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Abstract: Biomass burning is an important source of brown carbon (BrC) which poses high-risk
threats to human health and the environment. In this study, bio-coal briquette (coal mixed with
biomass), a promising solid fuel for residential combustion, is proven to be a clean fuel which can
effectively reduce BrC emission. First of all, an orthogonal experiment with three factors and three
levels on the physical property of bio-briquette was carried out to identify the optimal preparation
conditions including the ratio of biomass to anthracite, particle size and molding pressure. Then
a combustion experiment of the bio-coal briquetted was implemented in a simulated residential
combustion system. BrC emission factors (EFs) were calculated based on the detected black carbon
(BC) concentration by an aethalometer, and other optical characteristics for organic components of
extract samplers, such as mass absorption efficiency (MAE) and absorption angstrom index (AAE),
were also explored. Lastly, composition analysis of BrC by a gas chromatography (GC) tandem
mass spectrometer (MS) and direct visible images by scanning electron microscopy (SEM) were
investigated to provide more detail information on BrC EFs and property change. It was shown
that bio-coal briquette had such low BrC EFs that 70–81% BrC was reduced in comparison with
an interpolation value of 100% biomass and 100% coal. Furthermore, the composition of BrC from
bio-coal briquette burning was different, which consisted of more substances with strong wavelength
dependence. Consequently, although MAE declined by 60% at a 540 nm wavelength, the AAE value
of bio-coal briquette only decreased slightly compared with interpolation values. To be more specific,
tar balls, the main existing form of BrC, were distributed much more sparsely in the SEM image of
bio-coal briquette. To sum up, a positive reduction effect on BrC was discovered in bio-coal briquette.
It is evident that bio-coal briquette can serve as an alternative solid fuel for residential combustion,
which is beneficial for both human health and the atmosphere.

Keywords: bio-coal briquette; BrC; combustion; residential solid fuel

1. Introduction
1.1. Research Motivation

In recent years, BrC has aroused widespread concern for its strong light absorption
performance of ultraviolet (UV) and visible (Vis) light [1–3]. The absorption contribution
of BrC at short wavelengths can reach 20–50% [4–6]. This indicates that it has an impor-
tant impact on atmospheric radiation forcing. As a mixture containing multiple organic
substances, some specific chemical species in BrC are the critical factors for absorbing and
scattering light [7–9]. Further, a series of toxicants are produced by these chemical species.
They endanger human health when breathed into the human respiratory system [10,11].

1.2. Research Advance

There have been many studies on the source and characteristics of BrC. The main
sources of BrC are known to be the incomplete combustion of biomass and fossil fuel at low
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temperatures [12]. The light absorption capacity of BrC from fossil fuel combustion sources
is stronger than that generated from biomass combustion sources. Nevertheless, the BrC
from fossil fuel source has a higher wavelength dependence, which is possibly due to the
fact that it contains more highly aromatic and macromolecular organic compounds [13,14].
The enhanced light absorption partly results from two factors: intermolecular interac-
tions between aromatic compounds with multiple hydroxyl, aldehyde or ketone groups,
and the formation of complex derived from aromatic compounds with multiple hydroxyl
groups and transition metals [15,16]. There are significant seasonal differences in the optical
characteristics of BrC. MAE and absorption coefficient (Abs) are considerably higher in
winter than in other seasons. It can be attributed to the fact that a large amount of heating
fuel is consumed in winter and fossil fuel and biomass are the main heating combustion
fuel [13]. AAE represents the spectral dependence of light absorption efficiency [17]. This
leads to the greater AAEs of BrC with carbonaceous aerosols over 1 [18,19]. The existence
of BrC in aerosols makes the MAE increase more strongly towards shorter wavelengths
due to a larger AAE for BrC than for BC. Furthermore, the upgrade of modified combus-
tion efficiency (MCE) reduces AAE [20,21]. Less efficient burning phases (smoldering;
MCE < 0.9) produce more BrC compared with more efficient burning conditions (flaming;
MCE > 0.9) [22]. Therefore, there is a positive correlation between AAEs and OC (organic
carbon)/EC (element carbon) ratios. Further, the larger AAEs of crop residues is attributed
to their higher OC/EC ratios compared with coals [22].

The light absorption characteristics of BrC are closely related to its composition. The
MAE of different BrC fractions depends mainly on the chemical structure of chromophores
(e.g., unsaturation degree, oxidation state and molecular weight) and the ratio of chro-
mophores species to non-light-absorbing organics [23]. Based on previous research, the
primary components of BrC include polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), humic-like
substances (HULIS), tarry materials from combustion, and bioaerosols [24–26]. These
substances mostly contain highly conjugated aromatic rings, and have high molecular
weights that are directly linked to polar functional groups such as oxygen and nitrogen [27].
Over 40% light absorption of BrC from biomass combustion is provided by nonpolar
compounds [28]. The absorption of BrC can be dominated or contributed by a few major
chromophores. For example, aromatic rings in macromolecular materials significantly in-
crease the light absorption of BrC at short wavelengths [23]. The chromophore has become
the main factor affecting the light absorption characteristics of BrC, and its light absorption
ability is positively correlated with the molecular weight and unsaturated degree of the
chromophore [29–31]. Absorbance and fluorescence intensity of methanol-soluble compo-
nents of BrC are stronger than that of water-soluble components, possibly because some
substances (such as PAHS) are extractable in organic solvents, but are almost insoluble
in water [32]. BrC is an important component of tar balls [33]. Fresh tar balls have light
absorption characteristics similar to atmospheric BrC with higher absorption efficiency
towards the UV wavelengths, and nonpolar tar aerosols contain predominantly high molec-
ular weight unsubstituted and alkyl-substituted PAHs, while polar tar aerosols consist of a
large amount of oxidized aromatic substances (e.g., methoxy-phenols, benzenediol) with
higher O:C ratios and carbon oxidation states [34].

1.3. Research Contribution

In China, firewood and bulk coal are still the most popular fuels in vast rural areas.
They are one of the major sources of BrC, and their combustion conditions and types affect
BrC emissions and composition. In order to reduce environmental pollution, Chinese
government has encouraged application of biomass briquette and coal briquette in residen-
tial combustion since 2014. Bio-coal briquettes, a mixture of biomass and coal, have been
recommended as suitable alternative solid fuel because of their low pollutant emissions
and high thermal efficiency [35,36]. During bio-coal briquette combustion, the drawbacks
of biomass and coal complement each other; therefore, better combustible qualities can be
achieved [37]. The irregular texture with numerous cracks and cavities in bio-coal briquette
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is highly favorable for fuel combustion since oxidant reaches the core of the fuel with
less resistant [38]. In addition, biomass that scatters in bio-coal briquette is burnt before
coal and numerous pores are formed. Such a structure facilitates the transfer of mass and
heat, reduces the formation of oxygen-depleted zones, and hence declines emissions of
pollutants [35,36]. Therefore, there is tremendous significance for exploration of bio-coal
briquette on BrC emissions based on the hazards and impacts mentioned above. To our
knowledge, this is the first study to use bio-coal briquette for BrC reduction. It provides
sufficient data and theoretical support for the popularization and application of bio-coal
briquette, especially the bio-coal briquette made from universal biomass and coal resources
in China.

1.4. Research Novelty

Little research on the effects of bio-coal briquette for residential combustion on BrC
emission reduction is available. The BrC reduction effect of bio-coal briquette for residential
combustion remains unclear, and the emission reduction mechanism of bio-coal briquette
for it should to be further clarified. Our aim is to fully clarify the emission mechanism and
characteristics of BrC from bio-coal briquette. An orthogonal experiment was conducted to
determine the optimum preparation process of bio-coal briquette. Then the combustion
experiment of bio-coal briquette was implemented in a simulated residential combustion
system. The results were compared with those of pure biomass briquette and anthracite
chunk. In addition to BrC EFs, this study investigated optical property of bio-coal briquette.
The influence of BrC’s chemical species on its optical property was also explored.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials

Rice straw and corn straw collected from Xuzhou of Jiangsu province in China were
selected to prepare bio-coal briquette in this study. They were dried and shredded to the
length of 1 mm, 2 mm, and 3 mm, respectively. Jindong anthracite, shredded to 1 mm,
2 mm, and 3 mm in diameter, was chosen and mixed with these biomasses. Polyvinyl
alcohol was used as binder.

2.2. Experimental Methods
2.2.1. Experimental Scheme

The experimental scheme of this study is shown as Figure 1.
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2.2.2. The Experimental System

A combustion experiment was implemented in a simulated residential combustion
system (see Figure 2), including a combustion chamber and dilution sampling section.
A typical residential stove and a kettle were adopted to simulate water boiling process.
Generated flue gas was diluted in a pipe connected to flue gas hood above the stove. The
power and stability of flue gas flow were provided by induced draft fan connected to the
end of the pipeline. Sampling was conducted on the exhaust pipe (diameter of 22 cm)
4 meters away from the combustion chamber. An aethalometer (AE33, Magee Scientific,
CA, USA) displaying 7 wavelengths (λ = 950, 880, 660, 590, 520, 470, 370 nm) was used to
monitor the light absorption characteristics of BC in PM2.5 on line. Particle matter (PM)
samples in two branches were gathered on quartz filter membrane (47 mm diameter, Pall
Corp., Show Low, AZ, USA).
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In order to obtain the optimum preparation process of bio-coal briquette, an orthog-
onal experiment with 3 factors and 3 levels (as shown in Table 1) was conducted. Three
conditions including particle size, molding pressure, the mass ratio of biomass to anthracite
were investigated. During the stirring of the mixture, 1 wt% polyvinyl alcohol diluted with
water was added. As the key indicators of briquette, both compressive strength and shatter
strength were measured to determine the optimum preparation process conditions.

Table 1. The orthogonal experimental scheme for bio-coal briquette process conditions.

No. Particle Size
(mm)

Molding Pressure
(MPa)

Biomass/Anthracite
(m/m)

1 ≤1 15 1:9
2 ≤2 25 1:4
3 ≤3 35 3:7

2.2.3. Collected Sample Analysis

Before extraction, the quartz filter membrane collected with PM2.5 was analyzed
by scanning electron microscopy (SEM; SU110, Hitachi Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) to monitor
the morphology. Then the quartz filter membrane was extracted with dichloromethane
with sonication for 30 min before it was kept at room temperature for 10 hours to allow
the solution to reach equilibrium. After being sonicated for another 30 min, the extract
was then filtered by syringe through a 50 mm diameter filter with a 0.45 µm pore size
to remove undissolved substance. Finally, the evaporated extract by a rotary evaporator
was set to a constant volume of 1 mL before sample injection analysis. All extracts were
analyzed by a GC (GC, Agilent 7890, Agilent Co., Palo Alto, CA, USA) tandem MS (Agilent
5975C, Agilent Co., Palo Alto, CA, USA). The GC capillary column was a HP-5 column
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(30 m × 0.32 mm × 0.25 µm, Agilent Co., Palo Alto, CA, USA). The GC temperature was
programmed from 50 ◦C (held for 2 min) to 316 ◦C at a rate of 3.5 ◦C/min, and then
maintained for 5 min. Blank samples were analyzed with the same method, and their
signals were deducted from those of the actual samples. MS conditions: electron ionization
(EI): 70 eV, 230 ◦C. The selective ion monitoring (SIM) mode was adopted at a resolution
of ≥10,000. The temperatures of injector and ion source were set at 280 ◦C and 260 ◦C,
respectively. Ultrapure helium was used as the carrier gas under constant flow mode at
a flow mode of 1.0 mL/min. After removing the blank, a peak was removed when the
signal-to-noise ratio was less than 10 or the NIST library matching degree was less than 750.

Light absorption of these extracts without concentration were measured at 6 different
wavelengths (λ = 350, 420, 480, 540, 600 and 700 nm) with a UV–vis double-beam spec-
trophotometer (UV-4802S, UNIC, Shanghai, China) at 1 nm intervals and 1 cm optical path.
The BrC solution was placed in a 1 cm quartz cuvette. Pure dichloromethane was used
as a blank reference for the solutions of BrC fraction. Blank samples and parallel samples
were analyzed with the same method. Further, one-way ANOVA analysis was employed
to confirm the validation of experimental results.

2.2.4. Calculation Method

1. EFs of BrC

The light absorption intensity increases exponentially with wavelength, and the change
law conforms to the power law as Equation (1).

ATN = K× λ−AAE (1)

where λ is the wavelength of the light; ATN is light absorption of BrC at wavelength of λ; K
is the constant of the mass concentration of the PM.

By deforming Equations (1) and (2), the following was obtained.

ln(ATN) = −AAE× ln(λ) + ln(K) (2)

Fitting operations are performed on the ATN values measured by the 7-wavelength
aethalometer at various wavelengths to obtain K and AAE. λ is an independent variable, and
ATN is a dependent variable. Then the relationship between ATNSUM and λ is established.
ATN is varied on the λ. To let AAE = 1, the relationship between ATNSUM and λ evolves
into the relationship of ATNBC and λ. By using the method of constant integral, the area of
the two functions of ATNBC and ATNSUM are enclosed in wavelength 370–950 nm, and the
difference area between the two is the ATN produced by BrC as Equation (3).

RBrC/BC =
∫
(ATNSUM − ATNBC)dλ/

∫
ATNBCdλ λ ∈ (370, 950) (3)

where RBrC/BC is the concentration ratio of BrC to BC. By integrating the concentration of
BC, the concentration of BrC can be estimated.

The BrC EFs were calculated as Equation (4)

EFs =
Q f ρs
Mc

∫ extinctiontime

starttime
RBrC/BCCsdt (4)

where Cs (mg/m3) is measured BC concentration by the aethalometer, ρs is the BC density,
and Qf is the gas flow rate in the tunnel.

2. Measurement of MAE and AAE

MAE and AAE are used to characterize the light absorption with the change in
wavelength. Abs at wavelength of λ nm (Absλ) was calculated as Equation (5).

Absλ= (ATNλ −ATN700)×
V1

Va · l
× ln(10) (5)
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where V1 (mL) stands for the volume of extractant added to each filter membrane sample,
and Va (L) represents the corresponding sampling volume; l (m) is the optical path length of
the quartz dish of the ultraviolet spectrophotometer; ATN700 is used to deduct the baseline
drift produced by instrument.

ATNλ was estimated as Equation (6).

ATNλ = −log(
I
I0
) = l ×∑

i
(ci)× εi,λ (6)

where ci (mol/L) is concentration of light-absorbing substances in solution, εi represents
the proportional constant of each component, l (cm) stands for the length of optical path.

MAE at 365 nm (MAE365) can be obtained by Abs at 365 nm as Equation (7).

MAE365 =
Abs365

M
(7)

where M represents the soluble organic quality concentration for tested sample.
The relationship between Abs and λ can be expressed as Equation (8), The AAE value

can be obtained by linear fitting of lg Abs and lg λ at 350–600 nm.

Abs = K·λAAE (8)

where K is the constant of the PM mass concentration. λ stands for the wavelength of the light.

3. EFs and an interpolation value of 100% biomass and 100% coal

The chemical species EFs were calculated as Equation (9)

EFs = M f × F/Mc (9)

where Mf is the collected mass of chemical species in PM2.5, Mc is the mass of solid fuel,
and F stands for the ratio of total flow rate in the dilution tunnel to the sampling flow rate.

The calculated mass-weighted average value (y), which was interpolated between the
values for 100% biomass and 100% coal according to mass inclusion of biomass and coal,
was calculated as Equation (10).

y = xb × b% + xc × c% (10)

where xb, and xc are measured values of biomass briquettes and coal briquettes, respectively,
b% and c% stand for proportion of biomass and coal.

3. Results
3.1. Analysis of the Results of Orthogonal Experiments

The orthogonal experimental results for bio-coal briquette mixed anthracite with rice
straw or corn straw is presented in Tables S1–S6. The sequence of influence strength for bio-coal
briquette quality was the mass ratio of biomass to anthracite > molding pressure > particle
size. The optimal combination of these factors of this study was: the mass ratio of biomass to
anthracite of 20 %, the molding pressure of 25 MPa, and the particle size of raw material not
more than 1 mm. The following tested bio-coal briquette samples were prepared according
to the optimum processing conditions.

3.2. Optical Characteristics

Figure 3 shows the BrC EFs of measured smoke from different fuel burning in PM2.5.
The BrC EFs of bio-coal briquette is 0.42 ± 0.11 and 0.33 ± 0.12 g/kg for corn straw-coal
and rice straw-coal briquette. They are very close to that of anthracite (0.35 ± 0.31 g/kg).
Pure biomass briquette presented BrC EFs of 5.57 ± 1.38 g/kg for corn straw-coal briquette
and 7.40 ± 1.45 g/kg for rice straw-coal briquette, respectively.
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Figure 3. BrC EFs of combustion smoke from different fuel in PM2.5 compared with calculated
mass-weighted average ones.

There was a significant drop compared with the calculated mass-weighted average
values. It is obvious that bio-coal briquette burning produced far less BrC. The reduction
rate reached as high as 69.87% for corn straw-coal briquette and 81.25% for rice straw-coal
briquette. More efficient burning phases reduces the production of BrC compared with
more efficient burning conditions [22]. This trend is consistent with the PM2.5 variation
trend measured in the literature [35,36]. The addition of biomass into coal not only reduced
PM2.5, but also declined BrC emission. In addition, EFs of BrC obtained in this study are
basically consistent with the data in the literature (see Table 2).

Table 2. BrC EFs of different solid fuel.

No. Emission Source EFs
(g/kg) Data Sources

1
Boio-coal briquette 0.33–0.42

This studyAnthracite 0.35 ± 0.31
Biomass briquette 5.57–7.40

2
Anthracite 1.08 ± 0.80

Sun et al. [39]Coal briquette 8.59 ± 2.70

3 Peat 0.85 Stockwell et al. [40]

4 Firewood 7.50–16.00 Fan et al. [41]

5
Bituminous coal 2.10–3.10 Song et al. [42]

Lignite 1.10–2.20

6
Rice straw 2.50 ± 3.06

Sun et al. [43]Corn straw 0.45 ± 0.76
Biomass pellet 0.13 ± 0.06

The MAE decrease proportion of bio-coal briquette is demonstrated in Figure 4. A similar
decrease trend but with different values was presented by both MAE of corn straw-coal
briquette and rice straw-coal briquette. Corn straw-coal briquette showed a more obvious
reduction compared with rice straw-coal briquette at the same wavelength. Further, the
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minimum value of 60.47 ± 3.70% reduction was achieved in rice straw-coal briquette at
a 540 nm wavelength. The reduction in MAE also meant the drop of BrC EFs (as shown
in Figure 3). MAE increased with the fraction of OC [44], the bio-coal briquette burning
produced less OC. It could be attributed to the MCE improvement, resulting in complete OC
combustion [35,36].
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Figure 4. MAE reduction ratio of BrC from bio-coal briquette burning compared with calculated
mass-weighted average ones.

AAE value was closely related to aerosols composition. There existed a positive correla-
tion between AAEs and OC/EC ratios. The large AAEs for crop residues can be explained by
their higher OC/EC ratios compared with coals [22]. The improvement of MCE of fuel signifi-
cantly reduced the corresponding AAE [20,21]. Some studies have shown that AAE value is
up to 9.5 for BrC [17], and BC is approximately 1 [15]. Although the AAE values of bio-coal
briquette were slightly lower than the calculated mass-weighted average ones, no obvious
change was discovered between them (see Figure 5). The reduction in BrC should account for
the AAE decrease [18,19]. The phenomenon, however, was not consistent with the reduction
in BrC EFs shown in Figure 3. The BrC from fossil fuel source had a higher wavelength
dependence. The coal in bio-coal briquette produced more aromatic and macromolecular
organic compounds than biomass [13,14].
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The measured values of MEA and AAE were basically consistent with the data in the
previous studies (see Table 3), which indicates the reliability of these data.

Table 3. Optical characteristics of BrC from different solid fuels.

No. Emission Source Wavelength
(nm)

MAE
(m2/g) AAE Data Sources

1
Boio-coal briquette 350–480 0.10–0.36 7.31–7.70

This studyAnthracite 350–480 1.33 ± 0.17 7.40 ± 0.23
Biomass briquette 350–480 1.17–1.28 5.30–6.23

2 Corn straw 400–550 7–7.7 Li et al. [45]

3 Rice straw 300–400 1.37 ± 0.23 7.4–9.0 Park et al. [46]

4 Coal 365 1.5 ± 0.4 5.7 ± 0.2 Huang et al. [23]

5
Corn straw 375–625 2.10–3.10 1.5–4 Wang et al. [47]
Rice straw 375–625 1.10–2.20 5.0 ± 0.1

6
Bituminous coal 330–400 2.50 ± 3.06 7.7–11

Li et al. [48]Anthracite 330–400 0.13 ± 0.06 8.2–12

3.3. Analysis of the Results of GC–MS Testing

Composition of particle samples from bio-coal briquette mixed with corn straw tested
by GC–MS is shown in Figure 6. Compared with calculated mass-weighted values, as
much as 30.22% EFs of total chemical species was reduced. In addition, chemical species
proportion of bio-coal briquette were significantly different. In particular, alkenes EFs
dropped by 85.60% and alkanes EFs sank by 81.74%. Therefore, phenols, esters and PAHs
were the main components in these chemical emission from the bio-coal briquette burning.
They were also the main wavelength dependence components [13,14]. All of them were
actually less than calculated mass-weighted average ones in terms of EFs. The absorption
of BrC could be dominated or contributed by these aromatic rings in macromolecular
materials [23]. Intermolecular interactions between these PAHs caused the enhancement of
light absorption [15,16].
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Figure 6. EFs of organic chemical species in PM2.5 emitted from different fuel combustion.

3.4. SEM Analysis

Figure 7 presents the SEM images of PM2.5 from corn straw-coal briquette. BrC existed
in the form of tar balls. Tar balls significantly increased the direct radiation forcing in the
near UV and UV light regions. Further, more than 95% of all particles emitted from biomass
smoldering were tar balls [33,34]. The tar balls, each in the form of a spherical core with
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bright outer shell, were distributed far more densely in the image of corn straw briquette.
Further, other organic compounds were dark areas without a bright inclusion surrounded
because they were largely electron transparent. A substantial reduction appeared in the
image of corn straw-coal briquette, which had even less tar balls than anthracite chunk.
Fresh tar balls had light absorption characteristics similar to atmospheric BrC with higher
absorption efficiency towards the UV wavelengths [34].
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4. Discussion

According to the trends in Figure 3, the AAE of bio-coal briquette should have pre-
sented a significantly reduction compared with the calculated mass-weighted average one.
However, merely a little reduction was discovered. One of the most likely reasons was BrC
composition change. It generated stronger wavelength dependence reflected on AAE. The
effect of BrC EFs reduction on wavelength dependence was offset by some composition
change in BrC produced in bio-coal briquette burning. Phenols, esters and PAHs, as the
main components in BrC from the bio-coal briquette burning became the main factor for
stronger light absorption characteristics of BrC [29–31].

The main chemical composition in PM2.5 sample of pure biomass briquette were
alkanes, alkenes and PAHs. There was a marked difference in chemical composition of
PM2.5 from anthracite burning, where more PAHs and phenols were discovered. They
were characterized with higher wavelength dependence. The strong light absorption char-
acteristics of BrC can be attributed to strong light-absorbing chromogenic groups, such as
large molecules with aromatic and heteroatomic (O and N) groups [16,49,50]. The addition
of biomass to anthracite effectively reduced the EFs of phenols and PAHs compared with
calculated mass-weighted average ones, but their percentage increased somehow (see
Figure 6). In short, although the total EFs of these chemical species decreased dramatically,
relatively more wavelength dependent substances were left. This are probably the reasons
for the BrC of bio-coal briquette with lower EFs but high stronger wavelength dependence.
Although bio-coal briquette can improve MCE and reduce pollutants emission [35,36], the
combustion of large molecules such as PAHs has not been fully resolved.

Biomass played a very important part in the BrC reduction. Compared with calculated
mass-weighted average values, 69.87% for corn straw-coal briquette and 81.25% for rice
straw briquette-coal was appreciably achieved by the synergistic effects. Synergistic effects
between biomass and anthracite during bio-coal briquette combustion resulted in a consid-
erable reduction in BrC emission. During bio-coal briquette combustion, oxidant reached
the core of the fuel with less resistant because of the irregular texture with numerous cracks
and cavities in it [38]. In addition, a large number of pores left after the combustion of
biomass scattered in bio-coal briquette. This facilitated the transfer of mass and heat and
reduced the formation of oxygen-depleted zones. MCE was improved and emissions of
BrC declined accordingly [35,36].

5. Conclusions

In this study, bio-coal briquette was innovatively proposed for BrC reduction in
residential solid fuel burning. To the author’s knowledge, this is the first study to use bio-
coal briquette for BrC reduction. Bio-coal briquette in this study was prepared according to
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optimum process conditions obtained by a three-factor and three-level orthogonal test. BrC
EFs, and MAE and AAE of BrC were investigated, and GC–MS and SEM were adopted for
mechanism exploration. Some conclusions can be drawn as follows:

(1) According to the three-factor and three-level orthogonal test, the optimum process-
ing conditions determined by shatter strength and compressive strength were: the ratio of
biomass to anthracite is 20 %, the molding pressure 25 MPa, and the particle size of raw
material not more than 1mm.

(2) Bio-coal briquette led to substantial BrC EFs reduction compared with calculated
mass-weighted average ones. The corresponding MAE values decreased markedly at the
wavelength of 350–600 nm as well. It is highly likely that higher MCE in bio-coal briquette
resulted in more BrC being burned out. Further, far less tar balls were discovered in the
images of PM2.5 from bio-coal briquette burning.

(3) The AAE values showed only a slight reduction compared with calculated mass-
weighted average ones, which indicated that chemical species of BrC from bio-coal briquette
burning has stronger wavelength dependence. The total EFs of these chemical species
decrease dramatically, relatively more wavelength dependent substances are left.

In conclusion, BrC emitted from the bio-coal briquette is significantly reduced compared
with calculated mass-weighted average ones. The application of bio-coal briquette technology
is a promising way to control and decrease BrC emissions from residential combustion.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/pr11061834/s1, Table S1: The results of the orthogonal experiment
of bio-coal briquette mixed with rice straw; Table S2: The results of the orthogonal experiment of
bio-coal briquette mixed with corn straw; Table S3: The shatter strength analysis of rice straw -coal
briquette; Table S4: The compressive strength analysis of rice straw-coal briquette; Table S5: The
shatter strength analysis of corn straw -coal briquette; Table S6: The compressive strength analysis of
corn straw-coal briquette.
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