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BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES: Recent investigations indicated that continuous use of 
fertilizers and pesticides in agricultural fields not only deteriorated soil health but also caused 
a deleterious effect on surface and groundwater bodies. Treating such wastewater using 
microalgae has shown higher nutrient removal and biomass efficiency. Moreover, microalgae 
are proven to be miniature factories that augment the huge potential of biofuel. The aim 
of this study is to evaluate the different light intensities required for Chlorella vulgaris algae 
to remove nutrients from synthetic agricultural wastewater in a fabricated bubble column 
photobioreactor. Additionally, the research findings focus on assessing the degradation of 
organic pollutants and biomass generation under different light conditions.
METHODS: In this study, synthetic agrochemical wastewater was treated in a bubble column 
photobioreactor with blue, red, sunlight, and white light conditions. The treatment was 
conducted in a batch process with a hydraulic retention time of 21 days, using light intensity 
of 1800–2800 luminescence and a temperature maintained at 25–28° degrees Celsius. 
FINDINGS: Under different lighting conditions, the blue light condition exhibited a higher 
biomass concentration of 3.99 gram per liter, with an estimated heat energy value of 1.278 
kilojoule per liter. Moreover, in the blue light condition, scanning electron microscopy analysis 
showed no significant changes in the shape of Chlorella vulgaris and energy-dispersive X-ray 
analysis elemental composition exhibited the lowest oxygen-to-carbon ratio (1.03). Fourier 
transform infrared spectroscopy was used to illustrate the functional group of microalgae 
under different lighting conditions. The lipid, protein, carbohydrate, and amino acid contents 
were 3329–3332, 2116–2139, 1636–1645, and 545–662 per centimeter, respectively. The 
higher biomass potential from the wastewater treatment shows significant benefit in terms 
of feedstock and biofuel production.
CONCLUSION: The present investigation identified the nutrient reduction and biomass 
productivity to be more in blue light condition for Chlorella vulgaris algae. The investigation 
also assessed the potential of lipid, carbohydrate, and protein content in Chlorella vulgaris, 
which indirectly evaluates the biofuel potential of the species.

ARTICLE INFO 

Article History:
Received  02 January 2023
Revised 19 March 2023
Accepted 23 April 2023 

Keywords:
Bioenergy 
Biological wastewater treatment 
Chlorella vulgaris 
Nutrient removal 
Photobioreactor 
Phycoremediation

ABSTRAC T

DOI: 10.22035/gjesm.2023.04.09

NUMBER OF REFERENCES

43
NUMBER OF FIGURES

9
NUMBER OF TABLES

4

Note: Discussion period for this manuscript open until January 1, 2024 on GJESM website at the “Show Article”.

Podcasts

This is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

https://www.gjesm.net/ 
https://www.gjesm.net/jufile?ar_sfile=3885273
https://www.gjesm.net/jufile?ar_sfile=3885273
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


790

S. Dhanasekar and R. Sathyanathan

INTRODUCTION
In recent years, energy has become a most valuable 

product, and many research studies are focused on 
generating sustainable energy for replacing fossil 
fuel. Conversely, recent investigations indicated 
that continuous use of fertilizers and pesticides in 
agricultural fields not only deteriorated soil health 
but also caused a deleterious effect on surface and 
groundwater bodies. Specifically, the nutrient-laden 
runoff from agricultural fields poses a great threat 
due to the excessive content of phosphate and 
nitrate, which are carried to natural water bodies 
(Díaz et al., 2012; Khalid et al., 2019). This leads to 
eutrophication in water bodies, causing an ecological 
imbalance that leads to water pollution. Integrated 
systems are found to be effective in treating 
agricultural wastewater and generating biomass, 
which produces value-added products such as biogas, 
biofertilizers, and biofuel. Bioenergy and bioeconomy 
from biomass have great scope to satisfy the need 
of energy demand in the future (Driver et al., 2014; 
Shahid et al., 2019). Compared with constructed 
wetland treatment, wastewater treatment using 
microalgae had shown the highest biomass efficiency 
with a pollution removal efficiency of 80–90 percent 
(%). Energy recovery from algal biomass has also 
become one of the sustainable ways for harvesting 
renewable energy processes (Cai et al., 2013; Hoang 
et al., 2022). Because of declining petroleum reserves, 
increasing fuel prices, and depleting natural resources, 
renewable energy has become an essential global 
factor. In recent years, microalgae’s biofuel potential 
had attracted considerable commercial interest due 
to its carbon-neutral ecosystem and indigenous 
production (Kunjapur et al., 2010; Moshood et al., 
2021). Microalgae that are capable of growing very 
rapidly can accumulate bioproducts, and they do not 
require either large quantities of freshwater or fertile 
land to grow. Hence the algae can be conveniently 
grown in municipal or industrial wastewater and 
can assist in bioremediation (Borowitzka, 1999; Cai 
et al., 2013). Microalgae also helps in tackling global 
warming by reducing atmospheric carbon dioxide 
(CO2) and serves as an alternative animal feedstock 
due to its high harvesting index (Chen et al., 2011). 
It is also emphasized that algal biomass can be 
used as a supplement for proteins to animals as it 
contains a high protein concentration of 40%–70% 
(Amaral et al., 2020; Maryjoseph and Ketheesan, 

2020). Microalgae had a great potential of lipid (fat) 
accumulation 1%–70% in their cell density and can 
convert waste organics into bioenergy (H. Kamyab 
et al., 2017). Photoautotrophic microalgal growth 
depends on light intensity, CO2, temperature, and 
nutrient availability in the photosynthesis process 
(Martínez Sancho et al., 1999). Photobioreactors 
(PBRs) are enclosed systems that help in the growth 
of photoautotrophic organisms to treat wastewater 
without any external containment with the aid of an 
artificial light source to facilitate photosynthesis (Pulz 
and Scheibenbogen, 2007). PBRs are of two types: a) 
an open PBR normally a raceway pond and b) closed 
PBR, which includes a bubble column, tubular flat 
plate, and spiral (Acién et al., 2017; de Vree et al., 
2015). Considering the several limitations of open 
PBR, closed PBR is often preferred for bioremediation. 
Among different closed PBRs, bubble column reactors 
are generally preferred because of their simple design 
and construction. Besides, these reactors consume 
less floor space, are less prone to contamination, 
and are efficient in CO2 utilization (Chinnasamy et 
al., 2010; Gupta, Lee, and Choi, 2015). Because light 
is an energy source that serves as an environmental 
factor for developing photosynthetic organisms in 
bubble column PBRs (BC-PBRs), it can be provided 
either naturally or artificially using lamps (Pulz and 
Scheibenbogen, 2007). The use of sunlight as a light 
source for microalgae is advantageous as it is free, 
cost effective, and abundant, but its temperature 
should be considered for microalgal growth systems 
(Xin et al., 2011). However, the duration of day 
and night periods, changing weather and climatic 
conditions, nonuniform light intensity, and other 
seasonal changes may influence the efficiency of the 
reactor (Singh and Singh, 2015). These drawbacks can 
be avoided by installing artificial lighting systems with 
continuous or intermittent illumination in PBRs to 
enhance biomass productivity (Jung et al., 2019). The 
biofuel ability of certain microalgae can be enhanced 
by modifying the artificial light supply and factors 
such as culture conditions, nitrogen depletion, and 
temperature. Several studies investigated the effects 
of light, temperature, and CO2 on the growth of 
microalgae, such as Scenedesmus, Spirulina platensis, 
Dunaliella salina, Nannochloropsis oceanica, and 
mixed cultures of the Chlorella species (Masojídek 
and Torzillo, 2014; Mohsenpour et al., 2021; Xin et 
al., 2010, 2011). Generally, light-emitting diodes 
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(LEDs) are more frequently used than traditional light 
sources for microalgae cultivation. LEDs consume less 
power and are energy efficient. They are characterized 
by their long lifespan, less heat or no ultra voilet (UV) 
emissions, and instant lighting condition. They are 
also highly reliable in case of system-level failures. 
Because the absorption bands are seen in blue 
and red spectral areas of the chlorophyll molecule, 
LEDs are considered a good source compared with 
fluorescent light due to their broad visible spectrum. 
Indeed, microalgae require optimal irradiation 
conditions with narrow bands of light to maximize 
their photosynthetic rates, which can be achieved 
using LEDs (Borella et al., 2022). Because microalgae 
are a photoautotrophic organism, the effects of 
light, such as white, blue, and red light and sunlight 
conditions: white light conditions (WC), blue light 
conditions (BC), red light conditions (RC), and sunlight 
conditions (SC), respectively on microalgae are 
investigated to understand its influence in biomass 
production. The experiments were conducted in BC-
PBRs to understand the optimum light intensities 
and favorable conditions required for the algae for 
nutrient removal, degradation of organic pollutant, 
and biomass generation. This study aims to treat 
high wastewater nutrients using Chlorella vulgaris 
in a BC-PBR and evaluate the effect of different light 
intensities required for C.  vulgaris algae to remove 
nutrients from synthetic agricultural wastewater, 
assess nutrient pollutant degradation, and determine 
biomass generation. This study has been conducted 
in the Environmental Engineering Laboratory, 
Department of Civil Engineering, SRM Institute of 

Science and Technology, Kattankulathur, India, in 
2022.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Microalgae strains and culture conditions

The microalgal strain C.  vulgaris was considered 
for this study. The algal strain was obtained from the 
Annakili Algal Research Institute, Chennai, India. Fig. 1  
shows the algal strain culture under 20- and 10- 
micrometer (μm) magnifications obtained using the 
Hover labs Trinocular Research Coaxial Microscope. 
The algae were precultivated using culture medium 
with the following operating conditions: white LEDs 
with a light intensity of 1300–1800 luminescence (lux) 
were used under a light-to-dark period of 16:8. The 
optimum room temperature varied from 23°C ± 2°C 
(degrees Celsius) (Tripathy and Kumar, 2022). Bold’s 
Basal medium (BBM) was used to cultivate the strains 
of microalgae that were then centrifuged (Remi R-8C, 
India) at 1,957 × g for 5 min before being rinsed in 
deionized water and centrifuged again for 5 min. The 
suspended microalgae were collected and inoculated 
in BBM. Later, the cultured microalgae strains were 
introduced into the BC-PBRs with a 10-milliliter per 
liter (mL/L) dilution (Sevugamoorthy and Rangarajan, 
2023).

Synthetic agrochemical wastewater
Synthetic agrochemical wastewater (SACWW) was 

prepared by slightly modifying the compositions of 
ammonium dihydrogen phosphate ([NH4] H2PO4) 
and phosphorus pentoxide (P2O5). Because SACWW 
acts as a source of nutrients for microalgal cells, 

  

 
 

Fig. 1: Light microscopic images of C. vulgaris under (a) 20‐μm and (b) 10‐μm magnifications 
   

(a)  (b) 

20 μm 10 μm 

Fig. 1: Light microscopic images of C. vulgaris under (a) 20-μm and (b) 10-μm magnifications
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high quantities of ammonium and phosphorus 
were obtained as per the American Public Health 
Association (APHA) method in BC-PBRs (Martínez 
Sancho et al., 1999). Glucose (carbon source) and 
chemicals such as ammonium chloride (NH4Cl), 
sodium nitrate (NaNO3), sodium chloride (NaCl), 
copper sulfate pentahydrate (CuSO4.5H2O), and 
cobalt(II) nitrate hexahydrate (CO[NO3]2.6H2O) 
were also added in BC-PBRs with pH kept near 7. 
The initial characterization of the wastewater for 
pH, biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), chemical 
oxygen demand (COD), ammonium, and phosphorus 
were 6.8, 1900, 6500, 90, and 23 mg/L, respectively 
(Anusha Gowri et al., 2022).

Experimental setup and reactor conditions
For the experimental setup, four BC-PBRs with 

190-millimeter (mm) inner diameter, 5-mm thickness, 
and 500-mm depth were made with a transparent 
acrylic sheet. The reactor had a total volume of 20L. 
During the treatment process, a liquid and gas volume 
of 12 and 8 liter (L), respectively, was maintained at 
a temperature of 23°C ± 2°C in laboratory conditions 
to ensure uniform luminescence throughout the 
research period. From previous studies, it is learned 
that the support system of cylindrical or tubular BC-
PBRs occupied more land space (Díaz, Inostroza, and 
Acién Fernández 2019; Camacho et al., 2011), and 
to overcome this, BC-PBRs were designed to stand 
on the ground without any external support (Fig. 2). 
The reactors were exposed to cycles of 16 h of light 
followed by 8 h of darkness, using external different-
colored LED lights emitting BC, RC, and WC; lights 
providing a medium illuminance of approximately 
2 kiloluminescence (klux); and a natural SC. The 
cultures in BBM were grown in 2-L Erlenmeyer under 
ideal SC for a photoperiod of 16:8-h light-to-dark 
phases. The initial cell concentration of microalgae 
for all lighting conditions in BC-PBR was adopted in 
the ratio of 1:10 (100 mL of cultured microalgae to 
1 L of synthesized wastewater). An air diffuser motor 
supplying 3-L/min rate of air was used in PBR to 
prevent the accumulation of algae at the bottom and 
to ensure complete light supply to the microalgae 
inside the reactor. (Fig. 2) shows the experimental 
setup of C. vulgaris under different light conditions.

Lighting conditions and its configurations
Light is one of the most important factors in PBR. 

The light intensity, photoperiod, and light wavelength 
also constitute vital elements in PBRs (Czeczuga, 
1986). LED bulbs were considered for this study. One 
of the major advantages of LED was its low energy 
consumption and in providing high illumination. 
These bulbs are readily available in the market and 
are 40%–60% cheaper than compact fluorescent light 
bulbs (Janssen et al., 2000; Ra et al., 2016; Borella 
et al., 2022). LED lights for three BC-PBRs arranged 
with 20 diodes spaced at 2-cm intervals and one BC-
PBR setup at sunlight were used as the light source 
for photoperiodic effect for growth of the microalgae 
for this study (Fig. 2) and their labeling is discussed in 
(Table 1). LED strips emitting white 450-, blue 465-, 
and red 660-nanometer (nm) light were evaluated for 
the effects on algal growth rate with a 12-h light and 
12-h dark photoperiod (de Mooij et al., 2016; Pulz 
and Scheibenbogen, 2007; Silva et al., 2022).

Analytical techniques
APHA 2012 was used for monitoring the 

physiochemical parameters, namely, pH, organic 
pollutants, and nutrients like ammonium and 
phosphorus concentrations, before and after the 
treatment. A pH probe (SYSTRONICS, India) was used 
to monitor the pH variations in the sample. COD and 
BOD were evaluated using the open reflux method 
and Winkler’s method, respectively. UV spectroscopy 
operating at 620 and 420  nm was used to monitor 
phosphorus and ammonium, respectively (Shimadzu 
UV-VIS 1900i, Japan) (APHA 2012 “WPCF 2012).

Growth estimation
The growth pattern of the inoculated culture was 

determined using the optical density (OD) at 680 nm 
(Shimadzu UV-VIS 1900i, Japan) daily for 24 days until 
the culture reaches its stationary phase.

Biomass analysis
A Whatman filter (GE Healthcare Lifesciences, 

Grade 4) with a diameter of 125  mm was used to 
filter the microalgal biomass that had grown in 
wastewater. The empty oven dry filter paper weight 
(W1) and drying the algal biomass at 105°C for 24 h, 
the dry weight of the filter containing algal biomass 
(W2) were measured. The microalgal concentration 
(mg/L) was obtained using Eq. 1 (Pruvost et al., 2009).

Biomass analysis (mg/L) = (W2 − W1)/V	   �  (1)
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Where, W1 is the empty oven dry weight of filter 
paper, W2 is the dry algal weight of filter paper 
(after oven drying at 105°C), and V is the volume of 
wastewater after the treatment.

Nutrient and organic pollutant removal
The nutrient removal efficiency of ammonium 

and phosphorus was calculated in alternate days 
of sampling, and organic pollutant removal was 
identified by influent and effluent sampling based on 
Eq. 2 (Pruvost et al., 2009).

Nutrient and organic pollutant = (Initial 
concentration − Final concentration)/(Initial 
concentration)       �      (2)

where the initial concentration is the influent 
wastewater before treatment in BC-PBRs and the 
final concentration is the effluent wastewater from 
the reactor after the treatment in BC-PBRs.

Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and energy-
dispersive X-ray (EDX) analyses

SEM and EDX analysis images were considered to 

 

   

 
Fig. 2: (a) Pilot scale bubble column photobioreactor (BC‐PBR) model for microalgal growth with different lighting 

conditions and (b) photographic view of BC‐PBRs 
   

(b) 

(a)

Fig. 2: (a) Pilot scale bubble column photobioreactor (BC-PBR) model for microalgal growth with different lighting conditions and (b) pho-
tographic view of BC-PBRs
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illustrate the algal cell morphology under treated 
and untreated conditions. Algal cells were treated 
with 2.5% glutaraldehyde and dehydrated using 
ethanol (30%–100% concentration). The cells were 
then dried in a hot air oven, mounted on protective 
film in the molds, and sputtered with chromium. 
SEM micrographs of algal cells and their elemental 
composition were captured using Thermo Fisher 
Apreo S, USA.

Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) analysis for 
thermal properties of microalgae

For the DSC analysis, microalgae from the late 
exponential phase were harvested from the BC-
PBRs and were centrifuged using REMI R8C at a rate 
of 5000 revolutions per minute for 15  min. Later, 
the biomass from the instrument was collected and 
washed twice with deionized water and then dried in 
a hot air oven at 80°C for a day. The dried biomass 
was then pulverized using porcelain mortar and 
stored in a desiccator. The stored biomass was then 
assessed for its combustion property in a Differential 
Scanning Calorimeter (NETZSCH, Germany) under 
10°C/min and 30°C/min with nitrogen gas supply. The 
correlation between weight loss and its respective 
temperature was recorded continuously, and the DSC 
plot was established to determine the calorimetric 
value of the algal biomass to understand its bioenergy 
potential.

Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy 
measurements

The FTIR spectra of all algal consortia were 
investigated to identify the shifts in different 
functional groups. FTIR spectra were obtained 
at ambient temperature, using a (Bruker Alpha, 
Germany), and the FTIR spectrometer wavelength 
ranges between 500 and 4000 /cm.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Comparison of OD values in different light conditions

The colorimetric method was used for analyzing OD 
with the range of 680  nm. SACWW was introduced 
in BC-PBR and was operated in batch mode until it 
reached the stationary phase. The growth ability of 
microalgae was monitored under different lighting 
conditions (Fig. 3) because it enhances the growth 
cell structure along with nutrients. A comparison of 
OD values between different light conditions exhibits 
the growth variation in SACWW. Under BC and RC, 
OD at 680  nmshows a similar result by achieving a 
maximum value of 0.34 on the 18th day of treatment, 
which indicates the higher BC and RC wavelengths of 
500 and 600 nm, respectively, with a uniform average 
intensity of 2 klx. Followed by that, SC showed 0.33 
on the 19th day of treatment, although the intensity 
varied from time to time due to the availability of 
daylight conditions. WC showed a lesser value of 
0.24 on the 17th day of the treatment process. 
The OD results clearly showed that the algal cells 
placed in different lighting conditions achieved their 
exponential growth between the 10th and 17th days. 

Comparison of algal biomass in different light 
conditions

Biomass productivity is one of the major benefits 
of PBRs. A comparison of algal biomass in different 
lighting conditions is shown in Fig. 4. The biomass 
productivity of 4.15  g/L at the end of 24  days 
obtained in SC was better than that in other lighting 
conditions. BC produced a biomass of 3.99  g/L, 
followed by both RC and WC with biomass of 2.55 g/L. 
Although the experimentation was limited to 24 days, 
the microalgal growth rate was also found to be in 
its declining phase after this period. The results 
confirmed the biomass potential of C. vulgaris under 
all lighting conditions.

Table 1: Lighting parameters and their intensities 
 

Symbol  Lighting conditions  Temperature (°C)  Wavelength (nm)  Light intensity (klx)  pH 

BC  Blue light  24 ± 2  400–500  1.8–2.8  6.9–7.2 

RC  Red light  24 ± 2  600–700  1.8–2.8  6.9–7.2 

WC  White light  24 ± 2  300–400  1.8–2.8  6.9–7.2 

SC  Sunlight  28 ± 4  520–700  1.8–4.8  6.9–7.2 
 
   

Table 1: Lighting parameters and their intensities
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Comparison of nutrient removal under different light 
conditions

Fig. 5 depicts the significant reduction in the 
ammoniacal nitrogen concentration in all four lighting 
conditions. In the first 12  days of exposure, the 

nutrients present in the wastewater were removed 
quite similarly in all lighting conditions. The NH4–N 
concentration on the 12th day in the BC was reduced 
from 90 to 14  mg/L, signifying an 85% nutrient 
reduction in the initial growth phase of microalgae. 

 
 
 
 

Fig. 3: The OD values of C. vulgaris under different light conditions 
   

Fig. 3: The OD values of C. vulgaris under different light conditions

 
 
 

Fig. 4: Biomass concentration of C. vulgaris in different lighting conditions 
   

Fig. 4: Biomass concentration of C. vulgaris in different lighting conditions
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The overall NH4–N removal rate was found to be 95.5% 
in the BC. In SC, the nutrient reduction was 87% at 
the end of the 12th day with an overall removal rate 
of 96.6%. RC and WC showed 73% and 91% nutrient 
reduction on the 12th day, respectively. In all lighting 
conditions, C.  vulgaris showed significant NH4–N 

removal and is found to be significantly high at ~93% 
from treating SACWW in BC-PBR with a retention 
time of 24 days.

Fig. 6 shows the variation of PO4–P in different 
lighting conditions for the retention period of 
24  days. The nutrients present in wastewater 

 
 
 
 

Fig. 5: NH4–N removal of C. vulgaris in different lighting conditions 
   

Fig. 5: NH4–N removal of C. vulgaris in different lighting conditions

 
 
 
 

Fig. 6: PO4–P removal of C. vulgaris in different lighting conditions 
   

Fig. 6: PO4–P removal of C. vulgaris in different lighting conditions
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were significantly removed in the first 14  days of 
exposure under different lighting conditions, and the 
overall removal rate was approximately 90% for the 
retention period. At the end of 14  days, the PO4–P 
concentration was reduced from 21 to 5 mg/L (i.e., 
76%) with an overall removal rate of 90% under BC. 
The nutrient reduction at the end of 14 days and the 
overall removal rate were found to be 77% and 90%, 
73% and 91%, and 76% and 90% in SC, RC, and WC, 
respectively.

Comparison of COD and BOD removal efficiency under 
different lighting conditions in BC-PBRs

The COD and BOD represents the organic 
matter found in the wastewater. The air supplied 
inside the reactor not only enhances the mixing 
regime but also initiates the oxidation of organic 
compounds inside the reactor (Ting et al., 2017). 
Besides, CO2 fixation and O2 transformation during 
biodegradation indirectly enhance the degradation 
of organic matter in the reactor. Before and after the 
treatment, the COD removal rate in BC-PBRs under 
different light conditions was analyzed (Fig. 7a). BC 

exhibited 81% COD removal, followed by SC with 
79%. The COD removal rate was 78% for both RC 
and WC. The BOD in BC-PBRs analyzed before and 
after the treatment under different light conditions 
is depicted in Fig. 7b. The maximum BOD removal 
rate of 70% was exhibited by BC. The BOD removal 
rate in SC, RC, and WC were 69%, 68%, and 65%, 
respectively.

Comparison of pollutant removal before and after 
treatment under different light conditions using BC-
PBRs

Table 2 shows the pollutant removal before and 
after the treatment of SACWW using C. vulgaris under 
different light conditions. As per the Environmental 
Protection Rules (1986) standard of India, the 
concentration of ammoniacal nitrogen should be 
50  mg/L, dissolved phosphate should be <5  mg/L, 
and COD and BOD should be <250 and 30  mg/L, 
respectively. Although COD and BOD are slightly 
higher than the stipulated standard, it is required 
to be treated before being discharged in freshwater 
bodies. Although microalgae are an efficient medium 

   

 
 
 

Fig. 7: (a) COD removal rate of C. vulgaris in different light conditions and (b) BOD removal rate of C. vulgaris in 
different light conditions of BC‐PBRs 

   

(a)  (b)
Fig. 7: (a) COD removal rate of C. vulgaris in different light conditions and (b) BOD removal rate of C. vulgaris in different light conditions 

of BC-PBRs

Table 2: Comparison of SACWW using C. vulgaris in BC‐PBRs under different light conditions 
 

 
   

Light 
condition 

Initial concentration (before 
treatment (mg/L) 

Final concentration (after treatment
(mg/L)  Reduction (%) 

NH4–N  PO4–P  COD  BOD  NH4–N  PO4–P  COD  BOD  NH4–N 
PO4–
P  COD  BOD 

BC  90  21  6400  1880  4  1  1210  578  95.5  95.2  81  69 
RC  89  23  6394  1990  5  2  1340  603  93.2  91.3  79  65 
WC  90  21  6389  1910  5  2  1415  665  93.3  90.4  77  68 
SC  90  22  6397  1900 3 1 1329 597 96.6 95.4  79  68

Table 2: Comparison of SACWW using C. vulgaris in BC-PBRs under different light conditions
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for treating nutrient pollutants, they have limitations 
in COD and BOD removal. In general, primary and 
secondary treatment plants remove 60%–80% of 
COD and BOD, and when the effluent reaches the 
tertiary PBR units using microalgae, the remaining 
organic pollutants will be treated.

Comparison of SEM and EDX analyses under different 
light conditions

SEM analysis was performed to investigate the 

variations in surface morphologies of C.  vulgaris 
strains before and after the treatment of SACWW 
under different lighting conditions in BC-PBRs. To 
investigate the changes in the algal strain after the 
treatment, SEM images were obtained in different 
magnifications. Fig. 8 shows SEM and EDX analyses of 
C. vulgaris under BC, RC, WC, and SC after wastewater 
treatment with 20- and 5-μm magnifications. It is 
observed that under BC and SC, the algal strains 
exhibited distinct shapes, rigid cell walls, and 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

  

BC 

RC 

5 μm BC  

SC 

EDX Analysis of BC  

EDX Analysis of RC 
5 μm RC  

EDX Analysis of SC

Fig. 8: SEM images of BC, RC, WC, and SC under 20- and 5-μm magnification and EDX analyses of BC, RC, SC, and WC
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smoothness, which were comparatively equal to 
those of algal cells in a culture condition. Conversely, 
algal strains under RC and WC displayed a nondistinct 
shape with slightly damaged cell walls after the 
treatment, signifying their stressed condition.

Elemental analysis of C.  vulgaris under different 
lighting conditions using SEM-EDX

The organic elements for C. vulgaris under different 
light conditions are shown in Fig. 8, which mainly 
contains carbon (C), oxygen (O), and nitrogen (N). 
Other insignificant elements such as sodium (Na), 
chlorine (Cl), phosphorus (P), potassium (K) were also 
identified. Table 3 shows the percentage weight of 
elements harvested under different light conditions: 
the elements C, O, and N ranges between 37.33 
and 28.17, 48.23 and 35.51, and 15.85 and 14.71, 
respectively. In BC, the percentage atomic weight 
of C, O, and atomic oxygen-to-carbon (O/C) ratio 
is 34.44%, 43.54%, and 1.03%, respectively, which 
is slightly higher than the O/C value exhibited by 
terrestrial crops such as sugarcane bagasse (0.88), 
corn (0.8), and pine waste (0.88) (Hossain et al., 
2019). The lowest O/C ratio (1.03%) is achieved in BC, 
which is equal to the biomass of rice husk (Bousdira 
et al., 2014). Phukan et al. (2011) documented that 
O/C ratios were directly associated with the energy 
content of solid fuel.

DSC analysis of biomass under different light 
conditions

DSC analysis under different light conditions is 

shown in Table 3. In a heating cycle, the microalgae 
exhibits peak stretches, which indicate the 
decomposition process, with its respective enthalpies. 
The harvested biomass from BC-PBRs is evaluated for 
its energy potential, and the exothermic events with 
enthalphy (ΔH) are shown in Table 4. The peak ΔH 
was observed as 308.2 J/g at 115.6°C, followed by a 
second exothermic event of 50.96  J/g at transition 
temperature of 197.1°C under RC. But the biomass 
generation was high under BC, which is shown in Fig. 
4. Overall, BC showed a high estimated enthalpy of 
1.278 kilojoule per liter (kJ/L). Although algal biomass 
has bioenergy potential, the results infer that light 
conditions will have a significant effect on their 
nature.

FTIR spectroscopy of C.  vulgaris under different 
lighting conditions

FTIR spectroscopy assessed the properties of 
C. vulgaris before and after treatment under different 
light conditions with various characteristic functional 
groups in the range of 4000–450/cm, as shown in 
Fig. 9. FTIR spectra indicated the presence of lipid, 
protein, carbohydrate, and amino acid stretching 
vibration peaks in cells at 2800–3300, 1700–2800, 
1500–1700, and 700–500/cm, respectively. The 
determination of lipid, carbohydrate, and protein 
content using FTIR has been well documented 
by many researchers (Sharma et al., 2018, 2019). 
In a previous study, Sharma et al. (2018, 2019) 
documented the characteristic peaks of O–H, 
C–H, C≡C, C=O, and N–H amide after wastewater 
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treatment to be 3300, 2900, 2100, 1600, and 600/
cm, respectively. In this study, after treating SACWW 
with different light conditions, the exhibited peak of 

the O–H, C≡C, C=O, and N–H functional groups was 
in the range of 3329–3332, 2116–2139, 1636–1645, 
and 545–662/cm, respectively (Miglio et al., 2013).

Table 3: Elemental analysis of biomass from BC‐PBRs under different light conditions using SEM‐EDX 
 

Elements  Light conditions  Weight (%)  Atomic (%) 

Carbon (C) 

BC  34.44  43.54 
RC 34.88 41.53
SC  28.17  35 
WC  37.33  44.60 

Oxygen (O) 

BC  35.51  33.70 
RC  45.34  40.52 
SC 48.23 44.98
WC  41.22  36.98 

Nitrogen (N) 

BC  14.71  15.95 
RC  15.85  16.19 
SC 15.30 16.30
WC  15.26  15.63 

Chlorine (Cl) 

BC  10.22  4.38 
RC  1.79  0.72 
SC 3.74 1.58
WC  1.16  0.47 

Sodium (Na) 

BC  0.67  0.44 
RC  0.42  0.26 
SC 0.51 0.33
WC  1.14  0.71 

Phosphorus (P) 

BC  1.22  0.60 
RC  0.95  0.44 
SC 2.27 1.09
WC  1.15  0.53 

Sulfur (S) 

BC  1.55  0.73 
RC  0.78  0.35 
SC 0.40 0.19
WC  0.86  0.39 

Potassium (K) 

BC  1.69  0.66 
RC  ‐  ‐ 
SC  1.38  0.53 
WC 1.88 0.69

O/C (%) 

BC  1.03  0.77 
RC  1.30  0.97 
WC  1.71  1.28 
SC 1.10 0.82

 
   

Table 3: Elemental analysis of biomass from BC-PBRs under different light conditions using SEM-EDX

Table 4: DSC analysis of biomass from BC‐PBRs after treatment under different light conditions 
 

Light 
conditions 

ΔH (J/g)  Temperature (°C)  Biomass 
generated (g/L) 

Estimated ΔH 
(kJ/L) 1st peak  2nd peak  Total  1st peak  2nd peak 

BC  283.4  37.02  320.42  112.2  194.8  3.99  1.278 

RC  308.2  50.96  358.98  115.6  197.1  2.55  0.915 

SC  252.7  46.44  299.47  105.4  198.9  4.15  1.242 

WC  278.4  ‐  278.4  105.4    2.55  0.71 

 

Table 4: DSC analysis of biomass from BC-PBRs after treatment under different light conditions
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CONCLUSIONS
In this study, C.  vulgaris, a blue–green microalgal 

species that have a tendency to treat wastewater, 
were cultivated under different light conditions, 
namely, BC, RC, SC, and WC, in BC-PBRs to treat 
SACWW. Among the four different lighting conditions, 
C. vulgaris under BC was found to be the most efficient 
for treating synthesized agricultural wastewater. The 
algae exhibited the highest growth rate under BC 
(400–500  nm), followed by SC (520–700  nm), with 
more effective treatment processes compared with 
those of RC (600–700 nm) and WC (300–400 nm). OD 
values clearly showed the exponential growth of algae 
falls between the 10th and 17th  day irrespective of 
the lighting conditions. SC (91%) showed the highest 
COD removal rate, followed by BC, RC, and WC with 
a removal rate of 81% and 78%, respectively. In BOD 
removal, BC and SC showed similar degradation 
(~70%), followed by RC (68%) and WC (65%). The 
maximum ammonium nitrate (NH4–N) and phosphorus 
(PO4–P) removal rates were found in SC (96.6% and 
91%, respectively), followed by BC (95.5% and 90%, 
respectively), RC (73% and76%, respectively), and WC 
(91% and 90%, respectively). SEM and EDX analyses 
in SC and BC indicated a more rigid cell structure 
and higher O/C ratio after SACWW treatment. FTIR 
spectroscopy of algal consortia helps to understand 
the biochemical functional group of microalgae before 
and after treatment, revealing their potential for 

biofuel production. Vibration peaks of lipids, proteins, 
carbohydrates, and amino acids in cells were 2800–
3300, 1700–2800, 1500–1700, and 700–500/cm, 
respectively. The application of LEDs in algal culturing 
has become quite common. This study investigated 
the biomass growth under different-colored LEDs 
and demonstrated the bioenergy potential of algal 
biomass as a resource for biofuel production due 
to the high lipid, carbohydrate, and protein content 
in C. vulgaris. The biomass produced from the algae 
can be converted to biofuel, such as bioethenol and 
biobutanol, which has a huge potential to convert light 
energy into sustainable bioenergy through wastewater 
treatment. Although nutrient removal is the primary 
focus of the research work, the generation of algal 
biomass as a supplementary by-product enhances the 
biofuel capability of the algae.
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ΔH Enthalpy
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APHA American public health association
BBM Bold’s Basal Medium
BC Blue light conditions
BC-PBRs Bubble column photobioreactors
BOD Biochemical oxygen demand
C Carbon
C. vulgaris Chlorella vulgaris
Cl Chlorine
/cm Per Centimeter
cm centimeter
CO2 Carbondioxide
COD Chemical oxygen demand
d Day(s)
DSC Differential Scanning Calorimetery
e.g Exempli gratia (for example)
EDX Energy dispersive X-ray analysis
eq Equation

FTIR Fourier transfrom infra red 
spectroscopy

g Gram (s)
g/L Gram(s) per liter 
H Hydrogen
i.e. Id est (that is)
K Pottasium
J/g Joules per gram
kJ/L Kilojoule per liter
Klux KiloLuminescence
km Kilometer
L Liter
L/D Light/Dark
LED Light emmiting diodes
lx Luminescence
m Meter
m2  Meter square
mg/g Miligram per gram
mg/L Milligram per liter

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


803

Global J. Environ. Sci. Manage., 9(4): 789-804, Autumn 2023

mL/L milliliter per liter
mm Millimeter
mm/g Millimeter per gram
min Minute 
N Nitrogen
Na Sodium
NH4 H2PO4 Ammonium dihydrogen phosphate
NH4-N Ammonium nitrate 
nm Nanometer
No. Number

O Oxygen
O/C Atomic oxygen-to-carbon ratio
OD Optical density

P Phosphorous

pH Potential of hydrogen

P2O5. Phosphorus pentoxide
PBRs Photobioreactors
PO4-P   Phosphate
RC Red light conditions
rpm Revolution per minute
S Sulphur
SACWW Synthetic agrochemical wastewater
SC Sunlight conditions
SEM Scanning electron microscopy
UV Ultra voilet
UV–Vis Ultravoilet-Visible spectroscopy
V Volume
Viz Videlicet
W Weight
WC White light conditions
μm Micrometer

REFERENCES
Acién, F.G.; Molina, E.; Reis, A.; Torzillo, G.; Zittelli, G.C.; Sepúlveda, 

C.; Masojídek, J.,(2017). Photobioreactors for the production of 
microalgae, microalgae-based biofuels and bioproducts: from 
feedstock cultivation to end-products. 1-44 (44 pages).

Amaral, M.S.; Loures, C.C.A.; Naves, F.L.; Baeta, B.E.L.; Silva, M.B.; 
Prata, A.M.R., (2020). Evaluation of cell growth performance of 
microalgae chlorella minutissima using an internal light integrated 
photobioreactor, J. Environ. Chem. Eng., 8(5): 104200 (5 pages).

Anusha Gowri, R.V.; Dhanasekar, S.; Sathyanathan, R., (2022) Comparison 
of nutrient removal efficiency, growth characteristic and biomass 
cultivation of two microalgal strains provided with optimal conditions 

in agricultural wastewater, advances in construction management. 
Lect. Notes Civil Eng., 191: 279–293 (15 pages).

Borella, L.; Diotto, D.; Barbera, E.; Fiorimonte, D.; Sforza, E., Trivellin, 
N., (2022). Application of flashing blue-red LED to boost microalgae 
biomass productivity and energy efficiency in continuous 
photobioreactors. Energy. 259: 125087 (9 pages).

Borowitzka, M.A., (1999). Commercial production of microalgae: ponds, 
tanks, and fermenters. Prog. J. Biotechnol., 70(1-3): 313–321 (9 pages).

Bousdira, K.; Nouri, L.; Legrand, J.; Bafouloulou, Y.; Abismail, M.; Chekhar, 
H.; Babahani, M., (2014). An overview of the chemical composition 
of phoenicicole biomass fuel in Guerrara oasis. Revue des Energies 
Renouvelables SIENR’14 Ghardaïa, 199–108 (10 pages).

Cai, T.; Park, S.Y.; Li, Y., (2013). Nutrient recovery from wastewater 
streams by microalgae: Status and prospects. Renewable Sustainable 
Energy Rev.,19: 360–369 (10 pages).

Chen, C.Y.; Yeh, K.L.; Aisyah, R.; Lee, D.J.; Chang, J.S., (2011). Cultivation, 
photobioreactor design and harvesting of microalgae for biodiesel 
production: a critical review. Bioresour. Technol., 102: 71–81 (11 pages).

Chinnasamy, S.; Bhatnagar, A.; Claxton, R.; Das, K.C., (2010). Biomass and 
bioenergy production potential of microalgae consortium in open and 
closed bioreactors using untreated carpet industry effluent as growth 
medium. Bioresour. Technol., 101: 6751–6760 (10 pages).

Czeczuga, B., (1986). The Effect of Light on the Content of 
Photosynthetically Active Pigments in Plants. V. Desmococcus vulgaris 
as a Representative of Epiphytes, Phyton. (7 pages).

de Mooij, T.; de Vries, G.; Latsos, C.; Wijffels, R.H.; Janssen, M., (2016). 
Impact of light color on photobioreactor productivity. Algal Res.,15: 
32–42 (11 pages).

de Vree, J.H.; Bosma, R.; Janssen, M.; Barbosa, M.J.; Wijffels, R.H., (2015). 
Comparison of four outdoor pilot-scale photobioreactors. Biotechnol. 
Biofuels Bioprod, 8: 1–12 (12 pages).

Díaz, F.J.; Ogeen, A.T.; Dahlgren, R.A., (2012). Agricultural pollutant 
removal by constructed wetlands: Implications for water management 
and design. Agric. Water Manage., 104: 171–183 (13 pages).

Griffiths, E.W., (2009). Removal and utilization of wastewater nutrients 
for algae removal and utilization of wastewater nutrients for algae 
biomass and biofuels, Biomass and Biofuels (72 pages).

EIA, 2018. Biomass explained converting biomass to energy. U.S. Energy 
Information Administration (EIA) 1–2 (3 pages).

Francisco J. Díaz.; Anthony T. O′Geen.; Randy A. Dahlgren (2012). 
Agricultural pollutant removal by constructed wetlands: Implications 
for water management and design. Agric. Water Manage., 104: 171-
183 (13 pages).

Gupta, P.L.; Lee, S.M.; Choi, H.J., (2015). A mini review: photobioreactors 
for large scale algal cultivation. World J. Microbiol. Biotechnol., 31: 
1409–1417 (9 pages).

Hoang, A.T.; Sirohi, R.; Pandey, A.; Nižetić, S.; Lam, S.S.; Chen, W.H.; Luque, 
R.; Thomas, S.; Arıcı, M.; Pham, V.V., (2022). Biofuel production from 
microalgae: challenges and chances. Phytochem. Rev., (38 pages).

Hossain, N.; Zaini, J.; Mahlia, T.M.I.; Azad, A.K., (2019). Elemental, 
morphological and thermal analysis of mixed microalgae species from 
drain water. Renewable Energy. 131: 617–624 (8 pages).

Janssen, M.; de Bresser, L.; Baijens, T.; Tramper, J.; Mur, L.R.; Snel, J.F.H.; 
Wijffels, R.H., (2000). Scale-up aspects of photobioreactors: Effects 
of mixing-induced light/dark cycles. J. Appl. Phycol., 12: 225–237 (14 
pages).

Jung, J.H.; Sirisuk, P.; Ra, C.H.; Kim, J.M.; Jeong, G.T.; Kim, S.K., (2019). 
Effects of green LED light and three stresses on biomass and lipid 
accumulation with two-phase culture of microalgae. Process 
Biochem., 253: 93–99 (7 pages).

Kamyab, H., Chelliapan, S., Shahbazian-Yassar, R., Din, M. F. M., Khademi, 
T., Kumar, A. Rezania, S.,(2017). Evaluation of lipid content in 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780081010235000017F
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780081010235000017F
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780081010235000017F
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780081010235000017F
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2213343720305492?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2213343720305492?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2213343720305492?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2213343720305492?via%3Dihub
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-981-16-5839-6_25
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-981-16-5839-6_25
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-981-16-5839-6_25
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-981-16-5839-6_25
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-981-16-5839-6_25
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S036054422201982X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S036054422201982X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S036054422201982X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S036054422201982X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168165699000838
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168165699000838
https://www.cder.dz/download/sienr2014_14.pdf
https://www.cder.dz/download/sienr2014_14.pdf
https://www.cder.dz/download/sienr2014_14.pdf
https://www.cder.dz/download/sienr2014_14.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1364032112006429
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1364032112006429
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1364032112006429
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410011648?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410011648?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410011648?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S096085240901654X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S096085240901654X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S096085240901654X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S096085240901654X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2211926416300261?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2211926416300261?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2211926416300261?via%3Dihub
https://biotechnologyforbiofuels.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13068-015-0400-2
https://biotechnologyforbiofuels.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13068-015-0400-2
https://biotechnologyforbiofuels.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13068-015-0400-2
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378377411003362
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378377411003362
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378377411003362
https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1627&context=etd
https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1627&context=etd
https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1627&context=etd
https://www.eia.gov/energyexplained/biomass/
https://www.eia.gov/energyexplained/biomass/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378377411003362?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378377411003362?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378377411003362?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378377411003362?via%3Dihub
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-015-1892-4
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-015-1892-4
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-015-1892-4
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11101-022-09819-y
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11101-022-09819-y
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11101-022-09819-y
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960148118308796
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960148118308796
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960148118308796
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1359511318316118
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1359511318316118
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1359511318316118
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1359511318316118
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11837-017-2428-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11837-017-2428-1


804

S. Dhanasekar and R. Sathyanathan

microalgae biomass using palm oil mill effluent (Pome). Int. J. Miner. 
Metall. Mater., 69(8): 1361–1367 (7 pages). 

Khalid, A.A.H.; Yaakob, Z.; Abdullah, S.R.S.; Takriff, M.S., (2019). Assessing 
the feasibility of microalgae cultivation in agricultural wastewater: 
The nutrient characteristics. Environ. Technol. Innov., 15: 100402 (33 
pages). 

Kunjapur, A.M.; Eldridge, R.B., (2010). Photobioreactor design for 
commercial biofuel production from microalgae. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res., 
49: 3516–3526 (11 pages). 

Martínez Sancho, E.; Castillo, J.M.J.; Yousfi, F. El, (1999). Photoautotrophic 
consumption of phosphorus by Scenedesmus obliquus in a continuous 
culture. Influence of light intensity, Process Biochem., 34(8): 811-818 
(8 pages).

Maryjoseph, S.; Ketheesan, B., (2020). Microalgae based wastewater 
treatment for the removal of emerging contaminants: A review of 
challenges and opportunities. Case Stud. Chem. Environ. Eng., 2: 
100046 (10 pages).

Masojídek, J.; Torzillo, G., (2014). Mass cultivation of freshwater 
microalgae, Reference Module in Earth Systems and Environmental 
Sciences. Elsevier Inc., (14 pages). 

Miglio, R.; Palmery, S.; Salvalaggio, M.; Carnelli, L.; Capuano, F.; Borrelli, 
R., (2013). Microalgae triacylglycerols content by FT-IR spectroscopy. J. 
Appl. Phycol., 25: 1621–1631 (11 pages).

Mohsenpour, S.F.; Hennige, S.; Willoughby, N.; Adeloye, A.; Gutierrez, T., 
(2021). Integrating micro-algae into wastewater treatment: A review. 
Sci. Total Environ., 752: 142168 (23 pages).

Moshood, T.D.; Nawanir, G.; Mahmud, F., (2021). Microalgae biofuels 
production: A systematic review on socioeconomic prospects of 
microalgae biofuels and policy implications. Environ. Challenges. 5: 
100207 (13 pages). 

Phukan, M.M.; Chutia, R.S.; Konwar, B.K.; Kataki, R., (2011). Microalgae: 
Chlorella as a potential bio-energy feedstock. Appl. Energy. 88: 3307–
3312 (6 pages).

Pruvost, J.; van Vooren, G.; Cogne, G.; Legrand, J., (2009). Systematic 
investigation of biomass and lipids production with Neochloris 
oleoabundans in photobioreactor. Bioresour. Technol., 100(23): 5988–
5995 (8 pages). 

Pulz, O.; Scheibenbogen, K., (2007). Photobioreactors: Design and 

performance with respect to light energy input. Bioprocess Algae 
Reactor Technol. Apoptosis. 59: 123–152 (30 pages). 

Ra, C.H.; Kang, C.H.; Jung, J.H.; Jeong, G.T.; Kim, S.K., (2016). Effects of 
light-emitting diodes (LEDs) on the accumulation of lipid content 
using a two-phase culture process with three microalgae. Bioresour. 
Technol., 212: 254–261 (8 pages). 

Sevugamoorthy, D.; Rangarajan, S., (2023). Comparative analysis 
of biodegradation and characterization study on agal-assisted 
wastewater treatment in a bubble column photobioreactor. Environ. 
Challenges. 10: 100659 (9 pages). 

Sharma, J.; Kumar, S.S.; Bishnoi, N.R.; Pugazhendhi, A., (2019). Screening 
and enrichment of high lipid producing microalgal consortia. J. 
Photochem. Photobiol., B, 19: 8–12 (23 pages).

Sharma, J.; Kumar, S.S.; Bishnoi, N.R.; Pugazhendhi, A., (2018). 
Enhancement of lipid production from algal biomass through various 
growth parameters. J. Mol. Liq., 269(1): 712–720 (34 pages).

Silva, L.M.L.; F. Santiago, A.; da Silva, G.A.; de Lima, L.B.; Amaral, 
L.P.; Nascimento, R.S.L., (2022). Inactivation of Escherichia coli in 
photobioreactors with microalgae and illuminated by light emitting 
diodes. Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol., 20: 63-74 (12 pages).

Singh, S.P.; Singh, P., (2015). Effect of temperature and light on the growth 
of algae species: A review. Renewable Sustainable Energy Rev., 50: 
431–444 (14 pages).

Ting, H.; Haifeng, L.; Shanshan, M.; Zhang, Y.; Zhidan, L.; Na, D., (2017). 
Progress in microalgae cultivation photobioreactors and applications 
in wastewater treatment: A review. Int. J.  Agric. Biol. Eng., 10(1): 1–29 
(29 pages).

Tripathy, B.K.; Kumar, M., (2022). Leachate treatment using sequential 
microwave and algal photo-bioreactor: Effect of pretreatment on 
reactor performance and biomass productivity. J. Environ. Manage., 
311: 114830 (11 pages). 

Xin, L.; Hong-ying, H.; Ke, G.; Ying-xue, S., (2010). Effects of different 
nitrogen and phosphorus concentrations on the growth, nutrient 
uptake, and lipid accumulation of a freshwater microalga Scenedesmus 
sp. Bioresour. Technol., 101: 5494–5500 (7 pages).

Xin, L.; Hong-ying, H.; Yu-ping, Z., (2011). Growth and lipid accumulation 
properties of a freshwater microalga Scenedesmus sp. under different 
cultivation temperature. Bioresour. Technol., 102: 3098–3102 (5 pages).

AUTHOR (S) BIOSKETCHES

Dhanasekar, S., Ph.D. Candidate, Assistant Professor, Department of Civil Engineering, Faculty of Engineering and Technology, SRM 
Institute of Science and Technology, Kattankulathur, Chengalpattu, Tamil Nadu 603203, India.
 Email: dhanases@srmist.edu.in
 ORCID:  0000-0001-9465-028X
 Web of Science ResearcherID:  GNH-2305-2022
 Scopus Author ID: 5710701824
 Homepage: https://www.srmist.edu.in/faculty/mr-dhanasekar-s/

Sathyanathan, R., Ph.D., Associate Professor, Department of Civil Engineering, Faculty of Engineering and Technology, SRM Institute of 
Science and Technology, Kattankulathur, Chengalpattu, Tamil Nadu 603203, India.
 Email: sathyanr5@srmist.edu.in
 ORCID:  0000-0002-7446-4073
 Web of Science ResearcherID: ABE-8647-2021
 Scopus Author ID: 56365696100
 Homepage: https://www.srmist.edu.in/faculty/dr-r-sathyanathan-2/ 

HOW TO CITE THIS ARTICLE

Dhanasekar, S.; Sathyanathan, R., (2023). Bioenergy potential of Chlorella vulgaris under the influence of 
different light conditons in a bubble column photobioreactor. Global J. Environ. Sci. Manage., 9(4): 789-804.

DOI: 10.22035/gjesm.2023.04.09

URL: https://www.gjesm.net/article_704452.html

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11837-017-2428-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11837-017-2428-1
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2352186418305169
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2352186418305169
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2352186418305169
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2352186418305169
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/ie901459u
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/ie901459u
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/ie901459u
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0032959299000060?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0032959299000060?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0032959299000060?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0032959299000060?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S266601642030044X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S266601642030044X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S266601642030044X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S266601642030044X?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780080454054008302?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780080454054008302?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780080454054008302?via%3Dihub
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10811-013-0007-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10811-013-0007-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10811-013-0007-6
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048969720356977?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048969720356977?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048969720356977?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010021001864?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010021001864?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010021001864?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010021001864?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0306261910004897?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0306261910004897?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0306261910004897?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852409006555
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852409006555
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852409006555
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852409006555
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010022002153?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010022002153?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010022002153?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010022002153?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1011134418313733?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1011134418313733?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1011134418313733?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0167732218330642
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0167732218330642
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0167732218330642
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s13762-022-03990-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s13762-022-03990-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s13762-022-03990-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s13762-022-03990-7
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1364032115004839?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1364032115004839?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1364032115004839?via%3Dihub
https://ijabe.org/index.php/ijabe/article/view/2705
https://ijabe.org/index.php/ijabe/article/view/2705
https://ijabe.org/index.php/ijabe/article/view/2705
https://ijabe.org/index.php/ijabe/article/view/2705
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479722004030?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479722004030?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479722004030?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479722004030?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410002877
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410002877
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410002877
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410002877
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410017116?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410017116?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0960852410017116?via%3Dihub
https://www.srmist.edu.in/faculty/mr-dhanasekar-s/
https://www.scopus.com/redirect.uri?url=https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7446-4073&authorId=56365696100&origin=AuthorProfile&orcId=0000-0002-7446-4073&category=orcidLink

	Bioenergy potential of Chlorella vulgaris under the influence of different light conditions in a bub
	Abstract
	Keywords
	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS 
	Microalgae strains and culture conditions 
	Synthetic agrochemical wastewater 
	Experimental setup and reactor conditions 
	Lighting conditions and its configurations 
	Analytical techniques 
	Growth estimation 
	Biomass analysis 
	Nutrient and organic pollutant removal 
	Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and energy-dispersive X-ray (EDX) analyses 
	Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) analysis for thermal properties of microalgae 
	Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy measurements 

	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
	Comparison of OD values in different light conditions 
	Comparison of algal biomass in different light conditions 
	Comparison of nutrient removal under different light conditions 
	Comparison of COD and BOD removal efficiency under different lighting conditions in BC-PBRs 
	Comparison of pollutant removal before and after treatment under different light conditions using BC
	Comparison of SEM and EDX analyses under different light conditions 
	Elemental analysis of C. vulgaris under different lighting conditions using SEM-EDX 
	DSC analysis of biomass under different light conditions 
	FTIR spectroscopy of C. vulgaris under different lighting conditions 

	CONCLUSIONS 
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS 
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
	OPEN ACCESS 
	PUBLISHER’S NOTE 
	ABBREVIATIONS
	REFERENCES


