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Abstract: Currently, fossil fuels are used to produce fuels and electricity, which are finite sources
and have a negative impact on the natural environment. An excellent alternative to these fuels is
biofuels, such as bioethanol from waste forest biomass. Pine needles are one of the most important
available forest biomass materials with s significant impact on local understory vegetation. Forest
waste biomass, which is a rich source of lignocellulose, can be used in various ways, such as for
the eco-economical production of bioethanol. The aim of this study was to analyze the possibilities
of bioethanol production from pine needle biomass obtained from forest land following different
soil preparations and logging residue management. The pine needle dry matter yield, chemical
components of pine needle biomass (cellulose, hemicellulose, lignin), and the amount of ethanol
yield per hectare were evaluated. The highest average yield pine needle equal to 6.17 Mg·ha−1 was
observed. Bioethanol yield per hectare from this biomass was the highest for plowing with the LPZ-75
plow and was 1.08 m3·ha−1. The discussed results were confirmed by detailed statistical analysis. To
sum up, the researched pine needle biomass turned out to be an interesting raw material with the
potential for bioethanol production.

Keywords: lignocellulosic biomass; soil preparation; logging residues management; ethanol; ethanol yield

1. Introduction

In the last decades, the global production and use of biofuels have grown significantly.
Increased interest in the production of biofuels is the result of a significant reduction in
greenhouse gas emissions that are generated by fossil fuels. It is assumed that about 60%
of the global production of bioethanol is based on sugar cane, corn, and other food raw
materials. However, it does contribute to fluctuations in food prices and may have negative
effects on access to fields [1]. Therefore, it is necessary to develop new technologies for
obtaining advanced biofuels that do not compromise food safety.

Increasingly, national and international policy, through legal regulations as well as
various types of subsidies, strongly encourage the production of biofuels. The latest
regulations on advanced biofuels in the European Union (including the Renewable Energy
Directive 2009/28/EC) and in the United States (i.e., the Energy Policy Act) indicate an
increase in the percentage share of renewable biofuels in gasoline, with an emphasis on the
use of cellulose and lignocellulosic raw materials. In the EU, by 2030, the share of these
biofuels is to be at least 3.5%, while in the USA, by the end of 2022, it is planned to produce
60 billion liters of second-generation biofuels, i.e., about 20% of liquid transport fuels [2–4].

Second-generation biofuels including bioethanol do not compete against food supplies
as they are based on non-food raw materials. This bioethanol is produced from lignocellu-
losic biomass. Such biomass is usually relatively inexpensive as well as locally available.
Lignocellulose is considered a renewable and sustainable carbon source and is a component
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of the cell wall of many plants. Lignocellulose resources can be classified into three main
groups including dedicated energy crops which grow on low-quality soil (e.g., herbaceous
crops and perennial grasses or switchgrass). The other group is agricultural wastes, such as
wheat straw, cereal straw, rice husk, corn cob, and bagasse from processing sugar cane. The
last group is forest-based wastes which are, among others, bark, branches, leaves, needles,
sawdust, shavings, and biomass fractions from industries based on forestry.

The progress of bioethanol production from lignocellulosic biomass is treated more
as a social responsibility, and the issue of economic profitability is still an ambiguous and
often highly debatable issue.

Pine trees are one of the most popular and widely available sources of biomass
worldwide, and this biomass in various forms is widely used as a renewable energy source.

In Poland, the share of Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris L.) in all forests is the largest and it is
the main species used for economic purposes. Pine, according to the Large-area Inventory
of the State of the Forest, covers 58.6% of the forest area of all ownership forms in Poland,
which in terms of volume translates into the value of 56.0% of wood resources (Report on the
condition of forests in Poland 2021). Timber harvesting in Poland in 2021 slightly exceeded
40 million m3, with the share of coniferous wood accounting for about 75% of the total
harvesting. Assuming that at maturity, the share of needles in dry pine biomass is about 4%,
this gives a significant amount of material for potential use. Pine forest biomass as an object
of scientific research has been of interest for many years [5–7]. The main aspect, however,
was the study of its amount in terms of its use in the production of various products,
as a source of energy, as an important element of the environment in absorbing carbon
dioxide [8], or as a reservoir of elements that are accumulated in it and removed from the
forest environment in the process of forest use. Elements of arbomass, including primarily
wood, are a source of energy mainly in the process of its combustion. However, there are
other possibilities to use this raw material. One of them is the production of bioethanol
from various parts of trees, including needles [9]. Although the share of needles is not the
largest in the entire mass of the tree, it cannot be omitted, especially in younger stands.
The interest in obtaining the entire mass of trees is so great that it is worth researching the
possibility of using needles as a raw material for bioethanol production. In commercial
stands, breeding activities, including those related to the removal of redundant trees, are
carried out from an early age, up to the age of felling (cleaning, thinning). In younger
stands, however, biomass is not of interest to the wood industry. However, stands that
are about 20 years old produce significant amounts of biomass, which is left in the forest
after breeding operations and therefore can be of use as a source of raw material for liquid
biofuel production. The amount of biomass produced is influenced by many factors [10],
including features of the stand or preparatory activities for forest regeneration [11]. These
include the management of logging residues and soil preparation, and these activities can
be carried out in various ways.

Pine needle biomass contains about 75% (by weight) of polysaccharides (cellulose,
hemicellulose) which can be hydrolyzed into simple sugars that may be exploited as raw
materials to produce biofuel [12].

Pine needle biomass as a lignocellulosic raw material contains a complex polymeric
matrix known as lignocellulose which, due to its complicated structure, is hardly biodegrad-
able. The lignocellulosic complex occurs in the cell walls of biomass and contains three
basic components—cellulose, hemicellulose, and lignin [13]. Cellulose and hemicellulose
are potential substrates in the fermentation process, while lignin is not a desirable element
and destabilizes the process of biomass hydrolysis. The biomass conversion process to
bioethanol consists of three main stages. The inaccessibility of the structure of lignocellu-
losic biomass makes it necessary to apply the first step, pretreatment, the purpose of which
is to purify, break up the solid phase, and loosen the compact structure of lignocellulose,
which allows for the reduction of the particle size and facilitates the hydrolysis of the cel-
lulose [12,14]. Several types of lignocellulosic biomass pretreatment can be distinguished,
such as physical, chemical, or biological methods. Physical pre-treatment methods include
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milling, extrusion processing, or ultrasonic treatment. Another type of pretreatment is
chemical treatment, the purpose of which is to loosen the compact structure of lignocel-
lulose. Chemical processes include acidic, alkaline, and neutral treatment, organosolv
processing, SO2 vapor explosion, ammonia, and ozonolysis. Depending on the method
used, various transformations take place within the lignocellulose complex. The second im-
portant stage to produce bioethanol from lignocellulosic biomass is enzymatic hydrolysis,
which determines the number of simple sugars metabolized by yeast in the fermentation
process. The third and final stage is the ethanol fermentation of hydrolysates obtained
from forest biomass using distillery yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae [15]. Currently, one of the
main goals is to increase the efficiency of bioconversion processes for lignocellulosic raw
materials, as well as to look for alternative solutions that affect the quantity and quality of
the final product.

Based on previous studies on the production of bioethanol from lignocellulosic
biomass and the authors’ experience in this scope, it was concluded that forest biomass
in the form of pine needles described in this article may be a valuable energy resource.
Moreover, no literature has been published before in relation to the possibility of bioethanol
production from pine needle biomass obtained from forest land following different logging
residue management methods and different ways of soil preparation.

Therefore, the aim of this presented study is the determination of the bioethanol yield
produced from pine needles obtained from forest land following different soil preparation
methods and logging residue management methods.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Raw Material

The raw material for bioethanol production in the form of pine needles was obtained
from the experimental area established in the administrative area of the Kalisz Pomorski
Forest District, in the Grzybów Forestry Range, subcompartment 321a. The needle was
obtained from a 20-year-old Scots pine stand (Pinus sylvestris L.) growing on the site type
of the fresh coniferous forest. Before the establishment of forest cultivation in 2000, the
area to be regenerated was prepared in 9 different variants with the use of mechanical
devices. Three methods of logging residues management were used: 1-complete removal
of the logging residues; 2-leaving residues on the clear-cut; 3-comminution of all residues,
and three ways of soil preparation: A-plowing furrows with the LPZ−75 plow; B-plowing
furrows with an active U-162 plow; C-plowing up ridges using a plow-miller. The entire
area of 1.68 ha was divided into 27 plots where 9 different experimental variants were
applied, each in 3 replications. The trees were selected using the Hartig method [16,17].
After felling each of the sample trees, a 2-kg sample of needled branches from the crown
was collected, and then the ratio of needle to shoots was determined [18]. In laboratory
conditions, the dry weight of the pine needle was determined and converted into individual
variants of logging residue management and soil preparation.

2.2. Bioethanol Production

Dried pine needle biomass was then disintegrated on a knife mill (Retsch SM-200,
Germany) with sieves of 2 mm mesh.

Then, the research material prepared in this way was subjected to the action of 1%
NaOH solution. The alkaline pretreatment process was carried out at 90 ◦C by 5 h incuba-
tion. After this time, filtration of the tested biomass suspension under reduced pressure was
started to stop the process in progress. To neutralize the filtered biomass, it was washed
with portions of distilled water until the desired pH equal to 7.0 was reached. This filtrate
was used as a substrate in the next stage of the bioethanol production process.

The enzymatic hydrolysis and ethanol fermentation process (SSF) was carried out
in 100 mL flasks and the total volume of prepared pine needle biomass hydrolysate was
40 mL. pH regulation to the desired value equal to 4.8 was made by application, using 1 M
sulfuric acid (pure p.a.; POCH, Gliwice, Poland) and 1 M sodium hydroxide. The enzyme
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Flashzyme Plus 200 (AB Enzyme, Darmstadt, Germany) was added to the flask with treated
biomass in the amount of 20 FPU·g−1. Subsequently, 0.5 g·L−1 of non-hydrated lyophilized
S. cerevisiae yeast was added to the same flask (cell concentration after inoculation cell
concentration was approximately 1 × 107 cfu·mL−1). Flasks were incubated at 37 ◦C for
72 h on a laboratory shaker at a speed of 200 rpm (GLS Aqua 18 Plus, GRANT, Swindon,
UK). All tests were performed in triplicate.

2.3. Analytical Methods

The chemical composition of the pine needle biomass was determined according to
standard methods.

• Extractive contents according to the Soxhlet method were determined using 96% EtOH
(pure p.a.; POCH, Poland) (TAPPI–T204 cm-07) [19].

• Cellulose content was determined by the Seifert method with a mixture of acetylace-
tone (pure p.a.; POCH, Poland) and dioxane (pure p.a.; POCH, Poland) [20].

• Lignin content was determined by the Tappi method (Technical Association of the
Pulp and Paper Industry) (T-222 om-06) with concentrated H2SO4 (pure p.a.; POCH,
Poland) [21].

• Pentosans were determined using 1–13% HCl (pure p.a.; POCH, Poland) and phloroglu-
cinol (pure p.a., Sigma-Aldrich, Sofia, Bulgaria), according to Tollen’s method [22].

• Theoretical hemicellulose content was arithmetically calculated as the difference be-
tween holocellulose and cellulose [23].

All results of this analysis are an average of three measurements and are calculated
from the dry matter of the raw material.

Determination of the ethanol concentration from forest biomass was performed using
an Elite LaChrom liquid chromatograph from VWR-Hitachi and an RI L-2490 detector,
using a Rezex ROA 300 × 7.80 mm column from Phenomenex, at 40 ◦C and at a flow
rate of 0.6 mL/min. The samples were loaded onto the column at 10 µL. The quantitative
identification was performed by the external standard method (standard- EtOH pure p.a.,
Sigma-Aldrich) using the peak area (measurement and computer integration using the
Ez-Chrom Elite program).

2.4. Bioethanol Yield Calculation

Ethanol yield from 100 g of raw material (Ys) [24] was calculated according to the equation:

YS =
Et
M

× 100 [g/100 g of raw material]

where: Et—amount of ethanol in 1000 mL of the tested sample (g) M—mass of material in
1000 mL of fermentation sample (g).

Based on the ethanol yield from 100 g of raw material, the yield of ethanol in L
per ton of straw dry matter (L·Mg−1) and then the ethanol yield per hectare (m3·ha−1)
was calculated.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

Two-way ANOVA was carried out to test the effect of the soil preparation technique
(Factor I) and logging residue management method (Factor II) on average pine needle yield
and on average ethanol yield in two variants, per 100 g and per yield according to the
observation model:

yijk = µ + τi + β j + (τβ)ij + εijk

where µ—general mean,
τi—effect of factor I (soil preparation method), i = 1, 2, 3
β j—effect of factor II (logging residues management method), j =1, 2, 3
(τiβ j)ij—interaction effect,
εi jk—random error.
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An experiment was carried out in k = 3 independent replications. If the null hy-
pothesis for main effects or interactions was rejected at the significance level α = 0.05, the
post hoc Tukey HSD test was used to compare the significance of the differences among
the means. The analyses were preceded by the Shapiro–Wilk Normality Test and the
Fligner-Killeen test of homogeneity of variances. All carried out analyses were performed
in statistical software R, version 4.2.2 [25,26].

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Pine Needle Biomass Yield

Variance analysis showed no significant differences in pine needle dry matter yield
resulting from the use of different soil preparation methods and different ways of logging
residue management. There was also no interaction between these factors. The highest aver-
age pine needle dry matter yields, 6.17 Mg·ha−1 and 5.71 Mg·ha−1, were found in the case
of plowing with the LPZ-75 plow and, respectively, complete removal and leaving residues
on the clear-cut (ways of managing logging residues), while the lowest, 3.99 Mg·ha−1, was
also with the use of the LPZ-75 plow and comminution of all residues (Table 1). Among the
soil preparation methods, the highest average pine needle dry matter yield at 5.29 Mg·ha−1

was obtained using the LPZ-75 plow, and the lowest, 4.86 Mg·ha−1,using the U-162 plow.
For ways of logging residue management, complete removal was the most effective, giving
a result like the method of leaving residues on the clear-cut.

Table 1. Statistical analysis of pine needle dry matter yield (Mg·ha−1).

Kolumna1 Df Sum Sq Mean Sq F Value Pr (>F)
Soil preparation 2 0.86 0.429 0.073 0.929

Logging
residues management 2 4.09 2.045 0.350 0.710

Soil preparation *
logging

residues management
4 4.55 1.136 0.194 0.938

Residuals 18 105.26 5.848

A,B,C * 1,2,3 GENERAL
MEAN1 2 3

A 6.173 5.706 3.993 5.29 a
B 4.696 5.133 4.743 4.86 a
C 5.30 4.98 4.80 5.03 a

5.06

5.39 5.27 4.51
*,1,2,3—logging residues management; A,B,C—soil preparation; a-means followed by a common letter are not
significantly different as per the Tukey post-hoc test at the 5% level of significance.

In turn, in the same area, in the earlier years of cultivation, a statistically significant
effect of both soil preparation methods and logging residue management on the biomass
yield of the aboveground part of Pinus sylvestris L. (including needles) [27]. This research
was carried out in the 17th year of the stand’s life when the impact is slowly fading away.
This may be because in the second decade of the stand’s life (II age class), stand maintenance
treatments were already carried out, which consisted of removing weaker pine trees, giving
space for the growth of the remaining trees.

The results of pine needle yield biomass obtained in this study are comparable to those
of other authors. For the plantation of the 15-year-old Pinus taeda stand, 6.06 to 8.60 Mg·ha−1

was obtained, depending on the planting spacing used [28]. In turn, Watzlawick et al. [29],
also examined Pinus taeda, and showed the following values of needle biomass: for a 14-
and 16-year-old plantation 5.62 Mg·ha−1; for a 19-year-old plantation 3.68 Mg·ha−1, and
for a 21-year-old plantation 8.06 Mg·ha−1.

Different methods of soil preparation may affect the amount of biomass obtained,
which results from various factors, e.g., from the degree of interference with the soil
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environment. When plowing, especially in poor habitats (fresh coniferous forest), the
LPZ-75 plow removes most of the organic and mineral layers of the soil and sets it aside,
which results in a lower survival rate and poorer growth of seedlings in the early years
of cultivation. In turn, after using the active plow U162, due to reduced invasiveness and
maintaining the soil accumulation level, better results were obtained for the growth of pine
seedlings [30]. However, other studies have shown the superiority of the LPZ-75 plowing
method over other methods (active plow, forest mulcher, disc plow, disc harrow) in terms
of the most favorable conditions for the growth of pine seedlings [31,32].

Typically, the impact of logging residue management methods on pine growth pa-
rameters (including biomass) is smaller than the impact of soil preparation methods. In
this study, the results, despite the observed tendencies, were not statistically confirmed
(no significant differences). However, in other studies, especially those concerning the first
years of pine cultivation growth, significant correlations were found between the methods
of logging residue utilization. Most often, the fragmentation of logging residues resulted in
better growth and success of pine cultivation, compared to other methods, e.g., clearing
or leaving residues on the clear-cut [33,34]. On the other hand, the removal of logging
residues usually had a negative impact on the condition of nutrients in the soil and litter,
which in turn translated into poorer tree growth [11].

3.2. Chemical Composition of Pine Needle Biomass

The analysis of the chemical composition of the pine needle biomass before and
after NaOH pretreatment was an important step in this research, in order to confirm the
efficiency of the alkaline treatment. The contents of extractive substances, pentosans,
cellulose, hemicellulose, and lignin were determined (Table 2).

Table 2. Chemical composition of pine needle biomass (% of dry matter); BP: before pretreatment;
AP: after pretreatment.

Pine Needle Extractive
Substances Pentosans Cellulose Hemicellulose Lignin

BP 27.67 ± 0.41 8.82 ± 0.12 38.49 ± 0.24 19.85 ± 0.98 24.81 ± 0.18
AP 2.23 ± 0.03 12.98 ± 0.14 51.90 ± 0.07 24.37 ± 0.82 20.63 ± 0.14

As is known, the purpose of alkali pretreatment is to remove lignin from materials with
lignocellulose and to increase the accessibility of the biomass structure. Properly selected
parameters of the initial preparation of the raw material determine the effectiveness of
enzymatic hydrolysis of polysaccharides and ethanol fermentation of released sugars. For
chemical treatment, 1% of NaOH was used, which is the most popular reagent used in
alkali pretreatment. This reagent effectively loosens the structure of lignocellulose and
increases the efficiency of subsequent stages of bioethanol production, which results from
the literature reports and our research experience.

Pine wood not pretreated with NaOH contained approx. 32% cellulose, approx. 14%
hemicellulose, and approx. 30% lignin [35]. On the other hand, research by Sjulander and
Kikas [36] showed cellulose content in pine wood at the level of 40.4%, lignin content at
the level of 24.3%, hemicellulose content at the level of 13.2%, and the content of extractive
substances at the level of 21.4%. A similar chemical composition of pine needle biomass
in our study was observed, i.e., approx. 38% cellulose, approx. 20% hemicellulose, and
approx. 25% lignin. The analysis of the chemical composition of the pine needle biomass
before and after pretreatment showed that the chemical treatment process was carried out
effectively and resulted in a visible increase in the cellulose content (by approx. 13%) and
the partial degradation of hemicellulose (by approx. 5%). Very significantly, a decrease in
the amount of lignin was also observed (by approx. 4%) (see Table 2). The pentosan content
in Polish softwood is usually as high as 25%, but their content after application of 1% NaOH
solution ranges from 13 to 16% [16,22,37]. Similar results for the content of pentosans were
obtained in our results. Extractive substances include phenols, terpenes, waxes, fats, resin
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acids, fatty acids, steroids, etc. [22]. The content of the extractive substance in the examined
biomass of pine needles was very high and amounted to over 27% before treatment, but
after treatment this amount was significantly reduced to 2.23%.

Similar observations regarding the chemical composition of pine needle biomass were
presented by Tandon and Sharma [14], who showed that untreated pine wood biomass
contains 57% of the total content of cellulose and hemicellulose, 23% of lignin, and 20%
of extractives. After the initial alkaline treatment, they found that the content of cellulose
and hemicellulose increased by 30%, while the contents of lignin and extractive substances
were reduced by several percent.

The obtained results allow us to conclude that the initial alkaline treatment led to a
decrease in the degree of cellulose crystallinity and to the violation of the lignin structure,
which is of particular importance for the further stages of bioethanol production, as lignin
is a strong obstacle in the pine needle biomass conversion process. Reducing the amount of
lignin can contribute to improved bioethanol yields from pine needle biomass.

3.3. Bioethanol Production
3.3.1. Bioethanol Yield per 100 g of Raw Material

Based on the analysis of variance (Table 3), significant differences were found in the
average ethanol yield per 100 g of raw material when using different preparation methods.

Table 3. Statistical analysis of ethanol yield from 100 g of pine needle biomass.

Df Sum Sq Mean Sq F Value Pr (>F)
Soil preparation 2 5.631 2.8156 5.336 0.0151 *

Logging
residues management 2 1.689 0.8447 1.601 0.2291

Soil preparation *
logging

residues management
4 2.528 0.632 1.198 0.3457

Residuals 18 9.497 0.5276

A,B,C * 1,2,3 GENERAL
MEAN1 2 3

A 16.56 15.373 16.193 16.04 a
B 15.54 15.67 14.913 15.37 ab
C 15.227 14.46 15.107 14.93 b

15.45

15.78 15.17 15.40
*,1,2,3 logging residues management; A,B,C—soil preparation; a, ab, b—means followed by a common letter are
not significantly different as per the Tukey post-hoc test at the 5% level of significance.

The highest yield was found for method A, i.e., 16.04 g·100 g−1 of pine needles which
differed significantly from the average ethanol yield for the C soil preparation method,
which was 14.93 g·100 g−1 of pine needles. The average yield of ethanol per 100 g of pine
needles for all methods of logging residue management was comparable, being the highest
for the first method, i.e., complete removal (15.78) and the lowest for the second method,
i.e., leaving residues on the clear-cut (15.17) (see Table 3). The average ethanol yield per
100 g of raw pine needles is high compared to similar studies. For example, the yield of
ethanol obtained from hemp biomass under similar conditions of treatment, hydrolysis,
and fermentation reached a similar level, i.e., 13–15 g·100 g−1 [38]. In turn, Cotana et al. [35]
conducted research on obtaining bioethanol from pine wood chips. After carrying out the
hydrolysis and fermentation process, they obtained an ethanol yield of 7.21–10.60 g·100 g−1

of raw material. Research on obtaining bioethanol from waste wood biomass was also
conducted by Victor et al. [39]. After pretreatment with NaOH, microwave irradiation, and
the fermentation process, they obtained an ethanol yield of 5.7 g·100 g−1 of pinecones.
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3.3.2. Bioethanol Yield per Hectare

Table 4 show bioethanol yield from pine needle biomass per hectare.

Table 4. Statistical analysis of ethanol yield per hectare of pine needle (m3·ha−1).

Df Sum Sq Mean Sq F Value Pr (>F)
Soil preparation 2 0.101 0.05074 0.215 0.809

Logging
residues

management
2 0.196 0.09808 0.415 0.666

Soil preparation *
logging
residues

management

4 0.205 0.5134 0.217 0.925

Residuals 18 4.249 0.23608

A,B,C * 1,2,3 GENERAL
MEAN1 2 3

A 1.293 1.123 0.810 1.80 a
B 0.926 1.006 0.896 0.94 a
C 1.016 0.910 0.916 0.95 a

0.99

6.46 5.93 5.23
*,1,2,3—logging residues management; A,B,C—soil preparation; a—means followed by a common letter are not
significantly different as per the Tukey post-hoc test at the 5% level of significance.

As with the pine needle dry matter yield, variance analyses showed no significant
differences in ethanol yield per hectare of pine needle [m3·ha−1] resulting from the use
of different soil preparation methods and different ways of logging residue management
(Table 4). The average ethanol yield per hectare of pine needles in the whole experiment
was 0.99 m3·ha−1. It was the highest for the first soil preparation method (LPZ-75 plow)
at 1.08 m3·ha−1. The other two methods gave average yields at a very similar level,
respectively 0.95 m3·ha−1 and 0.94 m3·ha−1, for plowing up ridges using a plow-miller
and plowing with an active U-162 plow. The most effective combination in terms of ethanol
yield per hectare of pine needle was plowing with the LPZ-75 plow and complete removal,
giving an average yield of 1.29 m3·ha−1.

Bonifacino et al. [40] conducted research on obtaining bioethanol using wood from Eu-
calyptus and after pre-hydrolysis, simultaneous saccharification, and the fermentation pro-
cess, they obtained ethanol yield at a level equal to 2.5 m3·ha−1. In turn, in the research con-
ducted on obtaining bioethanol from the biomass of invasive plants (Reynoutria × bohemica),
the highest yield of ethanol was 2.6 m3·ha−1 [41]. Research on the production of bioethanol
from pine biomass was also conducted by Daud et al. [42] and after pretreatment and the
SSF process, they obtained an ethanol yield of 1.5 m3·ha−1. It should be noted that despite
the satisfactory content of ethanol in 100 g of raw material, the yield of ethanol is not very
high, which is due to the lower biomass yield of pine needles per hectare.

4. Conclusions

Pine needle biomass with nine different variants was tested. Chemical composition
studies have shown that an effective alkaline pretreatment allows the lignocellulosic com-
plex to be broken down, separating lignin from polysaccharides. The presented results
confirm that there was a decrease in the lignin content and an increase in the cellulose
content, which may indirectly lead to an improvement in the efficiency of the bioethanol
production process.

The results of the study showed that the highest average yield of pine needles and the
bioethanol yield per hectare of pine needle was obtained by plowing with the LPZ-75 plow
(soil preparation methods) and complete removal (logging residue management methods).
After the statistical analysis, no significant differences between the amount of pine needle
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biomass from forest land following different logging residue management methods and
different ways of soil preparation were observed.

The conducted research confirms that the biomass of pine needles has an energy
potential and can be a raw material to produce bioethanol, which will contribute, among
other things, to the production of useful industrial products. It should be added that the
production of biofuels from waste forest biomass is innovative and contributes to solving a
key issue in the production of biocomponents for transport biofuels.
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79, 105–118. (In Polish)
25. Batog, J.; Frankowski, J.; Wawro, A.; Łacka, A. Bioethanol Production from Biomass of Selected Sorghum Varieties Cultivated as

Main and Second Crop. Energies 2020, 13, 6291. [CrossRef]
26. R Development Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical Computing:

Vienna, Austria, 2022.
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