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Abstract: The objective of this article is to deepen knowledge about the existing connections, at
the level of urban environments, between energy, water, and nutrients (or food). Energy and basic
resources—water and food—are closely interconnected, which is why the water–energy–food nexus
constitutes the essential integrated approach to ensuring the sustainable development of humanity.
This nexus is also valid in urban environments and can be adapted for buildings, interconnecting,
in this case, water, energy, and nutrients. This article is a literature review in this area, intending
to highlight the strong connections between water, energy, and nutrients at the level of buildings,
integrating the results obtained in different studies and showing the global importance of this nexus.
The water–energy relationship in buildings is already well known in terms of the production of
domestic hot water or building pumping, for example, but it turns out that it goes far beyond this
interrelationship, also having implications for public networks. Regarding the water–nutrients nexus
in urban environments, it can play an important role in terms of food security for humanity, especially
regarding the possibility of recovering phosphorus in buildings.

Keywords: water–energy nexus; water–energy–nutrients nexus; net-zero buildings

1. Introduction

The increasing need for the sustainable use of energy and resources globally, as a
result of population growth on our planet, economic development models, and, in some
regions, climate change, requires a holistic and integrated approach as a guiding principle
of development policies [1–5]. This principle is highlighted in the UN Agenda 2030, where it
is stated that it is through this integrated approach that cross-connections can be promoted
among social progress, economic development, and environmental protection [6–9].

Energy and basic resources—food and water—are closely interconnected, which is
why the water–energy–food nexus constitutes the essential integrated approach to ensure
the sustainable development of humanity. In general terms, water is crucial in most forms
of energy production and energy is necessary for many uses of water, such as supplying
populations or heating domestic hot water [10]. Energy and water are also closely linked to
food. In the current conditions of the planet, with a growing global population, agriculture
is responsible for 70% of total freshwater consumption [11], while food production and its
distribution chain represent around 30% of all energy consumption [12].

This water–energy–food nexus can also be valid in urban environments [13–16]
and can be adapted for buildings, particularly in their use phase [17]. In this case, this
nexus must be seen concerning the interconnection between water, energy, and nutrients
(or fertilizers).

It may be added that some authors, noting that urban agriculture is expanding rapidly
to meet the growing demand for locally produced food, propose an intermediate concept,

Water 2024, 16, 904. https://doi.org/10.3390/w16060904 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/water

https://doi.org/10.3390/w16060904
https://doi.org/10.3390/w16060904
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/water
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1896-0128
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2488-3202
https://doi.org/10.3390/w16060904
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/water
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/w16060904?type=check_update&version=1


Water 2024, 16, 904 2 of 13

dividing the “food” component in urban environments into nutrients and food, that is,
considering a water–energy–nutrients–food nexus [18]. This extended nexus, however, is
only of interest in the analysis of resource stocks and flows when there is urban agriculture,
excluding other situations, such as the use of nutrients recovered in the fertilization of
green roofs or urban gardens.

Due to sustainability concerns, net-zero-energy buildings (NZEBs) have already be-
come a reality in many areas of the planet, and the next actions should be the design and
dissemination of net-zero-water and net-zero-nutrients buildings. However, this approach
should not be conducted independently. In fact, “net-zero-buildings” should be the con-
structive solutions of the future, but they should consider the intrinsic relationship that
also exists in urban environments between water, energy, and nutrients.

The net-zero-building concept intertwines with the circular use of resources, but
these concepts are not equivalent. In the case of energy, net-zero-energy buildings do not
mean the circular use of the resource, but rather that the total amount of energy used by
the building is approximately equal to the amount of renewable resources produced or
available locally.

In relation to water, part of this resource can be used circularly, through water recycling,
but alternative renewable sources, such as rainwater, can also be considered. In the case of
buildings with zero nutrients, the use of resources can be circular [19], as some nutrients
can be recovered and used as fertilizers in green roofs or urban agriculture, as is the case
with phosphorus (P), as illustrated in [20–22].

When there is a centralized drainage system, the recovery of nutrients discarded
in buildings can be performed downstream in wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs),
for example [23–27]. For this solution, several technologies have been proposed over
the last few years [28–35], which will be referred to later, although none of them have
become widespread or have been recognized, to date, as being of obvious interest from a
technical–economic perspective.

This article aims to highlight, at the level of urban environments, the strong connec-
tions between water, energy, and nutrients. Based on a review of some recent publications
in this area, we intend to integrate the results obtained in partial studies related to each
of these interconnections and to show the importance of the nexus between energy, water,
and nutrients in buildings.

2. Materials and Methods

For the literature review, keywords related to the nexuses of water–energy, energy–
nutrients, and water–nutrients in buildings were used, as well as keywords related to
the global water–energy–food and water–energy–nutrients nexuses. Articles on “net-zero
buildings” were also analyzed. It was found that the available literature on the relationship
between water, energy, and nutrients in buildings is relatively restricted and focuses mainly
on isolated analyses of each of these resources or the relationship between water and energy,
specifically the production of sanitary hot water (SHW). The concepts of net-zero-water
or net-zero-nutrients buildings have also been the subject of few studies. A search of the
scientific literature centered on these concepts returned a relatively small number of articles,
unlike net-zero-energy buildings (NZEBs), also called “nearly zero-energy buildings”,
where extensive references can be found.

However, it appears that most studies on NZEBs focus exclusively on solutions to
reduce the energy needs of the network through better thermal insulation, self-production,
increased efficiency in use, etc., without addressing the possible implications outside the
building or interconnections with other resources, such as water, except for SHW production.

In this article, the links between water nutrients, energy nutrients, and water–energy
will be analyzed separately. The latter will focus not only on the traditional approach
to SHW production but also on reducing energy consumption in public water supply
and drainage systems associated with greater efficiency in water cycle management
for buildings.
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3. Results
3.1. Water–Nutrients Nexus in Buildings

Regarding the water–nutrients nexus in buildings, toilets and urinals, when they
exist, are essential components in the relationship between these resources. These devices
have always played a key role in the context of the water–nutrients nexus and have high
potential, in the future, to make important contributions to the promotion of solutions for
the sustainable use of nutrients at the scale of buildings and their surroundings. In fact,
nutrients recovered in buildings, from manure, urine, or domestic effluents, can be used in
urban agriculture or the fertilization of public gardens or green roofs.

In early civilizations with sanitation concerns, such as Rome, some buildings were
equipped with direct flush solutions, such as open seats over water lines. Pit latrines ap-
peared later, usually in rural areas (Figure 1), and were improved and reinvented over time,
allowing the recovery of nutrients and their subsequent use in agriculture with progressive
health safety [36,37]. It can be said that these latrines thus constituted the first sustainability
solution within the water–nutrients nexus in buildings and their surroundings. (Even in
cases where they were not equipped with flushing devices for cleaning, water was always
present, as it represents 95% of urine and 75% of feces).
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Recently, in parallel with concerns about water efficiency in toilets, the importance
of resource recovery has resurfaced, leading to the development of solutions such as
composting toilets. Examples of solutions of this type include the toilets installed in
the Choi building at the University of British Columbia, which do not require water or
the Aquatron system [37]. The latter system can operate with less than 3 L per flush
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and allows the separation of solid and liquid waste, allowing the separate treatment of
these two types of waste, with composting in the case of solid waste. More recently, the
nanomembrane toilet, which is also a waterless solution, was developed by researchers at
Cranfield University and promoted by the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation [37].

Food production requires a total of seventeen elements, among which nitrogen, phos-
phorus, and potassium are considered the fundamental ones (macronutrients). These three
elements can be found in human urine, which also contains some secondary micronutrients.

However, special attention must be paid to phosphorus and the possibility of its
recovery. There are several warnings about the urgency and importance of this recovery,
from, for example, the European Commission (Parliament statement of 24 May 2012 (§52)).
Its scarcity could compromise humanity’s food security, but population growth, wars, and
the increase in global agriculture are intensifying the pressure on the finite reserves of this
nutrient. About 90% of phosphorus reserves are in China, Russia, the United States, and
Morocco, but it is estimated that the reserves whose extraction will be economically viable
will be exhausted in the next 30–40 to 300–400 years. The wide range of this estimate arises
from doubts regarding the volume and quality of reserves and uncertainties regarding
future demand [20–22].

On the other hand, the discharge of domestic and industrial effluents rich in phos-
phorus into the water environment is the main cause of eutrophication, which is a very
significant problem affecting the quality of freshwater bodies that has yet to be adequately
resolved, at least in Europe. As the recovery of phosphorus is an emergency in the face of
food safety and pollution problems, it appears that its elimination through urine is one of
the main contributors to its dissemination in the environment and loss in the value chain.
Indeed, urine contributes almost half of the total P load in wastewater.

An average adult excretes a significant amount of phosphorus through urine (around
1 g per day), but there are still no established solutions for its recovery in water bodies.
Phosphorus recovery in urban wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) is theoretically possi-
ble and has been the subject of several studies and pilot installations, proposing different
technologies, such as infiltration–percolation processes [39], microalgae [40,41], membrane
contactors [42], ion exchange processes [43], selective electrodialysis [44], simultaneous
nitrification–denitrification [45], electrochemical pH modulation [46], and others [47–54].
However, recovery at source, that is, in buildings, presents clear advantages in reduc-
ing dilution and minimizing costs and energy consumption when compared to recovery
processes in treatment plants.

Usually, urine recovered from buildings can be directly used as fertilizer without the
need for a specific process of separation and recovery of phosphorus (or other nutrients).
The biggest problem with using urine directly as a fertilizer, which should be avoided,
is the possible presence of enteric pathogens. In general, human urine does not contain
pathogens, but fecal cross-contamination can occur during the separation and collection
process. Storing source-separated urine in sealed containers is considered the simplest
approach to reducing the number of pathogens. Several studies have demonstrated that
a storage time of a few months is sufficient to reduce the risk of transmission to below
the acceptable limit [55]. During this maturation phase, urea is hydrolyzed into ammonia,
which causes the pH to increase from approximately pH = 6 to pH = 9 after a few days
or weeks. At this point, ammonia represents 90% of the nitrogen in stored urine, and it is
this harsh chemical environment that allows the sanitation of source-separated urine [55].
In some specific situations, other problems may exist, particularly when the presence
of medicines and other micropollutants in urine intended for fertilization applications
is expected [56,57].

It can be noted that, on green roofs for example, fertilizations are typically performed
twice a year. This periodicity is perfectly compatible with the periods necessary for urine
maturation, which must be at least 2 to 3 months. Even if other fertilization periods are
necessary given the type and age of the species, it does not appear that incompatibilities
will arise in these applications.
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The direct use of matured urine for agricultural purposes has already been the subject
of pilot projects in several countries, such as South Africa, Germany, the Netherlands,
Sweden, and China, which has already installed more than 700,000 urine-diverting toilets
since the end of the last century [37,58].

In Sweden, urine diversion in toilet facilities has been considered a good solution for
rural areas to reduce nutrient enrichment in natural waterways, with more than 135,000
urine diversion toilets installed. There are also specific recommendations for the use of
urine collected in buildings [37]. In the Netherlands, the authority responsible for water
management in the city of Amsterdam developed a pilot program for collecting urine in
public toilets, estimating an annual production of 1000 tons of fertilizer, to subsequently
fertilize public gardens and green roofs.

Although current efforts focus mainly on the recovery of urine and its direct use as
fertilizer after maturation, technologies are also being developed for the direct recovery
of phosphorus from urine at the source, based, for example, on physical separation pro-
cesses with nanotechnological structures of alumina [59,60]. In any case, urine separation
in buildings, whether or not one is aiming at the subsequent recovery of phosphorus,
requires a revolution in current bathrooms, with the generalization of the installation of
urine-diverting toilets and the generalization of the installation of urinals in residential
buildings, including specific models for women. These measures may involve new designs
for sanitary appliances and installations and, eventually, new sizing rules for building
drainage networks.

The development of urine-diverting toilets has been ongoing for several years [61].
However, the acceptance of this type of toilet has been conditioned by problems not yet fully
resolved related to the complex maintenance required to avoid the blockage of pipes caused
by the precipitation of salts and minerals present in urine, which causes the formation of
crystals [62,63].

One of the most recent projects in this context is being developed in Portugal and is in
the final testing phase. It is a separating toilet with a traditional exterior design (Figure 2)
but with an innovative solution for urine separation, which involves diluting the urine in a
small volume of flush water. This condition required specific research on urine maturation
to evaluate the efficiency of the separation process and health safety, in turn confirming the
feasibility of the later use of matured urine as fertilizer. Through microbiological analyses
already carried out, it was confirmed that, after a maturation period of 2 to 3 months,
sanitary conditions compatible with the intended applications were achieved [55].
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From the perspective of the water–energy–food nexus, nitrogen and potassium are
equally relevant although without the urgency for recovery that is attributed to phospho-
rus [64–68]. The contribution of buildings, in these cases, may not be as significant.

3.2. Energy–Nutrients Nexus in Buildings

Electric toilets, which use electricity to process waste for nutrient recovery, can be
representative of the nutrients–energy nexus in buildings. This is the case, for example,
of the composting toilets installed in the C.K. Choi Building, a demonstration building
with innovative sustainable design features located at the University of British Columbia
(Vancouver) [69].

Energy may also be necessary for the recovery of urine, its maturation, and its subse-
quent use as fertilizer, for example in pumping equipment. However, the nexus between
energy and nutrients will be less relevant than the nexus between energy and water at
the building level, in relative terms, given the smaller amounts of energy involved in
the former.

In the context of the energy–nutrients nexus, it is interesting to note that the en-
ergy consumption for the industrial production of one kilogram of phosphate fertilizer is
around 8 MJ, according to industry data. In the case of nitrogen fertilizers, the value is
40 MJ [70]. Furthermore, the fertilizer distribution chain (including processing, packaging,
and transport) also consumes significant amounts of energy.

These values show that, in a global analysis, the simple recovery and use of nutrients in
buildings and their surroundings can lead to significant reductions in energy consumption.
In fact, the local use of urine as fertilizer in buildings or their surroundings only requires
small pumps to transfer liquids between containers, and long-distance transportation is
not necessary. In other words, energy consumption is negligible.

3.3. Water–Energy Nexus in Buildings

In the context of improving water efficiency in buildings, studies show that simply
replacing traditional equipment with more efficient devices can lead to significant water
savings in buildings, with rapid economic return [71]. This should, therefore, be the
solution that should be implemented as a priority, due to its relatively low cost, the
significant savings that can be obtained, and the effects it can also have on reducing
energy consumption.

A relevant contribution to reducing energy consumption in buildings can result from
the application of water efficiency measures, although this aspect is not generally perceived
in the implementation of policies to improve energy efficiency in the built environment.
Water efficiency has significant consequences in reducing energy consumption in buildings,
by reducing energy needs for heating sanitary hot water (SHW) and for possible water
pressurization, also reflecting on energy consumption in public networks and of water
supply and drainage, by reducing the volumes abstracted, pumped, and treated [71].

A study by the Portuguese Association for Quality in Building Installations (ANQIP)
carried out in Aveiro, a medium-sized Portuguese city (70,000 inhabitants), concluded that
water consumption in the city could potentially be reduced by around 3.1 × 106 m3 per year,
compared to the current scenario, through the widespread application of more efficient
devices in buildings (showers, taps, etc., with category “A” of the ANQIP labeling system
for the water efficiency of products) (Figure 3). According to the same study, this reduction,
which represents around 24% of the total water consumption in the domestic sector in the
city, translates to a reduction in energy consumption of approximately 11.6 × 106 kWh per
year, only concerning the production of SWH in buildings for taps and showers [71].
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According to the Aveiro Water Authority (AdRA), energy consumption is 1.156 kWh/m3

in water production and distribution and 0.818 kWh/m3 in wastewater drainage and
treatment. Therefore, in addition to direct energy savings in SHW heating, reducing water
consumption in buildings also implies reductions in energy consumption in public water
supply and drainage systems (including treatment plants), which can be estimated at
4.4 × 106 kWh per year [71].

In total values, the potential for reducing energy consumption in the Municipality of
Aveiro, as a result of applying simple water efficiency measures in buildings, is around
16 × 106 kWh per year. This amount reflects the relevance of the water–energy nexus
in buildings.

Reducing energy consumption can also translate to a reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions, mainly CO2. In Aveiro, the form of energy used in public networks is electricity,
which is also the form of energy used in the vast majority of buildings. Considering the
indicator available at the time of the ANQIP study, which results from the energy mix
used in electricity production in Portugal (≈270 g CO2/kWh), it can be estimated that
a reduction in water consumption in buildings of 2.24 × 106 m3 per year will allow a
reduction in emissions of around 4500 tons per year [71].

This result clearly shows the important link between water and energy that exists in
buildings. However, this nexus can also be found in other installations or equipment in
buildings, and not just in SHW heating or in the associated consumption in public networks.
This is the case, for example, of water pressurization systems or vacuum drainage systems,
when they exist.

Regarding water-using products (WuPs) in buildings, in addition to concerns about
reducing flows or volumes, there has been a rapid evolution in recent decades in their
designs, seeking to increase comfort, hygiene or sustainability parameters. This evolution
has implied, in many situations, an increase in energy consumption in sanitary installations.

As an example, Table 1 presents a summary of the main recent innovations in toilets,
according to manufacturers’ catalogues (including smart toilets, which combine the function
of a normal toilet with the cleaning functions of a bidet), indicating those that involve energy
consumption. It can be observed that most innovations involve energy consumption.
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Table 1. Recent innovations in toilets and energy needs.

Recent Innovations in Toilets with Energy Needs Recent Innovations in Toilets without Energy Needs

- Touchless flush button;
- Seat with motion-activated automatic opening/closing;
- Heated seat;
- Adjustable seat temperature;
- Air purifier deodorization;
- UV sanitizing nozzle;
- Oscillating jet;
- Adjustable water pressure;
- Adjustable water temperature;
- Air dryer;
- Adjustable air dryer temperature;
- “Hands-free” remote control;
- “Touch screen” remote control;
- Ambient lighting;
- Multiple memorized profiles;
- Speaker integration (radio, music, etc.);
- Integrated sensors that alert you to possible leaks;
- Seat height adjustment.

- Dual flush;
- Discontinuous flush;
- Tornado flush;
- Rimless pan design;
- Soft-close seat;
- Self-cleaning nozzle;
- Removable nozzle;
- Rear cleaning nozzle;
- Adjustable jet position;
- Emergency flushing system during power outages.

The water–energy nexus in water-using products (WuPs) was also considered in
the recent Unified European Water Label (UWL). According to studies by the European
Commission (EC), replacing standard domestic devices (taps, showers, etc.) with water-
efficient products will result in an overall reduction in annual domestic water consumption
of up to 35% for taps and 11% for showers and 30% in associated energy. It should be noted
that the Aveiro study is in line with these estimates [71].

The importance of these numbers is evident, considering that the total water with-
drawal for use in taps and showers was estimated in the European Union (EU) to be around
25,000 Mm3 in 2010, and the total energy demand associated with the use of taps and
showers in EU countries was estimated at around 3000 PJ3/year [72]. The total CO2eq
emissions related to annual EU primary energy demand from taps and showers were
estimated to be around 160 Mton in 2010.

However, strong EU policies for water efficiency in buildings have not been promoted
in the past, which is why several efficiency labels for water-using products (WuPs) have
emerged in different European countries in recent years, generally for voluntary use, as
is the case with the ANQIP label shown in Figure 3 [73,74]. In 2018, an agreement was
reached with representatives from ANQIP, Water Label, Swedish Label, and Swiss Label to
develop a unified European label for all WuPs. This agreement resulted in the creation of
the Unified Water Label (UWL), which is represented in Figure 4.

The Unified Water Label Association (UWLA), the entity responsible for developing
the UWL, considered that a single label covering water and energy efficiencies would
be the best option for the market. Therefore, in addition to a color grid associated with
water consumption, the UWL also has an energy icon on the base, which can be seen in
Figure 4, to make consumers aware of the predicted annual energy consumption when
using the product.

Energy consumption associated with water flow rates or volumes (water–energy
nexus) is not yet considered in European Standards, so the UWLA has established a
calculation based on basic physics principles:

E = m × C × ∆T (1)

where
E = energy [kWh];
m = mass [kg];
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C = specific heat of water = 0.00116 kWh/(kg K);
∆T = temperature difference [K].
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With this basic calculation, together with average usage times, the expected annual
energy consumption can be easily estimated. The average usage times to consider are
as follows:

(1) For washbasin taps (and bidets): 1 min per use and five uses per person and per day;
(2) For kitchen taps: 1 min per use and five uses per person and per day;
(3) For showers: 7 min per use and one use per person and per day.

With regard to washbasin taps and showers, an average outlet temperature of 38 ◦C is
accepted, while for kitchen taps, the average outlet temperature is considered to be 45 ◦C.
In all cases, the average inlet temperature is set at 15 ◦C. The main calculation assumptions
were taken directly from an EC study on taps and showers [73,74]. For bathtubs, the
same calculation can be used to raise awareness of the energy costs associated with filling
the bathtub.

The development of rainwater-harvesting systems and the reuse of gray water in
buildings are constructive solutions that have had significant dissemination in several
countries over the last few years. Therefore, the analysis of the water–energy nexus for
these installations is also of interest.

Rainwater-harvesting systems in buildings obviously reduce water (and energy) con-
sumption from public networks, as rainwater can be used for purposes that do not require
drinking water. However, they often require a pressurization system in the building.

It can easily be seen that the energy consumption when these systems are installed is
equal to or lower than that which occurs when the supply is made via the public network,
given that the pressurization systems are dimensioned for the minimum pressures required
in the building, which is not the case with the public network, where pressures seek to
respond to the general needs of the entire urban area.
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With regard to the use of graywater, it can be said that so-called compact installations,
with a short retention period and simplified treatment (as is the case with devices available
on the market that combine a washbasin and flush toilet), also lead to savings in energy. In
fact, there is a reduction in water consumption from the public network in these situations,
with an inherent reduction in energy consumption, as previously mentioned.

In the case of installations with long retention periods, with “conventional” treatment,
the energy consumed in the treatment process makes the system “neutral” from an energy
point of view. In fact, the energy required to treat graywater, around 1.8 kWh/m3, is
approximately equivalent to the energy saved in the urban water cycle. (In the study
carried out by ANQIP in the city of Aveiro, energy consumption in public networks was
precisely determined to be around 1.8 kWh/m3 [71]).

4. Conclusions

The water–energy–food nexus, to which some authors add climate, is the fundamental
link for the sustainable development of humanity and human security. This nexus is
valid globally but can also be considered on a regional or local scale or even applied in
non-agricultural environments, such as cities or even buildings. In the latter cases, this
nexus reflects the relationship between energy, water, and nutrients (or fertilizers).

With regard to the connection between water and nutrients, it should be noted that
the recovery of phosphorus in buildings or urban environments will probably be a solution
of the greatest relevance in the future. Phosphorus is a non-renewable element essential
for food production, the lack of which can compromise humanity’s food security, with
its loss through urine being one of the main causes of losses in the value chain. Without
prejudice to other applicable recovery technologies, for example in WWTPs, the installation
of urine-diverting toilets and urinals in residential buildings and the generalization of
urinals for women, for example, will probably be advantageous solutions for recovery in
terms of energy and efficiency. The relationship between energy and nutrients in buildings
is generally not very relevant. However, the global water–energy–nutrients nexus can be
found in buildings at the level of some modern toilet composting solutions.

The relationship between water and energy is always very significant, and buildings
are no exception. In addition to the important and well-known dependence that exists
on the production of domestic hot water, there are many other aspects in which this
connection is revealed in urban environments and buildings. This is the case, for example,
for electricity consumption in public supply and drainage networks, which must, naturally,
be associated with water consumption in buildings, and energy consumption resulting
from pressurization needs in buildings or the existence of vacuum drainage systems.
Furthermore, the rapid evolution in recent decades in the design of sanitary installations,
seeking to increase comfort, hygiene, or sustainability parameters, has implied, in many
situations, an associated energy consumption. Water labelling for water-using products
(WuPs) must be encouraged, as, in addition to being an incentive for the installation of
efficient devices, it in many cases incorporates information on the water–energy nexus, as
is the case in the new European Unified Water Label (UWL).

Overall, the water–energy–nutrients nexus in urban environments and buildings is
particularly relevant and, in some respects, may be essential for sustainable development
and human food security. It should, therefore, be the subject of special attention, in parallel
with the global and essential approach to the water–energy–food nexus.
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51. Jama-Rodzeńska, A.; Białowiec, A.; Koziel, J.; Sowiński, J. Waste to phosphorus: A transdisciplinary solution to P recovery from
wastewater based on the TRIZ approach. J. Environ. Manag. 2021, 287, 112235. [CrossRef]

52. Liu, H.; Hu, G.; Basar, I.; Li, J.; Lyczko, N.; Nzihou, A.; Eskicioglu, C. Phosphorus recovery from municipal sludge-derived
ash and hydrochar through wet-chemical technology: A review towards sustainable waste management. Chem. Eng. J. 2021,
417, 129300. [CrossRef]

53. Liu, Y.; He, L.; Deng, Y.; Zhang, Q.; Jiang, G.; Liu, H. Recent progress on the recovery of valuable resources from source-separated
urine on-site using electrochemical technologies: A review. Chem. Eng. J. 2022, 43, 13620. [CrossRef]

54. Magrí, A.; Carreras-Sempere, M.; Biel, C.; Colprim, J. Recovery of phosphorus from waste water profiting from biological nitrogen
treatment: Upstream, concomitant or downstream precipitation alternatives. Agronomy 2020, 10, 1039. [CrossRef]

55. Almeida, J.; Azevedo, A.; Brett, M.; Tadeu, A. Urine recovery at the building level. Build. Environ. 2019, 156, 110–116. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1089/ees.2019.0053
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2020.101537
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.167193
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsestengg.0c00253
https://doi.org/10.1089/ees.2018.0436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2020.107570
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32531318
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0CS01150A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.113246
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2020.114616
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13201-019-0945-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.125461
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-8524(99)00121-2
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0EW00960A
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41545-020-0054-x
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2019.1696410
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31750797
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.143387
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33218807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2020.117166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biteb.2020.100425
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2022.118102
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35091221
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.0c00355
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2021.114949
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.112235
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2021.129300
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2022.136200
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10071039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2019.04.006


Water 2024, 16, 904 13 of 13

56. Jaatinen, S.; Palmroth, M.; Rintala, J.; Tuhkanen, T. The effect of urine storage on antiviral and antibiotic compounds in the liquid
phase of source-separated urine. Environ. Technol. 2016, 37, 2189–2198. [CrossRef]

57. Pronk, W.; Koné, D. Options for urine treatment in developing countries. Desalination 2009, 248, 360–368. [CrossRef]
58. SEI: Stockholm Environment Institute. Urine Diversion: One Step towards Sustainable Sanitation; EcoSanRes Programme: Stockholm,

Sweden, 2006; 76p.
59. Shingubara, S. Fabrication of Nanomaterials Using Porous Alumina Templates. J. Nanoparticle Res. 2004, 5, 17–30. [CrossRef]
60. Xie, X.; Wang, Q.; Ma, H.; Ogawa, H. Phosphate removal from wastewater using aluminium oxide as adsorbent. Int. J. Environ.

Pollut. 2005, 23, 486–491. [CrossRef]
61. Larsen, T.; Alder, A.; Eggen, R.; Maurer, M.; Lienert, J. Source separation: Will we see a paradigm shift in wastewater handling?

Environ. Sci. Technol. 2009, 43, 6121–6125. [CrossRef]
62. Mitchell, C.; Fam, D.; Abeysuriya, K. Transitioning to Sustainable Sanitation: A Transdisciplinary Pilot Project of Urine Diversion;

Institute for Sustainable Futures, University of Technology Sydney: Sydney, Australia, 2013; 139p.
63. Larsen, T.; Lienert, J. NoMix—A New Approach to Urban Water Management (Final Report); Novaquatis: Duebendorf, Switzerland,

2007; 32p.
64. Mangindaan, D.; Kaburuan, E.; Meindrawan, B. Black Soldier Fly Larvae (Hermetia illucens) for Biodiesel and/or Animal Feed as

a Solution for Waste-Food-Energy Nexus: Bibliometric Analysis. Sustainability 2022, 14, 3993. [CrossRef]
65. Haodong Lin, H.; Borrion, A.; Fonseca-Zang, W.; Zang, J.; Leandro, J.; Campos, L. Life cycle assessment of a biogas system for

cassava processing in Brazil to close the loop in the water-waste-energy-food nexus. J. Clean. Prod. 2021, 299, 126861. [CrossRef]
66. Zarei, S.; Bozorg-Haddad, O.; Kheirinejad, S.; Loáiciga, H. Environmental sustainability: A review of the water–energy–food

nexus. AQUA Water Infrastruct. Ecosyst. Soc. 2021, 70, 138–154. [CrossRef]
67. Siah, Q.; Zabiri, H. Modeling and Optimization of Water–Food–Energy Nexus for Malaysia’s Agricultural Sector. Sustainability

2022, 14, 1799. [CrossRef]
68. Ledari, M.; Saboohi, Y.; Azamian, S. Water-food-energy-ecosystem nexus model development: Resource scarcity and regional

development. Energy Nexus 2023, 10, 100207. [CrossRef]
69. Laquian, E. Design for the Next Millennium—The C.K.; Choi Building for the Institute of Asian Research, University of British

Columbia, IAR UBC: Vancouver, BC, Canada, 1996; ISBN 13:9780888651617.
70. Fadare, D.; Bamiro, O.; Oni, A. Energy and coist analysis of organic fertilizer production in Nigeria. Energy 2010, 35, 332–340.

[CrossRef]
71. Silva-Afonso, A.; Rodrigues, F.; Pimentel-Rodrigues, C. Water efficiency in buildings: Assessment of its impact on energy

efficiency and reducing GHG emissions. In Proceedings of the 6th IASME/WSEAS International Conference on Energy &
Environment—EE’11, Cambridge, UK, 23–25 February 2011; WSEAS Press: Cambridge, UK, 2011; pp. 191–195.

72. European Commission (EC). MEErP Preparatory Study on Taps and Showers, Task 7 Report: Policy Scenarios (Version 1); JRC: Brussels,
Belgium, 2014; 353p.

73. Kelly, D. The European Water Label: An analysis and review. In Proceedings of the CIB W062 39th International Symposium on
Water Supply and Drainage for Buildings, Nagano, Japan, 17–20 September 2013. [CrossRef]

74. Velazquez, C.; Silva-Afonso, A.; Pimentel-Rodrigues, C. O novo rótulo unificado europeu para a eficiência hídrica e energética
de produtos. In Proceedings of the XX SILUBESA—Simpósio Luso-Brasileiro e Engenharia Sanitária e Ambiental—Água e
Sustentabilidade Ambiental: Desafios e ação, Aveiro, Portugal, 29 June–1 July 2022. (In Portuguese).

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2016.1144799
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2008.05.076
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024479827507
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJEP.2005.007611
https://doi.org/10.1021/es803001r
https://doi.org/10.3390/su142113993
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.126861
https://doi.org/10.2166/aqua.2020.058
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14031799
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nexus.2023.100207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2009.09.030
https://doi.org/10.13140/2.1.1430.4005

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results 
	Water–Nutrients Nexus in Buildings 
	Energy–Nutrients Nexus in Buildings 
	Water–Energy Nexus in Buildings 

	Conclusions 
	References

