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Abstract: Fossil fuels widely satisfy the world’s energy demands; however, they are absolutely unsustainable. Rational
energy management is therefore one of humanity’s greatest challenges in the 21st century. The sustainable resources of
energy are speculated to minimize the global environmental challenges and consequences concerning the air and water
quality, greenhouse effect, acid rain, etc. Biofuels -widely regarded as “fuel of future”- are a type of sustainable fuel,
extracted immediately from living matter that is most likely produced over and again. Biofuels are majorly categorized
into four groups based on the types of biomasses utilized as their raw material that including food crops, agricultural and
industrial wastes and algae. A significant portion of lignocellulosic biomass consists of agricultural residues, presenting
an opportunity to use them as a feedstock for generating biofuels. Agricultural wastes encompass more than just
residues from cultivation; they also comprise wastes generated during the processing of agricultural products, livestock
management, and distribution of fruits and vegetables. This review highlights the use of agricultural residues for the
production of various types of Biofuels. Agricultural residues can be pretreated and treated through a myriad number of
methods, for instance, acid catalysis, anaerobic digestion, hydrothermal carbonization, simultaneous saccharification,
transesterification and pyrolysis; for the production of biodiesel, biogas, hydro-char, syngas and bioethanol. Each of
these methods has several benefits and drawbacks since they are all conditional on some factors. Furthermore, the
following study also mentions the advantages and disadvantages of biofuel production and usage.
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1. Introduction

Fossil fuels are still regarded as the primary source of energy in the world, yet they are unsustainable, directly
contribute to air and water pollution, and are projected to deplete eventually." The combustion of fossil fuels, leading
to the release of carbon dioxide (CO,) emissions, is widely recognized as a major driver of climate change, particularly
global warming. Consequently, it is imperative to implement proactive measures and explore more sustainable energy
alternatives to reduce dependence on fossil fuels and mitigate CO, emissions.” Combustible fuels known as “biofuels”
are made from biomass, which is an organic material created by living things (often plants), and is likely produced
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repeatedly.” Additionally, biofuels contain less proportion of nitrogen and sulphur in comparison with fossil fuels,*
are therefore more ecologically sound. The sustainable resources of energy are assumed to attain an enhanced role in
trivialization of the future environmental challenges and consequences concerning the air and water quality, greenhouse
effect, acid rain, etc.” Therefore, many people consider biofuels to be the “fuel of the future”. In this essay, we strive to
present a thorough analysis of the efficient use of renewable agricultural biomass for the generation of renewable energy.
The report also discusses recent developments that have closed the earlier knowledge gap in biofuel manufacturing.

The main categories of biofuels include Solid biofuels, Liquid biofuels (such as biogasoline, biodiesel, jet kerosene,
etc.), and Biogases. Additionally, there are four generations of biofuels depending on the type of biomass used.” First
generation biofuels are synthesized via microbial digestion of food wastes or food crops (e.g. corn, sugar cane, wheat
etc), for instance, bioethanol and biodiesel are first generation biofuels. With a rapidly growing population the need of
edible crops also increased and additionally, the increase in demand for biofuel led to the diversion of food crops from
global food markets to biorefineries.” This later (in 2015) turned into the main factor influencing the development of the
second generation biofuels. Lignocellulosic biomasses, which comprise 33%-51% cellulose, 19%-34% hemicellulose,
and 20%-30% lignin, are used to make second-generation biofuels.*’ In order to facilitate bioconversion, separate
cellulose and hemicellulose from lignin, and increase the surface area of carbohydrates for subsequent treatment,
second generation biomasses need pretreatment.'”’ Pretreatment methods are typically broken down into three groups:
physical (ultrasonication, size reduction, irradiation, and boiling), chemical (using acid, bases, or salts), and biological
(fungal or bacterial treatment)." Typically two or more pretreatment techniques are utilized together,’ however, fungal
pretreatment is suggested to be the option for pretreatment of agricultural residues (for example corn stover); since it is
a speedy technique that requires negligible amount of acid and low temperature and improves cellulose digestibility.'"
Nonetheless, biomasses consisting of high amounts of lignin and hemicellulose are merely preferred to be hydrolyzed in
strong acids such as HCI and H,SO, for 1 to 24 h."*"* Furthermore, second generation bio-refineries use modern-green
chemical production processes, such as pyrolysis, enzymatic action, Fisher Tropsch, scarification and acid catalysis.'"*"
Second generation biomasses are widely preferable for they are usually the lignocellulose-rich, postharvest agricultural
residues, namely rice crop residues,” wheat straw and corn stover, ® wood chips and non-food crops and vegetable oil."
Agricultural residue yields substantial amounts of lignocellulosic biomass, serving as a sustainable source material for
the generation of a diverse range of bio-products.”® Contrarily, the synthesis of second-generation biofuels is complex
due to the second-generation biomasses’ need for numerous chemical transformations, which result in high energy
expenditures.'” The third generation biofuels i.e. a more sustainable fuel choice, are produced from algal biomass and are
thereupon termed as “algae fuel”.”” Algae produce all sorts of biofuels, including biodiesel, gasoline, butanol, propanol,
and ethanol, with an output that is roughly ten times greater than that of second-generation biofuels.”' Although third
generation biomasses are the most eco-friendly but processing of third generation biofuels requires high amount of
energy that is typically produced from fossil fuels, thus their mass production is considered to be unsustainable.”* Lately,
genetically modified (GM) algae- known as fourth generation biomasses- are used to enhance biofuel production.”
For addressing the economic challenges hindering the feasibility of third-generation biofuels microalgae genetic
modification has been extensively researched in the past few years.””* The natural capacity and heightened efficiency
of microalgae in converting sunlight into solar bioenergy are augmented by the greater quantity of oils accumulated in
microalgae in comparison to other terrestrial plant species.” Microalga does not compete with food, exhibiting minimal
water and land utilization when compared to other generations of biofuels.”® The wide-spreading manufacturing of
fourth-generation biomasses is currently unfeasible due to environmental challenges such as eutrophication, legitimacy
concerns, inadequate production of biomass and high production expenses.”””** Despite the substantial amount of
literature on biofuel production limited focus has been directed towards addressing challenges associated with the mass
production of fourth-generation biofuels.

As per literature the development of biofuels using agricultural residues as raw material helps to mitigate
environmental and nutritional crises. Wastes produced from different crop differ widely Table 1 shows a few crops
residues and the composition of biomass (carbohydrate and lignin).

Hence, the main objectives of this review are to reassess the various methods used for the treatment of agricultural
wastes, their products, advantages and disadvantages in comparison with non-renewable fuels, and the benefits of using
second generation biomasses. The production of biofuels is shown in Figure 1.
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Table 1. Composition of crops™™'

Crop type Residue/crop ratio Carbohydrate % Lignin %
Barley 12 67.10 2.90
Barley straw ’ 70.00 9.00
Oat 13 58.29 4.00
Oat straw ) 65.60 13.75
Corn 1 73.70 0.60
Corn straw 58.29 18.69
Rice 14 87.50
Rice straw ’ 49.33 7.13
Wheat 35.85
Wheat straw 13 54.00 16.00
Sugar cane 67.00
Bagasse 0.6 67.15 14.50
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Figure 1. Transformation of agricultural waste to biofuels

This study centers on the aspects of energy security and climate change as well as the desired shift in the direction
of biofuels from food waste as a renewable energy source providing opportunities for the substitution of fossil fuels,
thus contributing to better waste conversion in a more sustainable manner. Furthermore, this study reports on the current
situation of biofuel production.

The key focus of this review is the recent diminution in the area of waste management with energy development
processes/techniques. This review addresses the significance of organic substances for the production of clean and
renewable energy, including alternate solutions for non-renewable fuels. The need for appropriate and renewable
alternatives to fossil fuels is discussed.
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2. Current status of biofuel production

Recent advancements in integrated biorefineries have significantly improved the conversion of waste lignocellulosic
components into a diverse array of bioproducts. These include biofuels, platform chemicals, resins, bioplastics,
additives, and various other biobased materials, catering to a wide range of applications.'® It has taken a while for the
US and Europe’s second generation biofuels industry to create a sizable amount of liquid fuel. The second generation
biodiesel produced by Nest Oil ranged in volume from 770 million to 600 million liters. In 2012, Europe produced
41,000 to 82 million liters of ethanol. In 2012, the USA produced 49.3 billion liters of ethanol and 3.67 billion liters of
biodiesel, respectively, while the EU produced 4.39 billion liters of ethanol.”” A recent article illustrating the present use
of oil palm wastes from palm oil mill activities highlighted some of the promising advancements and research on the
treatment of oil palm solid wastes. Due to its high production yearly compared to other palm solid wastes and its high
organic matter and nutrient contents, empty fruit bunches (EFB) is the most often used waste in the palm oil industry.
EFB, a bio-organic fertilizer mostly composed of nitrogen, phosphorus, potassium, magnesium, and carbon, is used to
preserve soil moisture, raise soil pH, and prevent soil erosion. Bunch ash is an excellent source of chemical fertilizer,
providing 41.4% of potassium nutrients on a dry basis.” Current studies suggest that biofuels are improving the quality
of output and decreasing the power of CO, pollution. The manufacturing of bio-diesel production and bioethanol are:

1. For biodiesel production steps involved in the extraction of biodiesel, a single or two-stage transesterification of
triglycerides.

2. For bioethanol production, three main steps are involved:™

a) Pretreatment b) Fermentation and c) Distillation.

According to the international energy agency (IEA), the production of transport biofuels increased by 6% from 89
Mtoe in 2018 to 96 Mtoe in 2019. The analysis also predicted an increase of 3% annually in Iran’s environmental costs
associated with using fossil fuels for transportation.”

3. Methods of biofuel production from agricultural wastes
3.1 Biofuel production via hydrothermal carbonization

Wet torrefaction, also known as hydrothermal carbonization (HTC), has recently emerged as the most popular
method for treating wet waste.’® By using core reaction pathways such as the HTC is an exothermic process that
lowers the oxygen and hydrogen content of biomass by hydrolysis, dehydration, decarboxylation, polymerization,
poly-condensation, and aromatization.”” HTC is a process of conversion of wet biomass into biofuel at a range
low temperature (180-350 °C) and autogenous pressure, i.e. the pressure generated by the reactor itself during the
carbonization activity.” Whereas microwave-assisted hydrothermal carbonization operates at even lower temperatures
i.e. 160 to 200 °C.” Additionally, HTC can be efficiently performed via decoupled temperature and pressure
hydrothermal (DTPH) reaction at 200 °C and 20 MPa pressure.”’ HTC has been shown to be a reliable technology
for converting biomass into a variety of bio-products, including solid fuel or hydrochar, bio-oil, soil conditioner to
improve soil fertility and maximize crop yields, carbon catalyst that can be used to make fine chemicals, affordable
carbon adsorbents used for water purification or as a chemical barrier for different heavy metals or CO, sorption,
and, finally, carbon material for effective fuel cells."’ Nevertheless, it is primarily used for hydrochar production.”
Three key phases make up the carbonization reaction: (a) dehydration of the carbohydrate to produce hydroxymethyl
furfural; (b) polymerization of these furfurals to create polyfurans; and (c) further carbonization through intermolecular
dehydration.*

The biomass is placed in a process reactor with an appropriate biomass-to-water ratio during conventional HTC,
and the solution is then heated for a predetermined amount of time at a subcritical temperature (between 180 and 350
°C).” The characteristics of the produced solid fuel (hydrochar) may be managed, stored, and transported with a great
deal less effort when HTC and densification are combined.”” HTC process requires a few perquisites with regard to
biomass preparation and treatment (primarily, unlike other thermal treatment procedures the wet waste does not require
pre-drying).* HTC is more favorable than other modern thermo-chemical transformation processes (such as pyrolysis,
combustion, and gasification) because it can change wet feedstock into solid carbonaceous biochar at comparatively
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higher yields without pre-dehydration.” Compared to other biological treatment technologies HTC requires less time
and compact reactor arrangements; additionally it is an effective technology for carbon fixation and CO, sequestration.*
HTC is used for biofuel production from lignocellulose agricultural residues such as barley, maize,* rice husk, corn
straw”” and energy crops such as corn and grass silage.”’ Co-hydrothermal carbonization of dry agricultural biomasses,
grape marc and corn stover, with cow manure leads to the production of high-quality hydrochar that can be used as a
fuel and for soil amendment.* The properties of hydrochar produced depend on the precursor sources.”

3.2 Biofuel production through anaerobic digestion

The technology of anaerobic digestion (AD) is used to break down organic material without the use of oxygen
and produce biogas. Numerous minerals, including phosphate and ammonium, are present in high concentrations in the
leftover effluent from this digestive process. If excessive amounts of wastewater are applied to agricultural land, there
may be worries about pollution or financial hardship if more treatment is required before discharge. The nutrient-rich
wastewater can be used to cultivate photosynthetic microalgae, though. In order to reduce the cost of effluent treatment,
conventional AD techniques may be combined with microalgae cultivation.”

As a result, anaerobic digestion provides a clever alternative to obtain additional energy like as methane (CH,) and
recover nutrients from biomasses with low energy availability (LEA). Numerous kinds of algae are sufficiently suitable
for anaerobic digestion and are somewhat rich in lipids, carbohydrates, and proteins. They lack lignin, making them
more easily biodegradable in anaerobic settings than lignocellulosic biomass. Studies demonstrate that pretreatments,
such as those characterized by lipid mining that is energy-intensive, break down cell walls and cell membranes to aid
anaerobic breakdown by liberating intracellular material. Anaerobic digestion produces CH,, which can either be burned
to provide power or converted into renewable transportation fuels. The liquid digestate, which includes water and
fertilizers like phosphate (PO,”) and ammonium (NH,"), can be utilized to produce algae in the future and the digested
solids can be composted.”'

The lack of food and energy on a worldwide scale is one of the major issues affecting socioeconomic activities and
threatening sustainable development. By switching to biofuels instead of fossil fuels, you can reduce your impact on
the environment while still getting the renewable and sustainable energy you need. As a result, adopting cutting-edge
technologies to exploit renewable resources has gained more attention recently. Due to their renewability and lower
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions when compared to fossil fuels, biofuels are probably a significant factor. Oilseed
plants, which are imperfect, fairly expensive, and in competition with human food, are currently the primary source of
biodiesel production. Finding non-edible feedstocks is therefore crucial for the manufacture of biofuel. Crop leftovers
are the most readily available and economically viable renewable feedstocks for the development of second-generation
biofuels, without disrupting the food chain.’"**

The most popular and well-established method for producing biogas from organic waste is anaerobic digestion,
which is used in municipal and industrial settings. The “first generation of biofuels” that have been created recently
utilized anaerobic digestion. The “first generation biofuels” have mostly concentrated on producing biofuel from
domestic plant sources. In these plans, solar energy is used to stimulate the carbon dioxide-photosynthetic attachment
of organic materials. The energy crop is harvested, consumed as a flammable fuel right away, or converted into another
substance like ethanol, hydrogen, or methane. These “first generation biofuels” have received much criticism for using
priceless food crops as feedstocks for the production of fuel.”

Agricultural waste is transformed into energy through the method of AD by utilizing a significant amount of
energy. Thus, for this biological treatment to make sense, input energy must be less than output energy.”

AD is one of the most widely held waste-to-energy conversion technologies among the different biofuel production
routes because of its benefits over other technologies. For instance, the production of biodiesel requires lipid-enriched
biomass, but this requires a lot of energy because harvesting and drying biomass require significant energy inputs.>’

3.3 Biofuel production through pyrolysis

Six new conversion approaches have recently been added to the two main procedure categories for biomass
transformation, thermochemical and biochemical conversion. While only pyrolysis can provide a number of high-value
products, including chemicals, charcoal, bio-oil, and biogas.”® The existing pyrolysis process can be modified by co-

Volume 5 Issue 1/2024| 119 Sustainable Chemical Engineering



pyrolysis with various materials, successfully promoting the qualities of the resulting bio-oil.”’ In addition to Second-
generation biofuels are mostly made from municipal, industrial, and agricultural waste, including lignocellulosic
biomass, plastic waste, food waste, and medical waste. This has the potential to produce lucrative items as well as spark
some economic, social, and environmental interest. Second-generation biofuels have faced a number of challenges,
most notably high transportation and pretreatment costs, which have prevented their research, promotion and
commercialization.”™ Assuming the many advantages waste oil pyrolysis is probable to have a significant impact on the
energy market in the near future.”

By heating organic compounds to high temperatures in an inert atmosphere or without oxygen, the pyrolysis
method converts them into the desired products. The distribution of products from pyrolysis varies depending on the
feedstocks and heating rates; these products can be used in industries as chemicals (biogas, bio-oil, and char) or as
an energy source. Research has demonstrated that traditional pyrolysis yields both desired products, like bio-oil, and
less desirable products, like char. This is problematic because these by-products encourage the production of coke and
clog the filter’s pores. The pyrolysis process can be made more efficient by adding an appropriate catalyst, which will
increase the yield of bio-oil and decrease tar products.”’

3.4 Biofuel production through acid catalysis

The usage of fossil fuels can have negative effects on the environment and national security. Rising ground
temperature, climate change, acid rain and other consequences are indirect results of air pollution, foggy cities and water
contamination from oil spills. To stop environmental damage and assure food security, clean energy must be employed.*'
Energy security and climate change issues will start to be addressed by the efficient product of biofuels from renewable
resources.” It is becoming more and more clear that biofuels might be a workable form of renewable energy, as opposed
to the finite supply, geopolitical instability, and detrimental global effects of fossil fuel energy. The quality of living
for the expanding global population must be improved. Biofuels are one alternative that might be used to address the
world’s energy demands. Although fossil fuels have long been the main source of energy, their use is unsustainable and
their burning causes environmental issues.’ It was determined that promising alternatives to finite fossil fuels existed.
However, the conversion of edible vegetable oils to biodiesel using homogeneous acid and base catalysts is now
considered as being untenable for the future due to competition between food and fuel as well as other environmental
difficulties connected to the catalyst system and feedstock.”

Both the benefits of using biodiesel as an alternative fuel and the issues with its manufacture are discussed. There
are numerous studies on the benefits and drawbacks of producing biodiesel by esterifying fatty acids with solid acid
catalysts. An alternative fuel made from the monoalkyl ester of fatty acids is called biodiesel. Vegetable oils, animal
fats, and even recycled fat from the food industry can all be used to make it.”* Activated Carbon, hydrous zirconia,
silica, and tungsten phosphosphoric acid (TPA) impregnates were used to study the production of biodiesel from low-
quality canola oil containing up to 20 weight percent free fatty acids.” Solid acid catalyzed biodiesel production is quite
fascinating. Solid acid catalysts (both Lewis type, such as mixed and sulfated oxides, and Bronsted type, like sulfonic
acid-containing materials) combine the advantages of heterogeneous base catalysts with mineral acids.”® Homogeneous
acid catalysts like H,SO,, HCI, BF;, and H,PO, have been proposed to promote simultaneous esterification of free fatty
acids and transesterification of triglycerides in a single catalytic step, skipping the preconditioning phase, when using
low cost feedstock with a high free fatty acid content. Since these catalysts are less effective for transesterification
than alkaline catalysts, higher pressure, temperature, methanol to oil molar ratios, and catalyst concentrations are
required to produce suitable transesterification reaction rates. Acid catalyzed transesterification has thus received less
attention despite being insensitive to free fatty acid in the feedstock due to its comparably slower reaction rate.”’” The
up-gradation of reaction parameters has demonstrated that the highest yield of biodiesel (98% wt.) can be obtained at
200 °C, 3% wt. catalyst loading and 1:18 oil to alcohol molar ratio Nonetheless the oil-to-alcohol molar ratio widely
depends upon the amount or percentage of free fatty acid present in the 0il.”* Due to their simplicity and simultaneous
promotion of esterification and transesterification from low grade, highly acidic and water containing oils without soap
formation, processes for making biodiesel that relies on acid catalysts are preferable to traditional methods. For this
process, highly reactive homogeneous Bronsted acid catalysts are effective, but they have significant contamination
and corrosion issues, making it crucial to undertake effective separation and purification processes.”’ Interest in the
development of solid acid catalysts has increased significantly as a result of recent developments in various nano-based
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materials, particularly those based on metal oxides and various magnetic nanoparticles. Solid acid catalysts based on
metal oxides seem promising for the transesterification and esterification reactions of different oils and waste products
for the manufacture of biodiesel.”” Strong liquid acid catalysts are less vulnerable to free fatty acids and can perform
transesterification and esterification simultaneously. However, they take longer and call for hotter reaction temperatures.
To manufacture biodiesel, however, low-cost feedstocks might be employed in acid catalyzed methods, which would
reduce production costs.”'

3.5 Biofuel production through trans-esterification

The chemical process of converting one ester into another ester such as alkyl monoester that makes up biodiesel,
is known as Trans-esterification.”” The primary synthetic methods have been employed in the production of biodiesel,
encompassing non-catalytic conversion, nano-fibers (such as ZnO/Ni-SBA-16@GO, SiO,-Cu@Fe,0, nanofibers), acid-
catalyzed transesterification (use of H,SO,, HCI, HSO, and many others) and alkali-catalyzed trans-esterification.””’
In the trans-esterification process, acid catalysts produce extremely high yields.”” Moreover, nano-fiber catalysts are
proven to produce 98% of biodiesel at 70 °C and 7 h reaction time.”*”” Fatty acid and alkyl esters can be produced
by trans-esterifying triglycerides to alcohols, primarily methanol and ethanol.” The process of turning sunflower oil
into biodiesel using transesterification has been studied. Sunflower oil must go through trans-esterification in order
to be converted into biodiesel. This process involves changing the glycerol in triglycerides with a short-chain alcohol
while a catalyst is present. To perform this process, the catalyst is dissolved in methanol in an alkaline medium at a
low temperature and atmospheric pressure.”” The most common process for creating biodiesel is trans-esterification,
particularly alkali-catalyzed trans-esterification.’ Although for the production of biodiesel alternative methods exist,
however, trans-esterification using alkali-catalysis converts high amounts of triglyceride to the appropriate methyl esters
in a minimum time period. The amount of glycerides with somewhat high water and free fatty acid content increases
even though trans-esterification with acid catalysis is significantly slower than with alkali catalysis.” Alkaline, acidic
and enzymatic catalysts can all be used to transesterify used frying oil. Each catalyst has pros and cons that vary
depending on unwanted chemicals, particularly free fatty acids and water.”’ Lately, the applications of homogeneous
base catalyst (KOH, CH,OK, NaOH, and CH;ONa) has demonstrated their specialty, showcasing notable advantages
like a high rate of reaction, and favorable reaction conditions. A particularly remarkable effect of this process is that it
makes saponification much easier.”*"> Addressing the drawbacks of homogeneous base catalysts in transesterification,
the heterogeneous acid catalyst has emerged as a viable option since it prevents saponification and is impervious to
water and Free Fatty Acids (FFA) present in the feedstock.*

3.6 Biofuel production through simultaneous saccharification

Because these types of feedstock are typically not used for human consumption, second generation biofuels are
referred to as “Advanced biofuels”. According to recent studies, second generation biofuels will generally outperform
first generation biofuels in terms of sustainability.” Lignocellulosic agricultural wastes, their sources, and cost-effective
pretreatment techniques for enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation to produce bioethanol.** Numerous researchers
have emphasized the creation of biofuel using agricultural and biological wastes. Nutshells are the source for the
microorganisms that ferment to make bioethanol. In the process of converting biomass, cellulose is collected and used
by bacteria to produce ethanol through the cellulolytic process. Combination of saccharomyces cerevisiae and Bacillus
stearothermophillus. Through simultaneous saccharification and fermentation, yeast and bacteria generate bioethanol.
Which displays the approximately 16.11+/-0.4962 (g/L) ethanol produced throughout the course of 14 days of
incubation.”” The method of simultaneous saccharification and fermentation (SSF) is a superior alternative to Heat Shock
transcription Factor (HSF) because it uses simultaneous saccharification and fermentation, which helps produce ethanol
by removing waste products and does not require a separate reactor, in the fermentation of lignocellulosic hydrolysate.”
There are two ways to convert second-generation biofuels: one involves thermochemical processing, the other involves
biochemical processing. In contrast, thermochemical refers to the conversion of a range of products through chemical
reformation and thermal degradation. The terms direct combustion, gasification, liquefication, and pyrolysis all refer to
thermochemical conversion. Synthesis gas, also known as syngas, is produced when biomass is cooked in the absence
of oxygen and consists largely of hydrogen and carbon monoxide."’ The best temperature for Saccharomyces cerevisiae
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is only 30 °C for their use in biofuel production, but since most fermentations do not permit temperatures as elevated
as 50 °C, we treasured to recognize the finest saccharification situations at temperatures more appropriate for an SSF
process. To find the maximum conditions for hydrolysis, relative experiments employing cellulosic emulsions and
Microcrystalline Cellulose (MCC) samples at temperatures fluctuating from 30 to 50 °C were performed.” The main
factors affecting the SSF process are temperature, enzyme loading, yeast concentration, pH, solid content and yeast
strain. Temperature is a critical factor for SSF because of the contrast between the optimum temperatures for enzymatic
hydrolysis (45-50 °C) and fermentation (30-35 °C)" to keep the process conditions within the pH range of 5.5-6.5.”
Thereupon main drawback to simultaneous saccharification and fermentation (SSF) processes is the incompatibility of
the temperature and pH climax for the hydrolysis and fermentation steps-with the anterior optimum at 50-55 °C and pH
4.5-55."

4. Advantages of biofuel production from agricultural wastes

Biofuels, used as an alternative energy source, provide a significant amount of energy and reduce pollution,” since
biofuels have relatively less harmful carbon(CO,, CO, THC) emission.” More advantages of biofuel over fossil fuels
are given in Table 2. First-generation biofuels are often made from animal fats or edible crops with high fat, sugar, and
starch content, such as potato, corn, sugarcane, sorghum, and fish oil. However, the usage of first-generation biofuels
has led to a number of issues, including cultivated land occupancy, water shortages, and a conflict between fuel and
food.” A more sustainable alternative to first generation biomasses is agricultural wastes. Farms produce garbage, but
instead of dumping it in landfills, they use cost-effective methods that lower the cost of waste management, protecting
the farmers’ income.” Similar to value-added hydrocarbons produced in petrochemical businesses, lignin found in
lignocellulosic biomass may be removed using ultrasonic techniques, is a source of numerous aromatics, and can be
transformed into highly oxygenated and polar molecules that may be used in large industries.”

Table 2. Advantages of biofuels over fossil fuels

Impact Biofuels Fossil fuels
Because all of the carbon in a biofuel has . :
Emission already been removed from the atmosphere. Fossil fuels emit greenhouse gases and
y phere, ultimately lead to global warming
they are carbon neutral
e It is expected that biomass resources needed to In the next few decades fossil fuel will
Renewability

Economic enhancement

Safety

make biofuels will be produced repeatedly

Creating a biofuels business reduces imports,
boosts employment, and keeps the economy
independent of global trends

Producing biofuels from agricultural wastes is
highly safe. Biofuel spills can be broken down,
and absorbed naturally

not be available at affordable prices

Imports of fossil fuels have a negative impact
on security and economic progress

Extracting some fossil fuels from the Earth is a
dangerous process. Spills of oil have a serious
effect on environment because they are not
biodegradable

5. Disadvantages of biofuel

There are several drawbacks to using biofuels as a transportation fuel in four areas: cost, nitrogen oxide emission,
viscosity, and corrosion resistance. On the other hand, reclaiming land through predatory means and cultivating annual
crops like maize would lead to increased soil erosion and a reduction in soil fertility. Large-scale irrigation will further
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exacerbate the water deficit and limit the lifespan of rivers. The process can cause ecosystem deterioration, regional
and larger-scale soil erosion, as well as various health issues.” Due to high production costs and a lack of technological
validation, second generation biofuels are not yet produced commercially. The harvesting, storing, and delivery methods
in use today are insufficient for processing and distributing biomass on a broad scale. The usage of these fuels is linked
to less concern, which could result in a food crisis in developing nations or negatively affect consumer prices in rich
countries.”

6. Conclusion

In recent decades, the advancement and encouragement of industrialization, modernization, urbanization, and
globalization have greatly increased the use of fossil fuels and the true resource outflow, causing enormous amounts
of CO,, SO,, and NO, release as well as significant carbon dioxide growth in the atmosphere.” Pakistan’s government
allocates over $3.7 billion each year for the import of fossil fuels, exerting a substantial influence on an economy that
is already fragile.” Additionally, Pakistan ranks as the fifth most susceptible nation globally to the impacts of climate
change.'” As Pakistan experiences a rise in population and simultaneous urbanization, the resulting impacts of climate
change are anticipated to have severe and devastating consequences.'’’ After coal and oil, biomass is the third-largest
major energy source in the world.'” Currently, biomass in all of its forms contributes roughly 1,250 million Tones or
14% of the world’s yearly energy consumption.'” Estimates indicate that Kenya relies on biomass for approximately
68% of its total energy, India for 47%, Pakistan for 27%, Brazil for 25%, and China for 13%. Despite a decline in the
overall contribution of biomass due to increased industrialization and economic growth, there is a noticeable upward
trend in the utilization of biomass resources in developing countries, growing at an annual rate exceeding 2%.'"*

The compositions of different biomasses demonstrated in detail, in several studies are evident that biofuel (especially
those produced from non-food plant sources) are more sustainable than fossil fuel.'”"'" Agricultural residues account
for 33% of the total biomass used worldwide.” Biomasses produced from agricultural residues reduce the cost of waste
management, contrarily they require pretreatment and costly and complex separation processes; since they comprise
33%-51% cellulose, 19%-34% hemicellulose, and 20%-30% lignin 99,*’ which might increase the production cost.
Although there are myriad methods of converting agricultural wastes into fuel in order to commercialize this globally
researchers ought to track down easier and cost-effective methods of pretreatment and separation. Furthermore, the most
feasible methods used for the generation of biofuels from agricultural residues include hydrothermal carbonization,
anaerobic digestion, simultaneous saccharification, pyrolysis and trans-esterification via acid or alkaline catalysis. It is
reasonable to infer that the waste produced from agricultural activities and processes is valuable and can be utilized to
achieve the global renewable energy target in an affordable and accessible manner.
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