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Multilevel coupling mechanisms and closed-loop engineering regulation
of a microalgae-biochar synergistic system

XING Yifan'**  FANG Le">*™  ZHANG Cheng"** LI Xia"*’
(1. Advanced Institute of Natural Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Zhuhai, 519087, China; 2. School of Environment,
Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875, China; 3. National Key Laboratory of Wetland Environmental Protection and
Ecological Restoration, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875, China)

Abstract The rampant misuse of antibiotics has led to a global water pollution crisis, posing
significant threats to ecological security. In this context, the microalgae-biochar synergistic system
emerges as an innovative, green, and low-carbon solution, achieving dual objectives of pollutant
remediation and resource recovery through bio-material coupling effects. This study provides a
comprehensive review of the multi-scale interaction mechanisms and engineering potential of the
microalgae-biochar system. Specifically, it elucidates molecular-level interactions between
components, analyzes synergistic antibiotic removal pathways, and proposes a forward-looking
framework for constructing a fully closed-loop system integrating wastewater treatment, biomass
conversion, and material regeneration. This work aims to offer a sustainable and eco-friendly strategy
for addressing antibiotic-contaminated wastewater.
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PrAE RN 20 20 e BB R 2 R 2 —, FEBRYT RN & B o ik B, (H G B 2 51 R 4
BRVEAE S EE L. WFFRIESE, BT KDY FRAE AR 5 IS K R A T e 2%, BT A
RTZAR AR PR M 3R/ KRB S i PR, 28T G WA K A v S IR A PR B B REAE,
IV H #2355 Pr A4 K it 25 1 (antibiotic-resistant bacteria, ARB) Fl i 24 2 [A] (antibiotics resistance genes,
ARGS) 5 4 B #E, BT G o 5 8 48 . OB S TS Qe W i U R4 AR B A RN )
2000—2018 4F, HFRHCA E R0 A 3R AF T AR B R 209%™, T2 2025 4F A Bk ARAF i 25 1 R e ot
T2 N BB 5 i 1000 J7 OL J0 R ™ IR A &, & Bt AR R R K AR B T W B A (oF 3058 Uk (lethal
concentration 50%, LCsy) <10 mol-L™"), i# & A LW 7 far (k2% 75 % & ( chemical oxygen demand, COD)
1x10*—8x10*mol-L™") M Hi A4 1 % it 1 (AE 4L 7 %A &2 (biochemical oxygen demand, BODS5)/COD<0.25) %5
RV, B R B I6 B i [ BE ZA 00 A R TE IS P K A B e R R AR e e« A B T — kTS G
SRV U0, A= 0y ek 352 0 A 2R R 400 ) 208 AR TR T, T R 3 B R A R k2 ) 32 BR T v AR 5 75 )
SRR, PR, iR R M R B R AR EREE XU A28 5% T A7 M A R B A 3G R, A A 4 i
YU R KA ER FA I )R

TRCHE-2E ) b I A R0 0 A - 4R S TR S DL, ST Vs e v Im) 2 B 5 R R A AR B XL
Hbr. P04 R EBR I, 2R R AR EY i R TR, 29 SLIE S5 M | R HF A B 5
(persistent free radicals, PFRs) " 5 {3 i) ffd 41 5 5 W) (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) | il P fiff |
oA H TR T WA B - SR AR R A -2 i A = EE S A B AR MLE], TS BB AR R 0 R R e BR e
FEGICSEGEIRAL Ty T8, A2 W 1) — AL P90 28 AN 25 s M o, 07 8 B (Na) | B (KD | 45 (Ca) S50
T R OC R AT LG R FH (o A0 23 B B 2—3 A%, (W) Aot ok A EAE S A TR A7 BELASO S B
PEAE ) A ORiAR 5—50 pm), ERUCREFERFAL 85% LA U170 (R, ok e - A= W e P TRl A4 2285 05 e W L
P& 5 4 Wy B ISR 25, T8 BT Jedis il - B P i A WU & R 5.

25 LR, G- e D [RIMA FRGE o = E AT T PR RIR R R B e, WA B - R
fife-AE e A RUBE DR RI L S T Ak 3R 2 AR R0 L By R, JEF = 2R 2% i T s 1) 8 AR 4
ARG T AL BRI HE TR BEFEIR BT Fe ), A W0 B A0 Ay e BT INE™ 4 CAn 2B W RkL) i R e it ]
SEIE K AR R ) ) (B AL BRI A RIS YR ERAR A T e B IR AR S A B R A TR R R
Gefirt Ty 58, HA Y- TR G AL B LTS G 06 BRE R & B W UE L AR HF R E DT
HAENLH - T 2S804k - T AR N W 0100 it ROBEEBE 5%, e 512 S 101 S by 3l ) 2= f Al S5 AL T 2048
B, DAHESN 24 AR D S50 2 ] TRk FH A 15 .

1 A FRE. FmeEFiE 35 2 m A EVLH (Molecular scale: interfacial energy—mass transfer and
directional regulation mechanism)

1.1 AR LB R -5 55 22 ALK B i 45

A BAE R — R ZFLORATRL, TEREE S F5 R G0l ok Wy B T | A 45 S8 IR i 45 25 2 4E 2 Py
[FIAL, 252 M e 0 2R B o0 S ACGIHRRAE. e 1 R, PIrie FH A GG R 2 v, 2898617 ] (Chlorophyta)
i LU L 66.67%, e /INEREE (Chiorella) J& PR H: ey P05 38 17 1 R PRode S SRS PR O E B 4. 5
ZVCEC LR i b, 2R B AT A i CANR B3R AR W) . RAVER 7e 25 7)) o ELak 100%, HY T HA#K
A IR o3& 1 L B Bk & 1 BRI HE R T AR 3 T 5 GO 40 P 1 O T 25 . (AR T Y 2,
A= ) s e 5 G A K e 1 5 I R S O . R AR TR T LUE S, Y AR B <1 gL I
e A ik e TR B, MOt 5 g L B, AR e i BN [ 50% Ao A e i AR K
O3 TR 1 s,

(1) A=W 5 B9 FL IR W9 2% (35 FL<2 nm, HFL 2—50 nm, KFL>50 nm ) 18 1 ) BE- 1k 24 HL ) 8 2 1ol A
1. 2 9 ALE D Il 4 ORiAR 5—20 pm) 2485 ) B35 7 50, JE RS 2 A 40 i - B R ST . BIFE 36
B, AL BRIl 3k 07 28 il i A R ik (MR B0 >85% ) , - HLAE A= S MEAE W) ik (CTS@FeBC) M AR A=)
A FLEEH (15 nm) il 2 #5051 ) -5 0e 40 L R 20 W PR BE 45 5, 105 0 200 i 1T s AR08, 4 AR K
39, A= 4 10 d N4 T 30%—80%!" "L
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Table 1 The effect of biochar on the growth of microalgae

I/ Biochar species

A KAE AR

Growth index of microalgae

BEREAY AL L " ., ; o EVEATEN . B R
| BRERR FPRIR LY e weporg s Aty T OET I gy, B0
Microalgae species Culture medium Amount of . . . (mg-L"d") . Reference
. Raw  Modified Pyrolysis  (mg-L™") i Optical
biochar material method temperature Biomass Biomass densit;
added P productivity Y
cHe L) s < e FCCI N
Chlorella pyrenoidosa TN KIFFBEK 0.5 AT %%%ﬁ 600 747 — — [18]
Klebsormidiumflaccidum BG-11 150 AHF — 550 5509 [20]
Anabaena cylindrica BG-11 150 PN — 550 2181.5 — — [20]
NaOH.
Chlorella vulgaris FREIEIK — FORAEFF MeCl, 550 1970 — — [24]
Chlorella vulgaris BLALZ A K 150 RAIESE 650 255.11 4231 3.70 [25]
Chlorococcum sp.  BG-11(1/3f5R#k) 1 G — 400 1.41 — — [26]
Chlorococcum sp.  BG-11(1/3fe3k) 5 M~ — 400 0.68 — — [26]
Chiorococcum sp. ~ BG-11(1/3flf&3E) 10 M~ — 400 0.71 — — [26]
T FORTOAHSBE, AR AE PRI Ry IR S50 T e e
Note: “—” indicates no relevant data. All growth indicators are the highest values under the same experiment.
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Fig.1 Molecular-Level Regulation Mechanisms of Biochar on Microalgae

() A=Wy e 35 1 & F B BEH (—COOH, —OH) K PFRs 3 i3 fb 2 S o] a8 il i A BILIR 2 222,
W R B, e SR K, R R R IE S CaTE A e 45 5 W) (456 58 AG=-25.3 kJ-mol "), [ fIUiF 25
CA e BE Z<0.1 mg L', il FL X fo 6 0 R 40 T (PS T (9 48 Ak 481 443 2. [RIB, 3 1A PFRs 38 i JF ¥ 41
Fenton 52 1 K4 fiff AT L5 G4 9 (A0 2 15 e i 2 >90% ) , k2D X Tl e bt S8 AL 7 (SOD . CAT) 1 14 A 41 il
AEFF AL N TE PR 2 (ROS) 7. S50 73, WS INAE W) i (I BE TR R GE I 4 R a B 3871 42%, Ot
HH, 1% 1% 14 K (electron transport rate, ETR) 257 1.5 524,

(3) A=Wy b S B KL Mg, Cu™ 4 4 J 15 13 il 5 IR 128 2 11 (N KOOl 2R 11 KATL, Mg™ %%
B R MGT) 8 #8355 2= AR 1% %), Tsavatopoulou %5 F A 53 1E BH , #HE A~ A W e BRI K°(0.8 mg-g ")
P T A S T R VR T T 2, IR R I o, AR R S A 1,41 mge PO AN, AR RS S A
U BT (C/N>20 ) 380 2o 00 1l A 12 6 30 S 0 1, ) R il A JR AL SR8 (R 3k, (i i g o AR 28 e
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i 50%—70%, HERIHAR (C16:1) 7 LR TF 2= 35%, Ak A Hp Se iR e it sh itk (il i <-10 °C )29,

(4) A=W 7% TR T ) 3 1 M A ML (dissolved organic carbon, DOC) 5 1 43 Wb B EPS JE A 43T 2% 3t
A 2 N, A B - A W i BB AR R B CREAE>200 pum) , BTG T 3R BCR IR TE 30%. 1% AR B 30%
EPS 1 2 & LK (U glgC), HINMa A 22 0 73 i 8 (>150 mg-g ') , SRk 5 YL e it 5 i85 B iz e 7
o A X Il P R AT R 8 2 28 95%17 28, L, AR W Ao i 9 B G B BE R e 5 5 AR I, SE R
PEREI T RANAL. & E R 220 B 2 W, AW e 22 5 L RS 38 /NBR 3 ( Chlorella vulgaris ) WPk & 7 AH
RIER (AN rbeL . rbeS) FRik it 2—3 A%, [ B B0 N iR & BUE R aceD F1 fabH BEIA, i g 5t 7™ #6348
76.79 mg-g ') BT, WA i AR Pk R A (A0 N B 23R T r TR AR ) sl FL R A5 A (4 AL
T i AS [ e ), e 1) R e AR 4 1 T ARRARAR 2R, N B v (EA B AR AL 40 1% S A
1.2 FEFF1 A 1 e SR e AL AL

TRCE 40 B PRURE AR B/ N (5—50 pm) HL T84 57 HLfep, 769 TR s BE A B, R BUE 4 R IR R (g
O 2298 ) T 25 REFE (REFE H Hk 20%—30%) SAREOR B . W& 2 frs, A9 s e A5 H v b 2 i A
(>100 m*-g™) . A P& F M E GBI (—COOH ., —OH %) K Z 9 LB 4544 (f4fL<2 nm. f1FL 2—50 nm,
KAL>50 nm), 38 52 51 Fb 27 A FH 2 B0 Bl s - s V0 A S T R 2. ) 0, 3 0 A 12 i 35 A 0 o 3 o T Ak
PRI 22.8 m* g $2F+ % 38.3 m> g !, FLBRIRFRIE N 13%, H R & 4 e A1 5 (0 EPS i £
W38 Ao S A KA T AR 2510, (T ] St e i W R 23258 99.029% 01, 33X it AL T BAE AN (L B AR
PR TERRE M, N5 S0 B PRl A

—COOH. —OH

’“':5//

7

ANyl LU T

Electrostatic
attraction

~>
ZRILRE

Multistage pore structure

B2 AW R

Fig.2 Mechanisms of microalgae recovery by biochar

A Wy 3 ek T L A TR VR R R - AR S T LA T O TR AN R T £ LT (Zeta FRA: 25 mV)
55 B B T Ok A W A (A0 RO AL R AR W) % CTS@FeBC, Zeta B 437 : +15 mV) 6] (9 58 # H8. 51 F
(DLVO Hlif 55 #5 £ F K >80%) = T W Bt i #2172, CTS@FeBC i i Fe'* 11 3% 5 7¢ MR 2, Sk
Mg 107 P PR R A58 >30 emueg ) 5 7 I R fuf 25 B OUEE AR, 7 pH=2—12 71 [ P Xt /N ol [ i s %
¥1>96%, H. 2 min P58 WURES 2517, HAE AL 55 . RS HL I 5 | Hh ORI 2 T H fof, QREIURE S 5 19 <4
ZUEE RN K 5 R A, QLB BR 48 (FLAE 20 nm) [ %2 20 g . Langmuir #5580 {5 7R 5 W B 25 o ik
2.034 g-g!, HAEI 3 R RCRMEF 85.5%, Bk T S mifb2A A2 e 1.

FEF FUm Ak 2 0 e R R T AR BUSOR 5 2 B b i ad aE B AR W e K TR e A (B 1k
PETFIE o7 %5 B ) oAl HE A IR 4B A A5 4 (I N 4B 4 ik i 153 ), AT ifE— 25 00 Ak 5 T W B 26 g 2
B, A R AT A W e 4 KOH T AR5, 2 11 2 ik AT 4% JE 3 i 2 3%, (o fle o SR U AR T 40%. Ak
F 5 1o A s DFF K ARBIAS T Bl T2 CAn 55 8 PR B8 A9 A 187% ) ; QM EPS-2E ¥ ik 7y F
2 H AL Cn e B 28 4 5 7 (0] e R B i e AR 45 B BB A0 A1 ) s TR - B R 9K 50 43 3 5 8, Sl
REFENR T 0.5 kWh-kg ™' (824 9 SR M. 16288 5L TvT Ak 2 3K 0 A B AR A, A SR o8 R B AR B 22
PR RAR 15% LATF, e shidie £ AR 72 8 K8 2 15 4= W 8 U5 A5 35 1) AL AR 0 FH .

High specific surface area

2 SRR Uy R - AL A -2 W AL 3 25 1 JR] B8 42 (Process scale: The dynamic coupling

pathway of “physicochemical adsorption—oxidative degradation—biological transformation” )

PUAE R MR AL 2 S5 K T 73 D R ER N TR 28 (MLs) | B 26 (SAs) | POFRZR 8 (TCs) | FlME T i 26
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(FQs) K B-PI ke A 45 ) 128 1), FL A BRI 2 R 2038 ——2000—2015 48] DDD (PR H 7l &) £
T 211 [22E T 2 34 8 fC (AER KK 3.9%), it 2030 4E T 5 MUBLE 5 2025 4R K 67% & 423.35 12
2T X B h AR FAE K PR rf S R R B AR, AR R B (VT BV Y BT AR ) A A
SAs., TCs MM S (FQs), W EiA mg L™ 4%, ¥4 O R A& A P, SR, A2 506 15 U
PAHEA DA R (ng L' —pg L) ZERBUERA L 50%, H 551 % ARGs ¥ 8L, I, ik 35 T & 3 T4y
AT B - S A it - 2B e Ak Z2 AL B ) A i 2R R, il ok AT D R Ak (an ) ph 0 SR A L)
5 ) AR (A ol i - PR A ) R RE A RS T g o 1y 284K ), S B BT A 2R %) oo e i) 22 Bk
55 ARGs %475 BELIT, A3 1 17 7K Ak 3R AR R0 - AR 2B RS 1 = A TR
2.1 BT R G RE IR B

B (R 2R AT 5 A2 MR (B Chilorella pyrenoidosa % TP WL BE 28 61.5% K2 Jfd PN it (
CYP450) [ fife 52 LT AE R 5B, (0 LA ML A7 78 5 25 0 A 9L A 58 R W, TR EPS h C—O,
N—H 55 68 P 14 47 3 0 5 XoF i frde 24/ v o B bt A ORI 3%, FLW BFHE 45 ) 1 A1 ( Langmuir 455
AU i R B <2 mgeg ) PO B PEIR A, PRI I Bl (pH 5—9 Bl IR B AE fk10 °C) w] fipk & W Bt - ik 0 8h 4
AT, T EUE IR 40% F EL IR AR 2 TR, 3K RSB RE T Al B — fsE 2R G M LA X S PR % K R
Pk Rk BN s e 2 41 o A7 (N 7 Rl A ZR A I 2 BR R Z 45.8%) (9 J4 g,

P 1) Tt 02 R ik BB ) 2 oA R S 240, M bu A RIRIE>S mg L' iF, CYP450 g H PR
3 T A PRI R R B 35%, HL AR T Hp 22 s i AN AR IR (A3 2085 ) , (32 47 BUARHE T 28%0%8 . it
Gh, iR RiE S THOE RS T (PST) HL T 1L b 5 (HL T& 3 8 % ETR FRAIK 50%) K35 516 P4 (ROS)
Bk GEAAUN B T KT 2 4%, A S M4 238 6 (48R a & i T R 14.58%) S50 A bl i 1
(SOD. CAT &4 HIFEAK 9.52% 5 14.58%) . X B A B 1 T BUMGHE AE K BUR T [ 30%—50%, A=
W B2, 3L W 55 R G R Hfe

BT AR AR T R - AR R e M = P& IR BTAE 2 (<0.1 mg- L) T 2 KK Ty 452 B e
[ 2 7 d LA (U Scenedesmus obliquus %F -85 28 19 58 4 K Bx, i = W B 50 (55 mg L) W75 4 0 4% im
TR SR BE ), 0 S AR RS 4R AT A B RIS, SR U REAE (S RAS 20%—30%) 5 ARGs 4 XU
(ARt B ARGs FEEEEIN 1—2 MRS, dE— B H 4 TRAb N H . B, ok 55 3 3 A R 2
F14) 5 1A 144280 CAn A= 40 e 0 288 e A T 67 50 s AT X 4 T4 (5 U iR AL R AR B A2 ), R — A=)
A 22 11 1A RS0
2.2 THEE-AEYIR =R A

T - ) R R R0 M k- A ) B T AR S PR T AR R R BRACR, IR T R Uit 5 PR R
TR 77, 2 B — e R G BRI ST, 3T 47Ok B FF B R DM SC A 5T UE SE e 5 AR W ke A b Ak 3 LB
R EIVE R, Wang S50 58 & 81, Chlorellaprotothecoides 5 ¥ R 16 F A SEELPU IR R 100% =Bk (PR 3%
AL 65%1), TP W1 CTS@FeBC 5 8 A% /NER BETY 1T 2% A 1 %o itk i FR s (SMIX) 26 ok %6
ik 45.7%, BR—H A RCRRTE 1.3—2.3 509, Juoh, e A B K5 rh, BEYE AW i A e 2L AR
V7 25 X5 B9 V0 B A 2 R R0 HR A 2 5 62%, HLAE Ve B (6 mg L) R AR ¥ 67.5% MIAR e kg, 7]
iF COD 5 NH,'-N B #a i 80% . £k ¥y o i) W B 2% wp 80 s (AN LR AR BE . pH Ao ) AT B AP fse %o bt
A FE 1) 2 R T P (Cn SMX A= vl R PRI/ 50% ), 8 it XA B 1L 4% (ETR WK 2 & 85%) Jedit
AL 2 5 (SOD TEPEFE T 20% ) (75 P4 il

oo - A2 W R AR Z b B U ) R BRPUAE ZHLHIANE 3 B, w4y 3 AN B (1) B Ae e bt = S B
B AWkl it nom ILYE (WG FHEE AG=—18.6 kJ-mol™") | FLBRFR I K #5511 (Zeta HL A7 22>40 mV) L5k
B AEDUA R (I SMX Ik 2.1 mg-g ™)™, [0 3 il EPS o C—O/N—H £ 48 615 4 ™, T8
PRI B BB s (2) AL U R B B AR e i R A M H i 56 (PFRs % J#>10"spins g ) il & JE 3
AH Fenton [ 1 (H,O, FI FH#8>90%) ), 255 i 66 VE A1 £ 19 ROS(T-OH 7= f 4 3 4% ) 19, 4 i
Rt i 2B 28 CAn s 1 B 28 ) S R AIK3 vh (AR (3) AR 036 Ah A% B L« Aol - A 40 e 3 T A P s 1 )
ok i R 3R 3K (N met CF R R T3 0 2.5 48%) , Wid CYP450 Bl v ($2 7t 35% ) K - BERE A =
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P B T 245803 (T AL >T70% ), I3 5 5 JBE A 12 4 1 (N ABC Bz 1) 4o A4 28 M PN 4 (o B R A
55 103)5@-“,“:[47748]'

n-n3tHE
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Fig.3 Synergistic mechanisms of antibiotic removal in microalgae-biochar systems

TESEPR PRI, PUA 3 5 25 QeI ILAT, i pH., &R 1. COD “F I8 N R X oA 9
B F AP BE R BUA B O AR, BRI, pH REAS I8 1 i 55 AR W i i) 3 T R A R, 9 T
AP T AR A 0 0 PR RS PR, 2 pHL Ak AR IK - (<4) I, A8 5 A ) ¢ R THI AT I R, 3 2 BR 1
BT R4S Gs A pH TF 2 5—6 DX, 3 1067 A fr 8 7 4 5, DT i 2 75 P AR EL A T B K A 5 SR,
4 pH I 6 B, (e RE % 38 o 0 Qa4 >R 245 26 1w 60 Ly, L A ) 0 S T P 07 190728 A 340 5
BAFTE 22 5, X R 5 Z0 pH EAT UL AL R, AP folote 5 A W o 22 1 BRI 800 . 3o i F) <6
B 2 R O A L A TR AR, SR B B SRR T R, SRR L SR Y IR 2T
1713 A ) 3 i PG FLBR S A T LA B <5 i 8 7, AR AR o o 1 IR 32, LA R A R TR ), AN i — i 7
AT RE 2 B W AR FLBR A A 3 2, I 3 i 9 P Rt 15 A 1 e ) L B R B T I BT A B Y. AT ML BE
% R R BEIR A B TR IR, A7 B TR A W B A AR R, (H ik 9 COD 2 PRI e AR 75 ik e 400 okl e 1)
RIS A FH 5 A= 3 U0 T LA o FL B A B LA B 3 T R P 45 45 19 D7 DR I B AT L, DA I 5 e Y
A RFREE, I ELW BT A W 5 2R T B9 AT LA AE RE RS B Wi — ORI, 1k T R b 1] e A L A 090, PR s,
A A T M R IR SR ATl 15 A W 68 DI ) G 181 LA B R o3 B B (R RV SR et , ] L B3] 42 T
T B A KRR 5 AR W e B W R R, DA T 52 00 A2 A R /K A 28 ) ve 008 52 DA B B 05 A A 48K i

IR A ZR BT B < A R - SR A R - R AL = TR A, AN BE RS 7 J 5 18] PN s A0 F A
B Z PP A 3R (W B i Tk 2 ve ), il ad ) by 55 0 1 40 P ) P, 5 IR e e 175 4 00 B TR R
PR A, T s (B - 2 ) o 5 T 98 it ) T i B Ry ik — 2D A2 E T DU AR BB L AL, 2 R SR 1 RERA R
SRIRAAHTE Ty, Ab PR . REREAR, I DR ™ A B TROEE R A A e BRI E™ i, B35 4R T T K AL
PR 255 FAE 25 80 A . AR5 R (DI SC N 30 J1 2718, A0 PFRs & [n) Az i A 5 % PR 4 i 5 fL e
fifr 8 %, G0 B AR A) B Rk R 48 8] SC FE & F 31 (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats,
CRISPR) @A paocfix 2Lt BHE R s REHAL K2 g BT (RE-CHE G 3K 3N ) , 4R ShiZ AR I S50 28 ) J7 1
PR BT REFAL, ik 205 G IR R b i R 25 7 - B R S0 XUk i T 5 6.

3 TRERE. 24BN S5 HF R4 (Engineering scale: life cycle-wide application and closed—
loop system)
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B IE) 1 R B CH AR 23 BR 3R >90% ) A1 ol A1 10 Jo 14 2 1) 5% A . A0l 76 AR e v 20 306 )
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TSGR, ALRESRALTS YW B, i m] £ B Rl A < (A T TCA B 3RALR 1.5 %) B, s
JOT R A A Ay v BRI i (LG 7™ 38 25%—30% ) , 11 A= 99 ¢ 1 3 5o FA A 3 37 700 AR T ARl 3 kRN
A=W P AR A 5 PR (B3 >85% ), JE IRk B - (DS 10 HI B PR BR R 8 (N4 4 i ), 3245 4 (0 fi ik
R ARR AT BRI LW AR R BRI FAAR ($1.25—1.37 m ™) i TOBMEALE AR ($0.095 m~F),
ST B AR ($1.4 mCY) AR, (B HOM AR DL 35 A T Ak B85 WSO F) e A4 0 Joi A Sl e BRS04 i
BT A AP RL . SR A P LR AR 22557 i, 3 R AR S g R AL T M DR
— ARG AT T 3 BOR SRR 7l S PR CRnAOL R K - SR ), FARE A7 A, sl HAE Ik 4b
TR CHE AN AR ) RE IR A UG UL AL O .
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Biochar regeneration
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Fig.4 Closed-loop resource pathways in synergistic microalgae-biochar systems
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4 %5 (Conclusion)
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