T NRR, U R ¥ C/N R T 100 81 T
300, MHELZF, XFNRERuUL, M C/N{E 100~200  [8]
(K6 (b) 1. BIHF ANIL, EAREME RAEMNCN. X
C/NER A EE, NRROWLIE T B AT BE 2 A Jg FO40HR 1)
SR, HTHBIEEERSHER. AR
FULRL, DRI X SR 1) 2 R 2R LK [ 70] . AR EL
YRR B AEEMR[71], BHLHLCIE K. k2
[25,71-76]F7~, AE CEFEHARFEA) AL T LCI
ATC/N LAt R AR B K . X AT g A2 X 28 O/N B (44
B2 A NRR BRI R R . 534, FRATTIE 0 22 32 it 5 i
lE] R, C/NFBE, 1 LCITF&E[72]. WFFEIEEH, C/N
%F T DNBR [ 48 FH 75 fiy 22 G S5 22, 1 LCT A2 B 3 &= 6 A
[16,72].

3.2.2. @I S HUBL L BRAE S A
K5 (e) A1 (D &R, SZUGEFISTH AR ) NRR 24
NESF I 10.6 gem>d ' A4.1 gem>-d!, NRE X&)
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- e ® NRR
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(b)

El 6. NRR AN (a) FINREZBIE (b) 5XFRifFEE T C/No £04% 25 NRR 8 NRE RN & 5 357 O/N (1) 2 it il 414 .y 9 NRR B NRE (b &

X RIEFIIC/N, REUE REL.

K2 TTHPEA TR ESHAER . AL R AL BN C/N B2, Bk B 275 3CHR[25,71-76]

Chemical properties

Plant material Chemical composition (% dry weight)

Cellulose Hemicelluloses Lignin LCI (%) /N ratio
Softwood 23.00-42.00 12.00-32.00 27.00-32.00 30.2-57.0 223.80-496.00
Hardwood 38.00-51.00 17.00-40.00 21.00-31.00 25.4-57.0 223.80-496.00
Barley straw 33.25 20.36 17.13 242 65.70
Rice straw 32.00 35.70 22.30 24.8 55.25
Wheat straw 34.20 23.68 13.88 19.3 81.10
Corn stalks 61.20 19.30 6.90 7.9 41.50
Corncobs 50.50 31.00 15.00 15.5 35.00
Cereal 45.00-55.00 26.00-32.00 16.00-21.00 18.4-19.4 n.a.
Cardboard 20.00 20.00 16.60 28.6 208.00

n.a.: not available.

ob =

BN 57% F166%. NRR FIE 3% %2 7 Al G2 KA, HRA
RNV R K RGEMI L, E S0 = A X Sz 06 A 8 1) 42 1] 5 4
RS SE A S IR (20~25 °C) AT KRS SN &
(KF10mg-L™ [9]. M4, SLIG=EMEEEHGEL
AT R AR R AR, FLISATRN M B AE 8], B, MT
2 SR A 2 TR S S AR E IR KA, KA TS R
KAy, S RAERKENHB]. BE, SERES
BB RARLE, St K R R s 2 A8 B . AT
FURRER R () 25 7 22 I A W £ BR[77]. Rk, FRATHY
SR, A EAEARI SIS F A DNBR R,
F H VT SIS ) A2 40 5 R85 B A B 1% R 2 R S =5
5 Wi N E €T

3.2.3. NRE 5 NRR [f1 % &
— BT+ NC A1 MM £ fi R i, NRR [ % NRE 14
IR in, 7R . 24 NRE 4T 20%~80% U FE A I,

/b NNC A IM B A i NRR 8¢ 5 - 17 24 NRE Ak T 80%~

100% Vil A I S BITAT 2 B B AN B S P S BOK o 3K T g A&
A1 T 3K S RIR B T R AAL/E R, AT AE /2 HRT

K FENRRAAMAC. ARG, 1R 20T 5840k I
TR A G BE TT A 2 1) SR 1 4 A T TR 3R 2 —[62,78]
BRI, A R 2 /D A BR ) S i A i 72 3 4h, DNBR
() HRT B, ALK EBRAR, (H A A SR R K
H%,k%ﬁM%Ewmm%%mUWWMWW¢U%
1 NRE [ 75 HRT ¢ 38 in i 58 I [79-80]. 4 M1k, 1E
Dmmmmﬁﬁ%¢,mmwmmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%,ﬁﬁ
NRR $5& A R BT St o8, i NRE 4T T AR A
. BAAER EJUE—EA A E5KH NRR &K NRE [8],
EIRATIANIXH AR (NRR FINRE) 7] BLAMAS 5] 7 £
FERVFAl DNBR IR . Rk, 7EA S MwFsed, X mp
EiE N IV N
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3.2.4. AN[FIEE 5 A AT RE AR A BRI

8 45 T DNBR H AT BEAFAE IR A B L BR LS,
#5 HD. AD. DNRA 1 Anammox. HD Fl AD i # & ¥
., 7 DNRA. Anammox A1 CD M AE W, 5 HAkkid,
HD ¥ A §E & EAENC. NNCHIMM H . X85 HLAL &9
FEIUAE L BRI A A R Tt k. Bif5, HD KA
WF N (GLH, CHOMREFEAWIRK

2NO, +2.5CH,0 + 2H* N, + 3.5H,0 + 2.5C0, (5)

AD 5 HD WL A [ 2 A 7E T BN &P 78 4 T
fefk . XN AL [99] [X (6 1. #it
KA (D MERE (ZVD [59] [ ) 1.

0.364FeS, + 0.116C0O,+ NO, + 0.821H,0 +
0.023NH,"—>0.364Fe(OH),+ 0.023C,H,O,N +

0.5N,+ 0.72950,% + 0.48H* (6)

1.06NO, + 1.11S + 0.3CO, + 0.785H,0—>0.5N, +
11180, + 1.16H* + 0.06C,H,0,N (7)
NO; +4Fe’+ 10H—NH, + 4Fe* + 3H,0  (8)

WAL, HHEPTE ARG 48], MU, £, )
L OHEAE . B TR A PI[23]MIAK)E-S [41]F, DNBR H

2724 DNRA ML# . DNRA [ 41 R[81]:
NO, +2CH,0 + 2H*—>NH," + 2CO, + H,0  (9)

AL S S Z AR SE 4o, el 7 i i A
R A [S2]BUH S A& A RS3MEN . B, &
KB = FT DNRA, HTAAELZRIB, DNRAR
Al e R AEAE S/ MM. NCE{NNC [¥) DNBR 1.,

CD JE L 2= R [ Fe(ID AL IE R NO, [84]:

10Fe* + 2NO, + 12H*——>10Fe* + N, + 6H,0 (10)

o] 5 SC ik, /% DNBR B850 H i AR 32 2] CD. —30
oy IR IR & CD R B ). Bilan, BEFRIL, FEEAE AL
A CinCu s BREAEM A E S B A Y K TH [86-87])
ITESL R, Fe(ID)ASRE FLEEIE I AH A A [85] -

5 ERHUHIAELE, PR AR ER SR RE T
Jii%[88]. HA AR SE (60%) . AN RKE
(100%)+ V5~ 58 (90%) M =< (RIN,0FfCO,)
He[89]. LUESE, PRAZE A 2 —Fh L —E i
TRIR B0 2% B F2 41 B [90] -

NH, + 1.32NO, + 0.066HCO, + 0.13H*—>
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102N, + 0.26NO, + 0.066CH,0, N, .+ 2.03H,0 (11)

BRSBTS E B T SRR TR EE ¥ Anammox
[89], {HAFH 5 DNBRZ G HIEMR D . HEIRATITAD, Ram-
bags S5 [49] 5L K, TEIAARE . BT 5¢FBRF 1) DN-
BR HEN SR B AR KR, 22 K4 Anammox.
Anammox 56 P 2542 NO, AT NH, 1 [ B A7 AE . SR AE
KZHEH T, DNBR#EH KA To NH, 194k % K .
R, Anammox FIAEFH — M 7E T4 TR K, 1A Z
TELED) IR B3 AL BR A PR K . S K36, N T 76 DNBR
AU ERREAR, & E— BT 5T

3.3 V5 YR

JeHA DNBR (BT~ 1 457 A& (COD)
[63]7E NI R &S H L K d (NH, D BEEREE (PO, )
[63]. Mkt (CHp [91]. =& fbhr (COp [92]HFI—% 4k
R (NO [PD1E#ERZ KA. ST RZHNCH
(BAEARE), FEERDOCHMATEMR (P), Rl s
VIUH I BE[15,63]. Sharrer Al Christianson [15]< ¥, DNBR
B AE R R T S A B R 4 2R 20~30 mg B, ALK
Y REIAE BT 4R 5 1 24 h N [15]. BEAE, Rivas 2[63]
R, TERIGEM B,  H R 2 H LA B s DOC AN fig
SIS . 55— HD 2 S EINO, (A 58 4 Uil
EFIN,O 7= £E[93]. —Ue2E38 R I, WA= ok mT LAYS,
/DNLO HIFR[30]. BEAh, T Kor 2R HAh NC JFURPE S 8L
H K H BRI NLO B3N, LA K 3R S i A BT 0] i (9 K 27
FE[44].

NNC AR AR 8, o] AR IE B kI 3%, M fa 3
WEE. toan, PR IARIR 2B T80 = <M CH, (1 g CH,

HD AD

R IEE RN T 25 gem?-d' CO,) [24]. B4,
A A P AR SR G 2 R tH K G (1) 1) 8 [44]

EIMHF, TRICE & AD R B k. ERNET
K, TF, EIEFERES FRE. MEA RS &S
AR IR SRR [41] -

1.1S + NO, + 0.76H,0 + 0.4CO,+ 0.08NH,—>

0.08C,H,0,N + 1.1S0,> + 0.5N, + 1.28H* (12)

IINA KA 0] LA R A I R e P AR v, (X R
i 2= 386 A B 5 /K B A £ [94]. ZVI B A] LAAE A AD i 72
MR . SRR, B EF R vE, B RN
& (D 9517

MM ZE i AT e 2 L RIR A I R, R R,
TN INESAI BRRBCR BT 6 2 Ik 5 38 0 A6 40 8 2 Hh A BILBG  F
B TS I A HLT AR AR S R, RS E4EHF I
A IR TR SRR ak 2 A WL 45 2 [96] -

3.4. AT

BATH T4 Hr B2k, NNC AT MM ) NRR F1 NRE b
NCHEK[K4 (@ M (b) 1. 2R, NNCHSARS 17
MISEBR R o Flan, wAEYIEESAY) (PBS. PLA A
PCL) [HRA N 3~10 30 kg™ [64], AMESFLERNIES)
. BIHETNIE, K2 S DNBR BUA /- HT 4
TEARE L, R FIARIET . Christianson Z£[ 52145 VT
fli 7 DNBR (81t B MR A . 76 55 [H op 7 55 1
[X, DNBR [-F I AL N 7500 F 0, ZHERAN
6940~11820 70, A JH B A AR 2 K 2.40~15.20 3 G -
kg™'e MHELZT, i ZMBF AR D il sk BRSNS FT
S FUA L 0 PR AR R

FE TR AN 2 15 S Hh i DNBR SR AS 1 13%~55%

DNRA Anammox CD

(NC, NNC, and MM) (IM and MM)

Low C/N

(NC, NNC, and MM)
High C/IN

(NC, NNC, IM, and MM) (IM and MM)

Low C/N

[E 8. DNBR A & Fi#Efi (NC. NNC. MM. IM) HIHLHIREE . XEpLH A5 HD. AD. CD. DNRA fIRAZ AL



[97]. R, H:FAAE DNBR it T i 75 9% RE i) 5 2 K]
o M, T ARRMX A ZE R AR, AR MEPEAL R
119 % NS B A % 5/ N T B <05 N e R N = A £
Mgl 7T — A IE B (BTG -m™ . B,
FATRERS FH SubEco 6% (g-d'-3870™) KRB
MIAS, WiE 9 FR, XRIEARE CRAFREAD FEK
O B A L o L AR R3S . AT AR IR R SR Bk
MFE B SR, LA MO A K AT BER B4, X AT REHE
FEARE AN KA e SRR I 25 L4 B 2 i A )
JEA . SRT, T RGN T S, AREOT RE A
KZESR

0.6

0.004 J

0.002

0 —
PHB PCL PBS Pyrite
= D

SubEco (g-d-'"USD")
o o
n ELy
L
r

_— e = =
) S g &2 & R O L @
F & %\s"’* @& {{;} ¥ 606& K Q‘bq%“\\
o & B J o S
D RE (@ Q*\&Q){g S &‘Z?’ & e
OQ
)
S

B 9. BT ZTE o A A% AR B I (A A AL A, IX AR A
ks Bk B 2021 4 10 H £ EZ B ¥ (=t ATRIESe).

Rl , R 28 55 P PE Al , A EE NNC. NC. IM #
MM, NC & —MEA AR I, KRNCEA FR
75 5 He B (A B 3R AT . — 285238 R, A HLH
TR CNH BRI S/ HEIEHL BTk (s 8k FE
BRERER) MRS B =1 [98] 03X A& RN AE A LA IR 1) P
R & NC 3 S B A . RBRIEASE ML
MUR A, GFERCER. . ZVIL e F
FRER, BCARARTRAR[16].

BAVNATRAA T REMM, RN E K& ] (5 1 4
B BER BRAR A, 383 2 RE O AN T R 7o P Re e S B
TEIRZTE . &4 N1k, S&T7E DNBR A48 F Al [ 4 25 7
I S AR 58 % [25,44,99-100]. SRTMT, AATH Tk g3
VIR RNz b o ot st B, £ DNBR HR] A Tk
BEFMAAE R TG ET, AT b [34], FL
b, BEHACEMH TX—E, fila, fEEAEYR
[35-36, 101 SR JE AR FIORE [3311E N4k B kL. Jear ik &
B, AHECT SRS, 7 Woodchips+ 1 7 il AE 4 7% 5%
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AR S0k T LA S 2 B2 v NRR R NRE [ s A i ST
() 1 (b Jo Mboh, i A NEIFE DNBR 8 A L
TWARIE S, TEUk A A A5 B (R A 38 ML AR IR 5540
AR AT LA IR R A7, 10 AN AN ] A R L A 4t
T & /[102]. #A1, 7 DNBR H F B ML R 774
JrTH . BTRL, FRATIANTE DNBR A # R FH T
MEATLNMY R FE P8 — Tl DU (1) SRS, TR e 5 B — 20 (il
TR A U B BRI BRI EA B XU

4. 4512

AR 41 B AR I B A R T 4y N YK 98 NC.
NNC. IMHMM. JEidsesrtr, FAT BT LT
fili, RIS R LR MM EARE (NREFINRR) M
FMRAKIK N : NNC>MM>NC>IM. FATR ISR LB
REA R, C/NFISRHE A ., EEME, MNRR
FINRE KRG, &FMEREMASR LRI L2 0
Ao BRTE S 5 A 5T 6 X PR AN PR AR R 0 LA

YRR, WK, C/NAEKT 100 805 T
300 A & 23 77 A2 B K NRR. g HLERATT A9 Al AS 2% 2 6 %4
(SubEco) F W], 7R J& A1 K S b H A NC 8L NNC # £
Bre MeAh, fEAREF, HREAME, HOKMKNRRHE &,
FRATEAG . 27 BATA, FRATEBUEH MM E N LBRIHE A
PIEAEM R, ORI SAMS, I H AR AR L MR o R
Ffa o AELEH MM B, £E DL 8% K8 4 B4 4ili /) DNBR
AN Il B A B BT RE % 3 5 S R AL R ERE K BIZAE . ]
FE, JE T HFIMEA — g T 5 it, er LA
VEASR)FE R 2 1B A bR . FEAY SR IR e, AT b
BN Z0KE T, A8 A FhiE G SIS FH 250

2]

ARIHE i E B2 e P EEK RS
PR 145 (201706350282) BT Bl , BB AAVETR ) o B X1
AR R T TR AL A B .
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Appendix A. Supplementary material

Supplementary material to this article can be found
online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2022.08.017.
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