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Abstract 

The global demand for sustainable energy is increasing due to urbanization, industrialization, population, and devel‑
opmental growth. Transforming the large quantities of biomass resources such as agro‑residues/wastes could raise 
the energy supply and promote energy mix. Residues of biomass instituted in the rural and industrial centers are 
enormous, and poor management of these residues results in several indescribable environmental threats. The energy 
potential of these residues can provide job opportunities and income for nations. The generation and utilization of 
dissimilar biomass as feedstock for energy production via densification could advance the diversity of energy crops. 
An increase in renewable and clean energy demand will likely increase the request for biomass residues for renew‑
able energy generation via densification. This will reduce the environmental challenges associated with burning and 
dumping of these residues in an open field. Densification is the process of compacting particles together through the 
application of pressure to form solid fuels. Marketable densification is usually carried out using conventional pressure‑
driven processes such as extrusion, screw press, piston type, hydraulic piston press, roller press, and pallet press (ring 
and flat die). Based on compaction, densification methods can be categorized into high‑pressure, medium‑pressure, 
and low‑pressure compactions. The common densification processes are briquetting, pelletizing, bailing, and cubing. 
They manufacture solid fuel with desirable fuel characteristics—physical, mechanical, chemical, thermal, and combus‑
tion characteristics. Fuel briquettes and pellets have numerous advantages and applications both in domestic and 
industrial settings. However, for biomass to be rationally and efficiently utilized as solid fuel, it must be characterized 
to determine its fuel properties. Herein, an overview of the densification of biomass residues as a source of sustainable 
energy is presented.
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Introduction
Sustainable energy is the backbone for the social–eco-
nomic expansion of any country. It plays a significant 
role in national and intercontinental diplomacy. It is a 
marketable product for earning national and interna-
tional income, which can fund governmental advance-
ment and innovation programs (Ajimotokan et al. 2019a). 
Energy is an input into the manufacture of products and 
services in industrial, transportation, health, education, 

and agricultural sectors and a device for politics and 
security. The desire to provide clean, environmentally 
friendly, renewable, and sustainable energy had con-
tinued to increase as an effort to reduce environmental 
degradation due to the use of fossil fuels for a long time. 
This is essential to provide healthy living and a green 
environment.

A sustainable energy system is a reliable, environmen-
tally friendly, and cost-efficient energy source that effec-
tively uses locally available resources as the primary 
feedstock or raw materials for its generation (Ojolo et al. 
2016; Suberu et  al. 2012; Ahmad et  al. 2016). They are 
energy that does not cause environmental degradation as 
experienced with the use of fossil fuels. It is bendable in 
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relation to new technology, profitability, and governmen-
tal solutions. Among the renewable energy sources that 
display sustainability properties, biomass energy exhib-
ited favorable characteristics, which have to be promis-
ing and affordable for the past few decades. This energy 
source had been broadly exploited, possibly because of its 
abundance, cost-effectiveness, and native nature (Done-
pudi 2017). Also, because biomass retains a closed car-
bon cycle with no net rise in atmospheric carbon dioxide, 
this is due to the replanting operations of the previous 
harvest, which utilizes the carbon dioxide emitted by 
conventional energy sources.

The global demand for sustainable energy is increas-
ing due to an increase in urbanization, industrialization, 
populace, and developmental growth. Regrettably, the 
obtainable infrastructures for the supply, especially in 
the rural areas, are limited. From the global assessment, 
more than half of the human populace has no access to a 
sustainable form of energy (Ahmad et al. 2016; Muham-
mad 2019; Manouchehrinejad and Mani 2018; Meda and 
Dumonceaux 2018; Tuates et  al. 2016a). A larger per-
centage of this population lives in developing countries 
and is usually underprivileged. They majorly depend on 
primitive biomass as the main energy source, which had 
caused health hazards and several indescribable risks. 
Studies have shown that there are abundant available 
resources for renewable energy generation in most of the 
rural areas (Oyedepo et al. 2019). Despite the availability, 
there is low access to clean energy by the teeming popu-
lace. Transforming the abundance of biomass resources 
such as agricultural wastes, which are most of the time 
disposed of by dumping and burning them to produce 
usable energy, could raise the energy supply by promot-
ing an energy mix. The energy potential of these residues 
can provide job opportunities and income for nations 
instead of causing environmental hazards.

Biomass resources can be converted into usable energy 
via several treatments such as densification. The con-
sumption of densification products has increased from 2 
million to 37 million tons from 2000 to 2015 due to the 
increase in global energy demand. This accounted for 
about 92% increase in energy consumption (Gauthier 
2015). Since 2011 when pellets production and consump-
tion reach an equilibrium, many electric power plants in 
the United Kingdom have made a complete transition 
to the utilization of solid biomass fuel as feedstock (IEA 
2011). In 2013, the global pellet production was led by 
the EU (50–12.2-million tons) followed by the US (and 
Canada (31%), China (9%), Russia (7%), and the rest (4%), 
all cumulated to about 24.5-million tons. The global pel-
let consumption followed the order—Europe and UK 
(23.2-million tons), US and Canada (2.7-million tons), 
Russia (1 million tons), Asia (0.9 million tons), and the 

rest with about 0.3-million tons (Solorzano et  al. 2017). 
A similar trend was reported in 2016, with total pellet 
consumption of ~27.8 million tons (Gauthier, et al. 2017). 
With the recent trend in global energy transition and 
governmental policy regarding the use of biomass energy, 
it is anticipated that the consumption of densification 
products would continue to increase, and making over 
50% of the global renewable energy sources (Solorzano 
et al. 2017; Gauthier et al. 2017).

The consumption of the products of other biomass 
treatments (such as gasification, anaerobic digestion, 
pyrolysis, torrefaction) is also increasing in recent years 
to meet the EU target of 32% renewable energy by 2030. 
The number of biogas and bio-methane plants in the EU 
rose to about 17,783 in 2017, with electricity generation 
of 65,179 GWh (Biogas trends for this year 2021; Scar-
lat et al. 2018). Biofuel production is also on the increase, 
with Europe as the highest consumption in the form of 
biodiesel. The biofuel industries are still in the develop-
mental stage in Europe, with about 8% increase in con-
sumption from 2016 to 2017 (Achinas et  al. 2019). The 
blend of biodiesel in Europe’s fossil fuel rose to about 
6.4% in 2019. Germany is the highest biofuel production 
after Europe, with about 3000 million liters in 2019 and 
annual consumption of about 2600 million liters (Europe 
biodiesel market 2021). A reduction in production and 
consumption was recorded in 2020 due to the Corona-
virus pandemic. However, an improvement in produc-
tion and consumption is anticipated in the coming years 
(Renewables 2020).

In 2015, the world’s daily consumption of petroleum 
was about 92 million barrels, making it the major global 
energy source. This forms about 33% of the global energy 
generation, followed by coal (24%) and natural gas (21%). 
The remaining percentage are from renewable energy 
(19.1%), and nuclear energy (2.6%) (EIA 2021; Annual 
Reporting on Renewables 2015). Approximately 50% of 
the global renewable energy sources are derived from 
biomass—firewood/biochar (23%), biofuel (22%), biogas 
(5%). The other 50% are derived from hydroelectric, 
wind, solar, and geothermal energy with about 26, 18, 4, 
and 2%, respectively (Ren et al. 2014).

Biomass energy makes about 15% of the global total 
energy supply, and they are majorly used for heating and 
cooking, especially in developing nations (Rabiu et  al. 
2019). It has been forecasted that by 2060, the utilization 
of biomass for energy generation will increase to about 
200 exajoules compared to the level of application in the 
1990s (Adeleke et al. 2019). Researches have also shown 
that by 2050, the percentage of renewable energy supply 
in the total energy used will increase from 55% to about 
75%. Therefore, the European Union is determined and 
currently working to increase the proportion of biomass 
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in the renewable energy supply by up to about fifty per-
cent (Swiechowski et al. 2019).

At present, it is not practicable to completely substi-
tute conventional fuels with renewable energy supply in 
a justifiable manner. However, using dissimilar biomass 
as feedstock could advance the diversity of biomass feed-
stock and energy crops. It is anticipated that the increase 
in the percentage of renewable energy supply will give 
rise to an increase in the request for biomass from agro-
residues, which will reduce the environmental challenges 
associated with their disposal.

Presently, agro-waste is among the common resources 
in developing countries that could elucidate fuel, energy, 
and environmental problems. It has limited shortcom-
ings, such as low bulk and energy densities, handling 
problems, irregular sizes, low fixed carbon, high volatile 
content, low heating value, low combustion efficiency, 
etc. (Crawford et  al. 2015; Sedlmayer, et  al. 2018; Pim-
chuai et  al. 2010). Most of the time, these limitations 
usually make it difficult for biomass to be used as fuel. 
However, technologies have been developed to mini-
mize, if not eliminate, these limitations. The technologies 
suggest an attractive medium to exploit some biomass 
groups for providing for both rural and urban energy 
needs through densification. Densification is the process 
of compacting particles together through the application 
of pressure to form solid fuel. The densification pres-
sure makes raw biomass particles interlock and sticks 
together during handling, transportation, combustion. 
These processes include briquetting, pelletizing, bailing, 
and cubing (Akogu and Waheed 2019). Biomass densi-
fication is needed to reduce or eliminate the problems 
associated with direct biomass utilization. Densification 
would reduce the high storage capacity and transporta-
tion problem associated with direct biomass utilization. 
It improves the structural homogeneity, energy density, 
and heating value of raw biomass. It would reduce over-
dependency on wood as fuel. Overall, densification would 
makes biomass appropriate for use for further conversion 
processes such as thermal pretreatment processes. When 
raw biomass is compared with densification product, raw 
biomass exhibit low thermal efficiency, poor combustion 
efficiency, high moisture content, low calorific value, low 
energy density, high emission of smoke and greenhouse 
gases, non-uniform in size and shape, difficulty to har-
ness and utilized, and they generate dust which pose 
health risk to people in the surrounding.

Therefore, this manuscript presents an overview of 
biomass densification as a sustainable energy source 
for different applications. The article is grouped into 
eight sections. Section  1 is the “Introduction”. A gen-
eral overview of densification technology is presented in 
Sect. “Biomass densification”. Section “Forms of biomass 

densification” discussed the different forms of densi-
fication technologies, while Sect.  “Characterisation of 
feedstock and densification products” talks about the 
characterization of feedstock and densification products. 
The advantages, disadvantages, and application of densi-
fication are itemized in Sect. “Advantages, disadvantages, 
and application of densification and its products”, while 
recent research efforts on biomass densification are pre-
sented in Sect. “Recent research efforts”. Section “Draw-
backs and proposed possible solutions” identifies the 
drawbacks associated with biomass densification and 
proposed solutions. Further research recommendations 
are items in Sect. “Recommendation for further research”. 
The manuscript ended by enumerating the summary and 
conclusions in Sect. “Conclusion”.

Biomass densification
This section discussed the need for biomass densifica-
tion. The different feedstocks that can be utilized and 
procedures for densification processes were discussed. 
The chemistry behind densification processes—effects of 
pressure and particle sizes were also highlighted in this 
section. The forms of densification process were enumer-
ated, while the common forms of densification processes 
were discussed in detail in the next section.

Need for biomass densification
Handling an enormous quantity of biomass is energy and 
labor-intensive, which is one of the major financial fac-
tors impeding the use of biomass for sustainable energy 
and heat generation. Biomass densification is a promis-
ing solution to the high storage capacity and transpor-
tation problem limiting biomass utilization. It improves 
structural homogeneity, energy density, and automated 
feedings in continuous boiler systems (Stelte et al. 2010; 
Chico-santamarta et  al. 2012). Densification products 
such as pellets/briquettes are preferred to wood chips 
in heating value and moisture content in many rami-
fications. These products demand fewer containers to 
transport the same quantity of energy than raw materials 
(Poyry 2015).

Biomass densification is a recognized mechanical, tech-
nological process that is gaining popularity for over a 
century. The earliest patented biomass densification pro-
cedure was recorded in Chicago in 1880 by William Har-
old Smith (Stelte 2011). The transformation of biomass 
to solid fuels of high density is possible to elucidate the 
problem caused by solid waste and high dependence on 
wood as fuel in developing nations (Akande and Olorun-
nisola 2018; Tembe et al. 2014). It is an efficient means of 
exploiting agricultural wastes for clean energy generation 
and social–economic development (Ikubanni et al. 2019).
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Densification feedstock and mechanism
Today, the feedstock used for densification is mostly 
wood residues (such as wood chips, wood shavings, and 
sawdust), grasses (grain residues or energy crops), and 
agricultural residues (which include agricultural, indus-
trial wastes, and agro-residues). Most of the time, bio-
mass is appraised using density conversion factors of 
emergent stock, which is frequently calculated in terms 
of volume in  m3. Densification of biomass into solid fuels 
makes the biomass uniform in size and shape for stress-
free handling (Oyelaran and Sanusi 2019; Jiang et  al. 
2016). This makes it fit for use in thermal conversion pro-
cesses, for example, gasification, co-firing with coal, com-
bustion, and pyrolysis (Bazargan et al. 2014).

Densification mechanism can be classified into five 
categories: interfacial and attraction forces, formation of 
solid bridges, capillary pressure, adhesion and cohesion 
and, mechanical interlocking (Peng et  al. 2015; Mitch-
ual 2014). During densification, natural adhesion forces 
the particles to make close contact while the mechanical 
pressure makes the particles interlock. These result to the 
formation of solid bridges through solidification of the 
glass transition constituents in the particles due to com-
pression and heating. The mechanical pressure melted or 
softened the natural binder (lignin) during the process 
of densification, leading to the formation of interlock 
and solid bridges between the particles. For the period 
of compaction, solid bridges are formed through sinter-
ing, chemical reactions, hardening of the binder, crystal-
lization of the softened constituents, and solidification of 
the heated substances (Tumuluru et  al. 2011,2010). The 
applied pressure lowers the melting point of the feed-
stock particles, making them flow towards each other. 
This leads to an increase in the contact surface area and 
shifting the melting point to a fresh balance state. If den-
sification pressure is high, it can result in the crushing of 
feedstock particles, hence, causing the cell structure to 
open and uncovering the pectin and protein that function 
as natural binders, which enhance the strength of densi-
fication products (Crawford et  al. 2015; Mitchual 2014; 
Bermudez and Fidalgo 2016). At elevated pressure, out-
standing strength properties are attained via improved 
attraction and Van der Waals forces and, H-bonding 
which reduced the distance between end-to-end particles 
(Zhai et al. 2018).

Marketable densification is usually carried out using 
orthodox pressure-driven processes such as extru-
sion and piston type (Rabiu et al. 2019; Tilay et al. 2015; 
Mopoung and Udeye 2017; Nicksy et al. 2014). The most 
common densification processes are briquetting and pel-
letizing. They manufacture solid fuel with desirable fuel 
properties. The detail features of the common biomass 

densification processes are discussed in Sect.  “Forms of 
biomass densification”.

Forms of biomass densification
This section discussed the different forms of biomass 
densification. Merit and demerit of each form of den-
sification are also presented. Some essential factors 
that influence their operation and output products are 
discussed.

Briquetting
Briquetting is one of the orthodox densification pro-
cesses used to manufacture solid fuels (Karunanithy et al. 
2012; Kumar et al. 2017). It involves the mixing of feed-
stock particles and the application of pressure. It is the 
process of compacting homogenous or non-homogenous 
loose combustible materials into a product of higher den-
sity for fuel-making purposes (Kumar et al. 2017; Oladeji 
2015; Ajobo 2014; Supatata et  al. 2017). Biomass of low 
bulk density is transformed into fuel briquettes with 
high energy concentration and density via brequetting. 
It improves physico-mechanical and combustion proper-
ties (Ajiboye et al. 2016; Tuates et al. 2016b; Oladeji et al. 
2016). The high mechanical pressure makes the feedstock 
particles sandwiched and stick together, ensuring that no 
separation exists during storage, combustion, and trans-
portation (Promdee et  al. 2017; Thulu et  al. 2016). Bri-
quetting can be done with or without a bonding agent or 
adhesive. The binding agents are added to help hold the 
feedstock particles together, especially biomass material 
without plasticity (Zubairu and Gana 2014; Ikelle et  al. 
2014). It is anticipated that the binding material is burn-
able. However, a non-burnable binder that is efficient in 
small quantity may be utilized. Some materials used as 
binders include clay, starch, magnesia lime, tar, pitch, 
plaster of Paris, asphalt, sulphite liquor, resin, molas-
ses, and cement (Zubairu and Gana 2014). An optimum 
proportion of binder/adhesive range of 5–25% is rec-
ommended to produce high-quality briquettes (Oladeji 
and Enweremadu 2012; Espuelas et al. 2020; Ajimotokan 
et al. 2019b). Briquetting can be done with or without the 
application of heat. Application of heat most of the time 
improves the mechanical strength of the end products 
(Deiana et al. 2004; Alhassan and Olaoye 2015).

To adequately understand the appropriateness of feed-
stock for briquetting, it is crucial to be acquainted with 
the physico-chemical and thermal characteristics of feed-
stock that can influence its properties as fuel. Physical 
properties include void volume, moisture content, and 
bulk density, while the chemical characteristics include 
the proximate and ultimate analyses and calorific value. 
The operating parameters considered during briquetting 



Page 5 of 19Ibitoye et al. Bioresour. Bioprocess.            (2021) 8:75  

include pressure, residence time, and temperature, while 
the feedstock parameters include moisture content, par-
ticle shape size, and external additives (Oladeji 2010). 
These parameters can be optimized so that briquettes of 
good quality can be produced. The optimum briquetting 
temperature and pressure range from 100 to 250 °C and 
50–250 MPa, respectively, while the optimum residence 
time is between 4 and 25  min (Stelte 2011; Ahiduzza-
man and Sadrul Islam 2013; Alaru et al. 2011; Chou et al. 
2009; Marsh et al. 2007). Successful and effective briquet-
ting required feedstock with moisture content ranges of 
5–15% and particle size ranges of 1–10  mm (Mopoung 
and Udeye 2017; Maia et al. 2014).

Based on compaction, briquetting methods can be 
categorized into three: high pressure, medium pres-
sure (plus heating), and low pressure (with binder) 
compactions (Oladeji 2015; Grover and Mishra 1996a). 
In all these briquetting methods, the solid feedstock 
is the starting resource, and the feedstock particles can 
roughly be identified in the end product. High-pressure 
briquetting enhances adhesion and mechanical inter-
locking between feedstock particles. It brings about the 
formation of intermolecular bonding at the particle’s 
contact areas. Lignin (the natural binding agent in bio-
mass) is softened at elevated pressure and temperature, 
leading to forming an adsorption layer within the bio-
mass feedstock particles. The externally applied force, 
such as pressure, increases the contact surface area and 
brings about molecular forces that enhance the bonding 
strength between the adhering particles. Different bonds 
are formed during briquetting. These bonds could occur 
through attractive forces, van der Waals’ forces, cohesion 
and adhesion forces, and interlocking forces resulting 
from applied pressure, heat, and binder.

The feedstock is compressed in a mold, and the end 
product of the process is called briquette. Briquette 
could be made of diverse sizes and shapes depending on 
the configuration of the mold (Oladeji 2015). Briquette 
is a solid combustible matter employed as fuel to initi-
ate and sustain a fire (Mohammed and Olugbade 2015). 
Briquettes fuel is promising because it contained little or 
no fly ash and sulfur. It has great combustion efficiency, 
is easy to ignite, and is carefully sized for thorough com-
bustion and long burning time (Alhassan and Olaoye 
2015). If manufactured at reduced cost and made avail-
able to consumers, it can serve as a substitute for fossil 
fuel, charcoal, and firewood for home cooking and indus-
trial utilization (Wamukonya and Jenkins 1995; Oyelaran 
and Tudunwada 2015). Once dried, it can be warehoused 
at ambient temperature. Storing at elevated temperatures 
could make briquettes to be too dry and making ignition 
somehow difficult. However, low storage temperature 
can soften the briquettes and make them not lasting long 

during combustion. Figure  1 (Ajimotokan et  al. 2019c) 
shows samples of briquettes, while Fig.  2 (Sharma et  al. 
2015) shows the chart of biomass briquettes manufactur-
ing process. Briquettes are manufacture using briquet-
ting machine. Piston press and screw press are the two 
machines that have been repeatedly used to manufacture 
fuel briquettes. The screw press briquetting method was 
invented in Japan in 1945 (Grover and Mishra 1996a). 
Table  1 presents the different types of briquetting 
machines along with their feature, merit, and demerit.

Pelletizing
Pelletizing has been adopted as a biomass waste manage-
ment and processing technique and production of solid 
fuel for several applications. The product of pelletizing 
is referred to as pellet—a solid fuel that is characterized 
by high bulk and high energy densities. Some logisti-
cal characteristics such as storage, handling, and trans-
portation are advantageous using pellets. Conversion of 
biomass into pellets considerably decreases dust gen-
eration, reducing agro-residues risks and negative effects 
during utilization, handling, and operations. Compared 
to briquetting process, the major difference is the dies. 
Pelletizing dies generally have smaller diameters (up to 
about 30 mm), and the machine has the dies arranged as 
boring holes in a thick steel disc ring. The roller of the 
die is used to press the feedstock into the holes. Ring and 
flat die are the two main types of pellet press (Stelte 2011; 
Djatkov et  al. 2018; Bhattacharya and Salam 2014). The 
pellets are ejected hot from the dies, followed by cut-
ting to lengths of about two times the diameter (Oladeji 
2015). The flat type is made with a circular holed disk on 
which the rollers rotate, while ring types are made with 

Fig. 1 Samples of fuel briquettes (Ajimotokan et al. 2019c)
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a rotating holed ring on which the rollers press against 
the internal boundary. The capacity of the pellet press is 
independent of the density of the feedstock, which makes 
it different from piston or screw presses. Roller press 
with a cog-wheel and circular die is the best-standardized 
pellets machine (Oladeji 2015; Sugathapala and Chandak 
2013). This machine was initially developed for animal 
feed production. It functions by extruding the pellets 
through a multiple holed die (Oladeji 2015; Sugathapala 
and Chandak 2013). Figure  3 shows samples of pellets, 
while Fig. 4 displays the schematics of the die pellet press.

Production of pellets with good physico-mechanical 
properties greatly depends on two essential parameters: 
process and feedstock parameters. Particle size distribu-
tion, moisture content, and homogeneous distribution 
of blend materials are essential feedstock parameters 
(Kirsten et  al. 2016). The feedstock parameters signifi-
cantly influence the properties of pellets. A Feedstock 
with a closely packed particle distribution is likely to pro-
duced pellets of high density. The production of pellets 
at optimum moisture content usually results in pellets 
of good characteristics. Though, the optimum moisture 
content differs for all feedstock. The feedstock moisture 
content dramatically influences the durability of the pel-
let. Also, feedstock particle size distribution significantly 
affects the physico-mechanical properties of pellets- 
bulk, green, and relaxed densities, compressive strength, 
impact and water resistance, and durability.

The essential process parameters include the die geom-
etry, die and roller clearance, and capacity of the press 
(flow rate). The most important process parameters are 
compression pressure and temperature (Kirsten et  al. 
2016). The process parameters are interconnected; an 
increase of one parameter might lead to a decrease or 
increase of another parameter. For example, an increase 
in temperature would lead to a reduction in pelletizing 
pressure. Also, pelletizing pressure usually increases as 
feedstock particle size decreases. Die geometry, roller-die 
clearance also influence the characteristics of pellets. The 

die diameter significantly affects the density and durabil-
ity of produced pellets. Larger die diameters haves pellets 
of high density with good durability properties, though 
the effect of die length on pellet properties was reported 
to be insignificant (Bhattacharya and Salam 2014; Kirsten 
et al. 2016).

Production of pellets from biomass such as agro-resi-
dues requires an understanding of the biomass bonding 
mechanism. Agro-residues are usually retained together 
by interlocking bonds. Thus, an appropriate particle 
size distribution is required to close the holes and gaps 
between particles during pellets production. Similar to 
briquetting process, the addition of a binding agent or 
adhesive could enhance biomass pellets’ bonding and 
strength properties. For woody biomass, particles are 
retained together by solid bridges through softening of 
lignin and inter-diffusion of adjacent particles. Further-
more, the formation of bridges can occur with natural 
binders such as proteins, starch, and lignin at particu-
lar process temperatures and water contents. Hydrogen 
bonding and Van der Waals forces are also significant in 
wood pellet formation (Kirsten et al. 2016; Lestari et al. 
2017). Most of the time, woody biomass is the major 
feedstock used to produce pellets. Yet, there are areas 
where wood is not available or inadequate to meet the 
prevailing market demands of biomass fuels. This is pre-
dominant in intensive agriculture, where agricultural res-
idues are available in large quantities and at lower costs 
than wood (Djatkov et al. 2018).

It is worthy of note that any feedstock considered for 
pellets production must possess sufficient energy con-
tent. Feedstock energy contents are measured in terms 
of energy density- energy per unit weight or volume. The 
energy density per unit volume of feedstock is significant 
given the volume of feedstock needed to be utilized in the 
energy conversion process. Feedstock with higher energy 
density requires less volume of feedstock to generate pel-
lets of a given amount of energy content (Zych 2008).

Fig. 2 Chart of biomass briquettes manufacture process (Sharma et al. 2015)
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Characterization of feedstock and densification 
products
For biomass to be rationally and efficiently utilized as 
solid fuel, it must be characterized in order to determine 
its fuel properties (Mohammed and Olugbade 2015). 
Depending on the measured properties, characteristics 
of biomass feedstock and densified biomass products 
can be categorized into mechanical, combustion, ther-
mal, chemical, and physical characteristics (Oladeji and 
Enweremadu 2012). Fine particulate matters and parti-
cle sizes and shapes are also essential characteristics that 
must be assessed to determine the appropriateness of any 
raw material for briquette/pellet production (Asamoah 
et al. 2016; Nataša et al. 2017). Table 2 displays the essen-
tial feedstock and solid fuel characteristics for sustainable 
energy production.

Advantages, disadvantages, and application 
of densification and its products
Densification and its products have numerous advantages 
and applications both in domestic and industrial settings. 
However, there few disadvantages associated with their 
utilization. Some of the advantages, disadvantages and 
application of densification and densification products 
are presented in Table  3 (Pimchuai et  al. 2010; Tumu-
luru et al. 2011; Mopoung and Udeye 2017; Oladeji 2015; 
Thulu et al. 2016; Alhassan and Olaoye 2015; Grover and 
Mishra 1996a, b; Djatkov et al. 2018; Ahmed et al. 2008; 
Kaliyan and Morey 2009; Ilochi 2010; Deshannavar et al. 
2018; Adu-gyam et al. 2019; Yusuf et al. 2021; Sakai et al. 
2020; Mu et  al. 2020; Lu et  al. 2021; Singh et  al. 2021; 
Shigehisa et al. 2014; Wang et al. 2014; Yank et al. 2016; 
Lubwama and Yiga 2017). Other treatments such as ther-
mal treatment (torrefaction, carbonization, pyrolysis, and 
gasification) and biological treatment (anaerobic diges-
tion) are also utilized for different applications. Products 
of carbonization and torrefaction can be used for house-
hold cooking and heating. Further treatment of these 

products via densification can raise their energy density. 
Products of gasification can be utilized in boiler and 
power plants for heat and electricity generation. Ther-
mal treatment can also be utilized as a waste manage-
ment technique for the control of greenhouse emissions. 
Other treatments such as pyrolysis and gasification can 
be employed to generate liquid and gaseous fuels, which 
can be utilized in automobile industries to power inter-
nal combustion and gas engines. Liquid and gaseous fuels 
can be utilized in household cooking and heating stoves. 
Products of anaerobic digestion are majorly gases that are 
rich in methane. The gas can be utilized through com-
bustion for heat and electricity generation.

The utilization of densification products can be maxi-
mized by upgrading their characteristics via thermal 
treatment, for example, carbonization and torrefaction. 
Carbonization or torrefaction of densification products 
improves their thermal, hydrophobicity, and combustion 
properties.

Recent research efforts
This section presents the recent research efforts on bio-
mass densification. The overview focused on articles that 
present results on factors that affect solid biomass fuels’ 
physical, mechanical, and combustion properties.

Methods
An overview of recent literature was carried out by 
adopting the method used by Thürer et al. (2018). Only 
articles that present recent results on biomass (agro-
residues) densification were searched and selected. As a 
result of large reporting and accuracy, reviewed articles 
were sourced from the ScienceDirect database to obtain 
high-quality articles. Selected articles were limited to 
peer-reviewed articles. ScienceDirect database was 
searched using the following search terms: densification; 
briquetting; briquette; pelleting; pellet; binder; additive; 

Fig. 3 Samples of pellets (Graham et al. 2017)
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greenhouse gas emission; feedstock pretreatment; physi-
cal properties; mechanical properties; thermal proper-
ties; chemical properties and combustion properties. The 
keyword ‘biomass’ was utilized to bias the search from 
the database. To limit search results to a controllable arti-
cle, searched results were restricted based on the article 
title and year of publication (from 2019 to 2021). How-
ever, very few articles directly related to the area of inter-
est were considered in 2017 and 2018. Carefully chosen 
articles were analyzed based on the method of investiga-
tion, results, and conclusion.

Overview of recent literature
Due to the renewed global interest in the development 
of alternative and environmentally friendly fuels from 
biomass feedstock to serve as a substitute to conven-
tional fuels, great research efforts have been put into 
the investigation of factors that influence the physical, 
mechanical, chemical or compositional, combustion 
and thermal properties of solid fuels manufacture using 
biomass as feedstock (Ajimotokan et  al. 2019c; Junga 
et  al. 2021; Berdychowski et  al. 2021; Thapa and Engel-
ken 2019). These factors includes but not limited to 
moisture content (Berdychowski et  al. 2021; Yang et  al. 
2021), particle size distribution (Olatunji et al. 2020; Mat-
kowski et al. 2020a), process temperature (Berdychowski 
et al. 2021; Yang et al. 2021; Riva et al. 2019), present of 
additives(Song et al. 2019), blending of feedstock (Junga 
et al. 2021; Thapa and Engelken 2019), co-blending feed-
stock with coal, feedstock origin, compaction pressure 
(Ajimotokan et al. 2019c; Berdychowski et al. 2021; Yang 
et  al. 2021; Song et  al. 2021) and thermal pretreatment 
(Kang et al. 2020; Martín et al. 2020; Pawlak-kruczek et al. 
2020). A detailed review of different factors that affect 
solid fuel quality can be found in Gilvari et  al. (2019). 

Investigation was conducted utilizing feedstock from dif-
ferent origin such as Poland (Berdychowski et al. 2021), 
Colombia (Juan and Gonz 2020), India (Dhote et  al. 
2020; Rajput et  al. 2020), Mississippi (Thapa and Engel-
ken 2019), Korea (Park et al. 2020), Philippines (Navalta 
et al. 2020), Nigeria (Ajimotokan et al. 2019b), China (Xia 
et al. 2019) South Africa (Shuma and Madyira 2019), and 
Poland (Czeka et al. 2018) among other origins. Some of 
feedstock reported recently include cashew nutshell (Ifa 
et al. 2020; Chungcharoen and Srisang 2020), sugar cane 
bagasse (John et al. 2020; Setter et al. 2020), sawdust (Aji-
motokan et al. 2019b; Yang et al. 2021; Afsal et al. 2020; 
Wang et  al. 2020), rice husk and rice brain (John et  al. 
2020; Faverzani et  al. 2020), palm kernel shell and oil 
palm fruit bunch (Cabrales et al. 2020; Osei et al. 2020), 
citrus peel (Faverzani et al. 2020), Sitka Spruce and olive 
pit (Trubetskaya et  al. 2019), miscanthus, wheat, barley 
(Mitchell et al. 2020), areca nut (Chungcharoen and Sri-
sang 2020), mushroom(Rafael et  al. 2020) and biomass 
charcoal-based product (Ajimotokan et  al. 2019b; Lub-
wama et  al. 2020; Jelonek et  al. 2020; Cong et  al. 2020). 
Generally, government policy regarding renewable 
energy, greenhouse emission, and energy demand greatly 
determines the growth of solid biomass fuels in any 
region (Bajwa et  al. 2018). The major global application 
of solid biomass fuels is for electricity generation and 
domestic and industrial heating (Bajwa et al. 2018). Stud-
ies were conducted to improve fuel characteristics on 
single feedstock as well as a blend of feedstock (Shuma 
and Madyira 2019; Martín et al. 2020; Rajput et al. 2020; 
Park et al. 2020; Navalta et al. 2020). For desirable coal-
like performance, especially for industrial application, 
co-densification of biomass with coal or coke was studied 
(Ajimotokan et al. 2019b; Song et al. 2019). Densification 
of blends of biomass and co-blend with coal significantly 

Fig. 4 Schematics of ring die pellet press (Klinge et al. 2020)
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improves solid fuel properties such as physical (density), 
mechanical (compressive strength), thermal (heating 
values), and combustion properties (proximate) proper-
ties (Navalta et al. 2020). A comprehensive review of the 
co-densification of biomass can be found in Kang et  al. 
(2019).

Enhancing fuel properties such as physico-mechanical 
and combustion properties, binders (organic, inorganic, 
and compound), as well as some chemical substances, 
are included as an additive during the process of manu-
facturing solid fuels (Bajwa et  al. 2018; Zhang et  al. 
2018). Different binders and a blend of binders have 
been reported in the literature to influence fuel proper-
ties (Zhai et al. 2018; Shuma and Madyira 2019). Exam-
ples of binders popularly utilized in the manufacture of 
biomass solid fuel are starch (Ajimotokan et  al. 2019c; 
Navalta et  al. 2020; Merry et  al. 2018; Hu et  al. 2019), 
molasses (Zhai et  al. 2018; Wang et  al. 2019; Barrioca-
nal 2020), bio-tar (Cong et  al. 2021), coal tar (Barrioca-
nal 2020), xanthan and guar gums (Espuelas et al. 2020) 
thermoplastics (Song et al. 2021), pyrolysis oil (Riva et al. 
2019), calcium carbonate (Matkowski et al. 2020b), glyc-
erol contents (Martín et  al. 2020; Juan and Gonz 2020; 
Xia et  al. 2019; Azargohar et  al. 2019), recovered poly-
vinyl alcohol (Rajput et  al. 2020; Hu et  al. 2019), waste 
cooking oil and waste lubricating oil (Rajput et al. 2020), 
paraffin (Xia et al. 2019; Barriocanal 2020), red clay and 
sodium humate (Song et al. 2019), cassava peel (Ajimoto-
kan et al. 2019b), alkali lignin and L-proline (Azargohar 
et  al. 2019), cow dung and cactus (Shuma and Madyira 
2019) and calcium hydroxide (Merry et al. 2018). A com-
prehensive review of densification binders and densifi-
cation mechanisms can be found in Zhang et al. (2018). 
Studies have been conducted using different percentages 
of binder and binder blends with other process param-
eters such as process temperature and compaction pres-
sure to obtain fuel with optimum properties. Percentage 
rages of 5–10% (Espuelas et al. 2020), 2–10% (Matkowski 
et al. 2020b), 0–10% (Juan and Gonz 2020), 5% (Ajimo-
tokan et  al. 2019b), 1–10% (Xia et  al. 2019), 10–20% 
(Wang et al. 2019), 4% (Merry et al. 2018) have been uti-
lized. ISO standard specified the range of percentage (< 4 
wt%) of binder that must be utilize for the development 
of solid fuel. Recently, a binder (PVA–EPC–peptides) was 
developed from animal protein and specified risk mate-
rials for solid production (Shui et  al. 2020). At < 3 wt% 
binder, the developed binder displayed excellent binding 
property. Paraffin was also reported displayed good bind-
ing property at 4% addition in fuel production (Xia et al. 
2019). Having investigated effect of using different binder 
for biomass densification purposes, Florentino-Madiedo 
et  al. recommended bituminous binder especially when 
combined with lignin over molasses and paraffin binders 

due to its greater Gieseler fluidity, lesser emissions and 
better strength (Xia et  al. 2019; Barriocanal 2020). For 
enhanced mechanical properties, l-proline and poly-
vinyl alcohol binder is highly recommended (Hu et  al. 
2019; Azargohar et al. 2019). Also, utilization of bio-tar, 
thermoplastic substantially enhance fuel physical and 
mechanical stability (Song et al. 2021; Cong et al. 2021). 
Addition of plastic up to 10% at 300 kN compacting force 
will produce fuel with optimum properties comparable to 
coal (Song et al. 2021). Particle size and shape as well as 
their distribution affect the bonding mechanism which 
in turn influence the solid fuel quality (Matkowski et al. 
2020a). Evaluation was conducted on the effect of natural 
binding characteristics of feedstock on briquettes pro-
cess parameters (Afra et al. 2021). It was discovered that 
nano-lignocellulose and nano-cellulose binders displayed 
better binding properties when compared with lignin 
binder.

The utilization of some additives has a negative impact 
on fuel properties. For example, the addition of a binder 
such as bio-tar was reported to increase greenhouse gas 
emissions during fuel combustion. However, the addi-
tion of 3 wt% of hydrated lime eliminates or weakens the 
greenhouse gas effects (Cong et  al. 2021). In addition, 
acidified calcium oxide has been utilized as desulphur-
ized, while the blend of molybdenum and calmogastrin 
has been reportedly used as a smoke suppressor (Song 
et  al. 2019). The emission of ultrafine particulate mat-
ter during biomass fuel combustion poses a great envi-
ronmental threat to people. But recently, phosphoric 
acid-modified kaolin was developed as a fuel additive to 
mitigate this effect with emission reduction capability 
and achieve higher ash fusion temperature and slagging 
tendency (Kri et al. 2018; Cheng et al. 2021; Gehrig et al. 
2019). Little addition of kaolin (0.2 wt%) can reduce par-
ticulate emission. However, the emission capacity was 
reported to be proportional to acid concentration (Cheng 
et al. 2021; Gehrig et al. 2019).

Biomass densification can be carried out at room tem-
perature (Espuelas et al. 2020). However, preheating feed-
stock before densification enhances physico-mechanical 
properties (Ajimotokan et  al. 2019a; Ojolo et  al. 2016). 
Thermal pretreatment was reported to improve fuel ther-
mal and combustion properties (Xia et  al. 2019; Cong 
et al. 2021; Sharma and Dubey 2020). Cong et al. reported 
that increasing densification temperature beyond 20  °C 
would negatively affect the mechanical fuel property 
(Cong et al. 2021). On the contrary, higher densification 
temperature was reported to give optimum performance 
(Junga et  al. 2021; Berdychowski et  al. 2021; Riva et  al. 
2019). According to the report of Navalta et al., mechani-
cal densification does not have a significant impact on 
the combustion characteristics of solids fuel (Navalta 
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et al. 2020). However, mechanical densification increases 
energy, compresses, and relaxes densities (Ajimotokan 
et  al. 2019c). Treating solid fuel via thermal process is 
recommended for the improvement of combustion prop-
erties especially when the fuel is targeted towards indus-
trial applications (Riva et al. 2019; Navalta et al. 2020; Xia 
et al. 2019; Bajwa et al. 2018). Combustion properties can 
be promoted by adding either citric acid,  KNO3 or  MnO2 
to the feedstock (Song et al. 2019).

Yang et  al. recommended a densification pressure 
greater than 38 MPa at 8–10% moisture content to opti-
mum fuel durability (Yang et al. 2021). This recommen-
dation was in line with the report of Berdychowski et al. 
(2021).

Drawbacks and proposed possible solutions
This section presents the currently known challenges and 
drawbacks associated with biomass densification and 
proposed possible solutions.

Drawbacks/challenges
Densification success is recorded mostly in the developed 
nations. Developing nations experience drawbacks due 
to poor management, inadequate equipment, and high 
investment costs. Potential increases in corrosion and fly 
ash are experienced with biomass pellets/briquettes—dif-
ferences in the composition of biomass influence densi-
fication characteristics. Feedstock cultivation is affected 
by weather conditions. Biomass absorbed moisture 
when exposed to a humid environment—external energy 
required to dry feedstock with high MC and contributed 
to production cost. Transportation of feedstock from 
field to briquetting/pelletizing site is usually very difficult 
and labor-intensive. During transportation and process-
ing, clouds of dust are generated, which have a negative 
impact on the operator’s/workers’ health. There is ineffi-
cient and ineffective utilization of densification products 
as a result of a lack of awareness. Combustion of biomass 
briquettes generates some emissions, though lesser than 
that of fossil fuel. Competition between food and feed-
stock, especially feedstock that is edible to humankind, 
is another challenge. Some government policy does not 
encourage the application of biomass briquettes/pellets 
in domestic and industrial settings.

Possible solutions
Densification products should be kept in an air-tight 
bag or environment. Optimization of the densifica-
tion process and preliminary characterization of feed-
stock will help to reduce the effect of biomass type and 
biomass composition on the densification products. 
Biomass thermal pretreatment techniques are recom-
mended to improve the hydrophilic nature of biomass. 

Thermally treated biomass possesses good hydropho-
bic property. Solar energy can be utilized to dry fresh 
biomass. The densification site should be located in the 
field or close to the source of feedstock. Personal protec-
tive equipment should be used to minimize the effect of 
dust during operation and transportation. A sensitiza-
tion program should be organized to inform people of 
the potential, effectiveness, and use of biomass densifica-
tion products for different applications. This program is 
highly recommended in rural areas. Non-food feedstock 
should be utilized more than feedstock that also serves as 
food for humankind. Government should make a policy 
that encourages biomass briquettes/pellets for domestic 
and industrial applications. This will reduce the harm-
ful emissions due to the use of fossil fuels and promote 
a green environment. Government should assist energy 
industries through credit facilities, procurement of 
expensive densification equipment, and tax relief.

Recommendation for further research
The techno-economic analysis on the manufacture of 
fuel briquettes and briquettes from a blend of feedstock 
should be carried out. Biomass thermal pretreatment 
before densification and thermal treatment after densifi-
cation should be studied, and results should be compared 
using the same feedstock. Further study is required to 
establish qualitative, quantitative, and rapid characteri-
zation methods for densified products. Optimization of 
the physical, mechanical, and chemical treatments desir-
able for different feedstock suggested for further study. 
There is little or no commercial manufacture of biomass 
pellets/briquettes in many developing countries. R&D 
should seek to move from laboratory to commercial scale 
in these areas. Strong business plan and implementation 
skills should be developed to achieve greater commercial 
success. An in-depth fuel characterization using a blend 
of agro-residues, especially blends of corncob, rice husk, 
and groundnut shell, is recommended for further studies.

Conclusion
An overview of densification technologies (pelletizing, 
briquetting) as efficient and convenient methods for pro-
viding energy was presented in this article. Densification 
of biomass has moderate operating costs. The advan-
tages, disadvantages, and applications of densification 
and its products were enumerated in the article. Essential 
fuel characteristics (physical, mechanical, thermal, com-
position and combustion) were discussed, and known 
drawbacks and possible solutions. Solid fuel production 
via densification could provide substantial and important 
socio-economic and environmental benefits.



Page 16 of 19Ibitoye et al. Bioresour. Bioprocess.            (2021) 8:75 

Acknowledgements
Support of the University of Ilorin and the University of Johannesburg is 
acknowledged.

Authors’ contributions
TC, RM, and ET supervised the review process. RM and ET reviewed the 
manuscript. SE conducted the review and wrote the manuscript. All authors 
contributed to scientific content and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
No funding was received to conduct this study.

Availability of data and materials
The data that support the findings of this study are available within the article.

Code availability
Not applicable.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Research involving human and animal statement
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
The authors approved the consent for publishing the manuscript.

Informed consent
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors have no relevant financial and non‑financial interests to disclose.

Author details
1 Department of Mechanical Engineering Science, Faculty of Engineer‑
ing and the Built Environment, University of Johannesburg, P. O. Box 524, 
Auckland Park 2006, South Africa. 2 Department of Mechanical Engineering, 
Faculty of Engineering and Technology, University of Ilorin, P. M. B. 1515, Ilorin, 
Nigeria. 3 Department of Materials and Metallurgical Engineering, Faculty 
of Engineering and Technology, University of Ilorin, P. M. B. 1515, Ilorin, Nigeria. 
4 Directorate, Pan African University for Life and Earth Sciences Institute, 
Ibadan, Nigeria. 

Received: 20 May 2021   Accepted: 7 August 2021

References
Achinas S, Horjus J, Achinas V, Jan G, Euverink W (2019) A PESTLE analysis of 

biofuels energy industry in Europe. Sustainability 11:1–24
Adeleke AA, Odusote JK, Lasode OA, Ikubanni PP, Malathi M, Paswan D 

(2019) Mild pyrolytic treatment of Gmelina arborea for optimum 
energetic yields. Cogent Eng Mater Eng 6(1):1593073

Adu‑gyam R, Agyin‑birikorang S, Tindjina I, Manu Y, Singh U (2019) 
Minimizing nutrient leaching from maize production systems in 
northern Ghana with one‑time application of multi‑nutrient fertilizer 
briquettes. Sci Total Environ J 694:1–10

Afra E, Abyaz A, Saraeyan A (2021) The production of bagasse biofuel bri‑
quettes and the evaluation of natural binders (LNFC, NFC, and lignin) 
effects on their technical parameters. J Clean Prod 278:1–5

Afsal A, David R, Baiju V, Suhail NM, Parvathy U, Rakhi RB (2020) Experimen‑
tal investigations on combustion characteristics of fuel briquettes 
made from vegetable market waste and saw dust. Mater Today Proc 
33:3826–3831

Ahiduzzaman M, SadrulIslam AKM (2013) Development of biomass stove 
for heating up die barrel of rice husk briquette machine. Proc Eng 
56:777–781

Ahmed S, Rahman MM, Islam MM, Mashud M, Nawsher M, Ali M (2008) 
Moral role of biomass briquetting in the renewable energy sector 
and poverty diminution for Bangladesh. In: Proc. 4th BSME‑ASME Int 
Conf Therm Eng vol 27–29 Dec

Ahmad A, Riquettes OB, Io FORB, Roduction YP (2016) Gasification of oil 
palm empty fruit bunches (OPEFB) briquettes for bio‑syngas produc‑
tion. J Teknol 78(8–3):83–88

Ajiboye TK, Abdulkareem S, Anibijuwon AOY (2016) Investigation of 
mechanical properties of briquette product of sawdust‑charcoal 
as a potential domestic energy source. J Appl Sci Environ Manag 
20(4):1179–1188

Ajimotokan HA, Ibitoye SE, Odusote JK, Adesoye OA, Omoniyi PO (2019a) 
Physico‑mechanical characterisation of fuel briquettes made from 
blends of corncob and rice husk. J Phys Conf Ser 1378(02200):1–12

Ajimotokan HA, Ehindero AO, Ajao KS, Adeleke AA, Ikubanni PP (2019b) Com‑
bustion characteristics of fuel briquettes made from charcoal particles 
and sawdust agglomerates. Sci African 6:1–9

Ajimotokan HA, Ibitoye SE, Odusote JK, Adesoye OA, Omoniyi PO (2019c) 
Physico‑mechanical properties of composite briquettes from corncob 
and rice. J Bioresour Bioprod 4(3):159–165

Ajobo JA (2014) Densification characteristics of groundnut shell. Int J Mech 
Ind Technol 2(1):150–154

Akande OM, Olorunnisola AO (2018) Potential of briquetting as a waste‑
management option for handling market‑generated vegetable. Recycl 
Artic 3(11):1–13

Akogu OA, Waheed MA (2019) Property upgrades of some raw Nigerian 
biomass through torrefaction pre‑treatment—a review. J Phys Conf Ser 
1378(03202):1–15

Alaru M et al (2011) Lignin content and briquette quality of different fibre 
hemp plant types and energy sunflower. Field Crop Res 124(3):332–339

Alhassan EA, Olaoye JO (2015) Briquetting characteristics of some agricul‑
tural residues using starch as a binder. Ethiop J Environ Stud Manag 
8(6):692–707

Anukam AI, Goso BP, Okoh OO, Mamphweli SN (2017) Studies on characteri‑
zation of corn cob for application in a gasification process for energy 
production. J Chem 2017:1–9

Annual Reporting on Renewables: Renewables 2015 global status report. 
REN21, 2015. [Online]. Available: http:// www. ren21. net/ wp‑% 0Acon 
tent/ uploa ds/ 2015/ 07/ REN12‑ GSR20 15_ Onlin ebook_ low1. pdf

Asamoah B, Nikiema J, Gebrezgabher S, Odonkor E, Njenga M (2016) A review 
on production, marketing and use of fuel briquettes

Azargohar R et al (2019) Effects of bio‑additives on the physicochemical 
properties and mechanical behavior of canola hull fuel pellets. Renew 
Energy 132:296–307

Bajwa DS, Peterson T, Sharma N, Shojaeiarani J, Bajwa SG (2018) A review of 
densified solid biomass for energy production. Renew Sustain Energy 
Rev 96:296–305

Barriocanal C (2020) Mechanical strength of bio‑coke from briquettes. Renew 
Energy 146:1717–1724

Bazargan A, Rough SL, Mckay G (2014) Compaction of palm kernel shell bio‑
chars for application as solid fuel. Biomass Bioenerg 70:489–497

Berdychowski M, Tala K, Wojtkowiak D (2021) Experimental and numerical 
analysis of the effect of compaction conditions on briquette properties. 
Fuel 288:1–19

Bermudez JM, Fidalgo B (2016) Production of bio‑syngas and bio‑hydrogen 
via gasification. In: Handbook of biofuels production, London, United 
Kingdom: Centre for Bioenergy and Resource Management, Cranfield 
University, Bedford, United Kingdom. pp. 431–494

Bhattacharya SC, Salam PA (2014) A review of selected biomass energy tech‑
nologies: gasification, combustion, carbonization and densification. 
Thailand: Asian Regional Research Programme in Energy, Environment 
and Climate

Biogas trends for this year (2021) European Biogas Association, 2021. [Online]. 
Available: https:// www. europ eanbi ogas. eu/ biogas‑ trends‑ for‑ this‑ year/

Cabrales H, Arzola N, Araque O (2020) The effects of moisture content, fiber 
length and compaction time on African oil palm empty fruit bunches 
briquette quality parameters. Heliyon 6:1–11

Cheng W, Zhu Y, Zhang W, Wu G (2021) Mitigation of ultrafine particulate mat‑
ter emission from agricultural biomass pellet combustion by the addi‑
tive of phosphoric acid modified kaolin. Renew Energy 172:177–187

http://www.ren21.net/wp-%0Acontent/uploads/2015/07/REN12-GSR2015_Onlinebook_low1.pdf
http://www.ren21.net/wp-%0Acontent/uploads/2015/07/REN12-GSR2015_Onlinebook_low1.pdf
https://www.europeanbiogas.eu/biogas-trends-for-this-year/


Page 17 of 19Ibitoye et al. Bioresour. Bioprocess.            (2021) 8:75  

Chico‑santamarta L, Chaney K, Godwin RJ, White DR, Humphries AC (2012) 
Physical quality changes during the storage of canola (Brassica napus L.) 
straw pellets. Appl Energy 95:220–226

Chou CS, Lin SH, Lu WC (2009) The optimum conditions for preparing solid 
fuel briquette of rice straw by a piston‑mold process using the Taguchi 
method. Fuel Process Technol 90(7–8):1041–1046

Chungcharoen T, Srisang N (2020) Preparation and characterization of fuel 
briquettes made from dual agricultural waste: cashew nut shells and 
areca nuts. J Clean Prod J 256:1–15

Cong H et al (2021) Co‑combustion, co‑densification, and pollutant emission 
characteristics of charcoal‑based briquettes prepared using bio‑tar as a 
binder. Fuel 287:1–10

Cong H, Yao Z, Zhao L (2021) Co‑combustion, co‑densification, and pollutant 
emission characteristics of charcoal‑based briquettes prepared using 
bio‑tar as a binder. Fuel 287:1–10

Crawford NC, Ray AE, Yancey NA, Nagle N (2015) Evaluating the pelletization 
of ‘pure’ and blended lignocellulosic biomass feedstocks. Fuel Process 
Technol 140:46–56

Czeka W et al (2018) The energy value and economic efficiency of solid biofu‑
els produced from digestate and sawdust. Energy 159:1118–1122

Deiana AC, Granados DL, Petkovic LM, Sardella MF, Silva HS (2004) Use of grape 
must as a binder to obtain activated carbon briquettes. Brazilian J 
Chem Eng 21(04):585–591

Deshannavar UB, Hegde PG, Dhalayat Z, Patil V, Gavas S (2018) Materials 
science for energy technologies production and characterization of 
agro‑based briquettes and estimation of calorific value by regression 
analysis: an energy application. Mater Sci Energy Technol 1:175–181

Dhote L, Mandpe A, Paliya S, Kumar S, Pandey RA (2020) Characterization of 
distillery sludge for its thermal properties and ascertaining its utilization 
as a low‑cost fuel. J Clean Prod 259:120872

Djatkov D, Martinov M, Kaltschmitt M (2018) Biomass and bioenergy influenc‑
ing parameters on mechanical–physical properties of pellet fuel made 
from corn harvest residues. Biomass Bioenerg 119:418–428

Donepudi Y (2017) Impact of pretreatment methods on fast pyrolysis of bio‑
mass. Diss. Master’s Theses, Michigan Technol. Univ., pp. 1–128

EIA (2021) Energy Information Administration. International Energy Statistics: 
Petroleum‑International Energy Administration (IEA)

Espuelas S, Marcelino S, Echeverría AM, Castillo JM, Seco A (2020) Low energy 
spent coffee grounds briquetting with organic binders for biomass fuel 
manufacturing. Fuel 278:118310

Europe biodiesel market—growth, trends, covid‑19 impact, and forecasts 
(2021–2026), Mordor Intelligence, 2021. [Online]. Available: https:// 
www. mordo rinte llige nce. com/ indus try‑ repor ts/ europe‑ biodi 
esel‑ market

Faverzani R et al (2020) Briquettes of citrus peel and rice husk. J Clean Prod J 
276:1–9

Gado IH, Ouiminga Daho SK, Daho T, Yonli AH, Sougoti M, Koulidiati J (2013) 
Characterization of briquettes coming from compaction of paper and 
cardboard waste at low and medium pressures. Waste Biomass Valor 
pp. 1–12

Gauthier G (2015) EU pellets market after 2014–2015 winter. The International 
Pellets Workshop‑Challenges and Innovation for market, Cologne.

Gauthier G et al. (2017) Pellet market overview. Brussels
Gehrig M, Wöhler M, Pelz S, Steinbrink J, Thorwarth H (2019) Kaolin as additive 

in wood pellet combustion with several mixtures of spruce and short‑
rotation‑coppice willow and its influence on emissions and ashes. Fuel 
235:610–616

Ghaffar S, Nasir A, Azhar MA, Farid MU (2015) Physico‑thermal characteriza‑
tion of biomass materials of different nature of briquettes. J Agric Res 
53(4):555–565

Gilvari H, De Jong W, Schott DL (2019) Quality parameters relevant for densi‑
fication of bio‑materials: measuring methods and affecting factors—a 
review. Biomass Bioenerg 120:117–134

Goulart B, Maia DO (2013) Use of banana culture waste to produce briquettes. 
Chem Eng Trans 32:349–354

Graham S, Eastwick C, Snape C, Quick W (2017) Mechanical degradation of 
biomass wood pellets during long term stockpile storage. Fuel Process 
Technol 160:143–151

Grover PD, Mishra SK (1996) Biomass briquetting: technology and practices. 
No. 46. Asia, Bangkok, Thailand: FAO Regional Wood Energy Develop‑
ment Programme

Grover PD, Mishra SK (1996) Biomass briquetting: technology and practices. 
No. 46. Bangkok, Thailand

Hu X, Pina A, Ferrão P, Fournier J, Lacarrière B, Le Corre O (2019) Pelletization 
of carbonized wood using organic binder with biomass gasification as 
additive. Energy Proc 158:509–515

IEA (2011) Global wood pellet industry market and trade study. IEA Bioenergy.
Ifa L et al (2020) Techno‑economic analysis of bio‑briquette from cashew nut 

shell waste. Heliyon 6:1–9
Ikelle II, Chukwuma A, Ivoms SO (2014) The characterization of the heat‑

ing properties of briquettes of coal and rice husk. IOSR J Appl Chem 
7(5):100–105

Ikubanni PP, Tobiloba O, Wallace O, Oluwatoba O, Akanni AA (2019) Per‑
formance evaluation of briquette produced from a designed and 
fabricated piston‑type briquetting machine. Int J Eng Res Technol 
12(8):1227–1238

Ilochi N (2010) Comparative analysis of coal briquettes blends with groundnut 
shell and maize cob. Nnamdi Azikiwe Univ. Awka, Anambra State, Niger, 
pp. 210

Jelonek Z, Drobniak A, Mastalerz M, Jelonek I (2020) Environmental implica‑
tions of the quality of charcoal briquettes and lump charcoal used for 
grilling. Sci Total Environ 747:1–25

Jiang L et al (2016) A comparative study of biomass pellet and biomass‑sludge 
mixed pellet: energy input and pellet properties. Energy Convers 
Manag 126:509–515

John C et al (2020) Solid fuel from Co‑briquetting of sugarcane bagasse and 
rice bran. Renew Energy 147:1941–1958

Juan FP, Gonz WA (2020) Biofuel quality analysis of fallen leaf pellets: 
effect of moisture and glycerol contents as binders. Renew Energy 
147:1139–1150

Junga R, Yilmaz E, Niemiec P (2021) Combustion behavior and mechanical 
properties of pellets derived from blends of animal manure and ligno‑
cellulosic biomass. J Environ Manage 290:1–8

Kaliyan NV, Morey R (2009) Factors affecting strength and durability of densi‑
fied biomass products. Biomass Bioenerg 33(3):337–359

Kang K, Qiu L, Sun G, Zhu M, Yang X, Yao Y (2019) Co‑densification technol‑
ogy as a critical strategy for energy recovery from biomass and other 
resources—a review. Renew Sustain Energy Rev 116:109414

Kang K, Nanda S, Shiung S, Zhang T, Huo L, Zhao L (2020) Enhanced fuel char‑
acteristics and physical chemistry of microwave hydrochar for sustain‑
able fuel pellet production via co‑densification. Environ Res 186:1–10

Karunanithy C, Wang Y, Muthukumarappan K, Pugalendhi S (2012) Physio‑
chemical characterization of briquettes made from different feedstocks. 
Biotechnol Res Int 2012(165202):1–12

Kirsten C, Lenz V, Schröder H, Repke J (2016) Hay pellets—the influence of 
particle size reduction on their physical–mechanical quality and energy 
demand during production. Fuel Process Technol 148:163–174

Klinge S, Mandø M, Brinch A (2020) Review of die design and process 
parameters in the biomass pelleting process Feedstock Drying Cooling. 
Powder Technol 364:971–985

Kri P, Šoos Ľ, Beniak J (2018) The effect of papermaking sludge as an additive 
to biomass pellets on the final quality of the fuel. Fuel 219:196–204

Kumar MV, Vithyasagar T, Rajavel R (2017) Analysis of biomass briquettes by 
using different agricultural wastes analysis of biomass briquettes by 
using different agricultural wastes. Proc Int Conf Technol Adv Mech Eng 
(ICTAME 2017), pp. 1–12

Lestari L, Variani VI, Sudiana IN, Sari DP (2017) “Characterization of briquette 
from the corncob charcoal and sago stem alloys. IOP Conf Ser J Phys 
Conf Ser 846(012012):1–7

Lu Z et al (2021) Application of laser induced breakdown spectroscopy for 
direct and quick determination of fuel property of woody biomass pel‑
lets. Renew Energy 164:1204–1214

Lubwama M, Yiga VA (2017) Development of groundnut shells and bagasse 
briquettes as sustainable fuel sources for domestic cooking applica‑
tions in Uganda. Renew Energy 111:532–542

Lubwama M, Andrew V, Muhairwe F, Kihedu J (2020) Physical and combustion 
properties of agricultural residue bio‑char bio‑composite briquettes as 
sustainable domestic energy sources. Renew Energy 148:1002–1016

Maia BGD, Souza O, Marangoni C, Hotza D, Oliveira APN, Sellin N (2014) 
Production and characterization of fuel briquettes from banana leaves 
waste production and characterization of fuel briquettes from banana 
leaves waste. Chem Eng Trans 37:439–444

https://www.mordorintelligence.com/industry-reports/europe-biodiesel-market
https://www.mordorintelligence.com/industry-reports/europe-biodiesel-market
https://www.mordorintelligence.com/industry-reports/europe-biodiesel-market


Page 18 of 19Ibitoye et al. Bioresour. Bioprocess.            (2021) 8:75 

Manouchehrinejad M, Mani S (2018) Torrefaction after pelletization (TAP): 
analysis of torrefied pellet quality and co‑products. Biomass Bioenerg 
118:93–104

Marsh R, Griffiths AJ, Williams KP, Wilcox SJ (2007) Physical and thermal proper‑
ties of extruded refuse derived fuel. Fuel Process Technol 88(7):701–706

Martín AJ, Pevida C, Rubiera F, García R, Gonz MP (2020) Pelletization of 
torrefied biomass with solid and liquid bio‑additives. Renew Energy 
151:175–183

Matkowski P, Lisowski A, Swie A (2020a) Effect of compacted dose of pure 
straw and blends of straw with calcium carbonate or cassava starch on 
pelletising process and pellet quality. J Clean Prod 277:1–12

Matkowski P, Lisowski A, Swie A (2020b) Pelletising pure wheat straw and 
blends of straw with calcium carbonate or cassava starch at different 
moisture, temperature, and die height values: Modelling and optimisa‑
tion. J Clean Prod 272:1–11

Meda V, Dumonceaux T (2018) Pretreatment of crop residues by application 
of microwave heating and alkaline solution for biofuel processing: a 
review. Renew Resour Biorefine Energy IntechOpen 48–67

Merry N et al (2018) Performance of binders in briquetting of durian peel as a 
solid biofuel. Mater Today Proc 5:21753–21758

Mitchell EJS et al (2020) The use of agricultural residues, wood briquettes and 
logs for small‑scale domestic heating. Fuel Process Technol 210:1–10

Mitchual SJ (2014) Densification of sawdust of tropical hardwoods and maize 
cobs at room temperature using low compacting pressure without a 
binder. Ph.D. Thesis, Dep. Wood Sci. Technol. Kwame Nkrumah Univ. Sci. 
Technol., pp. 1–264

Mohammed TI, Olugbade TO (2015) Characterization of briquettes from rice 
bran and palm kernel shell. Int J Mater Sci Innov 3(2):60–67

Mopoung S, Udeye V (2017) Characterization and evaluation of charcoal 
briquettes using banana peel and banana bunch waste for household 
heating. Am J Eng Appl Sci 10(2):353–365

Mu M, Chilton AM, Cant Y (2020) Assessing the viability of cyanobacteria pel‑
lets for application in arid land restoration. J Environ Manage 270:1–7

Muhammad SIN (2019) Comparative assessment of the economic and 
environmental impacts of food waste fermentation on value‑added 
products. Grad. Theses Diss. Iowa State Univ. Capstones. pp. 1–151

Nataša D, Branka N, Zoran C (2017) Comparison of ash melting behavior of 
crop residues and woody biofuels with recommended measures. In: 
8th PSU‑UNS Int. Conf. Eng. Technol. (ICET‑2017), Novi Sad, Serbia, June 
8–10, 2017 Univ. Novi Sad Fac Tech Sci vol. PS‑1(16): 1–4

Navalta JCLG, Banaag GK, Raboy VAO, Go AW, Cabatingan LK, Ju Y (2020) Solid 
fuel from co‑briquetting of sugarcane bagasse and rice bran. Renew 
Energy 147:1941–1958

Nicksy D, Pollard A, Strong D, Hendry J (2014) In‑situ torrefaction and spherical 
pelletization of partially pre‑torrefied hybrid poplar. Biomass Bioenerg 
70:452–460

Odusote JK, Muraina HO (2017) Mechanical and combustion characteristics of 
oil palm biomass fuel briquette. J Eng Technol 8(1):14–29

Ojolo SJ, Orisaleye JI, Ismail SO (2012) Technical potential of biomass energy in 
Nigeria. June 2016

Oladeji JT (2010) Fuel characterization of briquettes produced from corncob 
and rice husk resides. Pacific J Sci Technol 11(1):101–106

Oladeji JT (2015) Theoretical aspects of biomass briquetting: a review study. J 
Energy Technol Policy 5(3):72–82

Oladeji JT, Enweremadu CC (2012) The effects of some processing parameters 
on physical and densification characteristics of corncob briquettes. Int J 
Energy Eng 2(1):22–27

Oladeji J, Balogun AO, Adetola SO (2016) Characterization of briquettes pro‑
duced from corn cobs and corn stalks. Comput Inf Syst Dev Informat 
Allied Res J 7(2):65–72

Olatunji OO, Akinlabi S, Madushele N, Adedeji PA, Ndolomingo MJ, Meshack T 
(2020) Blended tropical almond residue for fuel production: character‑
istics, energy benefits, and emission reduction potential. J Clean Prod 
267:1–20

Onukak IE, Mohammed‑dabo IA, Ameh AO, Okoduwa SIR, Fasanya OO (2017) 
Production and characterization of biomass briquettes from tannery 
solid waste. Recycling 2(17):1–19

Osei B, Takase M, Mantey J (2020) Preparation of charcoal briquette from palm 
kernel shells: case study in Ghana. Heliyon 6:1–8

Oyedepo SO et al (2019) Bioenergy technology development in Nigeria—
pathway to sustainable energy development. Int J Environ Sustain Dev 
18(2):175–205

Oyelaran OA, Tudunwada YY (2015) Determination of the bioenergy poten‑
tial of melon shell and corn cob briquette. Iran J Energy Environ J 
6(3):167–172

Oyelaran OA, Sanusi O (2019) Enhancing the heating properties of agricultural 
waste briquettes. Leonardo Electron J Pract Technol 32:77–92

Paper C, Luttrell G (2012) Evaluation of methods used to quantify the durabil‑
ity of coal‑biomass briquettes. In: Proc Int Pittsburgh Coal Conf Univ 
Pittsburgh, Swanson Sch Eng Oct 16–19, Pittsburgh, PA, CD, pp. 1–11

Park S et al (2020) Investigation of agro‑byproduct pellet properties and 
improvement in pellet quality through mixing. Energy 190:1–8

Pawlak‑kruczek H et al (2020) Biocoal—quality control and assurance. Biomass 
Bioenerg 135:1–15

Peng J et al. (2015) Sawdust as an effective binder for making torrefied pellets. 
Appl Energy 1–8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. apene rgy. 2015. 06

Pimchuai A, Dutta A, Basu P (2010) Torrefaction of agriculture residue to 
enhance combustible properties. Energy Fuel 24:4638–4645

Poyry (2009) Wood pellets: global market, players and trade to 2015. Mark 
Newsl

Promdee K et al (2017) Characterization of carbon materials and differences 
from activated carbon particle (ACP) and coal briquettes product (CBP) 
derived from coconut shell via rotary kiln. Renew Sustain Energy Rev 
75:1175–1186

Rabiu AB, Lasode OA, Popoola OT, Babatunde OP, Ajimotokan HA (2019) Den‑
sification of tropical wood residues for the development of solid fuels. 
IAFOR Int Conf Sustain Energy Environ Hawaii 2019:1–11

Rafael B et al (2020) Production of Pleurotus ostreatus var. Florida on bri‑
quettes and recycling its spent substrate as briquettes for fuel grade 
biosolids. J Clean Prod 274:1–11

Raj T et al. Physical and chemical characterization of various Indian agriculture 
residues for biofuels production. Energy Fuels 1–28

Rajput SP, Jadhav SV, Thorat BN (2020) Methods to improve properties of fuel 
pellets obtained from different biomass sources: effect of biomass 
blends and binders. Fuel Process Technol 199:1–12

Ren S, Lei H, Wang L, Yadavall G, Liu T, Julson J (2014) The integrated process of 
microwave torrefaction and pytolysis of corn sotver for biofuel produc‑
tion. J Ofr Anal Appl Pyrolysis 108:248–253

Renewables (2020) Transport biofuels. IEA, Paris, 2020. [Online]. Available: 
https:// www. iea. org/ repor ts/ renew ables‑ 2020/ trans port‑ biofu els

Riva L et al (2019) Analysis of optimal temperature, pressure and binder quan‑
tity for the production of biocarbon pellet to be used as a substitute for 
coke. Appl Energy 256:1–16

Sakai H, Sheng N, Kurniawan A, Akiyama T, Nomura T (2020) Fabrication of heat 
storage pellets composed of microencapsulated phase change mate‑
rial for high‑temperature applications. Appl Energy 265:1–8

Scarlat N, Dallemand J, Fahl F (2018) Biogas: developments and perspectives in 
Europe. Renew Energy 129:457–472

Sedlmayer I et al (2018) Determination of off‑gassing and self‑heating poten‑
tial of wood pellets—method comparison and correlation analysis. Fuel 
234:894–903

Setter C, Letícia K, Costa S, José T, De Oliveira P, Farinassi R (2020) The effects of 
kraft lignin on the physicomechanical quality of briquettes produced 
with sugarcane bagasse and on the characteristics of the bio‑oil 
obtained via slow pyrolysis. Fuel Process Technol 210:1–10

Sharma HB, Dubey BK (2020) Binderless fuel pellets from hydrothermal 
carbonization of municipal yard waste: effect of severity factor on the 
hydrochar pellets properties. J Clean Prod 277:1–16

Sharma MK, Priyank G, Sharma N (2015) Biomass briquette production: a 
propagation of non‑convention technology and future of pollution free 
thermal energy sources. Am J Eng Res 4(2):44–50

Shigehisa T, Nakagawa T, Yamamoto S (2014) Briquetting of UBC by double 
roll press part I: the application and limitations of the Johanson model. 
Powder Technol 264:608–613

Shui T, Khatri V, Chae M, Sokhansanj S, Choi P, Bressler DC (2020) Development 
of a torrefied wood pellet binder from the cross‑linking between speci‑
fied risk materials‑derived peptides and epoxidized poly (vinyl alcohol). 
Renew Energy 162:71–80

Shuma R, Madyira DM (2019) Emissions comparison of loose biomass and 
cactus binders. Proc Manuf 35:130–136

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2015.06
https://www.iea.org/reports/renewables-2020/transport-biofuels


Page 19 of 19Ibitoye et al. Bioresour. Bioprocess.            (2021) 8:75  

Singh G, Kumar M, Vaish R (2021) Promising multicatalytic and adsorption 
capabilities in  V2O5/BiVO4 composite pellets for water‑cleaning applica‑
tion. Surfaces Interfaces 23:2–11

Solorzano LCH, Nuñez CAF, Sierra‑Vargas FE (2017) Biomass densification: a 
review of the current state‑of‑the‑art of the pellet market and analysis 
of new research trends. Tecciencia 12(23):81–92

Song A, Zha F, Tang X, Chang Y (2019) Effect of the additives on combustion 
characteristics and desulfurization performance of cow dung briquette. 
Chem Eng Process Process Intensif 143:1–8

Song B, Cooke‑willis M, Theobald B, Hall P (2021) Producing a high heating 
value and weather resistant solid fuel via briquetting of blended wood 
residues and thermoplastics. Fuel 283:1–10

Stelte W (2011) Fuel pellets from biomass: processing, bonding and raw mate‑
rials. Ph.D. Thesis, Tech. Univ. Denmark. 90:1–53

Stelte W, Holm JK, Sanadi AR, Barsberg S, Ahrenfeldt J, Henriksen UB (2010) A 
study of bonding and failure mechanisms in fuel pellets from different 
biomass resources. Biomass Bioenerg 35(2):910–918

Suberu MY, Mokhtar AS, Bashir N (2012) Potential capability of corn cob 
residue for small power generation in rural Nigeria. J Eng Appl Sci 
7(8):1037–1046

Sugathapala AGT, Chandak SP (2013) Technologies for converting waste 
agricultural biomass to energy. Reading Mater United Nations Environ 
Program Div Technol Ind Econ Int Environ Technol Cent Osaka, pp. 
1–229

Supatata N, Buates J, Hariyanont P (2017) Characterization of fuel briquettes 
made from sewage sludge mixed with water hyacinth and sewage 
sludge mixed with sedge. Int J Environ Sci Dev 4(2):3–6

Swiechowski K, Liszewski M, Babelewski P, Koziel JA, Białowiec A (2019) Oxy‑
tree pruned biomass torrefaction: mathematical models of the influ‑
ence of temperature and residence time on fuel properties improve‑
ment. Materials (basel) 12(2228):1–26

Tembe ET, Otache PO, Ekhuemelo DO (2014) Density, shatter index, and com‑
bustion properties of briquettes produced from groundnut shells, rice 
husks and saw dust of Daniellia oliveri. J Appl Biosci 82:7372–7378

Thapa S, Engelken R (2020) “Optimization of pelleting parameters for produc‑
ing composite pellets using agricultural and agro‑processing wastes by 
Taguchi‑Grey relational analysis. Carbon Resour Convers. 3:104–111

Thulu FGD, Kachaje O, Mlowa T (2016) A study of combustion characteristics 
of fuel briquettes from a blend of banana peelings and saw dust in 
Malawi. Int J Thesis Proj Diss 4(3):135–158

Thürer M, Stevenson TIM, Qu T, Huisingh D (2018) A systematic review of the 
literature on integrating sustainability into engineering curricula. J 
Clean Prod 181:608–617

Tilay A, Azargohar R, Drisdelle M, Dalai A, Kozinski J (2015) Canola meal 
moisture‑resistant fuel pellets: study on the effects of process variables 
and additives on the pellet quality and compression characteristics. Ind 
Crop Prod 63:337–348

Trubetskaya A et al (2019) Characterization of woodstove briquettes from tor‑
refied biomass and coal. Energy 171:853–865

Tuates AM, Ligisan AR, Capariño OA (2016a) Physico‑chemical and thermal 
properties of fuel briquettes derived from biomass furnaces as by‑
products. J Japan Inst Energy 95(9):859–867

Tuates AM, Ligisan AR, Capariño OA (2016b) Physico‑chemical and thermal 
properties of fuel briquettes derived from biomass furnaces as by‑
products. J Japan Inst Energ 95(9):859–867

Tumuluru CT, Wright KL, Kenny, JR Hess (2010) A review on biomass densifica‑
tion technologies for energy application. Idaho

Tumuluru JS, Sokhansanj S, Hess JR, Wright CT, Boardman RD (2011) A review 
on biomass torrefcation process and product properties for energy 
applications. Ind Biotechnol 7(5):384–401

Wamukonya L, Jenkins B (1995) Wheat‑straw briquettes as possible fuels for 
Kenya. Biomass Bioenerg 8(3):175–179

Wang Q, Zhao Y, Zhang Y (2014) Shrinkage kinetics of large‑sized briquettes 
during pyrolysis and its application in tamped coal cakes from large‑
scale chambers. Fuel 138:1–14

Wang T et al (2019) Effect of molasses binder on the pelletization of food 
waste hydrochar for enhanced biofuel pellets production. Sustain 
Chem Pharm 14:1–8

Wang C, Zhang S, Wu S, Sun M, Lyu J (2020) Multi‑purpose production with 
valorization of wood vinegar and briquette fuels from wood sawdust 
by hydrothermal process. Fuel 282:1–9

Xia X, Zhang K, Xiao H, Xiao S, Song Z, Yang Z (2019) Effects of additives and 
hydrothermal pretreatment on the pelleting process of rice straw: 
energy consumption and pellets quality. Ind Crop Prod 133:178–184

Yang I, Cooke‑willis M, Song B, Hall P (2021) Densification of torrefied Pinus 
radiata sawdust as a solid biofuel: effect of key variables on the durabil‑
ity and hydrophobicity of briquettes. Fuel Process Technol 214:1–9

Yank A, Ngadi M, Kok R (2016) Biomass and bioenergy physical properties of 
rice husk and bran briquettes under low pressure densification for rural 
applications. Biomass Bioenerg 84:22–30

Young P, Khennas S (2003) Feasibility and impact assessment of a proposed 
project to briquette municipal solid waste for use as a cooking fuel in 
Rwanda. Intermed Technol Consult Consult Rep to Bus Linkages Chall. 
Fund. pp. 1–59.

Yusuf S, Faiz M, Abd L, Muhaimin A (2021) Evaluation of hybrid briquettes from 
corncob and oil palm trunk bark in a domestic cooking application for 
rural communities in Nigeria. J Clean Prod 284:1–10

Zhai Y et al (2018) Production of fuel pellets via hydrothermal carbonization of 
food waste using molasses as a binder. Waste Manag 77:185–194

Zhang Y, Ghaly AE, Li B (2012) Physical properties of corn residues. Am J Bio‑
chem Biotechnol 8(2):44–53

Zhang G, Sun Y, Xu Y (2018) Review of briquette binders and briquetting 
mechanism. Renew Sustain Energy Rev 82:477–487

Zubairu A, Gana SA (2014) Production and characterization of briquette char‑
coal by carbonization of agro‑waste. Energy Power 4(2):41–47

Zych (2008) The viability of corn cobs as a bioenergy feedstock. pp. 1–25

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub‑
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Densification of agro-residues for sustainable energy generation: an overview
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Biomass densification
	Need for biomass densification
	Densification feedstock and mechanism

	Forms of biomass densification
	Briquetting
	Pelletizing

	Characterization of feedstock and densification products
	Advantages, disadvantages, and application of densification and its products
	Recent research efforts
	Methods
	Overview of recent literature

	Drawbacks and proposed possible solutions
	Drawbackschallenges
	Possible solutions

	Recommendation for further research
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References




