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Abstract: Background: Bioelectrochemical systems (BESs) are emerging energy-effective and
environment-friendly technologies. Different applications of BESs are able to effectively minimize
wastes and treat wastewater while simultaneously recovering electricity, biohydrogen and other
value-added chemicals via specific redox reactions. Although there are many studies that have greatly
advanced the performance of BESs over the last decade, research and reviews on agriculture-relevant
applications of BESs are very limited. Considering the increasing demand for food, energy and
water due to human population expansion, novel technologies are urgently needed to promote
productivity and sustainability in agriculture. Methodology: This review study is based on an
extensive literature search regarding agriculture-related BES studies mainly in the last decades
(i.e., 2009–2018). The databases used in this review study include Scopus, Google Scholar and Web of
Science. The current and future applications of bioelectrochemical technologies in agriculture have
been discussed. Findings/Conclusions: BESs have the potential to recover considerable amounts
of electric power and energy chemicals from agricultural wastes and wastewater. The recovered
energy can be used to reduce the energy input into agricultural systems. Other resources and
value-added chemicals such as biofuels, plant nutrients and irrigation water can also be produced in
BESs. In addition, BESs may replace unsustainable batteries to power remote sensors or be designed
as biosensors for agricultural monitoring. The possible applications to produce food without sunlight
and remediate contaminated soils using BESs have also been discussed. At the same time, agricultural
wastes can also be processed into construction materials or biochar electrodes/electrocatalysts for
reducing the high costs of current BESs. Future studies should evaluate the long-term performance
and stability of on-farm BES applications.

Keywords: bioelectrochemical system; agriculture sustainability; electricity generation; resource
recovery; desalination; agricultural monitoring; biochar

1. Introduction

Energy is an important and necessary input for today’s increasingly mechanized agriculture.
Farm production, for both crop and animal products, requires direct use of energy as fuel or electricity
to operate diverse farm machinery and equipment and maintain other agricultural activities (Table 1),
and also indirect use of energy due to the consumption of fertilizers and pesticides. The supply and
demand of energy in agricultural systems can significantly impact the profitability of agriculture [1].
At the same time, excessive use of fossil fuels, fertilizers and pesticides, etc. in crop production, as well
as the misuse of antibiotics in livestock production, can result in many environmental problems such as
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greenhouse gas emission and water body contamination [2–4]. In addition, many agricultural systems
produce a vast amount of different waste materials that need to be appropriately treated or disposed [5].
These agricultural wastes, such as stover and livestock manure, usually contain large amounts of
microbially degradable organic matter [6]. In response to the call for improving sustainability in
agriculture, a variety of environment-friendly technologies that utilize agricultural wastes for energy
production or resource recovery have been recently developed and applied in agricultural systems,
among which bioelectrochemical systems (BESs) seems to be the most promising [7].

Table 1. Direct energy uses in agricultural production.

Uses of Energy Types of Energy

Operating agricultural machinery and large trucks Diesel
Operating small vehicles Gasoline
Irrigation; crop processing; heating/cooling; animal
waste treatment Diesel; natural gas; liquified petroleum gas; electricity

Power for farm houses and facilities Electricity

As hybrid systems of microbiology and electrochemistry, BESs are able to produce electrical
energy or various value-added chemicals via different microorganism-catalyzing redox reactions [8].
Like in other types of electrochemical systems (e.g., batteries), electricity is automatically generated
when the redox potential of the reduction half-reaction on the cathode is larger than that of the
oxidation half-reaction on the anode. Otherwise, the flow of electrons can be driven by external power
in order to impel desired redox reactions for resource recovery [7]. Because BESs are able to use
diverse biodegradable organics as electron donors, simultaneous degradation of these organics can be
effectively achieved as well [9]. Depending on the diverse end objectives, BESs generally vary greatly
in reactor configurations, dimensions, substrates, bacterial communities, etc. [7]. In spite of the various
differences, BESs are usually classified according to their application purposes (Figure 1) and can be
divided into microbial fuel cells (MFCs), microbial electrolysis cells (MECs), microbial electrosynthesis
(MESs), microbial desalination cells (MDCs), microbial solar cells (MSCs), and enzymatic biofuel cells
(EFCs) [8]. The components, mechanisms and applications of these different types of BESs are briefly
discussed in the next section.

Over the last decade, considerable efforts have been made to advance the performance and
applicability of emerging BESs focusing on treating domestic and industrial wastewater, and a lot of
significant progress has been achieved [9]. However, in comparison, applications of BESs in agriculture
have received much less attention. There is also a lack of state-of-the-art reviews on the applications of
BESs in agricultural systems. Therefore, this article presents a critical review on the past studies of
BESs with an emphasis on the applications related to agriculture. Moreover, with the discussion on the
current and future applications of different BESs in agricultural systems, this article also aims to draw
a blueprint of future sustainable agricultural systems tackling the nexus of food, energy and water
using emerging BES technologies. The rest of the paper is structured as follows: Section 2 describes
the methodology used for this review study; Section 3 provides brief introductions of different types
of BESs; Section 4 summarizes diverse agricultural applications of BESs that are currently available;
Section 5 discusses various agricultural applications of BESs that are potential in the future.
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AND agriculture” was first used. Afterwards, more specific search terms such as “microbial fuel cell 
AND animal wastewater” were also used. The process was repeated with various relevant search 
terms until no additional studies were found. The time range was first set for 2009–2018. However, 
under situations where the number of studies returned from the search was small, the time range 
was then extended for 1999–2018. The cut-off date for publications that were included in this review 
study was 31 September 2018. The search results were carefully selected because many of the studies 
were either unable to provide sufficient information or the information was irrelevant. In addition, 
only peer-reviewed literature was selected for this work. The discussion of current applications of 
BESs in agriculture were completely based on the information and data collected from the literature. 
Whereas, agricultural applications of BESs in the future were discussed according to both peer-
reviewed literature and science-based reasoning. Whenever necessary, relevant data that were 
presented graphically were extracted using free-access DataThief III. 

Figure 1. Different bioelectrochemical systems (BESs) classified by application purposes.

2. Methodology

This review study is based on an extensive literature search regarding agriculture-related BES
studies mainly in the last decade (i.e., 2009–2018) (Figure 2). Three potent databases, Scopus, Google
Scholar and Web of Science, were utilized to locate and access the literature, respectively. Appropriate
search terms and time ranges were defined within each database. For example, in order to find literature
on the applications of MFC in agriculture, a general search term “microbial fuel cell AND agriculture”
was first used. Afterwards, more specific search terms such as “microbial fuel cell AND animal
wastewater” were also used. The process was repeated with various relevant search terms until no
additional studies were found. The time range was first set for 2009–2018. However, under situations
where the number of studies returned from the search was small, the time range was then extended for
1999–2018. The cut-off date for publications that were included in this review study was 31 September
2018. The search results were carefully selected because many of the studies were either unable to
provide sufficient information or the information was irrelevant. In addition, only peer-reviewed
literature was selected for this work. The discussion of current applications of BESs in agriculture were
completely based on the information and data collected from the literature. Whereas, agricultural
applications of BESs in the future were discussed according to both peer-reviewed literature and



Energies 2018, 11, 2951 4 of 21

science-based reasoning. Whenever necessary, relevant data that were presented graphically were
extracted using free-access DataThief III.Energies 2018, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW  4 of 20 
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storage and transportation, as well as the rapidly increasing market demand of H2 [19]. The system 
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3. Types of BESs

3.1. Microbial Fuel Cells (MFCs)

MFCs (Figure 1a) are the most fundamental BESs and have been extensively investigated towards
real-world applications [10,11]. With electrochemically active bacteria (i.e., exoelectrogens) such as
Geobacter sulfurreducens and Shewanelle putrefaciens on the anode, MFCs are able to generate electrical
energy directly from a broad range of biodegradable organics through different redox reactions on
the electrodes [12]. In MFCs, the organics in the anode compartment serve as electron donors when
they are consumed by exoelectrogens, which produce extracellular electrons that can be collected
from the anode. Through an external circuit, the electrons flow to the cathode, thus forming an
electric current that can be harnessed for immediate usage or stored for later [8]. The development of
air-cathode MFCs has made this technology more feasible to treat wastewater and harvest electricity in
practice [13]. Many studies, including some pilot studies [13–15], have reported considerable electric
power generation from domestic wastewater [16], industrial wastewater [9], landfill leachate [12],
and swine wastewater [17], etc. However, the high cost of the electrodes and the diminished power at
larger scales are the two main factors limiting the commercial applications of larger-scale MFCs [13].

3.2. Microbial Electrolysis Cells (MECs)

Adapted from MFCs, MECs are capable of producing hydrogen gas (H2), methane (CH4) or other
value-added chemicals for indirect energy usage and storage [8]. Theoretically, MECs are able to
produce any value-added chemicals regardless of the redox potential differences on the electrodes [18].
The thermodynamic barriers for accomplishing required redox reactions are resolved by driving the
electron flow with external electric power (Figure 1b). In order to maximize the usage efficiency of
electrons for the production of desired products, the cathode compartment needs to be maintained
as anaerobic or anoxic. Among the products that can be produced in MECs, H2 has demonstrated
very promising commercialization potential as a renewable energy, considering the convenience for
storage and transportation, as well as the rapidly increasing market demand of H2 [19]. The system
efficiency of MECs is significantly higher than that of other BESs [18], and therefore, more and
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more research attention has been focused on producing H2 in MECs using a variety of wastes and
wastewater [20–23]. During the recent years, remarkable advances in MEC-based H2 production have
been reported, with H2 yield (i.e., moles of produced hydrogen per moles of consumed substrate,
or mass of produced hydrogen per mass of consumed substrate) raised from less than 50% to nearly
100%, and H2 production rates elevated from below 0.1 m3 H2/m3 reactor/day to as high as 50 m3

H2/m3 reactor/day [18].

3.3. Microbial Electrosynthesis (MESs)

As a novel perspective of BESs, MES (Figure 1c) is a form of microbial electrocatalysis
that can produce value-added products (e.g., acetate, butyrate, ethanol, and biodiesel, etc.) by
electric power-driven reduction of CO2 and other organics at the biocathode using microorganisms
as a biocatalyst [24]. Given appropriate biocatalysts, electron acceptors and redox mediators,
the value-added products produced in MESs can be highly specific [25]. Notably, depending on
the feeding substrates, various industrially relevant products such as bioethanol, biofuel and bulk
chemicals can also be produced via oxidation reactions at the anode in MESs [24]. The feeds suitable
for MESs are similar to those reported for MFCs, but external electric power is utilized in MESs to
generate organics [26]. As such, the processes in MESs are opposite to those employed in MFCs,
and energy is stored in covalent chemical bonds instead. At the same time, it should also be noted that
MESs are related to (but different from) MECs, in which the external electric power provides additional
electrical potential to make it sufficient for the reduction reactions at the cathode, e.g., reduction of
H+ to H2 [27]. MESs have a significant diversity of applications, as the various end products include
but are not limited to different types of biofuels [28], industrially relevant chemicals [29] and drug
precursors [30], etc. Therefore, many researchers believe that the role of MESs in future bioproduction
will be increasingly important [30].

3.4. Microbial Desalination Cells (MDCs)

MDCs have been modified from MFCs to cut down the high energy demand of commonly used
desalination technologies (e.g., reverse osmosis, electrodialysis and mechanical vapor compression,
etc.) [31]. In MDCs, a desalination compartment equipped with a cation exchange membrane (CEM)
and an anion exchange membrane (AEM) is inserted in between the anode and cathode compartments
(Figure 1d). Driven by the electrochemical potential differences between the electrodes, the cations and
anions flow through the CEM and AEM into the cathode and anode compartments, respectively [32].
As a result, the saltwater is desalinated with the losses of ions. At the same time, the electrical
energy recovered from the organics in the anode compartment can be utilized or stored elsewhere.
High desalination efficiency of 90%, together with a maximum power density of 31 W/m3, has been
observed with the use of acetate as an electron donor and ferricyanide as an electron acceptor [31].
Further studies have shown that domestic wastewater as an electron donor and sparged air as an
electron acceptor could also achieve considerable salinity removal of over 60% [33]. Due to the
advantages of treating wastewater and desalinating saltwater simultaneously in a single device while
retrieving electric power from these processes, MDCs have been widely considered as a promising
energy-efficient technology to address emerging challenges, including saltwater and brackish water
desalination, value-added chemical production, groundwater remediation, wastewater treatment,
and energy recovery [31,34–36].

3.5. Microbial Solar Cells (MSCs)

MSCs are BESs that can recover in-situ bioelectricity or value-added chemicals by integrating
photosynthesis and exoelectrogenesis [37]. MSCs (Figure 1e) use photosynthetic organisms such
as photoautotrophic microorganisms or higher plants to convert solar energy to chemical energy
in organic matter, which is further utilized by MFC components to generate electricity. The key
process in an MSC is the transport of the organic matter produced from photosynthesis to the anode
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compartment. There are generally three modes of transfer, i.e., through the rhizodeposition of a high
plant, through the diffusion of a phototrophic biofilm, or through the pumping for translocation from a
photobioreactor or coastal marine ecosystem [37]. Among the various types of MSCs, those integrated
with living higher plants (a.k.a., plant microbial fuel cells (PMFC)) have demonstrated the most effective
power generation as high as 1000 GJ/ha/year (i.e., 3.2 W/m2), as estimated by recent studies [37–39].
The power generation from PMFCs has been found directly related to the availability of rhizodeposits
for anodic oxidation reactions [7]. Unlike conventional solar cells, MSCs are able to generate not only
electricity, but also a great diversity of value-added chemicals [40]. Benefitting from the continuously
growing population of microorganisms carrying out the photosynthetic and electrochemical reactions,
MSCs are self-repairing systems with a longer lifetime and lower maintenance [37]. The applications of
MSCs are broad and promising because they are compatible with many different systems as sustainable
and eco-friendly energy suppliers or biosynthesis reactors [41].

3.6. Enzymatic Biofuel Cells (EFCs)

EFCs utilize specific oxidoreductase enzymes as electrocatalysts to convert the chemical energy
stored in organic matter into directly usable electrical energy with the oxidation reactions at the
anode and reduction reactions at the cathode (Figure 1f). In early EFCs, enzymes were used in the
electrolyte suspension but the systems were plagued by low performance and stability [42]. Recent
studies have developed different techniques to immobilize and stabilize enzymes at the electrode
surface [43]. For example, crosslinking redox hydrogels, as well as sandwich and encapsulation
techniques, have been used to entrap enzymes while allowing for uninterrupted transport of organic
matter within the compartments [44]. At the same time, to improve the system stability of EFCs,
biocatalysts from thermophilic microorganisms have been widely investigated considering their
better thermal stability under higher operation temperatures [45–47]. With the rapid development in
recent years, EFCs have been applied to power biosensors and portable devices [46,48–50], as well as
implantable systems [51–53]. Researchers have also been actively excavating the potential of EFCs for
energy conversion and storage from different sources [46].

4. Current Applications of BESs in Agriculture

4.1. Direct Generation of Electric Power

Among the different BESs, MFCs have been widely studied in many countries to treat a
diversity of agricultural wastes and animal wastewater while simultaneously generating sustainable
bioelectricity that can be directly utilized as on-farm electric power supply [17,54–57]. The resulting
electric power varied depending on the type and concentration of feed, as well as the type of MFC
reactor (Table 2). For example, with swine wastewater containing 8320 ± 190 mg/L of soluble
chemical oxygen demand (SCOD), Min et al. [17] obtained a maximum power density of 45 mW/m2

using a two-chamber MFC with an aqueous cathode but a significantly higher maximum power
density of 261 mW/m2 using a single-chamber air-cathode MFC. However, a later study using
the same type of MFC (i.e., single-chamber air-cathode) to treat less concentrated swine wastewater
(1820 ± 83 mg SCOD/L) only achieved a relatively lower maximum power density of 205 mW/m2 [56].
In addition, lignocellulosic biomass such as corn stover and wheat straw has also been investigated
as possible feed for MFCs [58–60]. For instance, Wang et al. [58] used both raw and steam-exploded
corn stover to feed single-chamber air-cathode MFCs and observed considerable maximum power
densities of 296 and 343 mW/m2, respectively. In addition, wastewater from agriculture-relevant
industries, e.g., rice mill wastewater [61] and food-processing wastewater [62], has also been identified
as potential feed for effective electricity generation in MFCs. However, despite the continuous progress
in using agricultural wastes and wastewater to feed MFCs, the electricity production with these
applications is often challenged by the occurrence of other microbial processes such as methanogenesis
(i.e., the generation of methane) and ammonification (i.e., the conversion of organic nitrogen to
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ammonia) [17,55]. In MFCs, the reduction of carbon dioxide to methane in the anode compartment
consumes electrons, thus decreasing the Coulombic efficiency and lowering the power generation [10].
Also, high concentrations of ammonia are toxic to most exoelectrogens that power MFCs [63]. Therefore,
in order to maximize the electricity recovery from agricultural wastes and wastewater, future efforts
need to be focused on minimizing the negative impacts of methanogenesis and ammonification on
MFC performance.

MSCs, or more specifically, PMFCs, [64] have also attracted research attention in the recent
years for their potential to generate electricity from the rhizodeposits, i.e., organic compounds
(e.g., sugars, organic acids, polymeric carbohydrates, enzymes, and cellular debris, etc.) excreted
from plant roots [37]. Some MSC studies have integrated the MFC anode into the plant-growing
soil, where the rhizodeposits from the plants and organic matter from the soil were available for
electricity production [65–67]. The electricity production by a PMFC in practice has been conservatively
estimated to be 21 GJ ha−1 year−1 (equivalent to 67 mW/m2) [68]. Significantly higher power
generation of 300 mW/m2 has been observed in laboratory-scale experiments harvesting electricity
from rhizodeposits of rice plants [67]. A long-term PMFC study conducted using S. anglica generated
an average power generation of 50 mW/m2 [64], in which it is possible to be greatly improved by
a change of the ion transport direction within the bioelectrochemical reactor [69]. To advance the
research and practical applications of PMFCs, the principal processes must be further understood.
Mechanistic models also need to be established to optimize the design of system constituents and
operation conditions [37].

Table 2. Electric power generation in microbial fuel cells (MFCs) using different types of agricultural
wastes/wastewater.

Type of Feed Concentration
(mg SCOD/L) Type of MFC Power Generation

(mW/m2) Reference

Swine wastewater 8320 Two-chamber; aqueous cathode 45 [17]
Swine wastewater 8320 Single-chamber; air-cathode 261 [17]
Swine wastewater 1820 Single-chamber; air-cathode 205 [56]

Dairy manure wastewater 450 Single-chamber; air-cathode 189 [70]
Cattle manure leachate 4000 Two-chamber; air-cathode 216 [71]
Cattle manure slurry 2500 Cassette-electrode; air-cathode 163 [72]

Raw corn stover 1000 Single-chamber; air-cathode 296 [58]
Steam-exploded Corn stover 1000 Single-chamber; air-cathode 343 [58]
Steam-exploded Corn stover 1000 Single-chamber; air-cathode 371 [59]

Wheat straw 2000 Two-chamber; aqueous cathode 123 [60]

4.2. Production of Biohydrogen

Many different types of agricultural wastewater such as dairy manure slurry [73],
swine wastewater [74] and fermentation effluent [75] have been used for the production of biohydrogen
in MECs (Table 3). Comparing with other biohydrogen technologies such as anaerobic digestion and
photobiological processes, MECs have demonstrated better performance in producing H2 from more
diverse substrates because of its ability to overcome thermodynamic limitations [18,76]. However,
the performance of MECs, in terms of the H2 production rate and H2 yield, varies when different
substrates were used for the conversion [77]. Highest H2 production rate up to 50 m3/m3/day and
H2 yield of nearly 100% have been reported for MECs utilizing readily biodegradable organics such
as acetate and other fermentation products from anaerobic digesters [18]. For the same MEC system
using the same substrate, the application of a higher external voltage typically results in higher H2

production rate and H2 yield because of the improved electron transfer towards the cathode driven by
the increased voltage. However, a higher external voltage typically decreases the energy efficiency
because there is a need for more energy input. It has been reported that the H2 production and energy
efficiency could be balanced with an optimal external voltage of 0.6–0.8 V [76]. At the same time,
external voltages supplied by renewable electric power from MFCs and other sustainable power
sources can also be utilized to operate MECs [78].
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Anaerobic digesters are fermentation facilities commonly used for the minimization of agricultural
wastes and recovery of useful biogases such as H2 and CH4 [79]. The integration of MECs with
anaerobic digesters have achieved enhanced H2 production rate and yield [18]. The fermentation in
anaerobic digesters can break down large-molecular-weight carbohydrates into small-molecular-weight
metabolites that are more readily biodegradable for MECs. The CO2 produced during the fermentation
processes can be recirculated through electrolytes for pH buffering [80]. With the substrates generated
from fermentation, MECs can be configured to produce high-purity H2 under variable operational
conditions [81]. So far, using integrated systems, the highest H2 production rate of 189 m3/m3/day has
been reported by Lo et al., which is nearly four times the H2 production rate using MECs alone [82].
The integration of MECs also completes the oxidation of organics into CO2 which fermentation alone
cannot achieve. The integrated systems were capable of producing H2 effectively from lignocellulosic
materials that are traditionally considered as recalcitrant agricultural wastes, including corn stover,
sugar beet, plant leaves, and corn stalk, etc. [83–86]. When combined with fermentation, the average
overall increases of H2 production rate and yield were 148% (ranging from 42 to 538%) and 225%
(ranging from 2 to 400%), respectively [18]. The matching between fermentation and electrohydrogenesis
rates is the key to further improvement in the system performance, which can be achieved through
specially designed feeding strategies or novel stepwise processes [76]. Although long-term pilot studies
of MECs have been conducted, larger-scale MECs have not been built up yet, mainly due to economic
concerns from the expensive costs of electrodes and external energy inputs [87–89]. In practice, relatively
more inexpensive renewable power sources for H2 production in MECs could be wind, geothermal and
hydropower, etc.

Table 3. H2 production in microbial electrolysis cells (MECs) from different types of agricultural
wastes/wastewater.

Type of Feed MEC Volume
(mL)

Applied
Voltage (V)

H2 Production
Rate (m3/m3/day)

Overall H2
Yield (%)

Energy
Efficiency (%) Reference

Corn stalk 64 0.8 3.43 64 166 [90]
Wheat straw 210 0.7 0.61 64 NA [91]

Swine wastewater 28 0.5 0.9–1.0 17–28 58–74 [92]
Potato wastewater 28 0.9 0.74 73 NA [70]

Switchgrass wastewater 16 1.0 4.3 50–76 149–175 [93]
Fermentation effluent 26 0.6 2.11 96 287 [94]
Fermentation effluent 64 0.9 4.55 51 185 [95]

4.3. Production of Biofuels and Other Value-Added Chemicals

Besides direct energy recovery in the form of electricity using MFCs and H2 using MECs,
organic-rich agricultural wastes and wastewater have also been used for the production of biofuels
and other value-added chemicals in MESs [24]. With the use of CO2 and clean water, MESs are
capable of converting agricultural and forestry residues (e.g., corn stalk, stover, wood, grass, leaves,
immature cereal, etc.) into syngas [29], H2 [96], CH4 [97], formic acid [98], ethylene [24], methanol [99],
dimethyl ether [100], urea [7], succinic acid [101], etc. Through mineralization reactions, CO2 can
also be synthesized into precursors of polymers and carbonates for construction applications [102].
With appropriate redox reactions at the anode and cathode, as well as adequate external input to
balance the potential difference, MESs are able to produce many other value-added chemicals including
biofuels such as bioethanol and biodiesel [7,103]. Sadhukhan et al. have summarized the equations and
Gibbs free energies of 63 anode reactions, 72 cathode reactions and 9 metabolic pathways in MESs that
could be used to assess the technical feasibility or thermodynamic spontaneity of resource recovery
from wastes and wastewater and combinations of redox reactions [24].

Agricultural residues are abundant and renewable organic feeds for MESs. However,
most agricultural biomass are lignocellulosic, meaning a complex mixture of structural polysaccharides
such as cellulose and hemicellulose encased by lignin (main constituent of plant cell walls) that
is recalcitrant to microbial oxidation [104]. Therefore, oftentimes agricultural residues must be
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fractionated or pretreated to derive monosaccharides or other small-molecular-weight compounds
before they can be utilized by microorganisms in MESs to produce value-added chemicals [29]. At the
same time, cellulose and hemicellulose can be recovered during the pretreatment and be further
processed to produce many different industrial chemicals such as xylite, L-arabinose, furan resins,
and nylons, etc. [24]. Lignin can also be recovered to produce wood adhesives, epoxy resins,
fuel additives, binders, carbon fiber, and precursors for pharmaceuticals and fragrances [24].
Low-strength agricultural wastewater processed from wheat bran, sugar cane bagasse, coffee husk,
pineapple waste, or carrot, etc., as well as stillage streams from on-farm biorefinery processes and
fermentation effluent, are suitable substrates in MESs [96]. The biodegradability of the substrate decides
the efficiency of usage by the microorganism. The microbial conversion of lignocellulosic biomass
typically undergoes hydrolysis, acidogenesis, acetogenesis, and methanogenesis chronologically [12],
among which acetogenesis is able to match well with the bioelectrochemical processes and optimize
the electron generation at the anode. On the cathode side, electrons donated from the organics can
reduce CO2 to produce targeted organic chemicals. Over the last few years, BES technologies such as
MECs and MESs have also been developed to recover metals from wastewater in a less destructive
and disruptive manor [7]. Comparing to conventional metal recovery technologies using chemical
precipitation, BES technologies, besides their significant metal selectivity, can greatly improve the
efficacy and reduce costs from startup, operation and maintenance [105]. In addition, these BES
technologies can be integrated with diverse agricultural and industrial systems for selective syntheses
of value-added products [24], thus increasing the overall sustainability and economic significance.

4.4. Removal and Recovery of Nutrients

Agricultural wastewater such as animal wastewater is abundant in recyclable nutrients. Animal
wastewater with high concentrations (>500 mg/L) of organic nitrogen (N) and ammonia (NH3) is
usually inhibitory to anode-respiring activities and is undesirable for wastewater treatment [106],
but with appropriate pretreatment and enhanced reactor designs, the removal and recovery of N
in forms of NH3, NH4

+ and NO3
− from N-rich wastewater streams can be effectively achieved

with the applications of BES technologies [7,107]. Using recently developed denitrifying biocathode
in MFCs or MECs, the removal of NO3

− can be easily realized by using NO3
− as the electron

acceptor at the electron-donating cathode to generate N2 (i.e., bioelectrochemical denitrification),
which is accompanied with simultaneous generation of electricity or H2, respectively [108]. However,
the removal of NH3 or NH4

+ in BESs is mainly through conventional physical separation or nitrification
because the thermodynamic kinetics for anaerobic ammonium oxidation (i.e., Anammox) process
are very slow [109]. Therefore, aerobic process has been incorporated into MFC or MEC systems for
nitrification that converts NH4

+ to NO3
−, followed by anaerobic denitrification that reduces NO3

−

into N2 at the biocathode [110]. In addition, BESs integrated with algae growth has enhanced the
efficiency of N removal and achieved high nitrogen removals of over 87%, and is greatly attributed to
the assimilation of nutrients through photosynthetic metabolisms [111]. Recent BES studies have also
discovered that bioelectrochemical reactions can drive NH3 or NH4

+ to be separated from the anolyte
and migrate/diffuse into the catholyte across the cation exchange membrane (CEM), which led to the
discovery of NH3 recovery using BES technologies [112].

In agricultural systems, recovering nutrients from wastewater is more sustainable than removing
them, as the recovered nutrients can be used to fertilize farmlands that are suffering from nutrient
depletion. N is one of the most important and necessary plant nutrients [4]. N recovery in BESs
is mainly through NH3 recovery driven by the generated electric current, although N can also
be recovered through assimilation and stored in algal cells using algae-containing systems [112].
The NH3 in the anolyte can transport via both migration and diffusion across the CEM to the catholyte,
where NH3-N up to several grams per liter can be accumulated [113]. The NH3 recovery efficiency
can be nearly 100% in some BESs [107]. The high pH of the catholyte can stimulate the generation
of NH3, which can be stripped from the catholyte and captured in an acid solution for producing
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N nutrients later. Similar to MFCs which generate electricity while recovering NH3, MECs can
produce H2 simultaneously. A recent study reported up to 96% recovery of NH3 with considerable H2

generation using MECs that were fed with wastewater containing high concentrations (approximately
1000 mg/L) of NH3 [113]. The rate of N recovery is similar to that in conventional biological processes
(e.g., nitrification and denitrification), which is probably because of the similar microbial redox
processes involved for the conversions [112].

In addition to N, other important plant nutrients such as phosphorus (P) and potassium (K) can
also be recovered from agricultural wastewater in BESs, depending on the richness of the target nutrient
in the raw wastewater [7]. For example, high recovery efficiencies of P ranging from 58 to 92% have
been observed in MFCs integrated with algal photosynthesis [112]. At the same time, BES operation
can also create a high-pH zone near the cathode to improve struvite precipitation [114]. The main
advantages of using BESs for nutrient recovery include the lower demand for input of organics,
simultaneous energy generation (either as electricity or H2), less negative impacts on environment,
and good compatibility with other systems, etc.

4.5. Treatment of Agricultural Wastes and Wastewater

Most agricultural wastes and wastewater, especially highly concentrated animal wastes and
wastewater, need to be treated before they can be disposed/discharged or merged into domestic
wastewater streams for further treatment in wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) [57]. Solid animal
wastes are usually handled by composting or anaerobic digestion, but they can also be effectively
treated in BESs to retrieve resources or energy as a bonus [10]. The removal of chemical oxygen
demand (COD) is an indicator for the removal of organics during wastewater treatment. Considerable
COD removal as high as 98% in BESs treating different types of agricultural wastewater has been
widely reported (Table 4). BESs have also demonstrated effectiveness in pretreating high-strength
lignocellulosic biomass hydrolytes. For example, using a single-chamber air-cathode MFC with
non-catalyzed electrodes, Mohan et al. [115] removed 63% of the high influent COD (52 g/L) derived
from the hydrolyte of composite vegetables. At the same time, 57 mW/m2 of electric power was
able to be recovered. In another study, by integrating dark fermentation and single-chamber MECs,
Li et al. [90] reported a considerable H2 generation of 3.43 m3/m3/day with 44% of COD removed
from the original 20 g/L of COD which resulted from corn stalk. These results showed that BESs can
serve as potential pretreatment units for agricultural wastes and wastewater. Each type of BESs can
be stacked for enhanced overall performance. In addition, MFCs can be used to supply the external
electric power required for other BESs such as MECs and MESs [8], thus reducing the energy demand
for waste and wastewater treatment while diversifying the added values from resource recovery.

Table 4. Performance comparisons of bioelectrochemical systems (BESs) for treating agricultural wastes/
wastewater: MFC—microbial fuel cell; MEC—microbial electrolysis cell; MES—microbial electrosynthesis.

BES Type Waste/Wastewater Type Original COD (mg/L) COD Removal (%) Recovered Energy/Resources Reference

MFC Cattle manure slurry 2500 39 Electric power (163 mW/m2) [72]
MFC Swine wastewater 8320 83 Electric power (261 mW/m2) [17]
MFC Corn stover hydrolysate 1000 70 Electric power (867 mW/m2) [59]
MFC Composite vegetables 52,000 63 Electric power (57 mW/m2) [115]
MFC Starch processing wastewater 4852 98 Electric power (239 mW/m2) [116]
MEC Swine wastewater 2000 75 Bio-H2 (1.00 m3/m3/day) [92]
MEC Corn stalk 20,000 44 Bio- H2 (3.43 m3/m3/day) [90]
MEC Animal urine 1360 46 Bio-H2 (32.0 m3/m3/day) [117]

MES Lignocellulosic biomass 10,000 70 Butanol (0.88 g/L/day)
Ethanol (1.99 g/L/day) [118]

4.6. Water Desalination for Irrigation

Agricultural activities consume a great amount of water, accounting for approximately 70% of
the total water usage globally [119]. At the same time, the continuing world human population
expansion and deteriorating global warming have been adding more severity to the issue of water
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scarcity [120]. Although desalination technologies such as reverse osmosis, thermal desalination and
electrodialysis have been maturely developed to supply high-quality freshwater in areas sufficient in
brackish water and seawater but limited for freshwater sources, these technologies are energy-intensive
and unsustainable [31]. MDCs are sustainable BESs specifically designed for low-cost desalination,
which can overcome the drawbacks of the existing technologies and bring more economic, energy
and environmental benefits to the desalination process [32]. Considering the low desalination rate
using MDCs, most MDC systems today are applied for pre-desalination of seawater or desalination
of brackish water (with less salinity than seawater) [32]. In many arid areas, freshwater shortage
has forced farmers to use brackish groundwater for irrigation, which may temporarily relieve the
freshwater stress but result in long-term issues such as accumulation of ions toxic to plants and increase
of soil salinity [121]. High soil salinity can further weaken plants’ ability to uptake water because of its
resulting high osmotic potentials [121]. Therefore, in order to cause less harm to soil property and crop
growth, the salinity of irrigation water should be ensured below 450 mg/L of total dissolved solids
(TDS) [122].

Current MDCs have demonstrated solid abilities to desalinate brackish water to meet the standard
of 450 mg TDS/L. For example, in a recent study using a continuously operated upflow MDC,
more than 99% of NaCl in a salt solution that had a high salt concentration of 30 g TDS/L was removed
at a significant desalination rate of 7.5 g TDS/L/day [123]. Ping et al. compared the desalination of
three different types of brackish water at a hydraulic retention time (HRT) of 0.8 day and observed
effective removal of salts and organic compounds [121]. As the HRT was increased to 1.7 days,
the MDCs were capable of reducing TDS of brackish water to 110 mg/L, which was close to that of
local tap water (i.e., 90 mg TDS/L) [121]. A predictive model for estimating salinity variation and
individual ion concentrations in MDCs was also introduced in the same study for understanding
the key factors in brackish water desalination in MDCs [121]. Other researchers investigated the
effects of different low-cost catholyte solutions on MDC performance and observed sound desalination
rates of 9.12 g TDS/L/day and 8.16 g TDS/L/day with bio-catholyte and buffer saline solution,
respectively [124]. Moreover, larger-scale MDCs of 105 L were also tested for desalination of synthetic
wastewater containing different concentrations of glucose, and considerable salt removal rate from
3.7 to 9.2 g TDS/L/day was observed [125]. Future research may aim to further scale up MDCs for
stand-alone real-world applications with improved yields of freshwater. At the same time, MDCs can
also be integrated with existing membrane-based reverse osmosis facilities to reduce energy demands
during water desalination, which seems more promising in the near future until better system efficiency
and durability of MDCs are upgraded [126].

4.7. Power Supply for Agricultural Monitoring Devices

In recent years, wireless sensor network (WSN) technologies that can automatically collect field
information and perform real-time control of on-farm equipment have been actively developed and
widely applied in agricultural practices to improve efficiency and automation in precision agriculture
activities [127]. The agricultural monitoring devices such as remote sensors are typically powered
by batteries or solar energy [127]. However, replacing batteries in remote areas is inconvenient and
unsustainable, while using solar systems is inefficient, expensive and highly dependent on weather
conditions [128]. BES technologies such as MSCs and EFCs have been extensively studied to provide
sustainable power supply for WSN devices, with capacitors applied to accumulate excessive energy
generated from these BESs [7,128–130]. Similarly, a specific genre of MFC known as sediment microbial
fuel cell (SMFC) is widely used for powering wireless sensors and small telemetry systems to transmit
the acquired data to remote receivers [131]. One of the first SMFCs was developed by Shantaram et al.
over a decade ago by combining an MFC with low-power, high-efficiency electronic circuitry [132].
This early SMFC was already able to deliver a maximum voltage output of 2.1 V, which can be
used to power most commercial electronic circuits (required at least 3.3 V) with the aid of a DC-DC
converter to boost the potential [132]. For some SMFC applications (e.g., with substrates that are not
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readily biodegradable) that can only generate low potentials and recover electric power interruptedly,
a power management system could be coupled to store and provide stable and continuous power to
sensors [133]. The BES technologies can be specifically integrated with different agricultural sensor
systems. Therefore, as the power source, diverse BESs can be used as power diverse wireless sensors
for collecting climatological field data; acquiring irrigation management information; and monitoring
the levels of plant nutrients, pesticides, pH, dissolved oxygen, conductivities, etc. in agricultural
soils [134]. Further improvement of the electrode performance and system efficiency will make BESs a
game-changing supplementary for WSN technologies in agriculture.

5. Potential Future Applications of BESs in Agriculture

5.1. Self-Powered Biosensors

BESs can not only power agricultural sensors, but also have the potential to be designed as
self-powered biosensors that can be operated either in situ or online. Comparing with existing
biosensors, depending on anolyte oxidations to provide external voltages, the current generated
by BESs is directly related to the metabolic activities of the electrochemically active biofilm at the
anode [135]. Changes of the metabolic activities in response to any disturbances are affecting the
generated current in the circuit. If the operational conditions of BESs are controlled as constants,
the rate change of electron generation can be translated into a signal that represents the magnitude of
any specific disturbance [135]. Therefore, in a BES biosensor, the biofilm at the anode is the bioreceptor
for recognizing the specific disturbance, while the transducer is the change of the electric current.
For example, under unsaturated fuel conditions, a change in the organic substrate concentration
(in COD) will lead to a direct change in the generated current, which makes the BES system a biosensor
monitoring the biodegradable organics in the environment; under saturated fuel conditions, the BES
system can be used to detect the level of inhibitors (e.g., toxicants) or stimulators, if all the other
environmental factors are kept constant. In order to be used as biosensors, the BESs must demonstrate
high sensitivity to the target compound near the anode. For BES biosensors, the sensitivity can be
defined as the electric current change per unit anolyte concentration change (normalized by the
surface area of anode) [135]. Therefore, with the same change in anolyte concentration, a larger
current change indicates higher sensitivity of the BES biosensor. When applied in real-world systems,
BES biosensors can significantly cut down the maintenance expenses because there are no needs
for external transducers and time-consuming immobilization of bioreceptors. The simplicity of
design and operation also makes BES biosensors more advantageous over traditional chemical and
biological sensors. However, the long-term stability of current output must be further improved for
BES biosensors in order to generate more stable baseline signals [136]. Another technical barrier for
BES sensors is to establish the predictive relationships between the signal responses and compound
concentrations of different substrate chemicals [137]. To achieve this goal, more accurate mathematical
models should be the tool to help our understanding. In addition, like for other BES applications,
more high-performance but inexpensive materials should be developed for BES biosensors.

5.2. Growing Food Without Sunlight

Traditionally, sunlight is a necessity for plant growth. Plants need light to produce organic
energy molecules such as adenosine triphosphate (ATP) and nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide
phosphate (NADPH) in the chlorophyll. These energy molecules carry high energy and electrons to
the stroma for the fixation of carbon dioxide (CO2) into carbohydrates via a reaction cycle known as
Calvin-Benson Cycle [138]. In 2016, three researchers (Strik, D., van der Zwart, M. and Buisman, C.) in
Wageningen University proposed the idea to produce food via anaerobic biosynthesis from wastewater
and electricity [139]. In this study, energy and electrons generated in BESs would replace the role of
ATP and NADPH produced in the first step of photosynthesis, while nutrients would be recovered from
wastewater to support biomass growth. All can be accomplished in a self-sustaining closed system
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that efficiently utilizes the energy and nutrients recovered via circular pathways. The researchers
named the process dark photosynthesis, which they believe can become practical in the near future
to produce food in areas unsuitable for traditional agriculture [139]. Strik et al. estimated that a
dark photosynthesis food reactor of approximately 1 m3 would be sufficient to provide food for three
people [139]. This inspiring research shows the potentials of using BESs for alternative high-quality
and sustainable food production approaches that are more energy- and water-efficient.

5.3. In-Situ Soil Remediation

Agricultural soils are vulnerable to different kinds of contamination, including acidification [140],
petroleum hydrocarbon (mainly from on-farm vehicles) [141], metals [142], and transgenic toxins [143],
etc. In order to reuse the contaminated soils for agricultural activities, in-situ remediation is required.
Although BESs have been extensively studied for treating these contaminants in aqueous media,
the effectiveness of BESs in soil remediation has been limited by the inefficient mass transport
(e.g., O2 and H+) in soils [144]. However, with appropriate methods to increase soil porosity and
decrease Ohmic resistance, BES-based in-situ soil remediation can be a potent cost-effective tool in the
near future. For example, using a two-chamber soil-MFC inoculated with activated sludge, Zheng et
al. were able to ameliorate acidic soils from pH value of around 5 to nearly 6, while recovering electric
current as high as 123.72 mA/m2 [140]. Another research group succeeded in degrading 82.1–89.7% of
petroleum hydrocarbon (originally 12.25 g/kg dry soil) within 120 days in a pilot study of column-type
BESs that could be directly installed on site for in-situ soil remediation [141]. Nowadays, studies on
BES-based soil remediation mainly use MFCs for electric power recovery because MFC technology is
relatively more mature than other emerging BES technologies. However, with future breakthroughs
in ion exchange and mass transport for soil applications of BESs, H2 energy and other value-added
chemicals can also be recovered on site along with in-situ soil remediation.

5.4. Reuse of Agricultural Wastes in BESs

While BESs can be directly used for different purposes in agriculture to provide economic,
environmental and social benefits, agricultural wastes can also be converted into useful materials
for lowering the high costs of BESs. Many lignocellulosic agricultural residues such as cotton
stalk, rice husk, coconut coir, grass, vegetable fibers can be processed to manufacture construction
materials [145], which can be used to build scaled-up BESs for sustainable energy/resource recovery.
In addition, almost all types of agricultural biomass (including animal wastes) could be pyrolyzed
to produce biochar, a novel soil amendment that can significantly improve the nutrient and
water retention in agricultural soils [4]. Recent research has also explored biochar’s potential for
contamination treatment [146]. The pyrolysis process to produce biochar is often conducted under
oxygen-limiting or oxygen-absent conditions at 300–700 ◦C, and the resulting biochar is usually
characterized with a large specific surface area and good thermal stability [147]. Hence, the possibility
to use highly porous electron-conductive biochar materials as the electrodes or electrocatalysts in
BESs has been recently investigated [148–150]. Huggins et al. [148] used biochar electrodes made
from forestry residue and compressed milling residue respectively to construct MFCs and observed
considerable power outputs of 532 and 457 mW/m2, which were comparable with those generated
from MFCs using granular activated carbon (674 mW/m2) and graphite granule (566 mW/m2) [148].
According to an economic analysis, the power output cost of biochar electrode MFCs ranged from
$17/W to $35/W, which is significantly lower (over 90%) than those of the MFCs using granular
activated carbon ($402/W) and graphite granule ($392/W) [148]. Considering the great potential of
biochar to act as relatively cheaper electrode materials, future studies should focus on investigating
the suitability of more different types of biochar products for BES applications.
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6. Conclusions

Although different aspects of diverse BESs have been extensively studied, agriculture-driven
BES research is limited despite its importance and significance in the face of the challenges relevant
to food security, energy sustainability and freshwater availability. This review has updated recent
agriculture-related BES studies and discussed the current and future BES applications in agricultural
systems. Conclusively, BESs are sustainable technologies that can be integrated into agricultural
systems for energy generation, resource recovery, waste minimization, wastewater treatment, irrigation
water supply, and remote monitoring. It is also possible to design BESs as self-powered biosensors,
as well as for food production and soil remediation. At the same time, agricultural wastes can also be
utilized to construct scaled-up BESs or be pyrolyzed into biochar as lower-cost electrode materials.
Long-term studies should be conducted in the future to assess the system stability and benefits of
on-farm BES applications.

Author Contributions: S.L. and G.C. conceived and designed the review study; S.L. and A.A. collected and
analyzed the data; S.L. wrote the paper.

Funding: The research was supported by National Institute of Food and Agriculture, Grant No. 2016-67020-25275;
and National Science Foundation, Grant No. 1735235.

Acknowledgments: The authors acknowledge the support from the National Institute of Food and Agriculture
through Grant No. 2016-67020-25275 to Florida A&M University and also the National Science Foundation
through Grant No. 1735235 awarded as part of the National Science Foundation Research Traineeship.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Heller, M.C.; Keoleian, G.A. Assessing the sustainability of the us food system: A life cycle perspective.
Agric. Syst. 2003, 76, 1007–1041. [CrossRef]

2. Lanzafame, P.; Abate, S.; Ampelli, C.; Genovese, C.; Passalacqua, R.; Centi, G.; Perathoner, S. Beyond solar
fuels: Renewable energy-driven chemistry. ChemSusChem 2017, 10, 4409–4419. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Srikanth, S.; Kumar, M.; Singh, M.P.; Das, B.P. Bioelectro chemical systems: A sustainable and potential
platform for treating waste. Procedia Environ. Sci. 2016, 35, 853–859. [CrossRef]

4. Li, S.; Barreto, V.; Li, R.; Chen, G.; Hsieh, Y. Nitrogen retention of biochar derived from different feedstocks
at variable pyrolysis temperatures. J. Anal. Appl. Pyrol. 2018, 133, 136–146. [CrossRef]

5. Crawford, J.H. Composting of agricultural wastes—A review. Process Biochem. 1983, 18, 14–31.
6. Weiland, P. Biomass digestion in agriculture: A successful pathway for the energy production and waste

treatment in germany. Eng. Life Sci. 2006, 6, 302–309. [CrossRef]
7. Bajracharya, S.; Sharma, M.; Mohanakrishna, G.; Benneton, X.D.; Strik, D.P.B.T.B.; Sarma, P.M.; Pant, D.

An overview on emerging bioelectrochemical systems (bess): Technology for sustainable electricity,
waste remediation, resource recovery, chemical production and beyond. Renew. Energy 2016, 98, 153–170.
[CrossRef]

8. Li, S.; Chen, G. Factors affecting the effectiveness of bioelectrochemical system applications: Data synthesis
and meta-analysis. Batteries 2018, 4, 34. [CrossRef]

9. Pant, D.; Singh, A.; Van Bogaert, G.; Olsen, S.I.; Nigam, P.S.; Diels, L.; Vanbroekhoven, K. Bioelectrochemical
systems (bes) for sustainable energy production and product recovery from organic wastes and industrial
wastewaters. Rsc. Adv. 2012, 2, 1248–1263. [CrossRef]

10. Rachinski, S.; Carubelli, A.; Mangoni, A.P.; Mangrich, A.S. Microbial fuel cells used in the production of
electricity from organic waste: A perspective of future. Quim. Nova 2010, 33, 1773–1778. [CrossRef]

11. Santoro, C.; Arbizzani, C.; Erable, B.; Ieropoulos, I. Microbial fuel cells: From fundamentals to applications.
A review. J. Power Sources 2017, 356, 225–244. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Li, S.; Chen, G. Effects of evolving quality of landfill leachate on microbial fuel cell performance.
Waste Manag. Res. 2018, 36, 59–67. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Logan, B.E.; Wallack, M.J.; Kim, K.Y.; He, W.H.; Feng, Y.J.; Saikaly, P.E. Assessment of microbial fuel cell
configurations and power densities. Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. 2015, 2, 206–214. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0308-521X(02)00027-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cssc.201701507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29121439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.proenv.2016.07.102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaap.2018.04.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/elsc.200620128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2016.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/batteries4030034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1RA00839K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-40422010000800026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.03.109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28717261
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0734242X17739969
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29126378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.5b00180


Energies 2018, 11, 2951 15 of 21

14. Jiang, D.Q.; Curtis, M.; Troop, E.; Scheible, K.; McGrath, J.; Hu, B.X.; Suib, S.; Raymond, D.; Li, B.K.
A pilot-scale study on utilizing multi-anode/cathode microbial fuel cells (mac mfcs) to enhance the power
production in wastewater treatment. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2011, 36, 876–884. [CrossRef]

15. Tota-Maharaj, K.; Paul, P. Performance of pilot-scale microbial fuel cells treating wastewater with associated
bioenergy production in the caribbean context. Int. J. Energy Environ. E 2015, 6, 213–220. [CrossRef]

16. Park, Y.; Park, S.; Nguyen, V.K.; Kim, J.R.; Kim, H.S.; Kim, B.G.; Yu, J.; Lee, T. Effect of gradual transition
of substrate on performance of flat-panel air-cathode microbial fuel cells to treat domestic wastewater.
Biores. Technol. 2017, 226, 158–163. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Min, B.; Kim, J.R.; Oh, S.E.; Regan, J.M.; Logan, B.E. Electricity generation from swine wastewater using
microbial fuel cells. Water Res. 2005, 39, 4961–4968. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Lu, L.; Ren, Z.Y.J. Microbial electrolysis cells for waste biorefinery: A state of the art review. Biores. Technol.
2016, 215, 254–264. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Show, K.Y.; Lee, D.J.; Tay, J.H.; Lin, C.Y.; Chang, J.S. Biohydrogen production: Current perspectives and the
way forward. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2012, 37, 15616–15631. [CrossRef]

20. Escapa, A.; Gil-Carrera, L.; Garcia, V.; Moran, A. Performance of a continuous flow microbial electrolysis cell
(mec) fed with domestic wastewater. Biores. Technol. 2012, 117, 55–62. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Heidrich, E.S.; Dolfing, J.; Scott, K.; Edwards, S.R.; Jones, C.; Curtis, T.P. Production of hydrogen from
domestic wastewater in a pilot-scale microbial electrolysis cell. Appl. Microbiol. Biot. 2013, 97, 6979–6989.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Lee, H.S.; Vermaas, W.F.J.; Rittmann, B.E. Biological hydrogen production: Prospects and challenges.
Trends Biotechnol. 2010, 28, 262–271. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Dinesh, G.K.; Chauhan, R.; Chakma, S. Influence and strategies for enhanced biohydrogen production from
food waste. Renew. Sust. Energy Rev. 2018, 92, 807–822. [CrossRef]

24. Sadhukhan, J.; Lloyd, J.R.; Scott, K.; Premier, G.C.; Yu, E.H.; Curtis, T.; Head, I.M. A critical review of
integration analysis of microbial electrosynthesis (mes) systems with waste biorefineries for the production
of biofuel and chemical from reuse of CO2. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2016, 56, 116–132. [CrossRef]

25. ElMekawy, A.; Hegab, H.M.; Mohanakrishna, G.; Elbaz, A.F.; Bulut, M.; Pant, D. Technological advances in
CO2 conversion electro-biorefinery: A step toward commercialization. Biores. Technol. 2016, 215, 357–370.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Zhen, G.Y.; Kobayashi, T.; Lu, X.Q.; Xu, K.Q. Understanding methane bioelectrosynthesis from carbon
dioxide in a two-chamber microbial electrolysis cells (mecs) containing a carbon biocathode. Biores. Technol.
2015, 186, 141–148. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. May, H.D.; Evans, P.J.; LaBelle, E.V. The bioelectrosynthesis of acetate. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 2016, 42,
225–233. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Das, S.; Ghangrekar, M.M. Value added product recovery and carbon dioxide sequestration from biogas
using microbial electrosynthesis. Indian J. Exp. Biol. 2018, 56, 470–478.

29. Kumar, G.; Saratale, R.G.; Kadier, A.; Sivagurunathan, P.; Zhen, G.Y.; Kim, S.H.; Saratale, G.D. A review on
bio-electrochemical systems (bess) for the syngas and value added biochemicals production. Chemosphere
2017, 177, 84–92. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Rabaey, K.; Rozendal, R.A. Microbial electrosynthesis—Revisiting the electrical route for microbial
production. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2010, 8, 706–716. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Sevda, S.; Yuan, H.Y.; He, Z.; Abu-Reesh, I.M. Microbial desalination cells as a versatile technology: Functions,
optimization and prospective. Desalination 2015, 371, 9–17. [CrossRef]

32. Al-Mamun, A.; Ahmad, W.; Baawain, M.S.; Khadem, M.; Dhar, B.R. A review of microbial desalination cell
technology: Configurations, optimization and applications. J. Clean. Prod. 2018, 183, 458–480. [CrossRef]

33. Luo, H.P.; Xu, P.; Ren, Z.Y. Long-term performance and characterization of microbial desalination cells in
treating domestic wastewater. Biores. Technol. 2012, 120, 187–193. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Cao, X.X.; Huang, X.; Liang, P.; Xiao, K.; Zhou, Y.J.; Zhang, X.Y.; Logan, B.E. A new method for water
desalination using microbial desalination cells. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2009, 43, 7148–7152. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

35. Saeed, H.M.; Husseini, G.A.; Yousef, S.; Saif, J.; Al-Asheh, S.; Abu Fara, A.; Azzam, S.; Khawaga, R.; Aidan, A.
Microbial desalination cell technology: A review and a case study. Desalination 2015, 359, 1–13. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2010.08.074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40095-015-0169-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.12.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27997870
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.09.039
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16293279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.03.034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27020129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2012.04.109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.04.060
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22609714
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-4456-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23053105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2010.01.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20189666
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.11.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.03.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27020396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2015.03.064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25812818
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2016.09.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27743996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.02.135
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28284119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2422
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20844557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2015.05.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.02.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.06.054
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22797084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es901950j
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19806756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2014.12.024


Energies 2018, 11, 2951 16 of 21

36. Brastad, K.S.; He, Z. Water softening using microbial desalination cell technology. Desalination 2013, 309,
32–37. [CrossRef]

37. Strik, D.P.B.T.B.; Timmers, R.A.; Helder, M.; Steinbusch, K.J.J.; Hamelers, H.V.M.; Buisman, C.J.N. Microbial
solar cells: Applying photosynthetic and electrochemically active organisms. Trends Biotechnol. 2011, 29,
41–49. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Strik, D.P.B.T.B.; Hamelers, H.V.M.; Buisman, C.J.N. Solar energy powered microbial fuel cell with a reversible
bioelectrode. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2010, 44, 532–537. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Mateo, S.; del Campo, A.G.; Canizares, P.; Lobato, J.; Rodrigo, M.A.; Fernandez, F.J. Bioelectricity generation
in a self-sustainable microbial solar cell. Biores. Technol. 2014, 159, 451–454. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Wang, H.Y.; Qian, F.; Li, Y. Solar-assisted microbial fuel cells for bioelectricity and chemical fuel generation.
Nano Energy 2014, 8, 264–273. [CrossRef]

41. Cho, Y.K.; Donohue, T.J.; Tejedor, I.; Anderson, M.A.; McMahon, K.D.; Noguera, D.R. Development of a
solar-powered microbial fuel cell. J. Appl. Microbiol. 2008, 104, 640–650. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Beilke, M.C.; Klotzbach, T.L.; Treu, B.L.; Sokic-Lazic, D.; Wildrick, J.; Amend, E.R.; Gebhart, L.M.;
Arechederra, R.L.; Germain, M.N.; Moehlenbrock, M.J.; et al. Enzymatic biofuel cells. Micro Fuel
Cells Princ. Appl. 2009, 179–241.

43. Rasmussen, M.; Abdellaoui, S.; Minteer, S.D. Enzymatic biofuel cells: 30 years of critical advancements.
Biosens. Bioelectron. 2016, 76, 91–102. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Neto, S.A.; Forti, J.C.; De Andrade, A.R. An overview of enzymatic biofuel cells. Electrocatalysis 2010, 1,
87–94. [CrossRef]

45. Campbell, E.; Meredith, M.; Minteer, S.D.; Banta, S. Enzymatic biofuel cells utilizing a biomimetic cofactor.
Chem. Commun. 2012, 48, 1898–1900. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Cosnier, S.; Gross, A.J.; Le Goff, A.; Holzinger, M. Recent advances on enzymatic glucose/oxygen and
hydrogen/oxygen biofuel cells: Achievements and limitations. J. Power Sources 2016, 325, 252–263. [CrossRef]

47. Neto, S.A.; De Andrade, A.R. New energy sources: The enzymatic biofuel cell. J. Braz. Chem. Soc. 2013, 24,
1891–1912.

48. Pinyou, P.; Conzuelo, F.; Sliozberg, K.; Vivekananthan, J.; Contin, A.; Poller, S.; Plumere, N.; Schuhmann, W.
Coupling of an enzymatic biofuel cell to an electrochemical cell for self-powered glucose sensing with optical
readout. Bioelectrochemistry 2015, 106, 22–27. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Hou, C.T.; Liu, A.H. An integrated device of enzymatic biofuel cells and supercapacitor for both efficient
electric energy conversion and storage. Electrochim. Acta 2017, 245, 295–300. [CrossRef]

50. Song, Y.; Agrawal, R.; Wang, C.L. Micro enzymatic biofuel cells: From theoretical to experimental aspect.
Proc. SPIE 2015, 9493, 949302.

51. Cadet, M.; Gounel, S.; Stines-Chaumeil, C.; Brilland, X.; Rouhana, J.; Louerat, F.; Mano, N. An enzymatic
glucose/o-2 biofuel cell operating in human blood. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2016, 83, 60–67. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. El Ichi-Ribault, S.; Alcaraz, J.P.; Boucher, F.; Boutaud, B.; Dalmolin, R.; Boutonnat, J.; Cinquin, P.; Zebda, A.;
Martin, D.K. Remote wireless control of an enzymatic biofuel cell implanted in a rabbit for 2 months.
Electrochim. Acta 2018, 269, 360–366. [CrossRef]

53. Alcaraz, J.P.; El Ichi-Ribault, S.; Cortella, L.; Guimier-Pingault, C.; Zebda, A.; Cinquin, P.; Martin, D.K.
Shades of grays for implanting an enzymatic biofuel cell. Med. Sci. 2016, 32, 771–773.

54. Pant, D.; Van Bogaert, G.; Diels, L.; Vanbroekhoven, K. A review of the substrates used in microbial fuel cells
(mfcs) for sustainable energy production. Biores. Technol. 2010, 101, 1533–1543. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Angenent, L.T.; Karim, K.; Al-Dahhan, M.H.; Domiguez-Espinosa, R. Production of bioenergy and
biochemicals from industrial and agricultural wastewater. Trends Biotechnol. 2004, 22, 477–485. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

56. Kim, J.R.; Zuo, Y.; Regan, J.M.; Logan, B.E. Analysis of ammonia loss mechanisms in microbial fuel cells
treating animal wastewater. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 2008, 99, 1120–1127. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Fornero, J.J.; Rosenbaum, M.; Angenent, L.T. Electric power generation from municipal, food, and animal
wastewaters using microbial fuel cells. Electroanalysis 2010, 22, 832–843. [CrossRef]

58. Wang, X.; Feng, Y.J.; Wang, H.M.; Qu, Y.P.; Yu, Y.L.; Ren, N.Q.; Li, N.; Wang, E.; Lee, H.;
Logan, B.E. Bioaugmentation for electricity generation from corn stover biomass using microbial fuel
cells. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2009, 43, 6088–6093. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2012.09.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2010.10.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21067833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es902435v
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19961218
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.03.059
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24709531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2014.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2007.03580.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17927750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2015.06.029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26163747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12678-010-0013-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c2cc16156g
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22227738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.05.133
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bioelechem.2015.04.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25892686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2017.05.136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.04.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27107143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2018.02.156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2009.10.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19892549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2004.07.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15331229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bit.21687
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17972328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/elan.200980011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es900391b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19731723


Energies 2018, 11, 2951 17 of 21

59. Zuo, Y.; Maness, P.C.; Logan, B.E. Electricity production from steam-exploded corn stover biomass.
Energy Fuel 2006, 20, 1716–1721. [CrossRef]

60. Zhang, Y.F.; Min, B.K.; Huang, L.P.; Angelidaki, I. Generation of electricity and analysis of microbial
communities in wheat straw biomass-powered microbial fuel cells. Appl. Environ. Microb. 2009, 75,
3389–3395. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

61. Behera, M.; Jana, P.S.; More, T.T.; Ghangrekar, M.M. Rice mill wastewater treatment in microbial fuel cells
fabricated using proton exchange membrane and earthen pot at different ph. Bioelectrochemistry 2010, 79,
228–233. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Oh, S.E.; Logan, B.E. Hydrogen and electricity production from a food processing wastewater using
fermentation and microbial fuel cell technologies. Water Res. 2005, 39, 4673–4682. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Logan, B.E. Exoelectrogenic bacteria that power microbial fuel cells. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2009, 7, 375–381.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

64. Timmers, R.A.; Strik, D.P.B.T.B.; Hamelers, H.V.M.; Buisman, C.J.N. Long-term performance of a plant
microbial fuel cell with spartina anglica. Appl. Microbiol. Biot. 2010, 86, 973–981. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Kouzuma, A.; Kaku, N.; Watanabe, K. Microbial electricity generation in rice paddy fields: Recent advances
and perspectives in rhizosphere microbial fuel cells. Appl. Microbiol. Biot. 2014, 98, 9521–9526. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

66. Kaku, N.; Yonezawa, N.; Kodama, Y.; Watanabe, K. Plant/microbe cooperation for electricity generation in a
rice paddy field. Appl. Microbiol. Biot. 2008, 79, 43–49. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. de Schamphelaire, L.; van den Bossche, L.; Dang, H.S.; Hofte, M.; Boon, N.; Rabaey, K.; Verstraete, W.
Microbial fuel cells generating electricity from rhizodeposits of rice plants. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2008, 42,
3053–3058. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

68. Strik, D.P.B.T.B.; Hamelers, H.V.M.; Snel, J.F.H.; Buisman, C.J.N. Green electricity production with living
plants and bacteria in a fuel cell. Int. J. Energy Res. 2008, 32, 870–876. [CrossRef]

69. Timmers, R.A.; Strik, D.P.B.T.B.; Hamelers, H.V.M.; Buisman, C.J.N. Increase of power output by change of
ion transport direction in a plant microbial fuel cell. Int. J. Energy Res. 2013, 37, 1103–1111. [CrossRef]

70. Kiely, P.D.; Cusick, R.; Call, D.F.; Selembo, P.A.; Regan, J.M.; Logan, B.E. Anode microbial communities
produced by changing from microbial fuel cell to microbial electrolysis cell operation using two different
wastewaters. Bioresour. Technol. 2011, 102, 388–394. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

71. Zheng, X.; Nirmalakhandan, N. Cattle wastes as substrates for bioelectricity production via microbial fuel
cells. Biotechnol. Lett. 2010, 32, 1809–1814. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Inoue, K.; Ito, T.; Kawano, Y.; Iguchi, A.; Miyahara, M.; Suzuki, Y.; Watanabe, K. Electricity generation from
cattle manure slurry by cassette-electrode microbial fuel cells. J. Biosci. Bioeng. 2013, 116, 610–615. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

73. Cai, W.W.; Liu, W.Z.; Yang, C.X.; Wang, L.; Liang, B.; Thangavel, S.; Guo, Z.C.; Wang, A.J. Biocathodic
methanogenic community in an integrated anaerobic digestion and microbial electrolysis system for
enhancement of methane production from waste sludge. ACS Sustain. Chem. Eng. 2016, 4, 4913–4921.
[CrossRef]

74. Lu, L.; Xing, D.F.; Xie, T.H.; Ren, N.Q.; Logan, B.E. Hydrogen production from proteins via
electrohydrogenesis in microbial electrolysis cells. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2010, 25, 2690–2695. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

75. Cai, W.W.; Liu, W.Z.; Cui, D.; Wang, A.J. Hydrogen production from buffer-free anaerobic fermentation liquid
of waste activated sludge using microbial electrolysis system. Rsc. Adv. 2016, 6, 38769–38773. [CrossRef]

76. Logan, B.E.; Call, D.; Cheng, S.; Hamelers, H.V.M.; Sleutels, T.H.J.A.; Jeremiasse, A.W.; Rozendal, R.A.
Microbial electrolysis cells for high yield hydrogen gas production from organic matter. Environ. Sci. Technol.
2008, 42, 8630–8640. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

77. Kadier, A.; Simayi, Y.; Kalil, M.S.; Abdeshahian, P.; Hamid, A.A. A review of the substrates used in microbial
electrolysis cells (mecs) for producing sustainable and clean hydrogen gas. Renew. Energy 2014, 71, 466–472.
[CrossRef]

78. Harnisch, F.; Schroder, U. From mfc to mxc: Chemical and biological cathodes and their potential for
microbial bioelectrochemical systems. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2010, 39, 4433–4448. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ef060033l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02240-08
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bioelechem.2010.06.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20615762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.09.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16289673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2113
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19330018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-010-2440-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20127236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-014-6138-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25394406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-008-1410-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18320186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es071938w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18497165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/er.1397
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/er.2957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.05.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20554197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10529-010-0360-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20661625
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiosc.2013.05.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23764017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.6b01221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2010.05.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20537524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6RA05037A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es801553z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19192774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2014.05.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c003068f
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20830322


Energies 2018, 11, 2951 18 of 21

79. Li, Y.Y.; Xu, F.Q.; Li, Y.; Lu, J.X.; Li, S.Y.; Shah, A.; Zhang, X.H.; Zhang, H.Y.; Gong, X.Y.; Li, G.X. Reactor
performance and energy analysis of solid state anaerobic co-digestion of dairy manure with corn stover and
tomato residues. Waste Manag. 2018, 73, 130–139. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Mohanakrishna, G.; Vanbroekhoven, K.; Pant, D. Impact of dissolved carbon dioxide concentration on the
process parameters during its conversion to acetate through microbial electrosynthesis. React. Chem. Eng.
2018, 3, 371–378. [CrossRef]

81. Lu, L.; Xing, D.F.; Ren, N.Q.; Logan, B.E. Syntrophic interactions drive the hydrogen production from glucose
at low temperature in microbial electrolysis cells. Bioresour. Technol. 2012, 124, 68–76. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

82. Lo, Y.C.; Lee, K.S.; Lin, P.J.; Chang, J.S. Bioreactors configured with distributors and carriers enhance the
performance of continuous dark hydrogen fermentation. Bioresour. Technol. 2009, 100, 4381–4387. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

83. Chookaew, T.; Prasertsan, P.; Ren, Z.J. Two-stage conversion of crude glycerol to energy using dark
fermentation linked with microbial fuel cell or microbial electrolysis cell. New Biotechnol. 2014, 31, 179–184.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

84. Dhar, B.R.; Elbeshbishy, E.; Hafez, H.; Lee, H.S. Hydrogen production from sugar beet juice using an
integrated biohydrogen process of dark fermentation and microbial electrolysis cell. Bioresour. Technol. 2015,
198, 223–230. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

85. Lalaurette, E.; Thammannagowda, S.; Mohagheghi, A.; Maness, P.C.; Logan, B.E. Hydrogen production from
cellulose in a two-stage process combining fermentation and electrohydrogenesis. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy
2009, 34, 6201–6210. [CrossRef]

86. Khan, M.A.; Ngo, H.H.; Guo, W.S.; Liu, Y.W.; Zhang, X.B.; Guo, J.B.; Chang, S.W.; Nguyen, D.D.; Wang, J.
Biohydrogen production from anaerobic digestion and its potential as renewable energy. Renew. Energy 2018,
129, 754–768. [CrossRef]

87. Heidrich, E.S.; Edwards, S.R.; Dolfing, J.; Cotterill, S.E.; Curtis, T.P. Performance of a pilot scale microbial
electrolysis cell fed on domestic wastewater at ambient temperatures for a 12 month period. Bioresour. Technol.
2014, 173, 87–95. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

88. Cotterill, S.E.; Dolfing, J.; Jones, C.; Curtis, T.P.; Heidrich, E.S. Low temperature domestic wastewater
treatment in a microbial electrolysis cell with 1 m(2) anodes: Towards system scale-up. Fuel Cells 2017, 17,
584–592. [CrossRef]

89. Logan, B.E. Scaling up microbial fuel cells and other bioelectrochemical systems. Appl. Microbiol. Biot. 2010,
85, 1665–1671. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

90. Li, X.H.; Liang, D.W.; Bai, Y.X.; Fan, Y.T.; Hou, H.W. Enhanced h-2 production from corn stalk by integrating
dark fermentation and single chamber microbial electrolysis cells with double anode arrangement. Int. J.
Hydrogen Energy 2014, 39, 8977–8982. [CrossRef]

91. Thygesen, A.; Marzorati, M.; Boon, N.; Thomsen, A.B.; Verstraete, W. Upgrading of straw hydrolysate for
production of hydrogen and phenols in a microbial electrolysis cell (mec). Appl. Microbiol. Biot. 2011, 89,
855–865. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

92. Wagner, R.C.; Regan, J.M.; Oh, S.E.; Zuo, Y.; Logan, B.E. Hydrogen and methane production from swine
wastewater using microbial electrolysis cells. Water Res. 2009, 43, 1480–1488. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

93. Lewis, A.J.; Ren, S.; Ye, X.; Kim, P.; Labbe, N.; Borole, A.P. Hydrogen production from switchgrass via
an integrated pyrolysis-microbial electrolysis process. Bioresour. Technol. 2015, 195, 231–241. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

94. Lu, L.; Ren, N.Q.; Xing, D.F.; Logan, B.E. Hydrogen production with effluent from an ethanol-h-2-
coproducing fermentation reactor using a single-chamber microbial electrolysis cell. Biosens. Bioelectron.
2009, 24, 3055–3060. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Li, X.H.; Zhang, R.Z.; Qian, Y.W.; Angelidaki, I.; Zhang, Y.F. The impact of anode acclimation strategy
on microbial electrolysis cell treating hydrogen fermentation effluent. Bioresour. Technol. 2017, 236, 37–43.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

96. Harnisch, F.; Urban, C. Electrobiorefineries: Unlocking the synergy of electrochemical and microbial
conversions. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2018, 57, 10016–10023. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

97. Babanova, S.; Carpenter, K.; Phadke, S.; Suzuki, S.; Ishii, S.; Phan, T.; Grossi-Soyster, E.; Flynn, M.; Hogan, J.;
Bretschger, O. The effect of membrane type on the performance of microbial electrosynthesis cells for
methane production. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2017, 164, H3015–H3023. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2017.11.041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29223482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7RE00220C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.08.040
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22989636
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2009.04.024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19427198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nbt.2013.12.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24380781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2015.08.048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26398665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2009.05.112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2017.04.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.09.083
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25285764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fuce.201700034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-009-2378-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20013119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2014.03.065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-010-3068-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21191786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2008.12.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19138783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2015.06.085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26210530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2009.03.024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19375299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2017.03.160
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28390275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201711727
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29235724
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0051703jes


Energies 2018, 11, 2951 19 of 21

98. Batlle-Vilanova, P.; Ganigue, R.; Ramio-Pujol, S.; Baneras, L.; Jimenez, G.; Hidalgo, M.; Balaguer, M.D.;
Colprim, J.; Puig, S. Microbial electrosynthesis of butyrate from carbon dioxide: Production and extraction.
Bioelectrochemistry 2017, 117, 57–64. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

99. Montpart, N.; Ribot-Llobet, E.; Garlapati, V.K.; Rago, L.; Baeza, J.A.; Guisasola, A. Methanol opportunities
for electricity and hydrogen production in bioelectrochemical systems. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2014, 39,
770–777. [CrossRef]

100. Shen, R.X.; Liu, Z.D.; He, Y.H.; Zhang, Y.H.; Lu, J.W.; Zhu, Z.B.; Si, B.C.; Zhang, C.; Xing, X.H.
Microbial electrolysis cell to treat hydrothermal liquefied wastewater from cornstalk and recover hydrogen:
Degradation of organic compounds and characterization of microbial community. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy
2016, 41, 4132–4142. [CrossRef]

101. Zhao, Y.; Cao, W.J.; Wang, Z.; Zhang, B.W.; Chen, K.Q.; Ouyang, P.K. Enhanced succinic acid production
from corncob hydrolysate by microbial electrolysis cells. Bioresour. Technol. 2016, 202, 152–157. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

102. Ng, K.S.; Zhang, N.; Sadhukhan, J. Techno-economic analysis of polygeneration systems with carbon capture
and storage and CO2 reuse. Chem. Eng. J. 2013, 219, 96–108. [CrossRef]

103. Kondaveeti, S.; Min, B. Bioelectrochemical reduction of volatile fatty acids in anaerobic digestion effluent for
the production of biofuels. Water Res. 2015, 87, 137–144. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

104. ElMekawy, A.; Srikanth, S.; Bajracharya, S.; Hegab, H.M.; Nigam, P.S.; Singh, A.; Mohan, S.V.; Pant, D.
Food and agricultural wastes as substrates for bioelectrochemical system (bes): The synchronized recovery
of sustainable energy and waste treatment. Food Res. Int. 2015, 73, 213–225. [CrossRef]

105. Zhang, T.; Nie, H.R.; Bain, T.S.; Lu, H.Y.; Cui, M.M.; Snoeyenbos-West, O.L.; Franks, A.E.; Nevin, K.P.;
Russell, T.P.; Lovley, D.R. Improved cathode materials for microbial electrosynthesis. Energy Environ. Sci.
2013, 6, 217–224. [CrossRef]

106. Zhang, Y.F.; Angelidaki, I. Recovery of ammonia and sulfate from waste streams and bioenergy production
via bipolar bioelectrodialysis. Water Res. 2015, 85, 177–184. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

107. Gildemyn, S.; Luther, A.K.; Andersen, S.J.; Desloover, J.; Rabaey, K. Electrochemically and bioelectrochemically
induced ammonium recovery. J. Vis. Exp. 2015, 95, 52405. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

108. Nancharaiah, Y.V.; Mohan, S.V.; Lens, P.N.L. Recent advances in nutrient removal and recovery in biological
and bioelectrochemical systems. Bioresour. Technol. 2016, 215, 173–185. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

109. Scherson, Y.D.; Criddle, C.S. Recovery of freshwater from wastewater: Upgrading process configurations to
maximize energy recovery and minimize residuals. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2014, 48, 8420–8432. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

110. Hussain, A.; Lebrun, F.M.; Tartakovsky, B. Removal of organic carbon and nitrogen in a membraneless
flow-through microbial electrolysis cell. Enzyme Microb. Technol. 2017, 102, 41–48. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

111. Kokabian, B.; Gude, V.G. Sustainable photosynthetic biocathode in microbial desalination cells. Chem. Eng. J.
2015, 262, 958–965. [CrossRef]

112. Kelly, P.T.; He, Z. Nutrients removal and recovery in bioelectrochemical systems: A review. Bioresour. Technol.
2014, 153, 351–360. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

113. Kuntke, P.; Sleutels, T.H.J.A.; Arredondo, M.R.; Georg, S.; Barbosa, S.G.; ter Heijne, A.; Hamelers, H.V.M.;
Buisman, C.J.N. (bio)electrochemical ammonia recovery: Progress and perspectives. Appl. Microbiol. Biot.
2018, 102, 3865–3878. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

114. Cusick, R.D.; Logan, B.E. Phosphate recovery as struvite within a single chamber microbial electrolysis cell.
Bioresour. Technol. 2012, 107, 110–115. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Mohan, S.V.; Mohanakrishna, G.; Sarma, P.N. Composite vegetable waste as renewable resource for
bioelectricity generation through non-catalyzed open-air cathode microbial fuel cell. Bioresour. Technol.
2010, 101, 970–976. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

116. Lu, N.; Zhou, S.G.; Zhuang, L.; Zhang, J.T.; Ni, J.R. Electricity generation from starch processing wastewater
using microbial fuel cell technology. Biochem. Eng. J. 2009, 43, 246–251. [CrossRef]

117. Kuntke, P.; Sleutels, T.H.J.A.; Saakes, M.; Buisman, C.J.N. Hydrogen production and ammonium recovery
from urine by a microbial electrolysis cell. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2014, 39, 4771–4778. [CrossRef]

118. Wang, J.F.; Yang, X.R.; Chen, C.C.; Yang, S.T. Engineering clostridia for butanol production from biorenewable
resources: From cells to process integration. Curr. Opin. Chem. Eng. 2014, 6, 43–54. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bioelechem.2017.06.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28633067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2013.10.151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.01.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2015.12.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26708482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2012.12.082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2015.09.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26402877
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2014.11.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2EE23350A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2015.08.032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26318650
http://dx.doi.org/10.3791/52405
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25651406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.03.129
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27053446
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es501701s
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24963949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enzmictec.2017.03.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28465059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2014.10.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.12.046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24388692
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-018-8888-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29520602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.12.038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22212692
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2009.09.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19818602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2008.10.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2013.10.089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coche.2014.09.003


Energies 2018, 11, 2951 20 of 21

119. Jaramillo, F.; Destouni, G. Local flow regulation and irrigation raise global human water consumption and
footprint. Science 2015, 350, 1248–1251. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

120. Gosling, S.N.; Arnell, N.W. A global assessment of the impact of climate change on water scarcity. Clim. Chang.
2016, 134, 371–385. [CrossRef]

121. Ping, Q.Y.; Huang, Z.Y.; Dosoretz, C.; He, Z. Integrated experimental investigation and mathematical
modeling of brackish water desalination and wastewater treatment in microbial desalination cells. Water Res.
2015, 77, 13–23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

122. Misaghi, F.; Delgosha, F.; Razzaghmanesh, M.; Myers, B. Introducing a water quality index for assessing
water for irrigation purposes: A case study of the ghezel ozan river. Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 589, 107–116.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

123. Jacobson, K.S.; Drew, D.M.; He, Z. Efficient salt removal in a continuously operated upflow microbial
desalination cell with an air cathode. Bioresour. Technol. 2011, 102, 376–380. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

124. Ebrahimi, A.; Najafpour, G.D.; Kebria, D.Y. Performance of microbial desalination cell for salt removal and
energy generation using different catholyte solutions. Desalination 2018, 432, 1–9. [CrossRef]

125. Zhang, F.; He, Z. Scaling up microbial desalination cell system with a post-aerobic process for simultaneous
wastewater treatment and seawater desalination. Desalination 2015, 360, 28–34. [CrossRef]

126. ElMekawy, A.; Hegab, H.M.; Pant, D. The near-future integration of microbial desalination cells with reverse
osmosis technology. Energy Environ. Sci. 2014, 7, 3921–3933. [CrossRef]

127. Pietrelli, A.; Micangeli, A.; Ferrara, V.; Raffi, A. Wireless sensor network powered by a terrestrial microbial
fuel cell as a sustainable land monitoring energy system. Sustainability 2014, 6, 7263–7275. [CrossRef]

128. Brunelli, D.; Tosato, P.; Rossi, M. Flora monitoring with a plant-microbial fuel cell. Lect. Notes Electr. Eng.
2018, 429, 41–48.

129. Desmaele, D.; Renaud, L.; Tingry, S. A wireless sensor powered by a flexible stack of membraneless enzymatic
biofuel cells. Sens. Actuators B Chem. 2015, 220, 583–589. [CrossRef]

130. Yang, W.Y.; Wei, X.J.; Fraiwan, A.; Coogan, C.G.; Lee, H.; Choi, S. Fast and sensitive water quality assessment:
A mu l-scale microbial fuel cell-based biosensor integrated with an air-bubble trap and electrochemical
sensing functionality. Sens. Actuators B Chem. 2016, 226, 191–195. [CrossRef]

131. Kiran, V.; Gaur, B. Microbial fuel cell: Technology for harvesting energy from biomass. Rev. Chem. Eng. 2013,
29, 189–203. [CrossRef]

132. Shantaram, A.; Beyenal, H.; Veluchamy, R.R.A.; Lewandowski, Z. Wireless sensors powered by microbial
fuel cells. Enviorn. Sci. Technol. 2005, 39, 5037–5042. [CrossRef]

133. Donovan, C.; Dewan, A.; Heo, D.; Beyenal, H. Batteryless, wireless sensor powered by a sediment microbial
fuel cell. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2008, 42, 8591–8596. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

134. Sartori, D.; Brunelli, D. A smart sensor for precision agriculture powered by microbial fuel cells.
In Proceedings of the 2016 IEEE Sensors Applications Symposium (SAS), Catania, Italy, 20–22 April 2016;
pp. 42–47.

135. Chouler, J.; Lorenzo, M.D. Water quality monitoring in developing countries: Can micribial fuel cells be the
answer? Biosensors 2015, 5, 450–470. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

136. Feng, Y.; Barr, W.; Harper, W.F. Neural network processing of microbial fuel cell signals for the identification
of chemicals present in water. J. Environ. Manag. 2013, 120, 84–92. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

137. Stein, N.E.; Hamelers, H.V.M.; Buisman, C.N.J. Stabilizing the baseline current of a microbial fuel cell-based
biosensor through overpotential control under non-toxic conditions. Bioelectrochemistry 2010, 78, 87–91.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

138. Pereto, J.G.; Velasco, A.M.; Becerra, A.; Lazcano, A. Comparative biochemistry of CO2 fixation and the
evolution of autotrophy. Int. Microbiol. 1999, 2, 3–10. [PubMed]

139. Buisman, C. Lettinga Award 2017 for Dark Photosynthesis. Environmental Technology News, 16 November 2017.
140. Zheng, Y.; Wang, C.; Zheng, Z.; Che, J.; Xiao, Y.; Yang, Z.; Zhao, F. Ameliorating acidic soil using

bioelectrochemistry systems. RSC Adv. 2014, 4, 62544–62549. [CrossRef]
141. Lu, L.; Yazdi, H.; Jin, S.; Zuo, Y.; Fallgren, P.H.; Ren, Z.J. Enhanced bioremediation of hydrocarbon-

contaminated soil using pilot-scale bioelectrochemical systems. J. Hazard. Mater. 2014, 274, 8–15. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

142. Fedje, K.K.; Modin, O.; Stromvall, A. Copper recovery from polluted soils using acidic washing and
bioelectrochemical systems. Metals 2015, 5, 1328–1348. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aad1010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26785489
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10584-013-0853-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2015.03.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25839832
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.02.226
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28273593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.06.030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20584603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2018.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2015.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4EE02208D
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su6107263
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2015.05.099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2015.12.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/revce-2013-0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es0480668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es801763g
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19068853
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/bios5030450
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26193327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2013.01.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23507247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bioelechem.2009.09.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19896420
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10943384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4RA09890K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2014.03.060
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24762696
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/met5031328


Energies 2018, 11, 2951 21 of 21

143. Yuan, H.; Li, S.; Liu, J.; Song, C.; Chen, G. Cry1ab adsorption and transport in humic acid-coated geological
formation of alumino-silica clays. Water Air Soil Pollut. 2017, 228, 387. [CrossRef]

144. Li, X.; Wang, X.; Ren, Z.J.; Zhang, Y.; Li, N.; Zhou, Q. Sand amendment enhances bioelectrochemical
remediation of petroleum hydrocarbon contaminanted soil. Chemosphere 2015, 141, 62–70. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

145. Madurwar, M.V.; Ralegaonkar, R.V.; Mandavgane, S.A. Application of agro-waste for sustainable construction
materials: A review. Constr. Build. Mater. 2013, 38, 872–878. [CrossRef]

146. Li, S.; Chen, G. Using hydrogel-biochar composites for enhanced cadmium removal from aqueous media.
MOJ Min. Metall. 2018, 1, 79–83.

147. Li, S.; Chen, G. Thermogravimetric, thermochemical, and infrared spectral characterization of feedstocks
and biochar derived at different pyrolysis temperatures. Waste Manag. 2018, 78, 198–207. [CrossRef]

148. Huggins, T.; Wang, H.; Kearns, J.; Jenkins, P.; Ren, Z.J. Biochar as a sustainable electrode material for
electricity production in microbial fuel cells. Bioresour. Technol. 2014, 157, 114–119. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

149. Yuan, Y.; Yuan, T.; Wang, D.; Tang, J.; Zhou, S. Sewage sludge biochar as an efficient catalyst for oxygen
reduction reaction in an microbial fuel cell. Bioresour. Technol. 2013, 144, 115–120. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

150. Huggins, T.; Pietron, J.; Wang, H.; Ren, Z.J.; Biffinger, J. Graphitic biochar as a cathode electrocatalyst support
for microbial fuel cells. Bioresour. Technol. 2015, 195, 147–153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11270-017-3579-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2015.06.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26135976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2012.09.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2018.05.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.01.058
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24534792
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.06.075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23859987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2015.06.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26141670
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Methodology 
	Types of BESs 
	Microbial Fuel Cells (MFCs) 
	Microbial Electrolysis Cells (MECs) 
	Microbial Electrosynthesis (MESs) 
	Microbial Desalination Cells (MDCs) 
	Microbial Solar Cells (MSCs) 
	Enzymatic Biofuel Cells (EFCs) 

	Current Applications of BESs in Agriculture 
	Direct Generation of Electric Power 
	Production of Biohydrogen 
	Production of Biofuels and Other Value-Added Chemicals 
	Removal and Recovery of Nutrients 
	Treatment of Agricultural Wastes and Wastewater 
	Water Desalination for Irrigation 
	Power Supply for Agricultural Monitoring Devices 

	Potential Future Applications of BESs in Agriculture 
	Self-Powered Biosensors 
	Growing Food Without Sunlight 
	In-Situ Soil Remediation 
	Reuse of Agricultural Wastes in BESs 

	Conclusions 
	References

