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Abstract: To investigate the effects of anaerobic fermentation with different inoculants on the
pyrolysis behavior of biomass, this study used biogas residues from anaerobic digestion of corn straw
inoculated with rumen fluid and sludge as examples. The pyrolysis characteristics of the materials

before and after anaerobic fermentation were analyzed using thermogravimetric analysis and pyrolysis-
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gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (PY-GC-MS), and the resulting biochar was characterized.

The results indicated that the apparent activation energy required for the pyrolysis of biogas residues

was higher than that of the raw material before fermentation, indicating greater thermal stability.

Furthermore, the activation energy required for the pyrolysis of sludge-fermented biogas residues was

higher than that for rumen fluid-fermented biogas residues. The volatile products generated during

pyrolysis were predominantly phenolic compounds and carbonyl compounds. The biochar yield from

biogas residues was significantly higher than that of the raw material, exceeding 60% in both cases.

Compared to the raw material, biochar from biogas residue showed increased surface roughness and

porosity, resulting in higher specific surface area and porosity. Additionally, the biochar from sludge

fermentation had a higher specific surface area and porosity than that from rumen fluid fermentation,

though the relative content of pyrrolic-N was higher in the latter. This study provides a reference for the

resource utilization of biogas residues.
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TG, DTG, and thermodynamic kinetic curves of WN-Y, LW-Y, WN-Z, and LW-Z pyrolysis processes (10 “C/min)
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Table 3 Yield, element composition and surface
characteristics of biochar from WN-Y, LW-Y, WN-Z, and

LW-Z (300 C)

etk WN-Y-B  WN-Z-B  LW-Y-B LW-Z-B

72 3/% 46.38+0.62 68.54+0.23 48.27+0.49 62.01+0.04

wo/% 54.49+0.10 35.50+£0.10 54.37+0.10 41.76+0.10
wi/% 2.79+0.01 2.44£0.01 4.03£0.01 2.59+0.01

wol% 15.36£0.10 5.28+0.10 27.08+0.10 5.88+0.10

wy/% 2.36£0.10  3.06+£0.10 2.99+0.10 3.11+0.10

we/% 0.83£0.10 0.86+0.10 1.20£0.10 0.55+0.10

K53 1% 24.1740.05 52.87+0.25 10.33+0.01 46.11%0.03
ERmA/(m g 8.10 11.10 473 8.04
L/ (em g ) 00151 0.0415  0.0089  0.0240
RESF{REIN 74.47 149.52 75.06 119.49
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