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ABSTRACT

Amending biochar in soils has been proposed as a mean to sequestrate carbon and
to mitigate the increasing atmospheric CO; concentration and global warming. In
addition, biochar can improve soil fertility, chemo-physical properties, and crop yield.
Thus, using biochar in soils has recently been implemented in many experiments
worldwide. However, the properties of biochar would change with different feedstock
and pyrolytical processes. It is important to understand how feedsotck and pyrolytical
processes influence the properties of biochar in order to have its suitable agricultural
application. I selected three common agricultural wastes in Taiwan, including rice husk
(RH), Cryptomeria japonica woods (CJ) and Sesbania roxburghii (SR), as the feedstock
for making biochar. The feedstock was pyrolyzied at 300°C and 500°C, respectively.
Firstly, the chemical and spectral (e.g., FTIR and solid-state °C NMR) analyses were
applied to determine the properties and structure of biochars. And then, the column
leaching and pot experiments were applied to understand the nutrients release and
uptake of biochars. Finally, a bioassay of herbicide efficacy experiment was conducted
to evaluate the effect of amending biochar on inactivating herbicide effectiveness. The
results showed that biochar properties were different under different feedstock and

pyrolytical temperature. The biochar derived from CJ had the highest carbon content,
il



while SR biochar had the higher nutrient content. Higher pyrolytical temperature
resulted in higher carbon and nutrients (e.g., P, Ca, Mg, K) content, and also altered the
structure from O-alkyl C of raw feedstock to aromatic-C for biochars. Most of biochar
application did not increase the dry mass of corn significantly even with ferilizer
treatment except the biochar made from SR. In the soil column leaching experiment,
biochar had no significant effects on nitrate-N, ammonium-N and phospahte-P . The
biochar application could not change the leaching of K*, Ca*" and Mg”" except SR
biochar. SR biochar increase the leaching of K" and Ca*'due to the high content of
extractable ion. In the bioassay of herbicide efficacy experiment, 300°C biochar could
decrease the bioavailability of diuron more efficient than 500°C biochar
because of the combination of partition and adsorption. SR-300 and SR-500 biochar
could reduce the bioavailability of diuron at 1.5 and 6.0 mg kg™'. To summerize, the SR
biochar had higher pH and extractable ion and it could reduce the bioavailability of
diuron efficiently. However, SR-500 could retain more bioavailability of diuron
efficiently then SR-300. Using SR-500 as soil amendment might increase the soil
productivity and retain bioavailability of diuron efficiently.

[ Keywords]) biochar, FTIR , C-13 NMR, crop production, nutrient retention, nutrient

leaching, partition, adsorption, herbicides, diuron
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1. =

w

4 ¥ je (biochar) £ H#-2 F 4B & § F X P ™ > MR IEE R (<700
C) #A 2 (pyrolysis) @ iTm &5 5 7 & 373 {814 (porous structure) *
2% (Lehmann et al., 2009) o # 4 & {e¥ LA & (charcoal) 4p 02 > & Jﬁ" kikenZt
WA AR RPRAEAFTHA > ARIELFRERY A 2R RPREE
TR A RS ¢ 5 R E AT AR B ok e (manure) ¥ 4 FHHE
T ITE 4P R kAL (Chan et al., 2007; Bruun et al., 2012; Rajkovich et al., 2012) -
AR 2 NP R B ,%%‘ﬁ“_%g = % f e p e (Lehmann et al., 2009) >
& F R 42 WY hps s (Brady etal,, 2008) ~ % 2 3 #22 CO, ~ N,O 27 CHy %
B % F 8 (Spokasetal., 2009; Fh L p3 % >2011; Ameloot et al., 2013) 2 £ 5 B %
Fend ez A& (Glaser et al., 2002) & = ' (adsorbent) (Chun et al., 2004;
Sheng et al., 2005; Nguyen et al., 2007; Chen et al., 2008) -
RSN ETY U SN EEEE Y EEE TN SF 1 A
kA s 24 (Chanetal,2007) c 4 4= e 4 3R £ 18 > e dgec g2 Een

Pz W BEEed A R APPSR E R < ehd G ff (surface area)
grdygR Lt 2 E R R AR (bulk density) T % > 344 &R (porosity) F H o
Bi4e 3l 5 M2 ik 4 (Yanai et al., 2007; Oguntunde et al., 2008; Karhu et al.,
2011) o teit BHEH b > A4 Ritfpié d HenpH G < T 5365 B (cation
exchange capacity, CEC) ™m 2 ¥ 2 $&H %~ ~% (W N-P-K %) echz £+
(Atkinson et al., 2010; Oguntunde et al., 2004) -

BE26 0y - 0% TEAY 25 R0 R E R o d AR R
Mgt g 2 L% & (charge density) » 2 5 R E G it HAER 4 S
P54 vkl 4 (Zhengetal, 2010) - % 4 F R 1 R L 15 0 § % tgee g
EHM et 7 5 (Yangetal, 2006) o # 124 24 45 R ek Fi ey 4 0 sk S BERY

1



e7% #7324 (Chun et al., 2004; Sheng et al., 2005; Nguyen et al., 2007; Chen et al.,
2008) » 5 5 4 chd Jo f Seld (bioavailability) » 74 % 175 A4t~ B AR
fer Menh thod Ry G RE F R T B s * 2k T % (Nagetal, 2011)
PR oo A f R € B iR AR B RIE A £ S B R (Keiluweit et
al., 2010) > & @ g 4 e * s (Rajkovich et al., 2012) o F]pt 4eoie :£ & £
PR TE D oAl o AR A S R gk F T B Rt o

BN HRELBARBEE L AL E RS RBEEE I 5 1L E o R
UALE AR S A AR AL (ML E2011) AN EHEBHELT
AP HRET SHF LR AR ¢ § AR (rice husk)#r4S A H R v FHEAE S
AL 12 300CHr S00CHFF 24 - A2 F AMFER R a2 P
RAEFEERFAITE 3 5 Rk B a4 L% 288% > 0 32 5 R
FHEE R i g o

Frpaeds () 132 R2FRETPRBERT D FHFEEE ()
BEFL N PR RS RN FHREEER AT S RN A
EHERFERADE Q) I R TR FRFRB LB PR 2R 0
NI AL F A (diuron) FF kRt o AP RaE T L F LG R ARTH
WHATET DR S (4) VREPREHECPEE TS 2 R KDL

Bt 42 p AR PR ER RO B T R -



2. P
2.1 1%

ZFIEHED AELRE I E R AL cHELE 0-15em P
IR LR EIFS > A FRP ST E 2mm e o 2R LA
B (P4 25% ~ 542 33% ~ AR 2% BT c 2EM I E L 07%F 72

0.12% s % *- 583 23 pH B 5 474 I P F |2 > 2302 2.3 7 35t o

22 2 F e fivs 2

bR ST PR i A S 453 (rice husk, RH) ~ #r4 (Cryptomeria
japonica,CJ) 2 % u %f (Sesbania roxburghii Merr., SR) % = f& o f&4k p 551 £k

FRE € AN Rl aRfes > & SH A4 LG A o Wi R 5 S F SR

B R A A EALN DA B HREL AL R ERABERIER2-5cm A5
WE R G o e R R TA P R ow FRIFEA G I ERELS
R 6B v FATHY FIEHMLT6SCHRics L HERBT S 2-5cm
Bo BRI R BB W AR e FREM T kF AR 9112 11% -

FOR I HER A W2 300C e S00CH 17 4 4 R K RV fE R 5 25 g %~
7 AdmAF (6.5x6cm) P oo T E A AR E 1S B AT AV (LY/S27,
Nabertherm, Germany) # & {74a 48 & i >3 30 24818 28 2 p 4728 & (300C
£500C) 2t P RABEREF2 P ACHPI R IHELSHFR AL
Yoo AF RUTEMF > S EHA TR EMLE R > 5 300T & 500C & -
W2 P RELFEZPIREZ P EUS2F R F o v e =(AFRE
B/ R EE)* %

AR A2 PR IR AR AT E 2mm GRS FIRET MR
BECELIITE2PFER AT HRY DARCERE2 S RBESE O &2
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3 ¢ 4 812 RH-raw » RH-300 ~ RH-500 4 7§ & A 1 {548 ~ #24 300C 2 4 A 22
f42 S00°C 4 A 3 Clraw ~ CJ-300 ~ CJ-500 % 7 4745 & & f* $£48 ~ 45 300°1C %
o M2 42 S00C 2 4+ 4 5 SReraw » SR-300 + SR-500 4 7 0 F A A i Ay ~ 0 F

300C A4 & a F 500C 4+ & -

22 JE AR ERHEIFRCFHT A

(DpHE : 2 P KR SEELE 80g AR {EHELF RABHKEELEE 1.0g 4o »
20ml B+ ko A B iR S E & SR A R 1125 87 1:20 chvt 5)JR & (Tagoe et
al., 2008; Yao etal.,2010) > S 2 ¥ - /] FF{ » 12 pH & &3+ £ | pH & (720P,
Istek, South Korea) °

QA ~F 3 ~FFFE RIES AR EREL S RRSE IR B
(Retsch MM400, Haan, Germany) » ‘w5 P~¥: % & & (#/2<2mm) & {7 4 45 >
P EEE 15-20mg > ¢ * 8 x Smm 4 £ (tin capsules) * ; A & - {4
BA P RESPEER 1.5-25mg #3004 x32mmFE P o UL E LS ITIR
(Perkin Elmer 2400, Waltham, MA, USA) £ ] C~H N e7f & b o B4 & it 48
W2 p RS CoH NEASmERF A il 7 £F 5 O A

v (Chenetal., 2009) - B fs 3+ 8 2 § +* (C/Nratio) ~ ¥ 't (O/Cratio) £ & ##

v (H/Cratio) » H ¢ % gt 22 4 gt & w8 4 HE en& % (polarity) &8 5 4 14
(aromaticity) (Ahmad et al., 2012)

(3) 2 T A 45 ¢ i tE 2 (sedimentation) & (7T E R 0 B2 ik 540 g ¥ 250

ml Z4&-kZ 100ml = HAER4h 3% (HMP) (S0 g L) R & o 4] * g4t Bgd

I 4o @~ 1000ml wF F P (A 6em 0 % oo fR 113.04cm?) » 4r F A k 2

1000 ml ° Fe PF 2 3 1000 ml Z& A5 K>07A ™ 7@ 5 R e - UGBS

o mgev o BB A0 fipE i dice R TR P £ i o
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40y TPt £ BB SRR o
%7 N A 2 R (Sand) ~ 2 (Silt) ~ ARk (Clay) M 5
1. Sand % =100 — (R40S - RL ) x 100/40
ii. Clay % = (R7h — RL) x 100/40
iii. Silt % = 100 — (Sand % + Clay % )
iv. R40S ~ R7h ~ RL=(1000x — 1000) x 2.65/1.65
X p Vv EFHE > A0 fp BR8N iv. R F RA0S ~ 7 ) PR E S O 5V ivo R
@ RTh~ 1%tz E s~ ;% iv. k¥ RL -
AL Bk E RR E3R% (USDA) 23 B &~ fa iR 4 5 o
(4) 7 »xlmiz £ ¢ 02 Mehlich-3 3728 7 A R VR & 4 5 Kk Shi B g o
1k ehip] % (Warnock et al., 2010; Mehlich, 1984) o % B~ % 41 * 4p 2
(molybdenum blue method) % ¢ » & 2 4 k&2 ik (V630, Jascol, Japan) iB]
3 gk R (mg kg™) (Yuan et al., 2011) -
(5) x4 (ash) Z & @ #A R fEME L RESY105CHicI FicE (s » Nig
% (dry combustion) H#-k & eV EY ¢ AeF D 550C 0 e AR 30 A 480 B
FLS550C 2/ ) -MERR RSB A Y AR EA A8 R 105

izg o

l“‘b

HA RS2 Bt - AR FR AL BICE R PG L

o
@)
g

[

€ F 4 (Songand Guo, 2011) ©

(6) 47 ~4h ~ 4T ~4EAF 2 E AN AR B EhA R L EME S P R A LK
ge4r ~ 5ml6 NHCLA 33 % 10-15 4 4518 03 7% £ Sp i (Advantec 2, 90mm)
W ig & 2 IN HCIL 2 $] 100 ml»> 12 Jp + v 3k k23 % (Sens AA, GBC, Australia)

BplA R Y ek s 4h s 4T S 453 2B o

=k

(7) B 3+ % # % £ (Cation exchange capacity, CEC) &2+ < BA~Z 7 £ &
AR 4 B S5 0.4 g0 02 INpH 7.0 59 NHOAcC 33 i 40ml % & = o
Beppeir T2 I 100ml 18 0 R F R KR BRI Y 4T 4~ 4T~ 453
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+ % o0 95%IFpE 10ml it dh e o A og HE R R L § gl o
2 fh R EAR SO 2 481233 0 KCL B~k > 12 2N pH 7.0 <7 KCl 7% 7% 40ml 3
Pt = BepfRR 2 3 100 ml £ 0 J1* Kjedahl Z A 2 Bl 8 ¢ 4635 o0

Z % ik CEC (3% 3 > % > 2006; Brady and Weil, 2008) -
2.3 & > ¥ H 3% & ¢ B % A 45 (Fourier transform infrared, FTIR)

AR IR 2 e R enit g % 2 E R 0 kR (FTS-40, Bio-Rad,
USA) ~ 47 o A #-mfEdk B 1-2mg 2 » KBri & (% 180 mg) > *c » 3§ 5o #7 &+
B3t o RS 4r Wit KBrie# o 2 6L B KBrég#& % » FTIR 247 %
iR (7 kR kA Tk bk £ #F 4 #5 F 5 400-4000 om™ s {247 A 5 4cem”
Frde St Bcs 16 =t o

12354 £ 75 > FTIR Bl a2 4 4 R ek & = % f245 40 Table 1 #777
3600-3200 cm™ % O-H &1 ‘fﬁiﬁiﬁv (Keiluweit et al.,2010; Kim et al., 2012; Wu et al.,
2012);3070-3000 cm™ % = 4 4% C-H H#=d> (Kloss etal.,2011);2980-2820 cm’!
% "5%% C-H e ‘{ﬁ#&:@v (Kloss et al., 2011; Kim et al., 2012; Wu et al., 2012) ;
1740-1700 cm™ % 26 & + C=0 e YF# ¥ (Schwanninger et al., 2004; Uchimiya et
al., 2011; Kim et al., 2012) ; 1610-1580 cm™ % 3 4 447 C=C £ C=0 &1 R
(Kloss et al., 2011; Uchimiya et al, 2011; Kim et al.,2012) ; 1500-1300 em! % C-H &
kop AR 07 HHAL C-O i YF¥#> (Schwanninger et al., 2004; Kloss et al.,
2011;) 5 1200-1000 cm™ % gk it & = + C-O =i M¥Rds 5 885-750 em! L ¥ F
C-H e# ‘fﬁ%iﬁ 2k p B L1 e C-O 25 (Kloss et al.,2011; Schwanninger et al.,
2004) ; 670 cm™ % T & ¢b C-OH i ¥F##> (Schwanninger et al., 2004; Kloss et al.,
2011) = 2 i > o AOfBEZ F RF 7 £0Si-0 g 0 Fle 0 1100 ~ 800 ~ 450 cm’
"$ TORpACKT G At o WG kA Si-O hi d5Rd (Schwanninger etal.,

2004) -



24 FiE L =34 45 (Solid state nuclear magnetic resonance, NMR)

# FTIR 2457 > & 2 FFfE NMR 245> J1* r#< F £ R FY v AL
ik £ ¥= k3 ik (Advance 111 400, Bruker, Germany) i& {7 - NMR F 2 i £ 4o
k ZHE F (spectra frequency, SFO1) 100.631 MHz » A% ® {& it A & *Zd# (cross
polariation magic angle spinning, CP MAS) T ¢ p *i# & (spinning rate) 10 KHZ »
#f§ 5 R (contact time, P15) 1000 usec » ¥ 7% pF ¥ (delay time, D1) 1 sec » 5%k & &
1 sec’ ## s =X #ic (number of scan, NS) 11,600 =t »*% & & (pluse angle, g2, P3) 2.70
sec » 2 [l 4 &l ° -113.6~300.5 ppm -

NMR BB z# c4p ¥ 1 %‘3,3‘—;-*}#41:4 Table 2 #7717 o ¥t A R i“ {6485 = » 22 ppm 3
LTgmz b an? L (methyl) enit & =4 (Solum et al., 1995; Freitas et al., 2001); 30
ppm & FoEEs it 8 >4 (Freitas et al., 2001; McBeath et al.,2011); 56 ppm ¥ ¢
kA% 4 &M A (syringyl lignin) fo g A1 A & * % (guaiacyl lignin) H i+ 2
FLXga%an? 5 A (methoxy)( Solum et al., 1995; Almendros et al., 2003) ; 80-70
ppm it Bk p SREE b erpt 1650 89 ppm H AR A E B K hi B 28 563
fe 84 ppm Bl 5 * A4 % (Solumetal., 1995) ; 106 ppm # » &% + B efat
(anomeric carbon) it & >4 (Solum et al., 1995) ; 148 &2 128 ppm 4 %] % 7 3 &
£ 2§ chx 4 %Rl v & Fenit B = (Freitas et al., 2001; Almendros et al., 2003) ;
172ppm 5 gz F 2 it § =4 (Solum et al., 1995; Freitas et al.,2001;
Almendros et al., 2003)~ F pF 24 if* %3 Baldock and Smernik. (2002) ~ Almendros et al.
(2003) 223 % % & B % (2007) 9 S % o % PC-NMR it & (=45 s &
0-45 ppm % '= f et % (alkyl C)»45-110ppm 5 7 § 2§ =+ = A4t (O/N-
alkyl C) » 110-160 ppm % * 4 *: g4z (aromatic C) » 160-190 ppm 3 % 3 4%
(carbonyl C) » 190-225 ppm 3 fit 2 423 (ketone C) o I3+ 35 & 0-225ppm 1% &
Koo om0 (0-110ppm) £ % % % & (110-160 ppm) &7F A 1t o
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25 E A F RE L FHF LR

251 B %R

P % %% K3 Lairdetal. (2010) a9k 3 0 4o@] 1 977F o F fipbie sk R %
S o I BB AT EAL (M ESSem, B A 1Som) 7 0 N EF T kR H
e A LR APTHERRRESER M R EE S P P 200g 4
BT 2 41 (soil column) » ¥ 4e 2 o B ESE chd 410 P AIDFIR & 2l b
o (Wiw=1%) 1S4 » LI RATE 7 o BRI F AR~ 0.1 g 4 (glass fiber)
RAEIRT EHEAIVEN - 2L 2 P BB RIRAE S > FEEHIEFT ¢
B 4w o K47 F 2 parafilm $F 0 B B¢ o 0 FATE 0 RSP BB )
FURAFE F oo 43 3ok E 60% B+ %k E (maximum water holding capacity,
MWHC) » fie4E 2 o gliicg 2 £ 457 (25C ~ PR A 80%) &+

(incubate) °

252 Mk & A A A

23 % %02 0.001 M CaCl, 100 ml 4 ~ & 420 37§ & = 22 % 150 ml % %%
Bovige o @3k 100ml T 2HLTE 0 T FWEPR v ALY o iR
Bas 1] n@g;ﬁw g E a8 92 600 MWHC e £4p k18 0 £
r A R T o AFREEF ST AR E R T HOTH .

B BRI G 85cm B ABE S EB AR 099 gem” o Hikiid
WM EET I RFRFEZ8em B oAE P EDR lOSgcm o ¥ 4b s
Ak RS 100ml 24 0 Br A HEAY AP EKAS FER

e £ g A (Advantec 2, 90mm) i s iR E ETUT E A L F AT

8



e D enAT S 4E B 4m o 00 | 3wk ki R (Sens AA, GBC, Australia) B ° NO;
-N §= NHy4-N % %12 Modified Griess-Ilosvay ;% (Broaddus et al., 1965) fe#zfs &2
(salicylate indophenols blue)(Kempers, 1974) B| & ° Phosphate-P 4% * 4p g2 » & &

for kg IHRIE o

2.6 2 £#F%

2.6.1 5% k2

2RFHKNEL LK (ZeamayL) SR (REP) A e R Ay
NFRE o R 2 A THF 165cm s BT 16.5ecm e F 2~ 25kg 2
A A G A S 20l em® e AIEA S i I R R/ G i
Bt s Fehk -2~ 300C 2 P e S00C 2 k> & 10 fijdZ ¥ ¢
FHFBAII A S B A A fE o FAAAILY 3 €A 0 F R ESEE 60
Bagetiter ARCEHEL P RARJEA > & 240 25g AR fEHE S P
o2 1% B8 2 HUR £ 305 0@ $HhT sk EIE b B3 fE4E 40 ~ N-60 kg ha
(NH4NO3) ~ K;0-37.5 kg ha™ (K2SO04) ~ P,0s-37.5kg ha™' (Ca(H,POy), - HoO) » 1273 ¢
FHF RS N p PP F LI o P Akt £ 1431 (KB H30cm =

L) R R n i G R g

2.6.3 2 BB

SR RBVR S AE AR AIRERY BE 0 RGP F L 2011/10/19 ~
2011/11/30 0 2 3B 204 [ 26 x 1.5menT 5 b o 52% 2 2% o & 2 hff
FEX) 5 15-20om > @4 (Fde cnf 2 (S @t B8 - & 25 LA 2 f (Zeamay L.

9



var. ceratina Kulesh) &+ 34> 2 £ - F > gio 1§ 7 - 2 £ B dFenfitk o

T

BRI RE AR 5 dowh iR o A fERRA K 14 X PF S B FE Y o F KBRS

P AR PR LKA o FAEIE 42 X 15 R FHERER T

o
s

P b2 HEAS G

264 F % SPAD & 1 3 pH iRl £

fEfREE T 0 L E % 2 3+ (SPAD-502 Plus, Minolta Camera, Japan) #| & {8 &
- Pfex = 7B R E5SPAD & (soil and plant analyzer development value,
SPAD value) » B~ 5 ¢ e ] & £ R - X o 2 R SR EREE T 0 1 3

BEAEE T I 125 8B pH B -
H p

265 43 pH & ~ R E

R e s b TG FIME A R A BT B PN RE
A BT P T A SR MG RERRE A G TR 0 e 2 LMK

D g TOCHAE L B et o fRR WIS 1 SR A B R AEE o # T8 b

+

g 2

BRI B2 PRI EEE R RAR IR IZTPREIEARTE

Frmfar MK nT70CHicr 8ice L fFE e e -

2.7 R F#®

EFAME HERY 0 12 I (Lolium perenne) g E 0 =4 24 12
SRR E 2 200g o A b A R RS R A B Rkt s
POFEASE A R FREAIL Y 3EA o F e AR M 2 S R RgT Y
Epher2g A (1%) BAMA LS EFWRRER S 60-240mg L
P e Smligi o RAMEY T LSS

BT R (acetone) AR Y oo BE Bk &

10



>
)

6.0mgkg ' chid § Ao AR LA MTF P IR EBY Som BH 2 R - R
FokA BRI A o 2R ENA LY o 12hr BRI L 27C - 4 3F

B3 E RS T keI o

2.8 ity

£ 2% 717 ¢ NO3-N ~ NH,-N ~ Phosphate-P ~ K ~ Ca®" ~ Mg” # i £ 17 R
(2.15.0) &7 two way ANOVA 4 47 » 2|1k B 2 2 Ffopr gz F 83 2

FTRHFLREIREY (p<0.05)> £ LSD % % & A2z Bl o

v
~

2 AN IRBE TR g b R T R4 4 Ricd ~ 28 4 pH &

fi%
“ap.
oy

gaid

R

t

# SPAD &2 R i& {7 two way ANOVA A 17 » H|¥7 & 4 Tz @ frg @il

{rels
s

w

* 7 EE *Hé?‘:g;ﬂb"i(}ém% (p<005),1wuLSD ¥ %k EOT 2 B eni B oo

B E s ot (8 g 5 5 2 R A2 7 two way ANOVA A 47 » 285 & 2 L2
Bird 4% % B2 FEZ L HFLBEARFF (p<0.05) &2 LSD & %

IR
K
o
(\x.
=3
N
i
Jeg

11



L E A
1 2% REF

311 A F A ERY

Table3 3 fdt ~trisdrm F = A R 1 M 2 2 1 300°Cf- 500C # i+ )

hd e R A P R hw e FEF R A A A R0 £ f2E A 300C FF RH-300

¢ CJ-300 e Jo & 4t 69% % 4

# CJ-500 v fc & 9 & 32%
ZAAR M pH E

-

» SR-300 Fw Jz % % 56.1% ° 500°C P& » SR-500
< % » RH-500 % 4z 3

E

3 9.7-102 =+

o

WF T A%
M 5.4-58 =4 el F 300C 3 R 15 fodn s et
e pH i 4 %]} | 6.4 22 6.7 > SR-300 et H g R+ > F 2380 B+ 500
T4 fps > = it apH ot 4

wa s E

A

% RH-raw ~ CJ-raw #2 SR-raw 4 %] 5 12.9 ~ 0.6 &2 6.2% ; 300C 2 #
& % RH-300 ~ CJ-300 &2 SR-300 =4 &

z 2R~

w-E 187~ 1.0 £ 12.8% ; 500C

4 $ i P RH-500 ~ CJ-500 ¥2 SR-500 c% A 7 & BB E.31.9~ 1.9 £7 21.6% » & %
AR HERE S 300CHr 500 C 2 4 Ry fesa i A F E 58 o Frish it o

5B ¥
B 7 & & RH-raw ~ CJ-raw ¥ SR-raw 4 %] 5 43.8 ~53.8 & 53.1%
= 4 $ {6 > RH-300~CJ-300 22 SR-300 en 3 68 7 & & %]+ -

™ 300°C ®

i s B ] 51.3+63.1 22 60.8% -
500°C # # & RH-500~CJ-500 £2 SR-500 2.2 5t

B A w2 5]56.4486.5 £ 66.9%
ER AR FRREAWI AL RERG PO £5RY & 0.4-0.5% ~ #7454
£01% > @8 FRIE & 21%= % o pF v RIE e o d 538 ¢ 2 1) 864
FeR R Ed 109 23] 112> 9 Fehp§ it d 27 23] 3] o

=5
Z R A R jEt8355 5§ ¢ CEC » RH-raw ~ Cl-raw £ SR-raw 1 CEC
A w5 174.6 ~ 191.9 4 280.0 mmol(+) kg™ -
% -

T Z B CEC AR A p T
"¥ »RH-300~CJ-300 &7 SR-300 :7CEC 4 %] T *%¢ 5 3-98.
“E A ﬁ:rm_)ii‘g % » RH-500 ~ CJ-500 ¥2 SR-500 7 CEC { ™ *#

1 87.3+98.7 2 107.3 mmol(+) kg

68.9 ~ 64.5 & 91.08
12



mmol(+) kg'1 °
2#EMHEK-Na~Ca-MgEBAEHEFI 2 HEEFLE K -Na~Ca-Mg 5 £~

FRBEBIIER DA H e o 0 FHL K Na Ca Ffei st d o

=1

T Mg Rl Eeg o gt AR ZRE (K Na~CasMg) Fiire F
BB fEREEH S o U EMEERS AR Rt ba 3 fe
2K~ Na~Ca~Mg#ribant bldgg > @9 ijfﬁ;u') o

F Y HE R 05 22k & RH-raw~CJ-raw & SR-raw 4 %] % 184.3-19.4 £2 421.2
mg kg o § ruitml ht 300°C A 4 $ R 15 X T % RH-300 ~ CJ-300 £2 SR-300
F ek A B 5 89.7 5 14.1 22 5239 mgkg ! 5 S00CHF 4 RAIEEL AL A
RH-500 ~ CJ-500 ¢ SR-500 77 »c{ @A &) 5 223.2 ~ 46.6 £ 606.5 mg kg  4p#i
SRR A A F B A R HEAE ~ 300C & 500C A R Y 0 IE
4 h et Rl R o

57

pre

Fia s 2P adpant- ST pHE ~Bptz £ Amrz 8

—=

Bad§ EFEFRIE AR AR e LD e d 8 CBCRIASEL " 0 BT 3

i {I)‘Zvﬁ f%%fL o A Fﬁ—h‘;}lﬁ? 7E’,i/z‘iuﬁl"ﬂ}2§,,;g s | %‘%:}’\‘ s ﬁt’nf‘ﬁ" 5 s f %
i 4

AR (F b)) Blun F PR o fRRES P E BER

312FTIR B# 4 7

Z fAH L FTIR Bl 7 i R IC 112 300C 2 F L2 B gean®g it 4a g 7
© S00C & i 2 4 R RIF 3 5G4 (B W ) o 2 BHAL R 5 0 3400
cm™ {72900 cm™ RUEL B A A HEAE S 300C A AFWF AR AH R A O-HE
o AR Arig %L E Y & 4 (aliphatic C-H) » @ &7 B2EL & 500°C 24 4 & @l »
% o @ & 1500-1000 cm™ 2 B+ Kk f 3% C=C ~ C=0~ C-O ~ C-H %4 % e 55 »
Pk 500 C 4 F RenBlze of 4 o 3 48 0 R 1 BARPEH A S C=C 31 5.(1600
cm) o B PES RFIRA COOH (1700 cm™) 2u L o

13



B 4% B B4R 0 RH-300 #2 RH-500 sl 2z P et (B ) 4 R
it 4548 FTIR B3 20550 & 130 & 1700 ~ 1600 ~ 1100 ~ 800 ~ 450 cm™' » ¥ i3t 20 85
i i RH-500 cn@l 38+ 7254 %% T % o 1600~ 1700 cm™ cv2u 854 &) % £ & i 5
54 C=C et 2 A C=0 425 o @ 1100 ~ 790 ~ 450 cm™ 5730 85 & fod b
Bl E_ %k f Si-O #4E% (Anetal,2011) 7 i » 1500-1300 cm™ 2. F¥ § — £ 7 B
B e 575 3t RH-raw 22 RH-300 0@ 3 > ig 2 38 & RH-500 @3 + i 4 -
% Cl-raw & CJ-300 HRlz#+ (B )+ 1700-1000 cm™ 2 F¥ § 3% 5 3L 91 3 o
& CJ-500 £ F 1700 £ 1600 cm™ 73 8% T & > CJ-500 # § 880-750 cm™ § #
BAPAESIENR A8 kA FART G henC-HeESR
% SR-raw £ SR-300 Bl 2. FF eru 5L 5 (L L B 8 3 4P 48 (B )o SR-raw
P13 & 1500-1000 cm™ #2670 cm™ #iT § A EL I & 1500-1000 cm™ 2 FF )
ol BB §_C=C~C=0-+C-OC-H 4% > @ & 670 cm™ *qiTerzn gL p] T
b e C-OH 44 o 58 20 85 & SR-300 )3 + L5 % 19 4 2 P &g > ¥ & SR-500
OBl 4 o f SR-300 ]G F 0 1580 ~ 1436 ~ 1110 ~ 1030 & 875cm™ #8541
BL TR o 1580 cm sh B k p X 4 e C=C {r C=0 4% > 1436 cm™ 52 5L 7] &
* ¥4 C-O © 3k (asymmetric C-O streching) (Kloss et al., 2011) = & 1030 £
1110 cm™ &2 55 3% § ¥HC-0 ¥ 3% (symmetric C-O stretching) (Uchimiya et al.,
2011) > 875 cm™ &RUEL R & % 4 T 6 ¢ h C-H %4 (aromatic C-H out of
plane) ° F 4 » SR-500 © § 1700~ 1600 £ 1430 cm™ 720 8L 1% F T % > 880-750

cm’ 4 BelE A PO UEL Y IR o

3.1.3NMR R# 4 #

fed s Wriidra Fahk R E Y 2 P HNMR Ble#4c®] -8B 977 0 = 8

14



At R R F L IR 106 ~ 89 ~ 84 ~ 75~ 73 ~ 65~ 63 ~ 56 ~ 22 ppm it
& =4 (chemical shift) *if > # ¢ 106 ~ 89 ~ 84 ~ 75~ 73 ~ 65 ~ 63 ppm #1 * & 4
BEOMEEH GEFREEABR > 2007) 56ppm ¥ 22 ppm A Bk p LgaE
17 ¥ & (methoxy) ¥ 7 fL (methyl) (Solum et al., 1995) » SR-raw % 30 ppm *4iT
MELD IR > K p Py 85% (aliphatic carbon) £ J’ﬁé (McBeath et al., 2011) - = &4
ALE 300°C#f2E R ™ > 22 ppm GRLEL £ 0 B 128 ppm it B 2 AT B 4 )
W& 3 4 R (aromatic structure) 73t 5L RH-raw £ CJ-raw & 148 ppm =i
Br#wiss HIKkp 752573 el (Almendros et al., 2003) » SR-300
% 89~ 84~ 65~ 63 ppm FAELH T A P A7 - v RH-300 &2 CJ-300 &t itw B i &
PR AR G ¥ o = B ORI R S00C R A T A Rt § i
B AFNR LRI P ENLE
#-DC-NMR it § 4% s dFenis %40k 4 454 (RH) ~ #7444 (Q) &
5 F A (SR) A A HEREH AL (raw)~300°C (300) £ 500°C (500) # 4+ & cimk
-I3NMR i g T 0 AR ICEREY 1 F A F RS R AR R
RO 67-75% B EF A AR R AREH A YT 10-19% f75-15% o
BorARMEM g ARREHE R A 0 (b T7% M o 2300C 2 4 i ¥
FAF RS e AR H BT 0 9T % 5] 26-43% 0 H ¢ 12 SC-300 T 'E A
5o S RRURHER G AR 01 2 0 & R 4T 1831% ¥ 3236% ¢ &
S500Cen2 f i » 3% & F R iz Ap g pant 6T 5 10% 1T o =4
BRI Bld B 15% 10T 0 @ SRR AT 2 E] 69% 14 F o K
w500Cehd Fo i ? S A RBBHS Lod AR EMTS00CE P R2F >

5 S RGE S 21 b AT RRAE S S0t DI O] B ATk B AR A 6% 1T

15



3.2 2 F MRS

321 § ik

ANOVA 14 47 % % &1 77 > NO3-N ~ NHy-N 4 Phosphate-P %7 1k b ki £
PO DN R SR (p<0.05)

FAleaT P NO:-N ik E 5 457.0£31.8 mgkg! (B )o fte » A R L 42
MPEIL Y o = B e » (4R i@ 3 NOs-N chfk e B 8 % © % > £ 214 SRraw
FINO;-N ki £ T "5 #2 & e 5 'NO3-N e £ £ & ¥ 43" RH-raw ¥? CJ-raw°NO;-N
ek ik 8 11 SR-raw 349.0+£88.6 mg kg™ # > s RH-raw £ Cl-raw A %] % 347.6+£112.7 ~
327.7461.5 mg kg™ © ¥4 ‘=~ RH-raw £ Cl-raw Fh 1-3 FPF G g S I NOs-N %
2% o @ SReraw B ¥ S R dpjedRe T o & 300C 4 4 kgL o RH-300 &
SR-300 79 NO3-N e 22 3r 4| mpi B - CJ-300 P32 § B £ 8 o
RH-300 ~ CJ-300 £2 SR-300 e7NOs-N ik £ A ] 5 340.7+450.7 ~ 482.1+138.3 £
353.4+£65.7 mgkg" o & 500°C A 4 A eI e 5 4 CJ-500 57 NOs-N ik £ 21 47
Flletp et BFF '8 14> RH-500 22 SC-500 :h NOs-N ki 8 2424 plil § ¥ 4
# < RH-500 ~ CJ-500 £2 SR-500 :77NO3-N st i B 4 5] 5 431.5+£59.8 ~ 349.0£147.8
1 454.8+166.2 mg kg -

NH4-N #2214 NOs-N 2 & ° (Bl ) #2418 & 5 S NHe-N f k& &
0.53£0.21 mgkg' » + #5138 NOs-N k£ £ o fde » A R L HEREAILY > = fE A
AT R RIR 45 NH-N off o £ 3087 % 3 ke R A ] A F] 0.75£0.21
0.98+0.12 ¥ 1.20+0.33 mg kg » ¥ RH-raw ~ CJ-raw ¥ SR-raw 77 NH4-N # £ & =
HFEE G HFRDLA - 2300C2 # kg2 ? > 55 RH-300 & @ NHs-N
HERBEFE A > A3 0.94+030mgkg! 0 SR-300 Bl HAEF T > T 3

0.46+0.06mg kg™ o CJ-300 s NHy-N i £ &4 i § ¥ LB - ik

=k

Y
»
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0.5140.06 mg kg » & 500°C # 4 R AL ¥ > § § CJ-500 1 NH,-N st i% £ 22 331
wipdt BEF TE > T8 1 0.33£0.07 mg kg ; RH-500 £ SR-500 1 NH,-N # i%
B4 w5 0.65£0.15 27 0.42£0.09 mg kg i H|mp it BE LS o

$- 4 % e Phosphate-P # i: £ 4 3.4402 mgkg'o & i e AR ER IR P
= fatt At gn ¢ > Phosphate-P et £ & (B ) ¥ 2ripdliez 35 My ai
£ -RH-raw~CJ-raw ¥ SR-raw 71 Phosphate-P # £ & 5 2.6+£0.2-2.5+£0.7 £ 1.5+0.5 >
SR-raw £ Phosphate-P # i & { & ¥ > RH-raw &2 ClJ-raw > T I F ML £ -
300°C £ 500°C 2 4 & A% < Phosphate-P #Fit £ &2 r4e i 5 g F L B - it £ 9

& 3.1-3.5mgkg” 2 & o

322 49 ~ 4T ~ 45 A chp ik

ANOVA e 455 % 877 - K~ Cafe Mg ~ % &7 3 P e £ 408 5175 o 1
LB B (p<0.05) - -

Kbk B adrdl e T pr 5 144.125.8 mg kg™ (B ) - = 787 Fbe ok R AR D
FedB 4050 53 B F R 0 Kok £ > RH-raw ~ Cl-raw fr SR-raw s K s e £ 4 %] %
111.1416.1 ~ 117.5+14.5 22 117.9423.7 mg kg = # 300°C £ 500°C & & éh2 $+ R
4o BB ¥ 5 SR-300 £2 SR-500 #t 1@ K it £ 8 F ent 2 &) b 2 5] 227.6+19.2
£1 536.5£9.7 mg kg o K # £ £ & SR-300 # 4 7 58% » @ SR-500 7K #iEE {
F4r 4 203,72 & o« RH-300 ~ RH-500 ~ CJ-300 £2 CJ-500 «h K # £ & A % %

143.3£5.0~159.0+£14.5~140.9£6.6 ¥ 156.7+11.7 mg kg'1 ' Bg ¥ 11>+ SR-300 £2 SR-500

Ca ke & tdrdl a2 pF 5 197.72+5.2 mg kg (B )t 1i_// b kR TV HE R R
@¢ 555 SRraw s Cafie € Birdlles BFx oL E-Cafit € 5 170.3+£23.9
mg kg™ (Fig. 12) - RH-raw £ Cl-raw ¢ Ca s#ki£ £ A % 5 187+20.6 £2 189+10.5 mg
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kg 7 4 300CHE & chd 4 RpF> = B4 4 AL o Ca ik B 302 454 20 5

&

¥ i & > RH-300 ~ CJ-300 £2 SR-300 e Ca # i £ A w] + 2 7] 236.849.1 ~
226.748.3 £ 225.6+14.5 mgkg » @ = fEA R 2 BILF BFHLSLE o e 500
CHF DL RPF > £ 3 SR-500HCappie B Bipdley BFiai® > Cai
g b2 5] 259.8£19.4 mg kg © RH-500 2 CJ-500 7 Ca # i £ % 201.7+14.1 £
209.3+18.9 mg kg » A ¥ kL B AT F e SR-500 € o
Mg ek e & fdr 4] e Agu pr 4 579492 mgke (B ) B EE A% 2 3

2 WPFF L BT EPAE R R e o R AR ERRILY > 2 4
ﬁ-}""’?sb B ¥ ' M Mg ek ie £ 0 RH-raw ~ CJ-raw £2 SR-raw sn Mg e £ & 5] &
47.56.2 ~ 49.4+1.1 £ 38.3+59 mg kg™ -

300C 2 4 fk g2 e Mg sk e £ 82 47l 300 5 B ¥ £ £ > RH-300 ~ CJ-300
# SR-300 i Mg ek i £ 4 W 5 61.444.0 ~ 56.3+3.6 27 62.2+10.2 mg kg * 500°C
4 R AL P SSR-500 ¢ i@ Mg crupkik B A%+ <>+ 2 5 63.5+7.5mg kg » RH-500
Pl E i Mg ke 81 F T % > T 3 52117 mgkg' > CJ-500 &gl m A £

T EFLE > Mg e 5 55.6+£12.6 mg kg

33 2 #H5%

L

331 iEpicE e

bt

PERAPIHE LI B TI R F A E e d 54 0 2 b3

S
o
e
Pl

WA g bR T e ﬂ\F'“mU,E, T 5 (p<0.001) - 41
EAEAEREPELNE I E S 105511 g § R AT F AT

11.9£3.0 g > @5 pdZeh2 34 ¢ > = fd A R BRI i 300 € RIRT ¥ i
e > B P s RHraw e0 T " £ 5 5 > - $2 T % 7 68% » m SR-raw R &_

18



TRHEED S TR A2% e A B HPE o B PG EGA9-12g 2 FF o % CJ-300
B bngsE P A3 123810 g2 vt R he e B B RJE2 B R e e 2
FGLFAEF LR o f F 6T AILPE > T INT L T3y PR g e A
AT B RS PF R IRLAE F M en 4 o RH-raw ~ CJ-raw {v SR-raw ~ %3 4r 3| 10.0+1.3 ~
12.840.6 v 12.040.9 g > M 4r = R * 12 B2+ > & RH-raw a2 + 3852 € 1
BT ) 0% o f % 7 FE 2 300°C 27 500°C 2 4+ R ESE ¢ 5 SR-500 4% i€ # L RiE
EEF AL 147N B phand F R RJl o P INTE e el g i
FMHOEZ R o WL RAFe T (S P IRgEE o “$ CJ-300 2. #t » f35 % {5 1300°C &2
500C 2 4 fk R R A 5 S pi b + = o

BT IRGEE L T Y b g bR g e AU s BT 08 (p<0.05) - %

s TR ]

-n\1,

S E B EF RS (p>0.05) Fril o T GEE 5 22403
g WIS F TR 17204 go A A9 PE > RH-raw ¢ @& TIGcE B F T E
T3 1.5+0.1 g> CJ-raw &2 SRraw R 225 BEF A B >3 Tz E A W 5 1.840.3
218401 ge AW pEd o R g2 R A F § CJ-500 18 3+ T IRGTE A

1 1.5402 go BE 9 g e T IRgp & ¢ 5 Cl-raw & SReraw &3] e p i &
FrA s pw b A3 28404 2 24403 g RH-raw B 22 5 B F A B o 4%

¥ pF 300°C 2 500°C 2 4 A ¢ > 2§ RH-300 e T Mgz £ g% + =>4 3 23410

g HApRgmpl e MELR -

|
N
E:@
Bl
oy
2N
]
e
o
&~
— 4
~F
e
v
&
=1
=)
T
™
‘—A“\
-
pat]

X2 e g Fr L (p<
0.05) o £ 4l le i isE 5 127209 g * i (528 %F + 2 3 13,6432 g fA 69 ih
A iw T RH-raw~CJ-raw f= SR-raw eniJdZ &2 37| e Ap o Ric £ 30 B ¥ ah™ % >
BT 5] 4.940.7 ~ 8.342.2 ¢ 7.9+0.3 g o A %57 pF 300°C &2 500°C 2 4 ALY
CJ300 @ iz dg ¥+ 2 1 144406 gt » 2 3 RAIZE pod| e 2 F)&_:}I;KIAF s
e B oo G %9 kT > RH-raw AJZ enid i £ 09 A F g4 e b > Cl-raw
22 SC-raw P §_%¢ ¥ + 2 cRH-raw~CJ-raw £2 SC-raw &J2 cnid §z € & W 3] 11.4+1.2
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15.7£0.3 fr 16.5+0.7 g © 5 5 pF 500°C 2 4 R &JZ ¥ » RH-500 £ SR-500 fed2 c14%,
FEFEFEL A2 CJ-500 R E R R B dle il g EEF LR o
RH-500~ CJ-500 £ SC-500 A2 chig 55 € A %] 3] 15.8£1.5+14.9+0.8 - 16.6£1.4 g
Wi pE300C A P RAGERI PR gl il j B F L R oo

FREW LS v 2 T fed F 2 B g (5% 258 (p<0.001) © 4
Pl e R EEEHR E L L 0.2140.04 > ¥ 57 14 B8 % T 0% 3] 0.1540.04 o B A 557 eh
AT > RH-raw AJZF BB efT 80 5 5 0440014 > 22 & 7 fmdl e i 097 Jie
5 REFEALRE -Clraw £ SRraw T el 0t gl ey 5 BEFH 40> W4 2
0.30+0.06 £2 0.30+0.01 > f A 5% pF 300°C &2 500C 4 4 & ? » 7 F CJ-500 {2 5

WOBEE TR T 0.16£0.02 0t B S 15 0 Clraw i E 0t B g d] A B

m’ﬁ

Sl end 2, b A 0.2240.04 0 RH-raw 22 SR-raw R & &rrdlel 3 EEF LR > 9
Fob o ul 5 0.15+0.03 & 0.1740.02 o b s 3 w0 18 e El o % 300°C # 4 . 7h >

A A2 S00°C 4 4 R R eI gt 30y A g b A o

322 23 pH Eg E 4 SPAD

e

2HREEHKNIEpH EE E F SPAD Ed4cd 6 o7 o 2 HehpH EX IR 7 dett
BB E fos KR (e ST (p<0.01) o 4]t B B v e pkeh pH
% 6.0£0.1> 5% {5 p] §_6.0£0.2> % ﬂ\F'“asp BEMOL R A A0 gl
RH-raw £ SR-raw /@EJ_‘FK ¢ pH Edg¥ + =2 > ~ %% 63+0.1 & 6.7+0.2 ; Cl-raw
Bl EAEE T > pH @ % 5.840.1 o A58 prend $» R AJT 4 5 CJ-300 ~ CJ-500
SR-300 &2 SR—SOO“’KQ 2 3EpH EAgF 2 > pHE:E 6.5£0.4 ~ 6.5£0.1 ~ 6.8+0.2
2 6.9+0.2 5 RH-500 B| A8 % = "% > pH & % 5.80.1 « &} * % p¥ » SR-500 14 3%
% BB hpH B pH B 5 6.8+0.10 % 7 fré Firdlieairy A2t BEF LR
SR-300 » v ¢ 2 3 pH EAF + = » + 4 3 63203 ¢
(4 5 SPAD (£ Bl 4o Hhi « 59 2 Ffed F e B iE ST (p<
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0.001) * 44 e f & *5 % pr e SPAD & 5 29.543.6 > F 557 P e | 31.7£1.0 > &
F2 WG MFLR o LA ORI Z AR HEM § @ (T4 5 SPAD fAf
¥ e '8 > RH-raw ~ CJ-raw {r SR-raw /a2 c11 SPAD & & % T " | 13.7£1.5 ~
16.764.2 2 18.1£1.7 > @ = ¥ 2 B ix § BEFLANL R o A9 i o g @
et e SPAD B frdlie i > w2 B REFLE o § F LT gL
RH-500 3 * SPAD @& & 4yl efpfed B ¢+ = > + = 3 37.841.6 - %k RH-500

2 0h o B AR HEAY - 300°C 2 500°C 2 44 R RS s i pEIR S S 4 0 2 G AR

ELB om hb OE g L 35w gJP chiE & SPAD & o “,f Al b B A

R HEAE ~ 300°C & 500°C 2 4+ R AR G35 T PR B fen ) A o
34 B E%

b5 2§ ATAYRIRT o 159 CJ-500 {7 SR-500 & # BEAF G - R

= o R EEFTER %2 0 R g EF L 100% (£ 7)o 4 0 AR R
IR it A5 £ (1L5mgkg!) fod6* £ (6.0mgkg ) L2
HERfeipdleizd F L P - RH-300 & RH-500 f i< * £ pFane o dy 4w ig

FH AR $ E ehn S0 A H 5 100%Fr 93% RH-300 7% 7% & & ¥ & +* RH-500 -

8% £ RH-300 # RH-500 EJL 2 & 5556 5 48 5 0% CI-300 &< » £
BEE B Y a5 R T] 100% 0 G o6 B E ] 90% 5 CI-500 fkk B A i
S B ATk L E 00V FIR 6 BERIAR R LS -

SR-300 £ SR-500 # $= g e * g &2 3 * fé_ﬂiﬁ‘ﬁgé‘i 2 & Wz EFER
100% > e 2 # & * & pF SR-300 &2 2 & ¥ e & S B F % »° SR-500 > 5% 5 4~
W5 O7% B2 83%. b BE A s BT 0 G AR okk F LG A PR
FFRE R E LAY > F @ Z 300C 4 5 R adBpF i § 4035 % sk B ¥ 145 500

EEE
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41 4 % RBF

411 B HF

AR RPTREFE RS PR 0 ARV P S 35
e en%s % (Chun et al, 2004; Keiluweit et al., 2010; Uchimiya et al., 2011; Kim et
al.,2011; Ahmad et al., 2012; Kim et al., 2012; Rajkovich et al., 2012; Song et al., 2012;
Yaoetal, 2012) > @ ##L2 B end B o 5 3F % 4pinen¥ % (Gaskin et al., 2010;
Keiluweit et al., 2010; Kloss et al.,2011; Rajkovich et al., 2012; Yao et al., 2012) o

- 4@ % (Keiluweit et al., 2010; Kim et al., 2012; Yao et al., 2012) » 300°C # %
Remw e d 9 f 33-75% 2. F - 500 C 4+ Renw 4o 5 X 4 15-40 % 2. F > 444
BB A B o F BIRER A S00CH » w ek A A 5B RGE M ERE A A

RN T

i % Gaskin et al. (2010) ~ Keiluweit et al. (2010) ~ Brewer et al. (2011) ~ Kloss et
al. (2011) ~ Rajkovich et al. (2012) £ Yao etal. (2012) =% 3 % % > & 300-600°C
FRA A HL g Y o pHELEREN (258 ~ [ F 2 2HEW) S5 Rk
RIS RF R (FAREHREER) 2Pk a AHE S Pk
FLZ BRI A AL REF ~ (TR R e R F L PR 7

<k

EREARERT VoA E (Yaoetal,2012) s A+ (Gaskin et al., 2010;

Rajkovichetal.,2012) > § 2 B ¥ M AH 2 P A B M Tl e & F &8s

PIEFAsE R > 97 0520% 2 &AFH? § 2 ﬁ_.!”ﬂiifiﬁ_%ﬁﬂg%‘
G 1 P2 C SRR P S TSI b S

CEC ey {i s kb > & F ML REN - CEC'TRFERFF

Mk % ¢ & Klossetal (2011) £ Rajkovichetal. (2012) #7 3 2% o 2§
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efe d 22 4 F & FTIR &2 NMR#? BRI T - HRP e R F SRR
BRI A AP ROE & (e.g., carboxylic groups) = FJUtR @ F ot Ar %
B4 5 & CEC e#he & =% (Cheng et al., 2006; 2008) -
Pl B FHAE R o fEE L o 1) B i o 4B Warnock et
al. (2010) 4= Mukherjee and Zimmerman (2013055 % 4p e o
K-Na~-Ca-Mgen@ #8233 E N THh L P R&G  HX 2597
PR AHELFREM AP T HZFHEY e FARCENE L PR
K Na~Ca-Mg P8 E 253 ~ Wik 2 h~F a7 2+ PEHE

P s g R A SRR EEAF IR F R RFIFF Lt b

412 FTIR

A it ente R & 300°C /W iEend 4o &k SH FTIR BIs¥ 30244 4psg - 304 R A
AR AR LT Y AR Y 0 A 7 300C i RS S TR AR R
500°C/] % i » W 57 00 f Bl AP B A% 4o O-H (3400 cm™) £
C-H (2900 cm™) =i &E 7+ 2 300 C P sk ' &0~ F % FLE A ¢+ 2 B 4p5 ok &
f# (Kim et al., 2012; Keiluweit et al., 2010)> @ = % %% 1 C=C ..‘%1‘;& (1600 cm'l) ol
& 7 C=0 HFH (1700 cm’ D Rl AR 5 Foe sl Bor M A ERLE
Hndi e A A 35 AL 12 SR300 shFlHE %S 0 ¢ § 15001000 cm™
21670 cm™ # % & A TR E AL % > BT 0 F S AR HHBE L LR
FERXEBERBCATRE

% 300-500C A 4 RePBlH#FZ B A2 PR > O-HE %L &4 4 500
T2 =22 4 k& Keiluweit et al. (2010) %77 ¢ > (A BRI e R
4 G AP 0 e 400°C P 0 3400 cm™ 2900 em SUBLARRE bk 0 0 @ BT 500°C
P p LR R X AR B AP R E o 500C A F R PR X
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L MK pFEFE AT R NERESHC=C - C=0-C-0 C-H %455
(Keiluweit et al., 2010) » & 77 Tdt 1 2 500C = S aB B FET @ "% o & 300
C 4§ i ) & e 4 % C=C 4 (1600 cm™) 23 f e1 C=0 141 (1700
cm) #tE (Kimetal, 2012) » B & 500C ™ » % 4 % C=C SHLPH 24
FC=0 FHA TR BrrPLaR2 7 LF 7z 203 4% C=CERD DT A

7 (Keiluweit et al., 2010; Kim et al., 2012) > eI s 2 & 4 P R F 2

[m
ey
oy
ek
"
e
ik

o+
i

Flo EEJFE R Sem 7 EEHH 4o o P 3% BT *% (Table
3)° A R atriign F AR feE i RH-500 pFiv g % p Si-O a7t 3L (450 -

790~ 1100 cm™)» &7 & 577 3% S5 41 B 18 hfE & B 500CPFE 2 € AR

d #1100 cm™ e Je BT Bk B C-0 £2 Si-0 > 4 £ 1100 cm™ 21 %50 CJ-500
{r SR-500 PR » Bior B o & ¥ 2 S B DZ FFF L enR o A L2 R 1Y
BoK & 4 e C-O sk B A A 1 54 50 1100 cm™ = 4o (Kloss et al., 2011;

Schwanninger et al., 2004) -

413 NMR

3 FTIR #47% % » A R V54 NMR Bld#chi 8 v 84 kp shas
LRAFEATRE FHFER L AT 300CHE > FRAFERENEL D RT AR ET >
P REEE LR AR P 7§ %A (O-alkyl) snuEL A o b 4 ¥ 4 R HE
BITFFAEREOAT A0 F AL R AU IR 2 300°C PRl AR
T A 300CH » S chg ey AR EAR TRAFRHER NPT R
% SR 0 . 300°CPFr ¢ *% 2 (Feritas et al., 2001) - SR-300 % 89 ~ 84 ~ 65 ~ 63 ppm
AL A T AT FOREFVRE IR ORERREFELIREET N
AR SR Z BHAL A S00C R £ AR AT R RRE L & it
st gagidimat s Buagiymi 42 Lo AxuppRad e A fia
SR BAER O SOOCH K chad F» ot >4 %ptd 45 1 - NMR Rl #
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PN g & F o F oA FARASHRE ZIEAPE A S00C P A TR E
P E e FTIR Bl F pr e S 4ol o

FAPROEGFER YA ZF A5 R AR B S T E o AR
SRR R A A TR A R AR A BRI 300C R 2 S S00CHET R S R
FREERP TR R e P2 o A S o F R AR P AR
(0-110 ppm) ot b § T % » 3 4 %55 (110-160 ppm) ot b + 2 o BT 2 w5 25

§ 15 B EAR o LA S 4 R i (Freitas etal, 2001) ¢

L CEEF TSI EE LN P

42.1 K R 1R e Hf e R P

AR REAREMPRIL 0 TS 2 ER AR E OP R
M7 NO3-N 22 @ 85 § chdfie® > 2 £r i@ NHy-N eruppie & + 2 O#Bﬁi”i?%}‘?}%ﬁi
B ATt R s 2 B R A 0t (R PriiE e F ety 1t A 6
510953822 27) e A RV IR > RIFF REAEPLET HEL -

& Novak etal. (2010) =75 ¥ » % 4+ 3 ¥ 4 » 10 gkg efric 8 (switchgrass)
P> NO3-N ek it £ 22 A 4o » ¥R end HAp# 5 B F 10T % o & Zavalloni et
al. (2011) shF & ¥ > 4o r o FARM (B L =T70) 02 3> BT RHF T A0 2
B BT BN E NO-NHE IR BFEHT - TIN5 21 2 > & ap
% %% 4pF o Zavallonietal. (2011) 7 dp &g 5 84 chp § - <22 32 > ¢ 1l
prd Y oafied R F R o

P AMTE D FAEM R E B 332 e RPN T S
g % 3 & Qian and Schoenau (2002) %7 3 g% » 14305 55 % § 84 ok
ot Aar IS R g ILE FIRCTET o et KRR 2 R R
e NH4-N i & > &7 15 4 ET v e 2 ¥ ep4%it it % (ammonification)(Asmar et
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al., 1994; Kuzyakov et al., 2000)> ¥ 5 * A jk it {8 £ #7H 4v g%t iv% 322 300C &
500°C 2 4 iz e (B ) °

AR IS PR 30 B 49 AT AT R (s TRt
%A ik R o BT A RIS 15 e $ TR 0 GURpR T R T
FEERFRERTE o4 RRFIIACE B R A PF I TR o a0 i
RGz M B MEFLL > A8 kR R LA FARD
BT RS

O BB - gk R A i S B SReraw T A A 0 2
NH,-N ehit 2 g 4 ded o Bt o M7 4o “F5 A2 BRI % P il 8 e
$HM oA Foredugai e gad i1 o Rlraw & Clraw |0 &
F% 5 1 SReraw shfgf it o JARMCE F 4 fafl " o org & ek 4 B (7

S APHRE -
422 %4 R 3 HR L R R

4 PR g2 ® > RH-300 ~ CJ-500 ¥ SR-300 g & NOs-N i g BET
i igi#%fi!;‘f]: So e ORE R R PPORR IO R R T fﬁ_o‘i‘ﬁﬁﬂ;‘?lt 4v o FTIR £ NMR % % ¥
Bom o ZHA 3000 R ET kg 8 F 8 h T F gl 2 ik i gt
B 50% 2 F o> F]pt RH-300 22 SR-300 & = NO3-N kit £ 0™ "% chp F]> ¥ 4t
BERP R A DA P F R TR o A A T A IR S R R
@%%ﬁﬁ%%*%ﬁ“ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ°

2 5 R ¥ NOy e i ¥ b - i id 2 NOs-N ke & T "% 0¥ it i 7]
(Prendergast-Miller et al., 2011; Yao et al., 2012) » % Yaoetal., 2012 7%= 3 # > 11 4
B & (sugarcane bagrass) ~ =4 # (peanut hull) ~ ® & % #z & (Brazilian pepper
wood) fr 3+ (bamboo) % w fEHHAL A W12 300~450 2 600°C ®/ = 4 & HNO; ~
NH, ¢ PO % chnx i > S5 Br 2 64 $ 2 % 600C 1 $ NOy & § it 4 > @
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450 22 300C 4+ L F @ ¢ B NOy TR Y o A/ g ¢ » CI-500 $+#¢ NO3-N
A BB F TR it £_CJ-500 ¥ NOy ehwi g » % & iE— H @ F s & 500
B2 Pt ¥ NOs & mrific 4 o

NH4-N i ik ® 45 NOs-N &1 4 3¢ @ #4612 NO;-N 3 1 » RH-300

21 RH-500 AJ? 59 NH4-N £ 8 #de ) e

-an\-

v HoP RH3OO‘-’”NH4N/H‘VDEF¥€E
Fhat H o o feE A RV o ¢ 2 Y %) NHy » & Yaoetal. (2012)
Frys B L AS0CH A kY o RBIA  FARE S 2 5 R 6 % NHY

[BRe o R ek ARG s NHY o

L

CJ-300 ~ CJ-500 ~ SR-300 £2 SR-500 /&2 45 ¢ & NH,-N i £ § B ¥ 1245
T5% > %% 7 Lehmannetal. (2003) AT 7 kA c BT RS A S R A
B ie NHy cruphie 8 7% > ¥ SiE2697end 39 > 4 5 2 @ NHy ok £ ek
% { % P& o Lehmann et al. (2003) Ridq 12 30 & A pEE T %5 ek 717 i L2
FRHESEORR EFIREKS 2 A R EA - AR LIRS

PECT A R T A e A I B 2 300C & S00C e o i e £ 7 §
Rk R 0 22 Laird etal. (2010) S8 3 B % AP 0 Bl 4o r BT i
B AR AR T AP RGN E T G IH AR AL B AP
Pehd R AL G et A e FAS AR S 5 160mgkg b o gr
BERBBONEE T REAFTLRY IEG M d LB A 75
B Ak 7 REABARF V5 S S T AHE D R Y SRS e
4 f5g (Addiscott and Thomas, 2000) » F]d g5 7 33 kit o

oo B a T o AP RGF AP RO EBRS Ak e B %
AP35+ Laird etal. (2010) #0987 § % » (e 4p 0 2 4 R 4e i 3 40 K- Mg™"~ Ca™’
dkie o RFTE - Hdgd 0 S00C A F R engkie £ F A T 300C £ # ik
B ONARBERLF AP HTLEBRIERT RFHL) TR AR
Mkl ko bz fEHE A4 F R P 5 SR-300 22 SR-500 it 59 1@ 47 87 4T & ik
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AET P Edllent Kt EH AR PG E TG E S B o R E
R EEI G gl BN B F AR o ¥ e AR A ks g

¥
His 7 5559 ed2i (¥4 32 £ 3 4 4p F (Chan et al., 2007 ; Hossain et al., 2010) °

AT EIR s grE R RS B E ) D 5 e R 1A 09, T £ F 5 LAk g

=i

04 pH B 'F K3 g A G okl o €258 ek X DL o

EAFLY o e r ARTCHEMARILT F ek E P2 A 0 F A g i
TAFCEER BT L Y Rl § T2 £ o 195 B fdk i@
% > ARMEMAEIET i E M MY FHE R o B AR
BV a0 5 2 ey R KR Tl a2 B IER o Rt 1R
PP TAIP RS ER g E L AT o

A ARG CI300 e B FHRB LK PG ELRGE oA ARG
Wi s 0 75 SR-500 i AR FHR B FINGTEE ARG E o X2 ARt PR
B 2ok e PIfeRgc e g 2 BT 2 R e A G ke e 4 iR
pAgaiEs 2 & o PR S s N A Chanetal (2007) % g ¢ > (TR
RS S HREUR AR 21 0-100tha et G5 % T 24 fafe B § (radish,
Raphanus sativius var. Long Scarlet) I i& {7 6 ¥ 2 £4385% > £ pliTiic L - H R
BRAERET o B AN > A A gsr £S5 10tha' B R2 R

g E LA A AR 550 100tha’ pE

8
=Y
P
o
[
PN
i
~=\
N
3N
da~
[}

FO R TR R P AR AT 4 ARk (T A 4 fems
B Ak i R (1% W ApE 0 12thal) TR
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T WA Ao MBS AR ek T 4 ,fnﬁ\m, v % B it A F (Chanetal.,

2007; Chan et al., 2008; Rajkovich et al., 2012) = CJ-300 %2 3 @& *5 5 & J2 P& iy &F &

e
i

MG E B RGEE o AP AREKRDE S Y > CI-300 7 § i@ 2 E s

>
©

[r=
k-0
ur

BF TG iARE enF iR oV g Y hE B EE 7 ERAE 300
T2 500C 2 4 jhedyedL g > Flpb (T4 chp P 3Mgg & A

SR-500 -3 M EGEw WL HFR I NGB RgE 0 B RFV
SR-500 AT e 3 pH @ &7 % 3 *+ 8 W 259 i chk A 1Y 588 ~ 300°C £ 500°C # 4
RAIR e pH & o e~ SR-500 4 47 il i@ 2 enpH @ 2 s s d % A G skl
(Glaser et al., 2002) > ¥ “tif &4 2 K 450 3 pH B 5 5.5~7.0 22 F > pH &+

IFEMEAN L EcpHE > Fltsc e fgx A o

% Chanetal. (2008) s F ety ¢ » -4 % £ 12 450-550CH > 24+ £
BRPEERASFrpHELEEA FF - a6* 5 10tha! pF> 7 408 % 57 h
dEY RIS E R BT 42%; %% B 5 50tha B H 34045 % 3] 96% o Chan
etal. s % A m ML h L B # 52k B B4 o d AT TR Y it PRk
R B REL TE (eg, PP AR FIRBIFF A 4 ok 7 it e

#0258 3 » % Rajkovichetal. (2012) # % > 75 & * 2 3£ % (corn stover) °
P S B Haehd f it A 1 3 48 2 300-600C A 2 b 0 12 0.2-7% vt B 4e 2
Y EFY NI S REF 2R T 2P BT RIL (12kgN
ha',10kgPha',10kgK ha') o 2 %37 tedple 6 * £ > ixd 4 Rfadgn3
AEF AR T R T ieE A R BE LB o deit * 300 2 4 A PE
AL PR e B 2.0% PRI g R T icEEE A S 500C A & pE
Ry iAot ki v ¥ A o B P Rajkovichetal. » 3
Mo EREERAAE WiELF RHPOEEHEFGTELANP PRI EL -

gt ob o Jeffery et al. (2011) » 4% 2153 AR B C TR MOE Y 4 B
T ARH Sk AL R AR R (B 42%) FEF R KA B s
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2011; Asai, 2009; Chan et al., 2008; Chan et al., 2007)> M AL 5 4 3 & $ % 787 7 (7 4p
% 11°> (Noguera et al., 2010; Asai, 2009) © A K g 1ALk 2 £ B en2 E L ¥ % > &

- WAL R 2 R R B

300C £ 500C 2 4 e d@® » 23 Ao > CI-500 € A F "% i< 1 o 3 7 30
FeE0m pd EEEwE > RH300 s lg ¥ B PRz > B 44

3 /@i‘—l‘ﬁ'ﬂ 7 B ¥ ML £ 2 Noguera et al. (2010) ¢ % 48 ¢ o & Noguera et al.
(2010) 72 F #-2 Fo A Wl 4e 2 r287 k3 s DR VY S A PR R AL A
e %A fEAJT 0 hif 3 ¢ U 4E (O.sativacv. Linea30) 5 $ %217 2 8% o

10 F 8 &7

2

l-r'
\4
R
1%
hat
A
\4
R
e
(S}
Jreh
14
-k
=
o
—=
pa)
bt
|
W
7‘:5
&
N
r
|
TR
4
b
o

\9‘_

BATE W D R B JR P AR S A AR R AR R e o
Tt AT A AR A B g FIEA SRS R ERH A T IR
AR b AR ke B AR BT R S e Pt R g T
Tt b4 o 4 Grechietal. (2007) %75 ¢ s BB 2 2 EROF B

Fnend R A e TRt £ B P o AT o d R AT BT

Lo A FHA AR 2 LS EAT ARIE F I, F AR 4 AT i

G SPAD e % ¢ > B A A EMAEILY 8¢ @ (T4 E ¥ 1SPAD &

BETE > E Y SPAD BEAR N (THhESE SR od NI N IESEED

\

FoE o F]E P SPAD BT oL Bpor A2 3 s a0 (Asaietal,
2009) « fd A pE > CJ-300 ¢ & F & SPAD BAE b 2 H @ A AU
A5 R AEIET F g $HE P SPAD Bid B F P o & Asaietal. (2009) 87§

PR F AR 8-16thal s B AP pE o g (FHE P HSPAD B A
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FEE o AR b RO AT EEE AR T AR R d &
F R b AATS P T LF L i L I i (0.12%) » 4¢ »
ARG EHAEY b F FRAIPHSES

B OEITRILPE 0 R FIR T g kit o Flt e 0 dpdlie s CI-300 e
Lok KR LR ~ 300C 2 500C 2+ jk e dZin¥E ' SPAD (882 A %5 57 i 4p it
Bt 2 oo R4c AR VR e K dom 2 A0 0 5 L F e d B R R

2340 RESSPAD Bl F A [ 4B ROBENTRAET LS AGKS
% 57 o BT FEEA R M ASL E * SPAD 1 T B E T 2 0
WESES e B RE AR o AR A R M AT F L F

¥t 15 kT B RE P EE

‘Lﬂ

A AEH 2 0 F v His 418 581 %
FengocibE G RA LR KRS A AR AREL
LASRERY o EdHd A CEST ) A S P R sy HR D g

AA kT AP L T RZFNEHBLIFDLIE o A2 EY WY 1%

44 B EF%

GREREY RS FHRRY R F

_g_

RIS E ¢ R A s

Mk T o RREF o = fhA A1 E A AT %

%$
F_L
fro
=i
a\
ey
By
¥
[N
s
1%
<l
¥
[N
s
g

FREEIE 0% B A AT MR~ I G T § BRI WL F P ok
tho B FAMET T 0 AFE P RIRGEFT MR B F Ly g A L
I ‘f’éf?‘;ﬁ's & 90%11 o BEor A d kA Bt - RARR i gAY > ME M g ATk
% »x% o & Chunetal. (2004) =3 @ 12 % (Triticum aestivum L.) & f& it 848
21 300-700°C & 12 3 ek v 2h4m 4t 0¥ (benzene) ¥R R A F
(nitrobenzene) » # F 2 % %+ A7 {8 e s R 030 300°C 2 W s b R o
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feRAPREMSY TR R I F3E LR NP EFAZRZ LD
A S BT AR A PR A 4 it o Yang et al. (2003) RT3 ¢ B-§ {2k
Al BE (HCY) 28 & (HF) 51 0.1.0.3M i £33 3 %7 73 L B i p
4 B A A ¢ g g4 K (carbon fraction) » 2 1801 B RA A B H P g B
Footid § 47 BRHT 0 FRS THEF Wm0 LI BA A 96545 %
Tk A BB E 960% oo Yangetalgii A A g Ay F A Aty
LI E S

% Sheng et al. (2005) %= 7 » & * & {74 4 R gif § 4 o Shengetal.s 3

i

A RIE Y e e A A A R S § KB
k2 (hydrate) » @ # § “ 4 4 & } fwx vt =¥ (sorption sites) € Aok > kx> &
FOREF A SR AP RDZENFF PG 0 AT E &% & 300C 2 500
CAPpd gyt s o FAP R 7 fefldtr R& 5 P iz g s o
FlR g2 AR EESGE R R ST A and A

AT A R A CI300 T A B gy FTHREB L ¢
G E S s CJ-500 PEAriE ik B BRER 2 & X HiE 0 2 Yuetal (2006) &

TP AN EEUE S P R RY PRGE T PR S 472 Chun et al. (2004) &2

Chen et al. (2008; 2009) %= 7 5 % 4piT o

Chen et al. (2008) #-F>4* (pine needles) 14 100-700°C % i7 = # F & o rippl A&
¥ %5 300C U (T3 ¢ AR A F e it £ 303 %0 100-250°C 8 400-600
CRiFend A > 7 M3 700 C W iveh4 & > Chenetal.3u 5 &8 7 5 MR
BT A RE iéﬁz’f\ié?}’% T F chA e iT* (partition) s 1€ 73 F G S st
Bop H S S IE* SOGI g A 303 FOOHE K 400°C 1 F iR A ok e
Chen et al.z_ {& %2009 # %7 3 12 4f + & (orange peel) ™ 150-700°C & 1= 2 $~ j
SR 1- % (1-Naphthol) « 2 % & B 7 200-250°C #l & chsd % At -5
B R Bk 0 X302 300C @ =4 $of e Chun et al. (2004) %2 7 ¢ & B o1 300

32



CHFehd f REA A F oG E F 2040000 F @ e o o 4y I 4 B30 A
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Table 1 Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy peak assignmemts.

Peaks Groups Reference

(cm™)

3600-3200  O-H stretching Kim et al. (2012), Wu et al. (2012),

Keiluweit et al. (2010)
3070-3000  aromatic C-H stretching Kloss et al. (2011)
2980-2820  aliphatic C-H stretching Kim et al. (2012), Wu et al. (2012),
Kloss et al. (2011)

1740-1700  carboxyl or carbonyl C=0 Uchimiya et al. (2011), Kim et al.
stretching (2012), Schwanninger et al. (2004)

1610-1580  aromatic C=C stretch and C=0O  Kim et al. (2012), Uchimiya et al.
stretching (2011), Kloss et al. (2011),

1500-1300  C-H stretching or asymmetric Kloss et al. (2011), Schwanninger et
C-O streching from carbonate al. (2004)

1200-1000  C-O stretching from Kloss et al. (2011), Schwanninger et
carbonhydrate al. (2004)

1100, 800,  Si-O internal vibration Kordatos et al.,2008

450

885-750 aromatic C-H out of plane Kloss et al. (2011), Keiluweit et al.
C-O out of plane from carbonate (2010)

670 C-OH out-of-plane bending Schwanninger et al. (2004)

mode
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Table 2 Peak assignments of solid-state nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy

Chemical shift  Groups Reference

(ppm)

172 carboxyl resonances Almendros et al. (2003), Freitas et al.
(2001), Solum et al. (1995)

148 oxygenated aromatic carbon  Freitas et al. (2001), Almendros et al.
(2003)

128 non-oxygenated aromatic Freitas et al. (2001),

carbon

106 anomeric carbon in cellouse Solum et al. (1995)

89, 66 cellulose crystalline material ~ Solum et al. (1995)

84, 63 cellulose amorphous material ~ Solum et al. (1995)

80-70 resonances from cellouse Solum et al. (1995)

56 methoxy groups Solum et al. (1995), Almendros et al.
(2003)

30 aliphatic group McBeath et al. (2011), Freitas et al.
(2001)

22 methyl resonances Freitas et al. (2001), Solum et al.

(1995)
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Table 3 The chemical properties of rice husk (RH), Cryptomeria japonica woods (CJ)
and Sesbania roxburghii (SR) in raw material (raw), 300°C (300) and 500°C (500)

biochar.

RH a SR
raw  300C 500°C raw  300C 500C raw  300C 500C
Yield (%) - 68.4 41.2 - 69.3 314 - 56.1 344
pH 5.6 6.4 10.0 5.8 6.7 9.7 537 8.04 10.2
Ash (%) 12.9 18.7 31.9 0.6 1.0 1.9 6.2 12.8 21.6
C (%) 43.8 51.3 56.4 53.8 63.1 86.5 571 60.8 66.9
H (%) 5.0 3.9 23 6.6 4.9 23 73 43 1.8
N (%) 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 2.1 2.1 2.1
O (%) 38.0 25.7 9.0 38.9 30.9 9.2 27.3 20.1 7.7
C/N ratio 109 127 112 538 631 864 27 29 31

H/C ratio 0.87 0.50 0.16 0.72 0.49 0.11 0.48 0.33 0.11
O/C ratio 0.11 0.08 0.04 0.12 0.08 0.03 0.13 0.07 0.03
CEC
(mmol(+) kg) 174.6 87.3 68.9 191.8 98.7 64.5 280.0 107.4 91.1
Available P
(mg kg™) 184.3 89.7 2232 19.4 14.1 46.6 4212 5259 606.5

Exchangeable cations (mmol(+) kg™)

K 14.8 11.5 18.4 9.4 9.2 11.2 47.8 95 1244
Na 1.5 2 2 1.4 1.5 2.1 2 3.1 39
Ca 21.3 15.6 46.2 19.8 40.5 1172 1213 1173 1975
Mg 3.8 1.7 2.4 5.3 4.7 9.8 1.6 1.9 1.6
Total amount (mmole(+) kg™)
K 42.3 55.5 81.7 26.9 44.9 1055 3463 5177 1099.5
Na 3.6 44 4.7 9.2 4.7 29.4 1545 2087 3715
Ca 23.6 333 49.0 455 71.2 1642 150.1 2949 8538
Mg 14.8 21.6 30.8 18.6 29.9 61.9 88.1 147.7 3383
Exchangeable cation/total amount ratio
K 0.35 0.21 0.23 0.35 0.20 0.11 0.14 0.18 0.11
Na 0.42 0.45 0.43 0.15 0.32 0.07 0.01 0.01 0.01
Ca 0.90 0.47 0.94 0.44 0.57 0.71 0.81 0.40 0.23
Mg 0.26 0.08 0.08 0.28 0.16 0.16 0.02 0.01 0.00
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Table 4 Integration results of solid-state CPMAS BC-NMR spectra for rice husk (RH), Cryptomeria japonica woods (CJ) and Sesbania
roxburghii (SR) in raw material (raw), 300°C biochar (300) and 500°C biochar (500).

Material 0-45 45-110 110-160 160-190 190-225 Aliphatic C' Aromatic C*
alkyl C O/N-alkyl C aromatic C carbonyl C Ketone C % %
RH-raw 5 75 15 4 2 80 15
RH-300 20 43 32 ) 3 63 32
RH-500 13 7 73 1 4 19 75
Cl-raw 5 71 19 2 2 77 19
CJ-300 18% 41 35 2 4 59 35
CJ-500 15 10 69 1 4 25 69
SR-raw 15 67 10 6 2 81 10
SR-300 31 26 36 4 3 57 36
SR-500 13 8 73 2 4 21 73

'Aliphatic C was calculated by expressing as the ratio of aliphatic C (0-110 ppm) to total regions (0-225 ppm).
*Aromatic C was calculated by expressing as the ratio of aromatic C (110-160 ppm) to total regions (0-225 ppm).
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Table 5 Dry weight (g) of shoot biomass, root biomass and total biomass and R/S ratio of corn planted with (+F) and without (-F) fertilizer
application in soil amended with rice husk (RH), Cryptomeria japonica woods (CJ) and Sesbania roxburghii (SR) in raw material (raw), 300°C
biochar (300) and 500°C biochar (500).

Shoot biomass (g) Root biomass (g) Total biomass (g) R/S ratio (%)

treatment -F +F -F +F -F +F -F +F

Control 10.5+1.1b', A> 11.943.0bc, B 2.2+0.3ab, A 1.7+0.4cd, B 12.740.9b, A 13.6+3.2c,B  0.21+0.04c, A 0.15+0.04bc, B
RH-raw 3.4+0.2d, A  10.0+1.3d, B 1.540.5c, A 1.5+0.1d, A  4.9+0.7d, A 11.4+1.2d,B  0.44+0.14a, A  0.15+0.03c, B
RH-300 9.3+1.0b, A  11.1#2.5¢,B 1.9+0.3bc, A 2.3+1.0b,B  11.141.0b,A 13.4+3.0c,B  0.20£0.04c, A 0.21+0.09bc, A
RH-500 10.7+1.8b, A 13.7+1.2ab,B  1.9+0.2bc, A 2.2+0.3bc, B 12.6£2.0b, A 15.8+1.5ab,B  0.18+£0.02c, A  0.16+0.01a, B
Cl-raw  64+1.9c, A  12.840.6b,B  1.8+0.3bc, A 2.8+04a,B  83+2.2c,A 15.740.3ab,B  0.30+£0.06b, A 0.22+0.04ab, B
CJ-300 12.3£1.0a, A 12.840.7bc, A  2.2+0.5ab, A 1.7403cd, B 14.4+0.6a, A 14.5+1.0bc, A  0.1840.05c, A 0.13+0.02ab, B
CJ-500 9.8+2.1b,A  12.840.7bc, B 1.5+0.2c, A 2.1+0.3bc, B 11.3+2.3b,A 14.9+0.8abc, B 0.16+0.02d, A  0.17+0.02a, A
SR-raw  6.140.2c, A 12.0+0.9ab,B  1.8+0.l1bc, A 2.4+0.3ab,B  7.9+0.3c, A  16.5+0.7a,B  0.30+0.01b, A 0.17+0.02ab, B
SR-300 9.5£1.2b,A  11.5£0.3¢c,B  2.040.3b,A 1.5+0.2b,B  11.5+1.3b,A 12.9+0.4cd,B  0.21+0.04c, A 0.13+0.02ab, B
SR-500 9.5+0.3b,A  14.7+1.1a,B  2.5+0.la, A 1.940.3bcd, B  12.0£0.4b, A 16.6+1.4a,B  0.27+0.0l1bc, A 0.13+0.0l1a, B

'The small letter shows the differences among treatments in column.

* The capital letter shows the differences between with and without fertilizer in row.
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Table 6

soil pH of each plot and SPAD values of cron with (+F) and without (-F)

fertilizer application in soil amended with rice husk (RH), Cryptomeria japonica woods
(CJ) and Sesbania roxburghii (SR) in raw material (raw), 300°C biochar (300) and 500
‘C biochar (500).

pH SPAD
Treatment -F +F -F +F

Control 6.0£0.1d', A*  6.0+0.2¢c, A 29.5+3.6a, A 31.7£1.0bc, A
RH-raw 6.3£0.1c, A 6.0+0.2¢, B 13.7+1.5b, A 27.2+1.3¢c,B
RH-300 5.9+40.1de, A 5.7+0.1cd, B 28.1t1.3a, A 31.8+1.5bc, B
RH-500 5.840.1e, A 5.9£0.1cd, A 26.3+3.3a, A 37.8+1.6a, B
ClJ-raw 5.8£0.1e, A 5.9+0cd, A 16.7+4.2b, A 35.2+0.7ab, B
CJ-300 6.5+0.4bc, A  6.1£0.1c, B 26.8t1.1a, A 33.0+£3.9ab, B
CJ-500 6.5+0.1c, A 5.9+0.1cd, B 27.4+2.8a, A 35.6+2.2a, B
SR-raw 6.7£0.2b, A 6.2+0.1bc, B 18.1+1.7b, A 35.2+1.7ab, B
SR-300 6.8+0.2ab, A 6.3+0.3,b B 25.8+€1.9a, A 32.9+£2.5ab, B
SR-500 6.9+0.2a, A  6.840.1a, A 243+2.9a, A 35.7£2.8a, B

'The small letter shows the differences among treatments in column.

* The capital letter shows the differences between with and without fertilizer in row.
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Table 7 Survival rate (%) of ryegrass seed after planting under different application
rate of diuron in soil amended with rice husk (RH), Cryptomeria japonica woods (CJ)
and Sesbania roxburghii (SR) in raw material (raw), 300°C biochar (300) and 500°C
biochar (500).

Treatment Application Rate of Diuron (mg kg™)
0.0 1.5 6.0

Control 100a', A 0d, B 0d, B
RH-raw 100a, A 0d, B 0d, B
RH-300 100a, A 100a, A 0d, B
RH-500 100a, A 93+0.6b, B 0d, C
CJ-raw 100a, A 0d, B 0d, B
CJ-300 100a, A 100a, A 90+1b, B
CJ-500 97+0.6a, A 90+1c, B 0d, C
SR-raw 100a, A 0d, B 0d, B
SR-300 97+0.6a, A 100a, A 97+0.6a, B
SR-500 100a, A 100a, A 83+1.5¢, B

'The small letter shows the differences among treatments in column.

* The capital letter shows the differences between diuron application rate in row.
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Fig. 1 The design of soil column leaching experiment equipment
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Fig. 2 FTIR spectra of rice husk raw material (RH-raw), 300°C (RH-300) and 500°C

biochar (RH-500).

49



CJ-raw

CJ-300

CJ-500

4000 3000 2000 1000

Wavenumber (cm'1)

Bl 3 ¥ A R R (Cl-raw) ~ 300°C (CJ-300)2r 500°C (CJ-500)4 4 & thr

FTIR B) 3%
Fig. 3 FTIR spectra of Cryptomeria japonica woods raw material (CJ-raw), 300°C

biochar (CJ-300) and 500°C biochar (CJ-500).
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Fig. 4 FTIR spectra of Seshania roxburghii raw material (SR-raw), 300°C biochar

(SR-300) and 500°C biochar (SR-500).
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Fig. 5 BC-NMR spectra of rice husk raw material (RH-raw), 300°C biochar (RH-300)

and 500°C biochar (RH-500).

52



CJ-raw

CJ-300

CJ-500

250 200 150 100 50 0

Chemical shift (ppm)

B 6 ¥riiik it fEfi444 (Cl-raw)~300°C (CJ-300) £ 500°C (CJ-500) # # &
1 PC-NMR B 2%

Fig. 6 "C-NMR spectra of Cryptomeria japonica woods raw material (CJ-raw), 300
‘C biochar (CJ-300) and 500°C biochar (CJ-500).
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Fig. 7 "PC-NMR spectra of Sesbania roxburghii raw material (SR-raw), 300°C

biochar (SR-300) and 500°C biochar (SR-500).
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Fig. 8 Cumulative amounts of NOs-N in the leachate form soil and soil mixed with (a)
raw material, (b) 300°C biochar and (c) 500°C biochar. RH: rice husk; CJ:
Cryptomeria japonica wood; SR: Sesbania roxburghii.
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Fig. 9 Cumulative amounts of NH4 -N in the leachate form soil and soil mixed with
raw material (a), 300°C biochar (b), 500°C biochar (c¢). RH: rice husk; CJ:
Cryptomeria japonica wood; SR: Sesbania roxburghii.
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Fig. 10 Cumulative amounts of phosphate-P in the leachate form soil and soil mixed
with raw material (a), 300°C biochar (b), 500°C biochar (¢). RH: rice husk; CJ:
Cryptomeria japonica wood; SR: Sesbania roxburghii.
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Fig. 11 Cumulative amounts of potassium in the leachate form soil and soil mixed
with raw material (a), 300°C biochar (b), 500°C biochar (¢). RH: rice husk; CJ:

Cryptomeria japonica wood; SR: Sesbania roxburghii.
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Fig. 12 Cumulative amounts of calcium in the leachate form soil and soil mixed with
raw material (a), 300°C biochar (b), 500°C biochar (c¢). RH: rice husk; CJ:
Cryptomeria japonica wood; SR: Sesbania roxburghii.
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Fig. 13 Cumulative amounts of magnesium in the leachate form soil and soil mixed
with raw material (a), 300°C biochar (b), 500°C biochar (c¢). RH: rice husk; CJ:
Cryptomeria japonica wood; SR: Sesbania roxburghii.
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v

Summary of two-way ANOVA by R for dry mass, R/S ratio, soil pH, leaf SPAD value,
nutrient of leachate (NOs3-N ~ NH4-N ~ phosphate-P ~ K ~ Mg ~ Ca), and ryegrass survival

rate.

Signif. codes: 0 “***’(0.001 “***0.01 “** 0.05 “.” 0.1
Aboveground drymass

material
fertilizer
material; fertilizer

Residuals

Df
9

9
40

Underground drymass

material
fertilizer
material: fertilizer

Residuals

Total drymass

material
fertilizer
material; fertilizer

Residuals

R/S ratio

material
fertilizer
material: fertilizer

Residuals

Df
9

40

Df

40

Df

40

Sum Sq
154.47
198.02
103.95
56.99

Sum Sq
3148
0.064
4.508
5.576

Sum Sq
181.23
222.19
113.54
90.39

Sum Sq
0.11641
0.10628
0.10669
0.09101

Mean Sq
17.16
198.02
11.55
1.42

Mean Sq
0.3530
0.0641
0.5009
0.1394

Mean Sq
20.14
222.19
12.62
2.26

Mean Sq
0.01293
0.10628
0.01185
0.00228
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F value
12.046
138.977
8.106

F value
2532
0.460
3:593

F value
8.911
98.327
5.583

F value
5.685
46.709
5.210

Pr (>F)

6.46e-09 ***
1.37e-14 ***
1.02e-06 ***

Pr (>F)
0.02110 *
0.50166
0.00235 **

Pr (>F)

3.26e-07 ***
2.46e-12 ***
5.62e-05 ***

Pr (>F)

4.71e-05 ***
3.19e-08 ***
0.000109 ***



pH

material

fertilizer

material: fertilizer

Residuals

SPAD

material

fertilizer

material; fertilizer

Residuals

NOs-N

material
week
material: week

Residuals

NHs-N

material
week
material: week

Residuals

PO,-P

material
week
material: week

Residuals

Df

40

Df

40

Df

130

Df

130

Df

130

Sum Sq
5.980
0.895
0.817
1.093

Sum Sq
400.0
1490.3
504.3
371.0

Sum Sq
702403
598787
77196
1267970

Sum Sq
8.540
1.975
0.198
2.829

Sum Sq
18.21
187.60
9.13
10.20

Mean Sq
0.6645
0.8955
0.0908
0.0273

Mean Sq
44 4
1490.3
56.0

9.3

Mean Sq
78045
598787
8577
9754

Mean Sq
0.9489
1.9748
0.0220
0.0218

Mean Sq
2.02
187.60
1.01
0.05
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F value
24.318
32.774
3.322

F value
4.793
160.694
6.043

F value
8.002
61.391
0.879

F value
43.602
90.741
1.009

F value
37.66
3492.84
18.89

Pr (>F)
1.54e-13 #**
1.15e-06 ***
0.00408 **

Pr (>F)

0.000232 ***
1.36e-15 #**
2.56e-05 ***

Pr (>F)
2.30e-09 ***
1.46e-12 ***
0.546

Pr (>F)
<2e-16 ***
<2e-16 ***

0.436

Pr (>F)
<2e-16 ***
<2e-16 ***

<De-16 ***



K

material
week
material: week

Residuals

Ca

material
week
material: week

Residuals

Mg

material
week
material: week

Residuals

Survival rate

material
application rate
material:
application rate

Residuals

Df  Sum Sq
9 1651747
252848
9 58009
130 75674
Df  Sum Sq
9 86840
270528
9 6911
130 50427
Df Sum Sq
9 4589
28757
9 990
130 5381
Df Sum Sq
9 617.4
1 698.0
9 240.2

70 448.9

Mean Sq
183527
252848
6445
582

Mean Sq
9649
270528
768

388

Mean Sq
510
28757
110

41

Mean Sq
68.6
698.0
26.7

6.4
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F value
315.28
434.37
11.07

F value
24.88
697.41
1.98

F value
12.319
694.783
2.658

F value
10.697
108.842
4.162

Pr (>F)
<2e-16 ***
<2e-16 ***

1.07e-12 ***

Pr (>F)
<2e-16 ***
<2e-16 ***

0.0466 *

Pr (>F)
5.89e-14 **x*
<2e-16 ***

0.00732 **

Pr (>F)

3.04e-10 ***
6.67e-16 ***
0.00025 ***
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