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Abstract 

The use of membrane covers in organic manure composting shows potential in mitigating 

greenhouse gas emissions and reducing ammonia volatilization. This study evaluates the 

efficiency of membrane covers, ProfiCover® and a market leading expanded 

polytetrafluoroethylene (ePTFE) membrane cover in reducing ammonia and greenhouse gas 

emissions during the thermophilic phase of organic manure composting at an industrial-scale 

composting facility. Gas measurements were collected from inside and outside of covered and 

uncovered compost piles during thermophilic phase on 5th day of composting. Statistical 

analyses including Shapiro-Wilk normality test, Mann-Whitney U test, Levene’s homogeneity 

test, independent sample t-tests and emission reduction percentages were utilized to compare 

emissions between covered and uncovered piles. Both the membrane covers significantly 

reduced ammonia and GHG emissions compared to the uncovered pile based on the median 

values and statistical tests. The ePTFE membrane cover significantly reduced gaseous 

emissions: 90.84% for Ammonia, 59.63% for Carbon Dioxide, 23.08% for Nitrous Oxide and 

44.80% for Propane equivalent. In contrast, ProfiCover® achieved greater reductions: 93.25% 

for Ammonia, 85.92% for Carbon Dioxide, 55.63% for Methane, 56.67% for Nitrous Oxide, 

and 84.47% for Propane equivalent. A comparative analysis was also conducted to investigate 

the efficacy of emission reduction by the membrane covers inside the compost piles. The results 

of the comparative analysis highlighted the reduction of emissions inside the covered piles 

which resulted in reducing nitrogen losses and suggest better nitrogen retention in the compost 

with the use of the membrane covers. The results indicate that membrane covers can be an 

effective strategy to reduce ammonia and greenhouse gas emissions during industrial-scale 

organic manure composting. Further research is needed to optimize materials and integration 

with other emission control methods for a comprehensive solution. 
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1. Introduction 

Organic manure composting is a common practice in agriculture for managing livestock waste 

and producing nutrient-rich soil amendments. However, this process can lead to the emission 

of greenhouse gases (GHGs) such as carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide 

(N2O), which contribute to climate change (Hao et al., 2001). Additionally, the release of 

ammonia (NH3) during composting can have negative impacts on air quality and human health 

(Pagans et al., 2006). 

Mitigating NH3 and GHG emissions from composting is crucial for environmental 

sustainability. To address these environmental concerns, researchers have explored various 

strategies to reduce GHG emissions and ammonia volatilization during composting. One 

approach that has shown promise in reducing these emissions is the use of membrane covers. 

Membrane covers act as impermeable barriers placed over composting piles, minimizing gas 

exchange between the composting material and the atmosphere (Mosier et al., 2006). The use 

of membrane covers, which are impermeable barriers placed over the composting piles to 

minimize gas exchange between the composting material and the atmosphere (Hao et al., 

2001). Studies have shown that membrane covers can effectively reduce GHG emissions 

during composting. Smith et al. (2015) conducted a field experiment comparing compost piles 

with and without membrane covers and found that the use of membrane covers significantly 

reduced GHG emissions by creating a more anaerobic environment, inhibiting the activity of 

methane-producing microorganisms (Hao et al., 2001). 

The use of membrane covers in composting has several potential benefits. Firstly, they can 

create a more anaerobic environment, which inhibits the activity of methane-producing 

microorganisms and reduces CH4 emissions. Secondly, membrane covers can limit the 

volatilization of NH3 (Hou et al., 2014). Wang et al., 2013 conducted a laboratory study on pig 

manure composting and found that the use of a membrane covers significantly reduced 

ammonia volatilization compared to uncovered compost piles. This reduction in ammonia 

emissions is important for improving air quality and human health, as high levels of 

atmospheric ammonia can contribute to the formation of particulate matter and smog (Pagans 

et al., 2006). Additionally, membrane covers may help to retain moisture in the composting 

piles, promoting optimal microbial activity and nutrient retention (Cardoso et al., 2023).  



2 
 

While the use of membrane covers in composting shows promise, further research is needed to 

fully understand their effectiveness and optimize their implementation (Makhloufi et al., 2014). 

Factors such as the type of membrane material, design, and management practices need to be 

considered to maximize their benefits (Makhloufi et al., 2014). Additionally, the long-term 

effects of membrane covers on compost quality, nutrient cycling, and overall sustainability 

need to be evaluated (Lin et al., 2023). 

This thesis aims to contribute to the existing knowledge by investigating the effect of 

membrane covers on ammonia and GHG emissions during organic manure composting and 

providing recommendations for their practical implementation in agricultural systems. 

The existing literature highlights a significant knowledge gap concerning the effectiveness of 

membrane covers in mitigating ammonia and greenhouse gas emissions during the composting 

process of organic manure, particularly at industrial-scale facilities. The predominant focus has 

been on pilot-scale studies with a lack of comprehensive research at an industrial scale, 

exploring different types of composting materials and varied composting conditions. This gap 

potentially hinders the optimization of membrane cover technologies for larger-scale 

applications, necessary for significantly reducing emissions and improving air quality and 

environmental sustainability in agricultural waste management. 

1.1 Objectives of the Study 

The primary aim of this investigation is to evaluate the emissions of Ammonia, greenhouse 

gases and VOC emissions during the composting process of organic manure. Specifically, the 

study centers on the application of the ProfiCover® and a market leading ePTFE membrane 

cover (Cover 2), evaluating thier efficiency in mitigating the emissions during the thermophilic 

phase of composting. This phase is characterized by a temperature range between 69.8°C to 

75.9°C, typically occurring around 5th day of the composting process. 

 The study aims to: 

1. Understand the effectiveness of membrane cover in reducing gas emissions. 

2. Evaluate the difference in emissions between covered and uncovered compost piles. 

3. Explore the influence of membrane cover on gas emissions inside the compost pile 

and nitrogen retention. 
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1.2 Research Questions/Hypotheses 

1. How effective is the membrane cover in reducing gas emissions during the 

composting process? 

2. What is the difference in emissions between compost piles covered with membrane 

covers and those that are uncovered? 

3. How does the membrane cover influence the emissions within the compost pile, and 

how does it affect nitrogen retention? 

This study endeavors to fill the identified research gaps by providing a thorough understanding 

of the impact of membrane covers on gas emissions during composting at an industrial scale. 

The insights gleaned from this research could contribute to the development of effective 

strategies for emissions reduction, thereby aiding in the mitigation of the environmental impact 

of organic manure composting. Moreover, the findings could provide valuable 

recommendations for the practical implementation of membrane cover technology in 

agricultural waste management systems, promoting environmental sustainability. 

The investigation is confined to the evaluation of the membrane cover and its impact on gas 

emissions, compared to uncovered compost piles. Limitations of this include the specificity of 

the composting unit design and the singular focus on the thermophilic phase of composting. 
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2. Literature Review 

2.1 Composting: An Overview 

Composting is a bio-oxidative process that involves the controlled decomposition of organic 

materials into compost, a humus-like substance (Hoitink, 1998). This process is facilitated by 

microorganisms such as bacteria, actinomycetes, fungi, nematodes, and earthworms (Rastogi 

et al., 2020). Organic manure composting is a sustainable method of waste management and 

soil enrichment. It involves the decomposition of organic materials such as agricultural by-

products, manures, liquid manures, straw, and plant residues (Ujj et al., 2021). Composting is 

a natural process that breaks down organic matter into nutrient-rich humus, which can be used 

as a fertilizer to improve soil fertility and structure. The composting process involves the 

activity of microorganisms that break down organic matter, releasing nutrients and creating a 

stable and beneficial end product (Kovács et al., 2017). 

Microorganisms play different roles at different stages of composting. Initially, mesophilic 

bacteria break down easily degradable compounds, while thermophilic bacteria and 

actinomycetes degrade tougher materials like cellulose and lignin. Fungi also contribute to the 

breakdown of complex materials. The activity of microorganisms in composting is influenced 

by physical parameters such as temperature, pH, and moisture content. Mesophilic 

microorganisms thrive at temperatures between 20°C and 45°C, while thermophilic 

microorganisms prefer temperatures above 45°C. The pH level affects nutrient solubility and 

microbial activity, with a near-neutral pH being optimal for most compost microorganisms. 

Moisture is essential for microbial mobility and metabolism, with an optimal moisture content 

ranging from 50% to 60% (Rastogi et al., 2020). 

Several factors affect the composting process. The carbon-to-nitrogen (C/N) ratio is crucial for 

efficient decomposition and odor control, with a balanced ratio of around 25-30:1 being ideal. 

Adequate moisture is necessary for microbial metabolism, but excessive moisture can impede 

aeration. Aeration is vital to supply oxygen to aerobic microorganisms and regulate 

temperature. Particle size and the presence of bulking agents like straw or wood chips also 

impact composting, as smaller particles increase microbial activity but may impede aeration, 

while bulking agents maintain porosity and facilitate optimal microbial activity (Ryckeboer et 

al., 2003). 
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Composting has numerous benefits, including diverting organic waste from landfills, reducing 

methane emissions and leachate production, and returning vital nutrients to the soil. The 

resultant humus from composting enhances soil structure, provides essential nutrients, and 

improves water retention, creating a favorable environment for plant growth (Hoitink, 1998). 

Composting also plays a role in waste management, as it can effectively decompose degradable 

organic waste under moist, self-heating, and aerobic conditions (Palaniveloo et al., 2020). 

Additionally, composting has been shown to have positive effects on soil aggregation, erosion 

control, and revegetation (Wortmann & Shapiro, 2007; Sultana et al., 2020). 

The use of organic manure compost also has several benefits for soil health and plant growth. 

It improves soil structure by increasing water holding capacity and carbon content (Gulyás et 

al., 2022). Compost also enhances nutrient availability and promotes the growth of beneficial 

microorganisms in the soil (Ujj et al., 2021). In addition to that compost application can help 

in maintaining or increasing organic carbon content in agricultural practices, which is a 

significant challenge (Holes et al., 2014). 

Organic manure composting can contribute to the circular economy by recycling bio-waste. It 

provides a sustainable solution for managing agricultural by-products and other organic waste 

materials (Ujj et al., 2021). By diverting these waste materials from landfills and converting 

them into valuable compost, organic manure composting helps to reduce environmental 

pollution and greenhouse gas emissions (Uveges et al., 2020). 

2.2 ASP (Aerated Static Pile) Composting 

ASP (Aerated Static Pile) composting is a method used for the decomposition of organic waste 

materials. It involves the creation of compost piles that are aerated using passive or forced 

aeration systems (Ogunwande, 2010; Sylla et al., 2006). The piles are typically formed using a 

mixture of organic waste materials such as food scraps, yard waste, and manure (Iñiguez-

Covarrubias et al., 2018). The aeration process helps to maintain optimal conditions for 

microbial activity, which is essential for the breakdown of organic matter (Zheng et al., 2018). 

A study by Abdoli et al., 2017, compared ASP composting with vermicomposting and found 

that both methods were effective in producing high-quality compost from rural organic wastes 

and cow manure. Another study evaluated the use of a V-shaped pipe for passive aeration 

composting and found that it effectively distributed air uniformly within the composting pile. 
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The effectiveness of the aeration pipes was measured by their ability to distribute air uniformly 

within the composting pile (Ogunwande, 2010). 

ASP composting has been shown to be a viable alternative to mechanically mixed windrow 

composting, as it helps to eliminate fly problems and reduce odor nuisance complaints 

(Iñiguez-Covarrubias et al., 2018). The method involves the creation of static piles that are 

aerated using passive or forced aeration systems (Iñiguez-Covarrubias et al., 2018). The piles 

are carefully monitored for temperature, moisture, and oxygen levels to ensure optimal 

conditions for microbial activity (Miguel et al., 2022). The composting process can be further 

enhanced by turning the piles and providing additional aeration (Stegenta-Dąbrowska et al., 

2019; Oliveira et al., 2022). 

The quality of the compost produced through ASP composting can be assessed using various 

parameters such as temperature, moisture, pH, total organic carbon, and different forms of 

nitrogen (Qian et al., 2014). These parameters can help determine the maturity of the compost 

and its suitability for use as a fertilizer (Qian et al., 2014). It is important to monitor the 

composting process to ensure that the temperature does not exceed the threshold at which 

microbial activity is inhibited (Miguel et al., 2022). However, it is important to monitor the 

composting process to ensure optimal conditions for microbial activity and to minimize the 

risk of pathogen survival and bioaerosol exposure. (Pereira-Neto et al., 1986).   

2.3 Environmental Challenges: NH₃ and GHG Emissions 

Ammonia (NH₃) and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are significant environmental 

challenges that have detrimental effects on air quality, climate change, and ecosystem health. 

NH₃ is primarily emitted from agricultural activities, such as livestock production and fertilizer 

application, while GHGs, including carbon dioxide (CO₂), methane (CH₄), and nitrous oxide 

(N₂O), are released from various sources, including agriculture, energy production, and 

transportation. 

NH₃ emissions originate from agricultural activities, particularly livestock production and 

fertilizer application (Behera et al., 2013). Livestock farming contributes to NH₃ emissions 

through animal waste and manure management (Gerber et al., 2013). Fertilizer application in 

agriculture also releases NH₃ into the atmosphere (Riddick et al., 2016). NH₃ emissions have 

significant environmental implications, including soil acidification, eutrophication of water 

bodies, and formation of fine particulate matter (PM2.5) and secondary aerosols. NH₃ 
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deposition can lead to nitrogen pollution in terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, affecting 

biodiversity and ecosystem functioning (Behera et al., 2013). 

GHGs, including CO₂, CH₄, and N₂O, contribute to global warming and climate change. CO₂ 

is primarily emitted from fossil fuel combustion, deforestation, and land-use changes (Bellarby 

et al., 2012). CH₄ is released from various sources, including livestock enteric fermentation, 

rice cultivation, and anaerobic decomposition of organic waste. N₂O emissions mainly result 

from agricultural activities, such as nitrogen fertilizer use and manure management (Gerber et 

al., 2013). GHGs trap heat in the atmosphere, leading to the greenhouse effect and global 

warming, which have far-reaching consequences, including rising temperatures, sea-level rise, 

and extreme weather events (Bellarby et al., 2012). 

Addressing NH₃ and GHG emissions requires the implementation of effective mitigation 

strategies. For NH₃ emissions, improving agricultural management practices, such as 

optimizing fertilizer application and enhancing manure management, can significantly reduce 

NH₃ release (Liu et al., 2019). Additionally, the use of feed additives and dietary modifications 

for livestock can help mitigate NH₃ emissions (Gerber et al., 2013). GHG emissions can be 

reduced through various approaches, including energy efficiency improvements, renewable 

energy adoption, and carbon capture and storage technologies (Ramaswami et al., 2011). In the 

agricultural sector, practices such as precision farming, agroforestry, and sustainable manure 

management can contribute to GHG mitigation (Llonch et al., 2017). 

2.4 NH₃ and GHGs Emissions from Organic Manure Composting 

Composting of organic manure can result in the emission of greenhouse gases (GHGs) and 

ammonia (NH₃), which can have negative environmental impacts. Several studies have 

investigated the emission profiles of NH₃ and GHGs during organic manure composting and 

have identified factors that influence these emissions. 

A study by Hao et al. (2001) focused on GHG emissions during cattle feedlot manure 

composting. The study found that the emission of GHGs, such as carbon dioxide (CO₂) and 

nitrous oxide (N₂O), during composting reduces the agronomic value of the final compost and 

contributes to the greenhouse effect. Another study by Hao et al. (2004) investigated the carbon 

and nitrogen balances and GHG emissions during cattle feedlot manure composting. The study 

highlighted that GHG emissions, including CO₂, N₂O, and methane (CH₄), occur during 

composting, and the emissions can be influenced by factors such as bedding materials. 
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Impraim et al. (2020) compared the emissions of NH₃ and GHGs between lignite-amended and 

unamended cattle manure during forced aeration composting. The study found that lignite 

amendment improved the quality of the compost and mitigated the emissions of NH₃ and 

GHGs. Similarly, a study by Hao et al. (2005) investigated the effect of phosphogypsum on 

GHG emissions during cattle manure composting. The study revealed that various GHGs are 

emitted during composting, and factors such as C and N content in manure, aeration, and 

amendment additions can influence these emissions. Xu et al. (2007) studied the GHG 

emissions during co-composting of cattle mortalities with manure. The study observed 

significantly higher CO₂ and CH₄ emissions during the co-composting of cattle mortalities 

compared to manure composted with straw. Pertiwiningrum (2020) reported that the 

decomposition and stabilization of cattle manure by biogas and compost technology can also 

result in GHG emissions. Wang et al. (2013) investigated the effects of biochar on manure 

composting and found evidence supporting the relationship between N₂O emission and 

denitrifying community. Li et al. (2016) studied the emissions of N₂O and CO₂ from soils 

amended with compost and manure from cattle fed diets containing wheat dried distillers' 

grains with solubles. The study found that organic amendments significantly increased N₂O 

and CO₂ emissions compared to the control, with manure resulting in higher CO₂ emissions 

than compost. 

Several studies have also explored the microbial processes and nitrogen cycle during manure 

composting. Maeda et al. (2011) investigated the microbiology of the nitrogen cycle in animal 

manure compost and detected various bacteria involved in nitrification and denitrification 

processes. Wang et al. (2015) studied the spatial nitrification of microbial processes during 

composting of swine, cow, and chicken manure. 

Composting is an effective method for reducing greenhouse gas emissions compared to 

landfilling. Studies have shown that composting emissions can be 38-84% lower than 

equivalent landfilling fluxes. For example, in California, composting has the potential to save 

1.4 million metric tons of CO2e by the year 2025 (Pérez et al., 2023). Compost application is 

also beneficial for mitigating greenhouse gas emissions from agricultural soils. It has been 

found that increasing compost application rates can lead to a reduction in greenhouse gas 

emissions, including N2O and CO2, in vineyards (Wong et al., 2023). Additionally, 

agricultural soil and manure contribute a significant portion of global greenhouse gas 

emissions, with 10-14% of total emissions coming from this source (Shakoor et al., 2021). 
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Furthermore, composting can also help to reduce air pollutant emissions. A study on 

composting emissions found that the emission factors for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 

during digestate composting are lower compared to non-digestate composting, suggesting that 

anaerobic digestion may reduce VOC emissions from composting (Nordahl et al., 2023). 

2.5 VOC Emissions from Organic Manure Composting 

Organic manure composting is a widely used method for recycling organic waste and 

producing nutrient-rich compost for agricultural purposes. However, during the composting 

process, volatile organic compounds (VOCs) can be released into the atmosphere, contributing 

to air pollution and potential health risks.  Several studies have identified the major contributors 

to VOC emissions during composting. Staley et al. (2006) found that organic chemicals, fatty 

acids, and volatile air pollutants are significant sources of VOC emissions during the 

decomposition of municipal solid waste components. Similarly, Pagans et al. (2006) observed 

that VOC emissions during composting of the organic fraction of municipal solid waste 

decreased along the thermophilic range of temperatures. Zhang et al. (2019) also found that 

livestock waste and composting emissions are significant sources of VOCs. 

Various factors can influence VOC emissions during organic manure composting. Airflow 

velocity, ammonia, nitrous oxide, methane, and VOC concentrations on the surface of the 

composting pile or bin can affect gas outlet emission rates (Colón et al., 2012). The use of 

biochar as an amendment in manure composting has been shown to reduce nitrite availability 

and mitigate N2O emissions (Wang et al., 2013). Additionally, the type of waste being 

composted can impact VOC emissions. For example, Maulini-Duran et al. (2013) found that 

different types of waste, such as yard waste and food waste, emit different VOCs at different 

stages of the composting process. 

To mitigate VOC emissions from organic manure composting, several strategies can be 

employed. Biofiltration has been shown to effectively reduce VOC emissions from composting 

(Pagans et al., 2006). Nordahl et al. (2023) observed a decrease in VOC emissions from 

composting post-anaerobically digested sludge relative to untreated sludge. Additionally, 

proper aeration during composting can help reduce the emission of sulfur compounds and 

incomplete degradation byproducts (Colón et al., 2009). The use of advanced aeration 

strategies has also been investigated to minimize VOC emissions during composting (Maulini-

Duran et al., 2013). 
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2.6 Commonly Used Emission Mitigation Techniques in Literature 

Mitigation techniques for reducing NH3 and GHG emissions from manure composting can be 

implemented through various strategies. Zhang (2021) suggests adjusting the initial substrate 

properties, controlling the composting process conditions, and applying additives to mitigate 

carbon (C) and nitrogen (N) losses during pig manure composting. Studies by Hou et al., 2014 

and Bai et al., 2020 highlights the importance of composting methods and the initial total 

carbon (TC) and total nitrogen (TN) content in mediating gaseous emissions, with turning 

compost resulting in larger losses compared to other methods These studies also emphasize the 

effectiveness of strategies such as lowering dietary crude protein content, acidification, and 

proper manure application techniques in reducing NH3 and GHG emissions throughout the 

manure management chain. Studies from Borgonovo et al., 2019 and Maurer et al., 2017 focus 

specifically on ammonia (NH3) mitigation in swine manure treatment, suggesting strategies 

such as the use of biochar and other bio-based products. 

Gerber et al. (2013) reviewed potential technical options for mitigating direct methane and 

nitrous oxide emissions from livestock, highlighting the importance of understanding potential 

pollution swapping when reducing one GHG or emission source. Pardo et al., 2014 suggest 

that adjusting the structure of compost through bulking agents addition/substitution and 

monitoring key process parameters can reduce GHG emissions and improve control over 

nitrogen losses. The use of biochar co-compost was investigated to improve nitrogen retention 

and reduce carbon emissions in a winter wheat cropping system (Gao et al., 2023) Hwang et 

al., 2020 studied the effect of different additives on composting process and gas emissions 

during food waste composting, highlighting the importance of additives in reducing NH3 

volatilization and N2O emissions. Sayara & Sánchez (2021) discussed various mitigation 

technologies to reduce gaseous emissions from composting. They highlighted the use of 

biochar as a novel mitigation technology. Biochar can be incorporated into the composting 

process and help absorb and retain gases, thereby reducing emissions. This demonstrates that 

the use of specific materials, such as membranes or biochar, can effectively mitigate gaseous 

emissions during composting. 

2.7 Covers in Composting: Types, Mechanisms, and Previous Applications 

Membrane cover types used in composting include semipermeable membranes, functional 

membranes, molecular membranes, and physical coverings. These covers are used to improve 
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the composting process, control gas emissions, enhance microbial community succession, and 

prevent the diffusion of dust, aerosols, and microorganisms. Functional membranes have been 

found to reduce gas emissions and influence bacterial community dynamics during aerobic 

composting. These membranes play a role in controlling gas emissions and improving the 

efficiency of the composting process (Ma et al., 2021). Molecular membranes have been used 

to cover biogas residue composting, reducing odor emissions, and influencing microbial 

community succession. These membranes help to control odor emissions and maintain a stable 

microbial community during composting (Li et al., 2020). Physical coverings, such as insulated 

pool tarps or permeable polypropylene coverings, have been shown to achieve high 

temperatures during composting, effectively inactivating pathogens (Shepherd et al., 2011). 

These coverings provide insulation and prevent heat dissipation, improving temperature 

distribution within the compost pile (Patel et al., 2015). 

The field of composting system covers has continued to evolve with ongoing research, material 

innovations, and technological advancements. Researchers have investigated the use of semi-

permeable membranes to cover composting systems, which can affect greenhouse gas and 

ammonia emissions (Sun et al., 2018). Additionally, studies have examined the effects of 

combined membrane-covered systems on compost quality, emissions of nitrogen-containing 

gases, and the efficiency of fermentation (Cao et al., 2022; Li et al., 2022; Sun et al., 2022). 

The use of winter cover crops as covers for composting has also been explored, with potential 

benefits for soil carbon sequestration and nitrogen availability (White et al., 2020; White et al., 

2022). 

2.7.1 Impermeable covers 

In the decade from 2002 to 2012, Engineered Compost Systems (ECS) developed and 

implemented large Covered Aerated Static Pile (CASP) systems with impermeable fabric 

covers. These covers were made from a durable, UV-stabilized fabric similar to heavy-duty 

truck tarps and had strategically placed aeration orifices to facilitate controlled air movement 

through the compost pile. The covers were designed to create a negative pressure environment 

beneath them, effectively containing odors and particulates within the system and minimizing 

fugitive emissions. This approach ensured compliance with environmental regulations and 

reduced the environmental impact of the composting process (Bunch et al., 2008). 
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However, the impermeable fabric covers presented challenges, such as a lack of insulation and 

operational difficulties in large-scale operations. To address these challenges, other companies 

explored alternative cover solutions, such as adapting polyethylene silage bags for composting. 

These alternative covers provided different methodologies for managing composting materials 

and processes (Bunch et al., 2008). 

The development of composting system covers has been driven by the need to optimize 

functionality, comply with environmental regulations, and ensure operational feasibility. 

Ongoing research and technological advancements continue to contribute to the improvement 

of composting system covers, with the aim of achieving efficient and sustainable composting 

processes. 

2.7.2 Fleece / macro-porous covers 

Fleece covers, also known as macro-porous covers, are made of a non-woven polyester fabric 

that is approximately 1/16" thick. These covers have the unique ability to shed rainfall through 

capillary action, thanks to the intrinsic properties of the fabric. Fleece covers are commonly 

used to envelop passively aerated piles or turned windows, especially during inclement 

weather, to regulate moisture content in compost piles. Unlike semipermeable membrane 

covers, fleece covers are not typically used for odor or VOC control, but they do have a 

scrubbing effect due to the moisture present within and beneath the fleece (Boldrin et al., 2009). 

Tarp-like fabrics with engineered aeration holes can also be used as an alternative to fleece 

covers. These fabrics have customizable aeration holes that can measure up to 1/16" in 

diameter, allowing for sufficient airflow while keeping rainwater at bay. Macro-porous covers 

are compatible with both negative and positive aeration systems, providing flexibility in their 

application. One advantage of macro-porous covers is their ease of airflow, with a pressure 

drop of only 0.5" W.C., compared to 2-3" W.C. for semipermeable membrane covers at typical 

aeration rates. However, it is important to note that the pressure drop differences become more 

pronounced at peak aeration rates. 

Despite their advantages, macro-porous covers have experienced a decline in popularity due to 

performance challenges such as ripping and efficacy issues. Composting facilities have been 

exploring alternative covering options as a result. 

2.7.3 Biolayer covers 
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Biolayer covers are a valuable component of composting systems as they serve a dual purpose 

of acting as an insulation layer for pathogen destruction and a surface biofilter. These covers 

are typically composed of stable and pathogen-free organic materials such as post-Process to 

Further Reduce Pathogens (PFRP) compost, unscreened compost, or screened overs. The 

minimum depth of a biolayer cover should be 6 inches, although in extremely cold climates or 

as per regulatory requirements, a depth of 12 inches may be mandated (Palaniveloo et al., 

2020). 

The effectiveness of biolayer covers in reducing volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and odor 

emissions is influenced by surface temperature and moisture. Surface irrigation can be 

employed to manage the temperature of the biolayer cover, which significantly mitigates VOC 

and odor emissions. This approach is cost-effective and operationally efficient, as the biolayer 

material is typically sourced or produced on-site in commercial composting facilities, incurring 

no additional costs. Additionally, the biolayer cover can be integrated into the compost at the 

end of primary composting, eliminating the need for cover removal and associated operational 

costs (Palaniveloo et al., 2020). 

It is important to note that biolayer covers are not required for secondary composting or any 

stage that has already met PFRP criteria. In terms of airflow, biolayer covers do not present a 

noticeable restriction compared to fabric covers, thus not increasing fan power requirements. 

This makes biolayer covers a viable and cost-effective alternative in certain composting 

scenarios (Palaniveloo et al., 2020). 

The strategic management of biolayer covers is crucial for optimizing their functionality and 

efficacy in commercial composting operations. By ensuring the appropriate depth, managing 

surface temperature and moisture, and integrating the biolayer cover into the composting 

process, composting facilities can effectively reduce pathogen risks and mitigate VOC and 

odor emissions. 

2.8 Semipermeable Membrane Covers 

Semipermeable membrane covers, constructed with an expanded polytetrafluoroethylene 

(ePTFE) membrane, are widely used in composting applications due to their ability to allow 

air movement while maintaining a waterproof barrier. These covers have a micro-porous 

nature, with pore sizes ranging from 0.02 to 40 microns, which effectively blocks rainwater 

from permeating the compost pile. The selective passage of air and gases through the micro-
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porous membrane allows for aeration in the compost pile. However, the impermeability of the 

fabric limits the airflow, resulting in low Cubic Feet per Minute per Cubic Yard (CFM/CY) of 

material (Tian et al., 2015). 

One advantage of semipermeable membrane covers is their ability to trap moisture and odors 

within the compost pile. While water vapor can pass through the membrane, the majority of 

moisture condenses on the cooler underside of the fabric cover. This moisture layer 

inadvertently traps some odors, providing a scrubbing effect as volatile organic compounds are 

absorbed into the liquid film. However, this moisture can also lead to excess condensation, 

which gravitates toward the ground (Tian et al., 2015). 

Semipermeable membrane covers are effective in meeting pathogen reduction requirements 

but offer minimal insulation, potentially allowing pathogens to linger on the surface. 

Additionally, these covers are more expensive compared to alternative cover types due to the 

production costs of the fabric and the need for semi-frequent replacement.  

These membranes improve the humification process and bacterial community succession 

during composting (Song et al., 2022). They allow for the outward diffusion of micro molecules 

while preventing the diffusion of dust, aerosols, and microorganisms (Li et al., 2022). 

Semipermeable membrane covers have been extensively studied and applied in composting 

systems to mitigate greenhouse gas and ammonia emissions (Sun et al., 2018). Research 

conducted by Sun et al. (2018) investigated the impact of a semipermeable membrane-covered 

composting system on greenhouse gas and ammonia emissions in the Tibetan Plateau. The 

study found that the membrane covers significantly reduced emissions of greenhouse gases and 

ammonia compared to uncovered composting systems. 

Another study by Chen et al. (2021) examined the effects of a semipermeable membrane 

covering coupled with intermittent aeration on gas emissions during aerobic composting of 

dairy manure. The results demonstrated that the membrane cover effectively reduced gas 

emissions, including ammonia and nitrous oxide, during the composting process. Additionally, 

Soto-Herranz et al. (2021) conducted a study on the application of an ePTFE semipermeable 

membrane cover system in a farm-scale composting process. The research showed a 65% 

reduction in ammonia emissions with the use of the membrane cover. 

The use of semipermeable membrane covers in composting systems also affects the 

physicochemical properties of the composting materials and the activities and community 
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composition of microbes involved in the composting process (Song et al., 2022). This suggests 

that the membrane cover can influence the overall composting process and the quality of the 

final compost product. Furthermore, studies have demonstrated that combining semipermeable 

membrane-covered composting systems with greenhouses can enhance fermentation efficiency 

and improve the characteristics of the fermentation feedstock (Li et al., 2022). 

The use of semipermeable membrane covers in composting systems has been proven effective 

in reducing emissions of greenhouse gases and ammonia. These membrane covers can alter the 

physicochemical properties of the composting materials and influence the activities of 

microbial communities involved in the composting process. The combination of membrane 

covers with other technologies, such as intermittent aeration and greenhouse systems, can 

further enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of composting processes. 

 

Figure 1(a-c): Scanning electron microscope images of the membrane: (a) inner layer (×1.00 

k); (b) middle layer (×3.00 k); (c) outer layer (×1.00 k). (Fang et., al 2021) 

 

2.9 Mechanism of Semi-Permeable Membrane Covers in Reducing NH3 and GHG 

Emissions 

The use of semi-permeable membrane covers in composting systems and other related 

processes has garnered significant attention due to its efficacy in reducing ammonia (NH3) and 

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. The underlying mechanisms that contribute to this reduction 

are multifaceted and have been the subject of extensive research. 

Foremost, the semi-permeable membrane cover establishes a controlled environment within 

the composting system. This controlled environment can enhance the spatial homogeneity and 

efficiency of fermentation, as studied by Sun et al. (2022). Such an environment aids in 

maintaining optimal conditions for microbial activity, which in turn can optimize the 
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decomposition of organic matter. The optimized decomposition process can thereby curtail the 

production of GHGs, a phenomenon supported by the findings of Sun et al. (2018). 

Concurrently, the membrane's intrinsic property of low permeability to NH3 serves as a pivotal 

factor in mitigating NH3 emissions. Acting as a barrier, the membrane obstructs the egress of 

NH3 into the atmosphere. Given that the decomposition of organic matter in composting 

systems can be a significant source of NH3 emissions, the ability of the membrane to inhibit 

its escape proves crucial. Notably, NH3 is recognized not only as a potent greenhouse gas but 

also as a salient contributor to air pollution, as indicated by Song et al. (2022). Furthermore, 

this membrane technology offers an avenue for NH3 recovery. The captured NH3, prevented 

from escaping, can be repurposed as a valuable nitrogen source for agricultural applications. 

This dual benefit of reducing NH3 emissions while facilitating its reuse underscores the 

membrane's potential for sustainable nutrient management. 

Beyond GHG and NH3 mitigation, the membrane covers render other beneficial effects on the 

composting process. Studies, such as those by Song et al. (2022), had found that the use of such 

covers can increase nitrogen preservation rates and concurrently diminish emissions of other 

gases like H2S. This amplification can culminate in compost of superior quality, characterized 

by enriched nutrient content. Complementing these mechanisms is the membrane's role in 

mitigating the release of co-emitted air pollutants, including volatile organic compounds 

(VOCs) and particulate matter (PM). Both VOCs and PM are recognized as detrimental to air 

quality and pose potential health risks, as elucidated by West et al. (2013). The membrane, by 

obstructing the release of VOCs and PMs can significantly contribute to refining air quality. 

The semi-permeable membrane also acts as a deterrent to external contaminants, reducing the 

ingress of potential pathogens and other detrimental microorganisms into the composting 

system. This safeguard ensures a more hygienic composting process, mitigating risks 

associated with harmful pathogens. Moreover, odor emissions, often a byproduct of 

composting, are contained and reduced by these membranes. The role of the membrane in water 

resource conservation is also noteworthy. By minimizing water loss through evaporation, it 

ensures water conservation within the composting system. (Sun et al. 2022). This attribute is 

especially vital in regions with water scarcity, reinforcing the membrane's contribution to 

sustainable water management. 
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(a) (b) 

Figure 2: Mechanism of membrane covers in reducing emission, (a) Membrane covered 

static composting system (Li et., al 2023), (b) Membrane covered ASP system (Sun et al. 

2018) 

  

2.10 Effect of Membrane Cover on Compost Quality 

Composting is an effective method for organic waste management and soil amendment. 

However, the loss of nitrogen during the composting process can be a significant concern, as 

it not only reduces the nutrient value of the compost but also contributes to environmental 

pollution.  

Several studies have investigated the impact of membrane covers on nitrogen retention during 

composting. Sun et al. (2022) found that membrane covers increased the oxygen utilization 

rate, leading to improved fermentation efficiency and nitrogen retention in composting piles. 

Xiong et al. (2022) demonstrated that functional membrane covering techniques enhanced 

nitrogen succession during aerobic composting, resulting in increased nitrogen retention. Li 

(2023) also reported that membrane-covered aerobic composting effectively retained nitrogen 

during kitchen waste disposal. 

In addition to nitrogen retention, membrane covers have been shown to enhance compost 

quality. Cao et al. (2022) observed that membrane-covered technology increased the 

temperature of compost piles and accelerated the degradation of organic matter, leading to 

improved compost quality. Al-Alawi et al. (2019) highlighted the advantages of membrane-
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covered compost technology, including even oxygen distribution, longer duration of high 

temperatures, and reduced emissions of ammonia and methane. 

The use of membrane covers in composting also influences microbial community dynamics 

and gas emissions. Song et al. (2022) found that membrane covering promoted the participation 

of specific microbial genera in the formation of humic substances, leading to the development 

of complex compost structures. Ma et al. (2020) investigated the effects of intermittent aeration 

and membrane covers on greenhouse gas emissions and bacterial community succession during 

large-scale composting. They observed that membrane covers reduced greenhouse gas 

emissions and influenced the composition of the bacterial community. 

The use of membrane covers in composting offers several benefits, including improved 

nitrogen retention, enhanced compost quality, and reduced gas emissions. Membrane covers 

increase the oxygen utilization rate, accelerate organic matter degradation, and promote the 

formation of complex compost structures. These findings highlight the potential of membrane 

covers as a valuable tool for optimizing composting processes and improving the sustainability 

of organic waste management. 

2.11 Summary of Existing Literature on Effect of Membrane Covers on NH3 and GHG 

Emissions 

Reference Summary 

Fang et al., 

2021 

The results of this study showed that the covered group could maintain a  

positive micro-pressure environment. The CO2, CH4, N2O, NH3 emissions 

outside the membrane during the aeration interval were reduced by 64.23%, 

70.07%, 54.87%, and 11.32%, respectively, compared with that inside the 

membrane. It was also found that the CH4 and N2O emissions from the 

Covered group were reduced by 99.89% and 60.48% relative to the Control 

group, during organic manure composting. 
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Soto-

Herranz et 

al., 2021 

The study found a reduction in NH3 and CH4 emissions of 20-30% and 40%, 

respectively, in aerobic composting with the use of ePTFE membrane covers 

at lab scale.  

Ma et al., 

2021 

The study found that covering with a functional membrane can effectively 

decrease greenhouse gas emissions. The Global Warming Potentail for the 

Gore and ZT groups (membrane covers) were 16.97% and 53.41% lower than 

for the control group (uncovered).  

Sun et al., 

2018 

The use of the semi permeable membrane covered composting system reduced 

the total emissions of CO2 , CH4 , N2O and NH3 outside the membrane being 

73%, 96%, 80% and 65% lower than those inside the membrane, respectively. 

The maximum cumulative concentrations of CO2 , CH4 , N2O and NH3 

outside the membrane were 98%, 95%, 72% and 58% lower than those inside 

the membrane. 

Cao et al., 

2022 

The membrane covered technology decreased N2O and CO2 emissions by 

68.4% and 1.56%, respectively, and NH3 and H2S emissions by 58.6% and 

38.1%, respectively. The rate of loss of total N from the compost pile reduced 

by 17.3%, while the ammonium nitrogen and nitrate nitrogen contents of the 

pile increased by 37.7% and 11.8%. 

Li et al., 

2023 

The application of the membrane reduced the emissions of NH3 and N2O by 

48.5% and 44.1%, respectively, thereby retaining 7.9% more nitrogen in the 

compost.  
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2.12 Gaps in Current Research 

The existing literature reveals several gaps in the current research landscape regarding the 

impact of membrane covers on ammonia and greenhouse gas emissions during organic manure 

composting, particularly at industrial-scale facilities. These gaps highlight the need for further 

investigation and emphasize the novelty and importance of the proposed research. 

A significant gap is the lack of comprehensive studies conducted at an industrial scale to 

understand the effects of membrane covers on gas emissions during composting. While a study 

explored the effects of a semi-permeable membrane in combination with intermittent aeration 

on gas emissions during aerobic composting of dairy manure at an industrial scale, it does not 

provide a thorough understanding across different types of composting waste and varied 

composting conditions (Karion et al., 2015). This gap indicates the need for more research that 

encompasses a broader range of composting materials and conditions. 

Another gap is the preference towards pilot-scale studies in the existing research. While pilot-

scale studies, such as the investigation of the effect of pile mixing on greenhouse gas emissions 

during dairy manure composting using large flux chambers, provide valuable insights, they 

leave a substantial knowledge gap concerning industrial-scale composting facilities (Brandt et 

al., 2014). Therefore, there is a need for more studies conducted at an industrial scale to bridge 

this gap. 

The existing research also exhibits a lack of variety in the composting materials investigated. 

For example, a study by Amlinger et al., 2008 delved into membrane-covered aerobic 

fermentation for vegetable waste composting but highlighted that this approach is seldom 

applied to vegetable waste, indicating a potential research gap in understanding the effects of 

membrane covers across a broader spectrum of composting materials, including organic 

manure. Therefore, further research is needed to explore the effects of membrane covers on a 

wider range of composting materials. 

While some studies similar to that of Hansen et al., 2006 on a large semi-membrane covered 

composting system underscored that functional membranes could exert a barrier effect on 

carbon dioxide emissions, it falls short of providing a comprehensive understanding of how 

membranes impact other greenhouse gases and ammonia emissions, especially in industrial-

scale composting scenarios. This gap highlights the need for more research to investigate the 

effects of membrane covers on a broader range of greenhouse gases and ammonia emissions. 
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Furthermore, the concerns regarding the environmental repercussions of emissions from 

manure management have spurred research efforts towards emission abatement. However, 

unresolved questions regarding the efficacious abatement of manure-related emissions indicate 

a notable gap. This gap could be addressed by investigating the effects of membrane covers on 

emission reduction at an industrial scale (Hansen et al., 2006). 

The existing research on the impact of membrane covers on ammonia and greenhouse gas 

emissions during organic manure composting at industrial-scale facilities has several gaps. 

These gaps include the lack of comprehensive studies at an industrial scale, the predominance 

of pilot-scale studies, the limited variety in composting materials investigated, the incomplete 

understanding of membrane effects on different gases, and the unresolved questions regarding 

emission abatement. Addressing these gaps through further research will contribute to a more 

comprehensive understanding of the effects of membrane covers on gas emissions during 

composting. 
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3. Materials and Methods 

3.1 Composting Units Under Study 

The composting units under study were 2 Membrane-covered side-walled Aerated Static Pile 

(ASP) systems with ProfiCover®, a market leading ePTFE membrane cover (Cover 2), and an 

uncovered ASP unit. All the composting units had dimensions of 25 meters in length and 8 

meters in width. One of the critical phases of composting is the thermophilic phase with 

temperature range of 69.8-75.9°C, In this phase highest amount of emissions are observed, 

which is starts by the fifth day from the start of composting.  

The Aerated Static Pile (ASP) system was fully operational, and the aeration was turned on 

during the whole sampling period, the aeration can introduce substantial variability in microbial 

activity which can determine the decomposition rate of the organic matter and subsequently 

the profile of the emissions.  

3.2 Sampling Procedures and Techniques 

3.2.1 Gas Collection 

For gas collection, a gas collecting cone was utilized to measure the gaseous emissions from 

the top of the compost piles. This technique is suitable for comprehensive capture of gases 

originating from outside compost piles. The study identified 6 sampling points on top of the 

cover laminate, in line with the protocol instituted by the MATE Institute of Environmental 

Chemistry and Waste Management in 2016 (Zsolt Varga et al., 2017). This protocol was 

adopted to ensure uniform and consistent sampling across all the 3 piles. For measuring the 

composting material's internal gaseous emissions, penetration probe sampling was used at 3 

different sampling points inside each pile. This involved the insertion of a probe roughly 1 

meter into the compost pile, providing emission measurement of its internal gaseous state. The 

approximate location of the sampling points is given in Figure 1.   
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Figure 3: Sampling Point Location (white points represent sampling points outside the pile 

and the black points represent sampling points inside the pile.) 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 
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(c) 

Figure 4(a-c): On-site Sample Measurements 

3.2.2 Sampling Equipment 

The sampling apparatus utilized was a PSS gas sampler, a product of GASMET Technologies 

Oy/Ansyco GmbH, with the product ID 09204. It featured a Swage lock connection of 

6mm/8mm dimensions. The equipment was consistently operated at a temperature of 180 ºC 

to maintain the integrity of the gas samples. This consistent temperature ensured the 

preservation of the gas sample integrity throughout the collection process. 

3.3 Measurement Protocols and Techniques 

3.3.1 Ammonia Measurement 

The measurement of ammonia emissions was based on the ASTM D6348-3 Standard test 

method, due to its efficacy in determining gaseous compounds via Extractive Direct Interface 

Fourier Transform Infrared (FTIR) Spectroscopy. The VDI 3862 Blatt 8 was incorporated 

alongside the FTIR to formaldehyde emissions in combustion engine exhausts using the FTIR 

methodology. The study was done according to the technical guidelines outlined in TGN M22 

(Environmental Agency, v3, March 2012). 

3.3.2 VOC Measurement 

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) measurements were done using the EN 12619: 2013 

method. This approach is suitable for stationary air pollutant sources and emphasizes n 
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determining the mass concentration of gaseous carbon in organic compounds through the 

continuous flame ionization detection method. 

3.3.3 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Measurement 

ASTM D6348-3 Standard's FTIR spectroscopy technique was used for greenhouse gas 

emissions measurement. This method is able to identify up to 50 distinct gases based on their 

individual IR spectra. Some of the spectra were developed using certified material samples, 

facilitating device-specific calibrations, others were procured from the spectrum library of 

GASMET Technologies Oy/Ansyco GmbH.  

3.4 Environmental Conditions during Sampling 

A comprehensive knowledge of both operational and ambient conditions during the sampling 

phase is important as these conditions can significantly modulate the results and their 

interpretations. The ambient air temperature during the sampling fluctuated between 38.5°C 

and 42.1°C. The relative humidity levels were between 32% and 34.5%. The wind speeds were 

between 0.4 m/s to 1.5 m/s and primarily from the west/southwest direction, the patterns can 

determine the dispersion trajectory of the emissions and influence the moisture evaporation 

rate from the compost pile. 

3.5 Data and Statistical Analysis 

To find out the impact of the covers on the gaseous emissions from the different compost piles, 

a series of statistical analyses were done. The emissions under investigation were Ammonia, 

Greenhouse Gases (including Carbon dioxide, Methane, and Nitrous oxide), and Volatile 

Organic Compounds represented by Propanol equivalent (FTIR). 

The preliminary step in the statistical analysis was the Shapiro–Wilk test, it was used to 

evaluate the normality of the data. Determining the data's distribution in the beginning is 

fundamental as it directly influences the selection of subsequent statistical tests. Given that not 

all data subsets conformed to a normal distribution, the primary metric for comparing emissions 

across the compost piles were the median values. The use of median values is appropriate for 

non-normal datasets as it offers a robust measure of central tendency and is unaffected by 

outliers or extreme values. 



26 
 

For the comparison of gaseous emissions from the inside versus the outside of each compost 

pile, the Mann-Whitney U test was chosen. This decision was made due to the test's 

nonparametric nature which makes it ideal for datasets that don't necessarily follow a normal 

distribution. Additionally, it allows for comparing two independent groups and is not affected 

by unequal sample sizes, given the discrepancies in sample sizes in the dataset. The Mann-

Whitney U test is a non-parametric statistical test used to determine if there are statistically 

significant differences between two groups when the level of measurement for the dependent 

variable is ordinal (Santiago & Kang, 2022). It is commonly used when comparing outcomes 

between two groups and the researchers need to decide whether to use parametric methods, 

such as the t-test, or non-parametric methods, like the Mann-Whitney test (Cessie et al., 2020). 

The test is appropriate for investigating differences between two independent groups for non-

normally distributed data sets (Ibrahim & Borhan, 2021) 

Before employing parametric tests, it was necessary to ensure that the assumption of 

homogeneity of variances was met. For this, Levene’s test for homoscedasticity was conducted. 

This test determines whether the variances across different groups are equal. It was applied to 

the inside emissions data of the covered piles in comparison to the uncovered pile. To examine 

the efficacy of the covered piles in comparison to the uncovered pile, the independent sample 

t-test was applied for the inside emissions. This test was selected due to its increased sensitivity, 

allowing it to identify even subtle differences, which is a key point given our interest in the 

potential advantages of the covers. When its assumptions are met, the t-test, being parametric, 

provides more detailed understanding, especially with smaller sample sizes. 

It's important to highlight that while these statistical tests provide insights into significant 

differences, they don't give the magnitude or practical significance of these variances. 

Therefore, emission reduction percentages were calculated for both the cover types to see the 

efficiency of these covers in mitigating the emissions. The reduction percentage from inside to 

outside was calculated using Eq 1 and the reduction of emissions inside the covered piles vs 

the uncovered pile was calculated using Eq 2. 

Reduction Percentage =
ாoutsideିாinside

ாoutside
× 100%            ------ (Eq 1) 
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where: 

 Einside is the median emission inside the cover. 

 Eoutside is the median emission outside the cover. 

 

 

Reduction Percentage Inside Covered Piles =
ாuncovered_inିாcovered_in

ாuncovered_in
× 100%    ------ (Eq 2) 

where: 

 Euncovered_in is the median emission inside the uncovered pile. 

 Ecovered_in is the median emission inside the covered pile. 

 

All computational and statistical analyses were performed using Python (version 3.8.5; Python 

Software Foundation, 2020). The following Python libraries were employed: Pandas (version 

1.1.0; Pandas Development Team, 2020) and SciPy (version 1.5.2; SciPy Developers, 2020). 

MS Excel 16 (Microsoft, USA) was used for data processing, calculating reduction percentages, 

and creating graphs.  
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4. Results and Discussion 

4.1 Analysis of Emissions: Inside vs. Outside of Compost Piles 

4.1.1 Shapiro-Wilk Test Results on Data Distribution 

Interpretation of p-values: 

 p<0.05: Indicates a statistically significant difference or that the data does not 

adhere to a normal distribution. 

 p≥0.05: No significant difference or the data is normally distributed. 

The Shapiro-Wilk test results on data distribution indicated that many data subsets for specific 

emissions and pile types were normally distributed (p-values greater than 0.05). However, 

some data subsets did not follow a normal distribution (p-values less than 0.05). This was 

evident from the examination for emissions of Carbon Dioxide, Methane, and Propanol 

Equivalent for Cover 2 (Outside) and Methane and Propanol Equivalent for Uncovered 

(Outside). The variation in data distribution led to the decision to proceed with median 

comparison and employ the nonparametric Mann-Whitney U Test, as mentioned in the 

methodology. This approach is appropriate when dealing with non-normally distributed 

independent data. 

4.1.2 Mann-Whitney U Test Results on Inside vs. Outside Emissions 

Table 1: Mann-Whitney U Test Results for ProfiCover® Pile 

Measurement Mann-Whitney U Test p-value 
Ammonia 0.0238 
Carbon Dioxide 0.0238 
Nitrous Oxide 0.0256 
Propanol Equivalent 
(FTIR) 

0.0238 

Methanol Emissions 0.0238 
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Table 2: Mann-Whitney U Test Results for Cover 2 Pile 

Measurement Mann-Whitney U Test p-value 

Ammonia 0.0357 

Carbon Dioxide 0.0357 

Nitrous Oxide 0.0347 

Methanol Emissions 0.0357 

 

The results of the Mann-Whitney U test indicated that there were significant differences 

between the emissions inside and outside of the compost piles for both the ProfiCover® and 

Cover 2 Compost Piles. Specifically, significant differences were found for ammonia, carbon 

dioxide, nitrous oxide, and propanol equivalent (FTIR) emissions in the ProfiCover® pile, and 

for ammonia, carbon dioxide, and nitrous oxide emissions in the Cover 2 pile. 

These findings corroborate the observations made by Song et al. (2022), who found that 

covering compost piles with a semi-permeable membrane not only improved nitrogen 

preservation rates but also notably reduced the emission of NH3 and H2S. These findings are 

further strengthened by the study by Soto-Herranz et al. (2021), who achieved a substantial 

65% reduction in NH3 emissions using an ePTFE semipermeable membrane cover system in 

a farm-scale composting process. This evident reduction in ammonia emissions mirrors the 

results observed, signifying the consistent performance of membrane covers across different 

scales and conditions. Additionally, Cao et al. (2022) demonstrated a similar trend where a 

membrane-covered approach diminished NH3 emissions during anaerobic composting. Such 

consistent findings across multiple studies indicate a reliable effect of membrane covers on 

ammonia emissions. 

While the primary focus of this analysis was on the emissions of ammonia and greenhouse 

gases, it is noteworthy to consider the broader implications of membrane covers on composting 

processes. Furthermore, not all studies have exclusively reported reductions in gas emissions 

with added materials or alterations to the composting process. For instance, Wei et al. (2017) 

observed that the incorporation of cornstalks led to decreased hydrogen sulfide emissions but 

had negligible effects on ammonia. This underscores the importance of specific cover materials 

and their interactions with composting substrates. The studies by Ma et al. (2018, 2020, 2021) 

and Li et al. (2020) had also highlighted the role of membrane covers on gas emissions and 



30 
 

bacterial community succession during composting. These works emphasize the multifaceted 

impacts of membrane covers, spanning beyond just emission reductions to influencing 

microbial community dynamics. 

4.2 Levene's Test for Homoscedasticity 

Levene's test for homoscedasticity showed that the variances were equal across the groups for 

all emissions, satisfying the assumption of homogeneity of variances for the independent 

sample t-test. This indicates that the groups being compared have similar variability in 

emissions. For all emissions (Ammonia, Carbon Dioxide, Methane, Nitrous Oxide, Propanol 

Equivalent), the variances are equal across the groups, satisfying the homogeneity of variances 

assumption for the independent sample t-test. 

4.3 Comparative Analysis of Emissions from Covered and Uncovered Piles Using the 

Independent Sample T-test 

Both ProfiCover® and Cover 2 demonstrated a significant reduction in emissions when 

compared to the Uncovered pile. Table 3 showcases median values for each emission type, 

differentiated by pile type and measurement location (inside vs. outside).  

Table 3: The median values for each emission type, differentiated by pile type and 

measurement location (inside vs. outside) 

Pile Name In/out Ammonia 

NH3 

[ppm] 

Carbon 

dioxide 

CO2 

[v/v%] 

Methane 

CH4 

[ppm] 

Nitrous 

oxide 

N2O 

[ppm] 

Propan 

equivalent 

(FTIR) 

[ppm] 

Cover 2 in 4259.8 1.09 39.9 1.3 56.7 

Cover 2 out 390.1 0.44 81.2 1 31.3 

ProfiCover® in 3343.8 1.42 69.3 1.5 79.2 

ProfiCover® out 225.8 0.2 30.75 0.65 12.3 

The comparative analysis of covered (ProfiCover® and Cover 2) and uncovered piles using the 

independent sample t-test revealed interesting findings regarding emissions. For ammonia 

emissions, both ProfiCover® and Cover 2 demonstrated a significant reduction compared to 

the uncovered pile. This aligns with previous research that has shown the potential of covering 
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compost piles to mitigate ammonia emissions (Dennehy et al., 2017, Cao et al., 2022; Li et al., 

2022; Sun et al., 2022) 

The median values for each emission type, differentiated by pile type and measurement 

location (inside vs. outside), highlighted variability in emissions between the inside and outside 

of compost piles and across different pile types. For example, the median values for ammonia 

emissions were significantly lower inside the covered piles (ProfiCover® and Cover 2) 

compared to the uncovered pile. However, for carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, and 

propanol equivalent emissions, no significant difference was found between the emissions from 

inside the covered piles and the uncovered pile. This suggests that the impact of membrane 

covers on other emissions such as carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, and propanol 

equivalent may be limited. 

These findings are also consistent with the studies which investigated the effect of covering on 

gaseous emissions from composting, for example, Bernal, Lopez-Real, and Scott (1993) 

explored the impact of covering composting material with zeolite minerals. Their study found 

that the combination of mixing pig slurry with easily degradable straw and covering the 

composting material with zeolite minerals led to a marked reduction in ammonia emissions. 

This suggests that the physical barrier provided by covers can play a pivotal role in preventing 

the direct release of ammonia into the atmosphere (Bernal, Lopez-Real, & Scott, 1993). 

Similarly, Chadwick (2005) emphasized the potential of compacting and covering manure 

heaps in reducing ammonia emissions. The research indicated that such practices are 

particularly effective when the manure contains high ammonium-N contents. This aligns with 

the present findings, reinforcing the idea that covering composting piles can be a crucial 

strategy in environmental management (Chadwick, 2005). The study by Sun et al. (2018) also 

demonstrated the advantages of using a semi-permeable membrane-covered composting 

system. It not only highlighted a reduction in ammonia production and emissions but also in 

greenhouse gases. This suggests that certain covers might offer dual benefits by optimizing the 

composting process and further reducing harmful emissions. Furthermore, Berg, Brunsch, and 

Pazsiczki (2006) investigated the efficacy of different materials for covering liquid manure 

storage facilities. Their findings highlighted the importance of maintaining a lower pH value 

to effectively reduce ammonia emissions, emphasizing the role of environmental conditions in 

conjunction with covering techniques (Berg, Brunsch, & Pazsiczki, 2006). The consistent 
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findings across different studies underscores the importance of using covers in composting or 

manure storage practices. 

4.4 Emission Reduction Analysis 

To evaluate the efficacy of the compost covers in modulating gaseous emissions, an in-depth 

analysis focusing on emission reduction was conducted. The main emissions investigated were 

Ammonia, Greenhouse Gases (including Carbon dioxide, Methane, and Nitrous oxide), and 

Volatile Organic Compounds, denoted by Propanol equivalent (FTIR). The composting piles 

under examination were covered by ProfiCover® and Cover 2. 

Reduction from Inside to Outside 

The emission reduction percentages from inside of the piles to the outside the membrane cover 

were calculated using Eq 1, previously described in the methodology to evaluate the efficacy 

of the compost covers in modulating emissions. The reduction percentages for both the covered 

piles are presented in Table 4 and Figure 3.  

Table 4: Emission Reduction Percentages (Inside vs. Outside of Compost Piles) 

Cover Ammonia 

NH3 [ppm] 

Carbon 

dioxide CO2 

[v/v%] 

Nitrous 

oxide N2O 

[ppm] 

Propane 

equivalent 

(FTIR) 

[ppm] 

Cover 2 90.84 59.63 23.08 44.80 

ProfiCover® 93.25 85.92 56.67 84.47 
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Figure 5: Emission Reduction Percentages (Inside vs. Outside of Compost Piles) Bar Graph 

For Cover 2, the reduction percentages indicate a significant reduction in ammonia emissions 

(90.84%), nitrous oxide emissions (23.08%) and carbon dioxide emissions (59.63%) when 

transitioning from inside to outside the compost pile. However, there was a slight increase in 

methane emissions (3.51%) and which could be accounted for due to several different factors 

and could be investigated further. The reduction in propanol equivalent emissions (44.80%) 

suggests a positive impact of the cover in reducing volatile organic compounds. Similarly, for 

the ProfiCover®, there is a substantial reduction in ammonia emissions (93.25%), carbon 

dioxide emissions (85.92%) methane emissions (55.63%), nitrous oxide emissions (56.67%), 

and VOC (propanol equivalent) emissions (84.47%) while transitioning from inside to outside 

the compost pile.  

The observed reductions align with the existing studies on the potential of cover technologies 

in minimizing composting emissions. For instance, the notable reduction in ammonia 

emissions under both covers is supported by findings from Sun et al. (2018) and Soto-Herranz 

et al. (2021), affirming the effectiveness of membrane technologies in reducing ammonia 

volatilization. However, the ProfiCover® exhibited a slightly higher reduction in ammonia 

emissions (93.25%) compared to the Cover 2 (90.84%), suggesting a marginal superiority in 

performance, albeit within a close range. The primary reason for reduction in NH3 emissions 
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is the condensation droplets formed under the membrane partially evaporated and NH3 was 

discharged to the environment, thus decreasing the emission rate inside the membrane. (Chen 

et al., 2021) Similarly, the substantial reduction in carbon dioxide emissions, especially under 

the ProfiCover® (85.92%), resonates with the findings of Cao et al. 2022, however at a 

different magnitude. The variance in reduction percentages could be attributed to the distinct 

characteristics of the membrane technologies employed, or the additives used in the 

composting process as suggested by Cao et al. 2022. The slight increase in methane emissions 

under the Cover 2 contradicts the general trend of methane emission reduction observed in 

other studies like that by Chen Fang et al. (2021) and suggests further investigation to 

investigate the underlying factors. The reduction in nitrous oxide emissions, although 

significant, is lower compared to the reduction in other gases. This is consistent with the 

relatively lower reduction of N2O emissions reported by Cao et al. 2022. The dynamics of N2O 

production and emission during composting might be more resilient to modulation by cover 

technologies, hence necessitating further research to explain the mechanisms and improve 

mitigation strategies. 

Starting with our primary observation, both the Cover 2 and ProfiCover® have demonstrated 

considerable efficacy in reducing ammonia and carbon dioxide emissions during composting. 

This aligns well with the study by Cao et al. (2022), which reported a 25.8% reduction in NH3 

emissions and a 13.1% reduction in N2O emissions using a membrane-covered technology. 

This study also mentioned the use of superphosphate, an additive that has been previously 

documented to reduce the loss of nitrogen and certain greenhouse gas emissions, including 

NH3, CH4, and H2S. The incorporation of such additives can be prominent. For instance, Yuan 

et al. (2018) highlighted that phosphor-gypsum and dicyandiamide could curtail CH4 and N2O 

emissions substantially, though with a counteractive increase in NH3 emissions. Similarly, 

Jiang et al. (2014) found that superphosphate not only facilitated the composting process but 

also significantly decreased NH3 emissions during the thermophilic phase, in contrast to 

bentonite, which increased NH3 emissions. Ma et al. (2021) reported findings that further 

support our observations. Their research identified a decline in NH3 and N2O emissions by 

11.77% and 26.40%, respectively, using the Cover 2 membrane, and a remarkable reduction in 

N2O emissions by 68.44% with the ZT membrane. This decline in emissions was also 

associated with an improved bacterial community, suggesting a possible biological dimension 

to the emission reductions observed. No additional additives were cited in this study, implying 

that the membranes' impact was primary in achieving these results. Li et al. (2023) focused on 
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the composting of kitchen waste and found a 48.5% and 44.1% reduction in NH3 and N2O 

emissions, respectively, with membrane-covered composting. Their study also attributed the 

reduction in NH3 emissions to the adsorption by the condensed water layer under the inner 

membrane and the N2O emission reduction to micro positive pressure in the reactor promoting 

oxygen distribution similar.  

On alternative strategies, Zuokaitė et al. (2013) explored the use of natural covers like wood 

bark, sawdust, peat, and a grass layer, presenting potential alternative or complementary 

solutions in scenarios where membrane covers may not be feasible. Ermolaev et al. (2014) also 

provided a different perspective, suggesting broader variables like temperature, moisture 

content, mixing frequency, and the amount of added waste could significantly influence gas 

emissions during composting. 

4.5 Reduction of Emissions Inside the Covered Piles Compared to Uncovered Piles 

To gain a deeper insight into the efficiency of the covers, a comparative analysis was conducted 

to gauge the emission reductions from the covered piles (ProfiCover® and Cover 2) against 

the Uncovered pile for inside measurements. The results of this analysis are illustrated in Table 

5 and Figure 6.  

Table 5: Emission Reduction Percentages (Inside Compost Piles) 

Measurement ProfiCover® Cover 2 

Ammonia NH3 [ppm] 52.60 62.79 

Carbon dioxide CO2 [v/v%] 69.64 60.45 

Methane CH4 [ppm] 95.02 91.35 

Nitrous oxide N2O [ppm] 63.89 58.33 

Propane equivalent (FTIR) [ppm] 82.42 75.45 
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Figure 6: Emission Reduction inside The Compost Piles Bar Graph 

 

The results of the comparative analysis show the reduction percentages of various emissions 

inside the piles from the covered piles (Cover 2 and ProfiCover®) compared to the Uncovered 

pile. Inside measurements indicate that both covers resulted in reductions in emissions of 

ammonia (NH3), carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), and propane 

equivalent. The Cover 2 showed greater inside reductions in NH3, CO2, CH4, and N2O 

compared to the ProfiCover®. Specifically, the ProfiCover® reduced CO2 emissions by 

approximately 70%, which is higher compared to the reduction by Cover 2 at around 60%. On 

the other hand, the Cover 2 reduced NH3 emissions by around 63%, which is higher than the 

reduction by ProfiCover® at around 53%. This divergence in performance implies a potential 

trade-off in emission reduction efficacy between the two covers. Nevertheless, the implication 

is that the use of either cover substantially decreases emission production, thereby enhancing 

the compost quality and increasing nitrogen retention in the compost, which are pivotal for the 

environmental sustainability and efficiency of the composting process.  

The comparative analysis of emission reductions within covered and uncovered compost piles 

corroborates the findings from previous research that investigated the effect of cover 

technologies on gas emissions during composting. For instance, the substantial reductions in 

CH4 emissions echoed the findings of Sun et al. (2018) and Fang et al. (2021), where 
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membrane-covered composting systems were found to significantly mitigate CH4 emissions. 

Similarly, the observed decrease in NH3 emissions conforms with the findings across several 

existing studies, underscoring the efficacy of cover technologies in reducing ammonia 

volatilization. Hou et al. (2014) found that mitigation measures, such as covering, can help 

reduce ammonia emissions. Soto-Herranz et al., (2021) studied the reduction of ammonia 

emissions from laying hen manure in a closed composting process using gas-permeable 

membrane technology and observed that the emission rate inside the membrane decreased 

compared to the uncovered condition, which aligns with our findings. 

Furthermore, the reduction in emissions inside the covered piles, as shown in our study, 

suggests an increase in nitrogen retention within the compost, which is instrumental for 

improving compost quality and environmental sustainability of composting processes. 

Although our study did not delve into the specifics of nitrogen retention mechanisms, the 

referenced papers provide insights into potential pathways such as reduced ammonia 

volatilization and filtrate leaching, as well as the transformation of organic nitrogen into NH4+ 

through mineralization processes (Ma et al., 2021). Ma et al. (2021) further supports our results; 

they observed that the membrane covers significantly reduced gas emissions compared to the 

uncovered control. The membrane cover created a controlled environment that minimized the 

release of gases, leading to a more efficient composting process. 

Cao et al. (2022) demonstrated that a membrane-covered composting system decreased NH3 

and H2S emissions and reduced the loss of total nitrogen from the compost pile. Li et al. (2022) 

also found that combined membrane-covered systems improved the aerobic composting 

process and reduced gas emissions. Cao et al. (2022) examined the effects of membrane-

covered technology on compost quality and nitrogen-containing gas emissions during aerobic 

composting. The study highlighted that the membrane-covered sample had significantly lower 

emissions compared to the control sample. Specifically, the membrane-covered sample had a 

germination index (GI) of 50% and 80%, approximately 2 and 9 days earlier, respectively, than 

the control sample. This indicates that the membrane cover facilitated faster composting and 

reduced the release of nitrogen-containing gases. 

The disparity in emission reduction efficacy between the ProfiCover® and Cover 2 suggests 

that different cover technologies may exhibit varying levels of performance in mitigating 

specific emissions. This is consistent with the variance in emission reductions reported in the  

papers which employed different cover technologies and additives. For example, Cao et al. 
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2022 reported a reduction in N2O and CO2 emissions by 68.4% and 1.56% respectively, using 

membrane covered technology, which presents a contrasting degree of CO2 emission reduction 

when compared to our findings. 
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5. Conclusions and Recommendations 

The study's comprehensive evaluation of emission reductions underscores the significant 

efficacy of compost covers, particularly ProfiCover® and Cover 2, in mitigating gaseous 

emissions during the composting processes, especially during the thermophilic phase of 

organic manure composting. A comparative analysis between inside and outside emissions 

revealed that both covers played a pivotal role in emission containment. Cover 2 manifested a 

reduction in most gaseous emissions, with decreases of 90.84% for Ammonia and 59.63% for 

Carbon Dioxide. Methane emissions increased suggesting its potential entrapment within this 

cover. Other gases, including Nitrous Oxide and Propane equivalent, experienced reductions 

of 23.08% and 44.80%, respectively. On the other hand, ProfiCover® presented even more 

compelling reductions. Emissions for Ammonia and Carbon Dioxide plummeted by 93.25% 

and 85.92%, respectively. Methane, contrasting with the Cover 2, observed a significant 

reduction of 55.63%. Concurrently, Nitrous Oxide and Propane equivalent followed with 

substantial reductions of 56.67% and 84.47%, respectively. 

When comparing the emission reductions inside the covered piles to those of uncovered piles, 

ProfiCover® stood out with striking reductions, registering 52.60% for Ammonia, 69.64% for 

Carbon Dioxide, a noteworthy 95.02% for Methane, 63.89% for Nitrous Oxide, and 82.42% 

for Propane equivalent. Cover 2, not far behind, showcased notable reductions as well. The 

values were 62.79% for Ammonia, 60.45% for Carbon Dioxide, 91.35% for Methane, 58.33% 

for Nitrous Oxide, and 75.45% for Propane equivalent. 

 

Statistical testing with the Levene's Test confirmed the homoscedasticity of the data, ensuring 

the robustness of these findings. Meanwhile, the Mann-Whitney U test indicated significant 

differences in emissions between the inside and outside of both compost piles, corroborating 

the mitigative capabilities of membrane covers. Interestingly, while the median emission values 

for ammonia were found to be lower inside the covered piles, the independent sample t-test 

specifically underlined a significant reduction in ammonia emissions for both covers. This 

aligns with prior research advocating the advantages of compost covers. While both covers 

effectively reduced ammonia and carbon dioxide emissions compared to uncovered compost 

piles, their impact on other greenhouse gases, notably methane and nitrous oxide, was 

somewhat limited, calling for further research. It's also worth noting the potential of these 

covers in diminishing volatile organic compounds, as indicated by the decreased propanol 

equivalent emissions. In summation, this investigation reinforces the idea that the application 
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of membrane technologies like ProfiCover® and Cover 2 plays a consequential role in 

ameliorating environmental impacts, particularly in reducing detrimental emissions such as 

ammonia and carbon dioxide during large-scale organic manure composting. 

 

Further research should investigate integrating membrane cover technologies with additional 

emission control strategies like biofilters or amendments to develop an optimized and 

comprehensive solution. More studies are needed focused explicitly on optimizing cover 

design, materials, and implementation practices to enhance the mitigation impact, especially 

on greenhouse gases beyond carbon dioxide. Long-term and life cycle assessments of 

membrane covers should be performed to evaluate sustainability implications and impacts on 

compost quality over time. Cost-benefit analyses would provide helpful information for 

industrial facilities considering adopting these technologies. Exploring the use of alternative 

sustainable materials for membrane covers could be worthwhile to reduce environmental 

impacts. Developing functionalized "smart" membrane materials could present opportunities 

to selectively control gas transport and modulate emissions. Communication and knowledge 

sharing between researchers and industry partners is key to translating these technologies into 

widespread adoption. Overall, membrane covers show promise as an effective tool for reducing 

certain harmful emissions from organic manure composting, but ongoing research and 

development focused on optimization and integration with other methods is important. 
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Summary 

The use of membrane covers in organic manure composting shows promise in mitigating 

greenhouse gas emissions and reducing ammonia volatilization. This study investigates the 

utilization of membrane covers, namely ProfiCover® and a market leading ePTFE membrane 

cover, in organic manure composting at an industrial-scale facility as a viable strategy for 

mitigating greenhouse gas emissions and decreasing ammonia volatilization. The study was 

conducted during the thermophilic phase (5th day) of composting and gas measurements were 

collected from inside and outside of covered and uncovered compost piles. Statistical analyses 

comprising of Shapiro-Wilk normality test, Mann-Whitney U test, Levene’s homogeneity test, 

independent sample t-tests and emission reduction calculations demonstrated a significant 

reduction in emissions. Each of the membrane covers displayed significant reductions in 

ammonia emissions when compared to the uncovered pile supported by median values and 

statistical tests. 

 

The ePTFE membrane cover exhibited a significant reduction in most gaseous emissions, with 

90.84% for Ammonia, 59.63% for Carbon Dioxide, 23.08% for Nitrous Oxide and 44.80% for 

Propane equivalent (VOC). In contrast, ProfiCover® showed more profound reductions, with 

emissions for Ammonia and Carbon Dioxide decreasing by 93.25% and 85.92%, respectively. 

Methane observed a significant reduction of 55.63%, while Nitrous Oxide and Propane 

equivalent showed substantial reductions of 56.67% and 84.47%, respectively.  

 

A comparative analysis was conducted to investigate the efficacy of emission reduction inside 

the compost piles by the membrane covers. The results of the analysis illustrated that 

ProfiCover® significantly mitigated emissions within the covered piles, as evident by the  

reductions in gaseous emissions: a 52.60% decrease in Ammonia, 69.64% in Carbon Dioxide,  

95.02% in Methane, 63.89% in Nitrous Oxide, and 82.42% in Propane equivalents. In contrast, 

the ePTFE membrane cover demonstrated considerable efficacy, with reductions of 62.79% 

for Ammonia, 60.45% for Carbon Dioxide, 91.35% for Methane, 58.33% for Nitrous Oxide, 

and 75.45% for Propane equivalents. These findings highlighted the reduction of emissions 

inside the covered piles which resulted in reducing nitrogen losses and suggest better nitrogen 

retention in the compost with the use of the membrane covers. 

 



42 
 

Both the covers efficaciously reduced ammonia and greenhouse gas emissions compared to 

uncovered compost piles. This study supports the idea that membrane technologies like 

ProfiCover® play a significant role in mitigating environmental impact of composting, 

particularly in reducing harmful emissions like ammonia and carbon dioxide during large-scale 

organic manure composting, at the same time enhancing the compost quality by increasing 

nitrogen retention. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



43 
 

Bibliography 

1. Al-Alawi, M., Szegi, T., Fels, L., Hafidi, M., Simon, B., & Gulyás, M. (2019). Green 

waste composting under gore(r) cover membrane at industrial scale: physico-chemical 

properties and spectroscopic assessment. International Journal of Recycling of Organic 

Waste in Agriculture, 8(S1), 385-397. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40093-019-00311-w  

2. Amlinger, F., Peyr, S., & Cuhls, C. (2008). Green house gas emissions from composting 

and mechanical biological treatment. Waste Management & Research the Journal for a 

Sustainable Circular Economy, 26(1), 47-60. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242x07088432  

3. ASTM International. (2012). ASTM D6348-03: Standard Test Method for 

Determination of Gaseous Compounds by Extractive Direct Interface Fourier 

Transform Infrared (FTIR) Spectroscopy. 

4. Bai, M., Flesch, T., Trouvé, R., Coates, T., Butterly, C., Bhatta, B., … & Chen, D. 

(2020). Gas emissions during cattle manure composting and stockpiling. Journal of 

Environmental Quality, 49(1), 228-235. https://doi.org/10.1002/jeq2.20029  

5. Basche, A., Miguez, F., Kaspar, T., & Castellano, M. (2014). Do cover crops increase 

or decrease nitrous oxide emissions? a meta-analysis. Journal of Soil and Water 

Conservation, 69(6), 471-482. https://doi.org/10.2489/jswc.69.6.471 

6. Behera, S., Sharma, M., Aneja, V., & Balasubramanian, R. (2013). Ammonia in the 

atmosphere: a review on emission sources, atmospheric chemistry and deposition on 

terrestrial bodies. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 20(11), 8092-8131. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-013-2051-9 

7. Bellarby, J., Tirado, R., Leip, A., Weiss, F., Lesschen, J., & Smith, P. (2012). Livestock 

greenhouse gas emissions and mitigation potential in europe. Global Change Biology, 

19(1), 3-18. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2012.02786.x  

8. Berg, W., Brunsch, R., & Pazsiczki, I. (2006). Greenhouse gas emissions from covered 

slurry compared with uncovered during storage. Agriculture, Ecosystems & 

Environment, 112, 129-134. 

9. Bernal, M., Lopez-Real, J., & Scott, K. (1993). Application of natural zeolites for the 

reduction of ammonia emissions during the composting of organic wastes in a 

laboratory composting simulator. Bioresource Technology, 43, 35-39. 

10. Boldrin, A., Andersen, J., Møller, J., Christensen, T., & Favoino, E. (2009). 

Composting and compost utilization: accounting of greenhouse gases and global 



44 
 

warming contributions. Waste Management & Research the Journal for a Sustainable 

Circular Economy, 27(8), 800-812. https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242x09345275  

11. Borgonovo, F., Conti, C., Lovarelli, D., Ferrante, V., & Guarino, M. (2019). Improving 

the sustainability of dairy slurry by a commercial additive treatment. Sustainability, 

11(18), 4998. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11184998  

12. Brandt, A., Heath, G., Kort, E., O’Sullivan, F., Pétron, G., Jordaan, S., … & Harriss, 

R. (2014). Methane leaks from north american natural gas systems. Science, 343(6172), 

733-735. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1247045  

13. British Standards Institution. (2013). EN 12619: Stationary source emissions - 

Determination of the mass concentration of total gaseous organic carbon - Continuous 

flame ionisation detector method. 

14. Bunch, J., Verbridge, S., Alden, J., Zande, A., Parpia, J., Craighead, H., … & McEuen, 

P. (2008). Impermeable atomic membranes from graphene sheets. Nano Letters, 8(8), 

2458-2462. https://doi.org/10.1021/nl801457b  

15. Cao, J., Li, R., Qu, H., Wang, P., Fu, J., Chen, M., … & Chen, Y. (2022). Effects of the 

membrane-covered technology and superphosphate on the compost quality and 

nitrogen-containing gas emissions during aerobic composting. Bioresources, 17(1), 

1781-1793. https://doi.org/10.15376/biores.17.1.1781-1793 

16. Cardoso, F., Malgaresi, G., & Mirre, R. (2023). Co2 separation process of naturalgas 

streams by membrane permeation: technological and operational approach. Journal of 

Bioengineering Technologies and Health, 6(1), 87-90. 

https://doi.org/10.34178/jbth.v6i1.285  

17. Chadwick, D. (2005). Emissions of ammonia, nitrous oxide and methane from cattle 

manure heaps: effect of compaction and covering. Atmospheric Environment, 39, 787-

799. 

18. Chen, F., Yin, H., Han, L., Ma, S., He, X., & Huang, G. (2021). Effects of semi-

permeable membrane covering coupled with intermittent aeration on gas emissions 

during aerobic composting from the solid fraction of dairy manure at industrial scale. 

Waste Management, 131, 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2021.05.030  

19. Chowdhury, A., Neergaard, A., & Jensen, L. (2014). Potential of aeration flow rate and 

bio-char addition to reduce greenhouse gas and ammonia emissions during manure 

composting. Chemosphere, 97, 16-25. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.10.030  



45 
 

20. Colón, J., Cadena, E., Pognani, M., Barrena, R., Sánchez, A., Font, X., … & Artola, A. 

(2012). Determination of the energy and environmental burdens associated with the 

biological treatment of source-separated municipal solid wastes. Energy & 

Environmental Science, 5(2), 5731-5741. https://doi.org/10.1039/c2ee01085b  

21. Colón, J., Martínez-Blanco, J., Gabarrell, X., Rieradevall, J., Font, X., Artola, A., … & 

Sánchez, A. (2009). Performance of an industrial biofilter from a composting plant in 

the removal of ammonia and vocs after material replacement. Journal of Chemical 

Technology & Biotechnology, 84(8), 1111-1117. https://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.2139  

22. Cooper, G., Zhou, Y., Bouyer, P., Grichtchenko, I., & Boron, W. (2002). Transport of 

volatile solutes through aqp1. The Journal of Physiology, 542(1), 17-29. 

https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.2002.023218  

23. Dennehy, C., Lawlor, P., Jiang, Y., Gardiner, G., Xie, S., Nghiem, L., … & Zhan, X. 

(2017). Greenhouse gas emissions from different pig manure management techniques: 

a critical analysis. Frontiers of Environmental Science & Engineering, 11(3). 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11783-017-0942-6  

24. Dolliver, H., Gupta, S., & Noll, S. (2008). Antibiotic degradation during manure 

composting. Journal of Environmental Quality, 37(3), 1245-1253. 

https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2007.0399  

25. Emmerling, C., Krein, A., & Junk, J. (2020). Meta-analysis of strategies to reduce nh3 

emissions from slurries in european agriculture and consequences for greenhouse gas 

emissions. Agronomy, 10(11), 1633. https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10111633  

26. Environment Agency. (2012). TGN M22: Measuring stack gas emissions using FTIR 

Instruments. 

27. Gao, S., Harrison, B., Thao, T., Gonzales, M., An, D., Ghezzehei, T., … & Ryals, R. 

(2023). Biochar co‐compost improves nitrogen retention and reduces carbon emissions 

in a winter wheat cropping system. GCB Bioenergy, 15(4), 462-477. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/gcbb.13028  

28. Gerber, P., Hristov, A., Henderson, B., Makkar, H., Oh, J., Lee, C., … & Oosting, S. 

(2013). Technical options for the mitigation of direct methane and nitrous oxide 

emissions from livestock: a review. Animal, 7, 220-234. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/s1751731113000876  

29. Gulyás, M., Someus, E., Klátyik, S., Fuchs, M., Varga, Z., Dér, S., … & Aleksza, L. 

(2022). Effects of combined application of solid pyrolysis products and digestate on 



46 
 

selected soil properties of arenosol and plant growth and composition in laboratory 

experiments. Agronomy, 12(6), 1440. https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12061440  

30. Hansen, M., Henriksen, K., & Sommer, S. (2006). Observations of production and 

emission of greenhouse gases and ammonia during storage of solids separated from pig 

slurry: effects of covering. Atmospheric Environment, 40(22), 4172-4181. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2006.02.013 

31. Hao, X., Chang, C., & Larney, F. (2004). Carbon, nitrogen balances and greenhouse 

gas emission during cattle feedlot manure composting. Journal of Environmental 

Quality, 33(1), 37-44. https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2004.3700  

32. Hao, X., Chang, C., Larney, F., & Travis, G. (2001). Greenhouse gas emissions during 

cattle feedlot manure composting. Journal of Environmental Quality, 30(2), 376-386. 

https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2001.302376x  

33. Hao, X., Larney, F., Chang, C., Travis, G., Nichol, C., & Bremer, E. (2005). The effect 

of phosphogypsum on greenhouse gas emissions during cattle manure composting. 

Journal of Environmental Quality, 34(3), 774-781. 

https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2004.0388  

34. Hoitink, H. (1998). The science of composting. Journal of Environmental Quality, 

27(1), 246-246. https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq1998.00472425002700010039x  

35. Holes, A., Szegi, T., Fuchs, M., & Gulyás, M. (2014). Effects of different biochars, 

compost and lime treatments on the chemical properties of sandy soils. Columella 

Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Sciences, 1(2), 49-55. 

https://doi.org/10.18380/szie.colum.2014.1.2.49  

36. Hou, Y., Velthof, G., & Oenema, O. (2014). Mitigation of ammonia, nitrous oxide and 

methane emissions from manure management chains: a meta‐analysis and integrated 

assessment. Global Change Biology, 21(3), 1293-1312. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12767  

37. Hwang, H., Kim, S., Shim, J., & Park, S. (2020). Composting process and gas emissions 

during food waste composting under the effect of different additives. Sustainability, 

12(18), 7811. https://doi.org/10.3390/su12187811  

38. Impraim, R., Weatherley, A., Coates, T., Chen, D., & Suter, H. (2020). Lignite 

improved the quality of composted manure and mitigated emissions of ammonia and 

greenhouse gases during forced aeration composting. Sustainability, 12(24), 10528. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su122410528  



47 
 

39. Karion, A., Sweeney, C., Kort, E., Shepson, P., Brewer, A., Cambaliza, M., … & Tans, 

P. (2015). Aircraft-based estimate of total methane emissions from the barnett shale 

region. Environmental Science & Technology, 49(13), 8124-8131. 

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b00217  

40. Li, F. (2023). Nitrogen retention and emissions during membrane-covered aerobic 

composting for kitchen waste disposal. Environmental Technology, 1-31. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2023.2252162  

41. Li, P., Lang, M., Li, C., & Hao, X. (2016). Nitrous oxide and carbon dioxide emissions 

from soils amended with compost and manure from cattle fed diets containing wheat 

dried distillers’ grains with solubles. Canadian Journal of Soil Science. 

https://doi.org/10.1139/cjss-2016-0068  

42. Li, R., Cao, J., Liang, C., Wang, P., Qu, H., Chen, M., … & Chen, Y. (2022). Effects 

of combined membrane-covered systems on aerobic composting of strawberry vine and 

chicken manure. Bioresources, 17(1), 1173-1186. 

https://doi.org/10.15376/biores.17.1.1173-1186  

43. Lin, B., Nowrin, F., Rosenthal, J., Bhown, A., & Malmali, M. (2023). Perspective on 

intensification of haber−bosch to enable ammonia production under milder conditions. 

Acs Sustainable Chemistry & Engineering, 11(27), 9880-9899. 

https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.2c06711  

44. Liu, M., Huang, X., Song, Y., Tang, J., Cao, J., Zhang, X., … & Zhu, T. (2019). 

Ammonia emission control in china would mitigate haze pollution and nitrogen 

deposition, but worsen acid rain. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 

116(16), 7760-7765. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1814880116  

45. Llonch, P., Haskell, M., Dewhurst, R., & Turner, S. (2017). Current available strategies 

to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions in livestock systems: an animal welfare 

perspective. Animal, 11(2), 274-284. https://doi.org/10.1017/s1751731116001440  

46. Ma, S., Xiong, J., Cui, R., Sun, X., Han, L., Ya-tong, X., … & Huang, G. (2020). Effects 

of intermittent aeration on greenhouse gas emissions and bacterial community 

succession during large-scale membrane-covered aerobic composting. Journal of 

Cleaner Production, 266, 121551. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.121551  

47. Ma, S., Xiong, J., Wu, X., Liu, H., Han, L., & Huang, G. (2021). Effects of the 

functional membrane covering on the gas emissions and bacterial community during 

aerobic composting. Bioresource Technology, 340, 125660. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.125660  



48 
 

48. Maeda, K., Hanajima, D., Toyoda, S., Yoshida, N., Morioka, R., & Osada, T. (2011). 

Microbiology of nitrogen cycle in animal manure compost. Microbial Biotechnology, 

4(6), 700-709. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-7915.2010.00236.x  

49. Maeda, K., Toyoda, S., Shimojima, R., Osada, T., Hanajima, D., Morioka, R., … & 

Yoshida, N. (2010). Source of nitrous oxide emissions during the cow manure 

composting process as revealed by isotopomer analysis of and abundance in 

betaproteobacterial ammonia-oxidizing bacteria. Applied and Environmental 

Microbiology, 76(5), 1555-1562. https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.01394-09  

50. Makhloufi, C., Lasseuguette, E., Rémigy, J., Belaissaoui, B., Roizard, D., & Favre, É. 

(2014). Ammonia based co2 capture process using hollow fiber membrane contactors. 

Journal of Membrane Science, 455, 236-246. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2013.12.063  

51. Maulini-Duran, C., Artola, A., Font, X., & Sánchez, A. (2013). A systematic study of 

the gaseous emissions from biosolids composting: raw sludge versus anaerobically 

digested sludge. Bioresource Technology, 147, 43-51. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.07.118  

52. Maulini-Duran, C., Puyuelo, B., Artola, A., Font, X., Sánchez, A., & Gea, T. (2013). 

voc emissions from the composting of the organic fraction of municipal solid waste 

using standard and advanced aeration strategies. Journal of Chemical Technology & 

Biotechnology, 89(4), 579-586. https://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.4160  

53. Maurer, D., Kozieł, J., Kalus, K., Andersen, D., & Opaliński, S. (2017). Pilot-scale 

testing of non-activated biochar for swine manure treatment and mitigation of 

ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, odorous volatile organic compounds (vocs), and 

greenhouse gas emissions. Sustainability, 9(6), 929. https://doi.org/10.3390/su9060929  

54. Microsoft. (2015). Microsoft Excel [Computer software]. Version 16.0. Microsoft 

Corporation. 

55. Mosier, A., Halvorson, A., Reule, C., & Liu, X. (2006). Net global warming potential 

and greenhouse gas intensity in irrigated cropping systems in northeastern colorado. 

Journal of Environmental Quality, 35(4), 1584-1598. 

https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2005.0232  

56. Muszyński, A., Tabernacka, A., & Załęska-Radziwiłł, M. (2021). How to reduce the 

emission of microorganisms from a biofilter used to treat waste gas from a food industry 

plant. Atmosphere, 12(6), 673. https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos12060673  



49 
 

57. Nordahl, S., Preble, C., Kirchstetter, T., & Scown, C. (2023). Greenhouse gas and air 

pollutant emissions from composting. Environmental Science & Technology, 57(6), 

2235-2247. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.2c05846  

58. Owens, J., Thomas, B., Stoeckli, J., Beauchemin, K., McAllister, T., Larney, F., … & 

Hao, X. (2020). Greenhouse gas and ammonia emissions from stored manure from beef 

cattle supplemented 3-nitrooxypropanol and monensin to reduce enteric methane 

emissions. Scientific Reports, 10(1). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-75236-w  

59. Pagans, E., Barrena, R., Font, X., & Sánchez, A. (2006). Ammonia emissions from the 

composting of different organic wastes. dependency on process temperature. 

Chemosphere, 62(9), 1534-1542. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2005.06.044  

60. Pagans, E., Font, X., & Sánchez, A. (2006). Emission of volatile organic compounds 

from composting of different solid wastes: abatement by biofiltration. Journal of 

Hazardous Materials, 131(1-3), 179-186. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2005.09.017  

61. Palaniveloo, K., Amran, M., Norhashim, N., Mohamad-Fauzi, N., Peng-Hui, F., Hui-

Wen, L., … & Razak, S. (2020). Food waste composting and microbial community 

structure profiling. Processes, 8(6), 723. https://doi.org/10.3390/pr8060723  

62. Pandas Development Team. (2020). Pandas Documentation, version 1.1.0. 

https://pandas.pydata.org/pandas-docs/version/1.1/  

63. Pardo, G., Moral, R., Aguilera, E., & Prado, A. (2014). Gaseous emissions from 

management of solid waste: a systematic review. Global Change Biology, 21(3), 1313-

1327. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12806  

64. Patel, J., Yossa, I., Macarisin, D., & Millner, P. (2015). Physical covering for control 

of escherichia coli o157:h7 and salmonella spp. in static and windrow composting 

processes. Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 81(6), 2063-2074. 

https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.04002-14  

65. Pertiwiningrum, A. (2020). Evaluation of methane and carbon dioxide emissions from 

livestock waste, compost, and biogas sludge. International Journal of Geomate, 18(68). 

https://doi.org/10.21660/2020.68.5592  

66. Python Software Foundation. (2020). Python Language Reference, version 3.8.5. 

https://docs.python.org/3.8/  

67. Qing, G., Ghazfar, R., Jackowski, S., Habibzadeh, F., Ashtiani, M., Chen, C., … & 

Hamann, T. (2020). Recent advances and challenges of electrocatalytic n2 reduction to 



50 
 

ammonia. Chemical Reviews, 120(12), 5437-5516. 

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.9b00659  

68. Ramaswami, A., Schauer, J., Li, X., & Chan, E. (2011). Conference report: us–china 

workshop on pathways toward low carbon cities: quantifying baselines and 

interventions. Carbon Management, 2(4), 377-382. https://doi.org/10.4155/cmt.11.42  

69. Rastogi, M., Nandal, M., & Khosla, B. (2020). Microbes as vital additives for solid 

waste composting. Heliyon, 6(2), e03343. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e03343 

70. Riddick, S., Ward, D., Hess, P., Mahowald, N., Massad, R., & Holland, E. (2016). 

Estimate of changes in agricultural terrestrial nitrogen pathways and ammonia 

emissions from 1850 to present in the community earth system model. Biogeosciences, 

13(11), 3397-3426. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-13-3397-2016  

71. Ryckeboer, J., Mergaert, J., Coosemans, J., Deprins, K., & Swings, J. (2003). 

Microbiological aspects of biowaste during composting in a monitored compost bin. 

Journal of Applied Microbiology, 94(1), 127-137. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-

2672.2003.01800.x  

72. Sánchez, A., Artola, A., Font, X., Gea, T., Barrena, R., Gabriel, D., … & Mondini, C. 

(2015). Greenhouse gas emissions from organic waste composting. Environmental 

Chemistry Letters, 13(3), 223-238. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-015-0507-5 

73. Sayara, T. and Sánchez, A. (2021). Gaseous emissions from the composting process: 

controlling parameters and strategies of mitigation. Processes, 9(10), 1844. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/pr9101844  

74. SciPy Developers. (2020). SciPy Documentation, version 1.5.2. 

https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy-1.5.2/  

75. Shepherd, M., Kim, J., Jiang, X., Doyle, M., & Erickson, M. (2011). Evaluation of 

physical coverings used to control escherichia coli o157:h7 at the compost heap surface. 

Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 77(14), 5044-5049. 

https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.02940-10  

76. Smith, P., Martino, D., Cai, Z., Gwary, D., Janzen, H., Kumar, P., … & Smith, J. (2007). 

Greenhouse gas mitigation in agriculture. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal 

Society B Biological Sciences, 363(1492), 789-813. 

https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2007.2184  

77. Song, Y., Ruiyi, L., Wang, Y., Hou, Y., Chen, G., Yan, B., … & Mu, L. (2022). Co-

composting of cattle manure and wheat straw covered with a semipermeable 



51 
 

membrane: organic matter humification and bacterial community succession. 

Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 30(12), 32776-32789. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-022-24544-x  

78. Soto-Herranz, M., Sánchez-Báscones, M., Antolín-Rodríguez, J., & Martín-Ramos, P. 

(2021). Reduction of ammonia emissions from laying hen manure in a closed 

composting process using gas-permeable membrane technology. Agronomy, 11(12), 

2384. https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11122384  

79. Soto-Herranz, M., Sánchez-Báscones, M., Antolín-Rodríguez, J., & Martín-Ramos, P. 

(2021). Pilot plant for the capture of ammonia from the atmosphere of pig and poultry 

farms using gas-permeable membrane technology. Membranes, 11(11), 859. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/membranes11110859  

80. Staley, B., Xu, F., Cowie, S., Barlaz, M., & Hater, G. (2006). Release of trace organic 

compounds during the decomposition of municipal solid waste components. 

Environmental Science & Technology, 40(19), 5984-5991. 

https://doi.org/10.1021/es060786m  

81. Steiner, C., Das, K., Melear, N., & Lakly, D. (2010). Reducing nitrogen loss during 

poultry litter composting using biochar. Journal of Environmental Quality, 39(4), 1236-

1242. https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2009.0337  

82. Sultana, M., Kibria, M., Jahiruddin, M., & Abedin, M. (2020). Composting constraints 

and prospects in bangladesh: a review. Journal of Geoscience and Environment 

Protection, 08(09), 126-139. https://doi.org/10.4236/gep.2020.89008   

83. Sun, X., Huang, G., Huang, Y., Chen, F., He, X., & Zheng, Y. (2022). Large semi-

membrane covered composting system improves the spatial homogeneity and 

efficiency of fermentation. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public 

Health, 19(23), 15503. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph192315503  

84. Sun, X., Ma, S., Han, L., Li, R., Schlick, U., Chen, P., … & Huang, G. (2018). The 

effect of a semi-permeable membrane-covered composting system on greenhouse gas 

and ammonia emissions in the tibetan plateau. Journal of Cleaner Production, 204, 778-

787. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.09.061  

85. Tian, H., Tan, X., Xin, F., Wang, C., & Han, W. (2015). Micro-sized nano-porous si/c 

anodes for lithium ion batteries. Nano Energy, 11, 490-499. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2014.11.031  



52 
 

86. Ujj, A., Pércsi, K., Béres, A., Diaz, F., Gyuricza, C., & Fogarassy, C. (2021). Analysis 

of quality of backyard compost and its potential utilization as a circular bio-waste 

source. Applied Sciences, 11(10), 4392. https://doi.org/10.3390/app11104392  

87. Uveges, Z., Ragoncza, Á., Varga, Z., & Aleksza, L. (2020). Methane potential and 

respiration intensity of wastes and agricultural byproducts. Applied Ecology and 

Environmental Research, 18(5), 6425-6441. 

https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/1805_64256441  

88. Varga, Z., Koplányi, N., Dér, S., Nyári, E., & Béres, A. (2017). Development of 

representative odour sampling method through the example of a laminate covered 

sidewall designed composting system. Hungarian Agricultural Research, 2017(1). 

89. VDI 3862 Blatt 8. (2015). Measurement of gaseous emissions - Measurement of 

formaldehyde in the exhaust gas of combustion engines - FTIR method. 

90. Wang, C., Lu, H., Dong, D., Deng, H., Strong, P., Wang, H., … & Wu, W. (2013). 

Insight into the effects of biochar on manure composting: evidence supporting the 

relationship between n2o emission and denitrifying community. Environmental 

Science & Technology, 47(13), 7341-7349. https://doi.org/10.1021/es305293h 

91. Wang, K., WeiGuang, L., Li, X., & Ren, N. (2015). Spatial nitrifications of microbial 

processes during composting of swine, cow and chicken manure. Scientific Reports, 

5(1). https://doi.org/10.1038/srep14932   

92. West, J., Smith, S., Silva, R., Naik, V., Zhang, Y., Adelman, Z., … & Lamarque, J. 

(2013). Co-benefits of mitigating global greenhouse gas emissions for future air quality 

and human health. Nature Climate Change, 3(10), 885-889. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2009  

93. White, K., Brennan, E., Cavigelli, M., & Smith, R. (2020). Winter cover crops increase 

readily decomposable soil carbon, but compost drives total soil carbon during eight 

years of intensive, organic vegetable production in california. Plos One, 15(2), 

e0228677. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0228677  

94. White, K., Brennan, E., Cavigelli, M., & Smith, R. (2022). Winter cover crops increased 

nitrogen availability and efficient use during eight years of intensive organic vegetable 

production. Plos One, 17(4), e0267757. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0267757  

95. Wortmann, C. and Shapiro, C. (2007). The effects of manure application on soil 

aggregation. Nutrient Cycling in Agroecosystems, 80(2), 173-180. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10705-007-9130-6 



53 
 

96. Wulf, S., Maeting, M., & Clemens, J. (2002). Application technique and slurry co‐

fermentation effects on ammonia, nitrous oxide, and methane emissions after 

spreading. Journal of Environmental Quality, 31(6), 1795-1801. 

https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2002.1795  

97. Xiong, J., Su, Y., He, X., Han, L., Guo, J., Qiao, W., … & Huang, G. (2022). Effects 

of functional-membrane covering technique on nitrogen succession during aerobic 

composting: metabolic pathways, functional enzymes, and functional genes. 

Bioresource Technology, 354, 127205. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2022.127205 

98. Xu, S., Hao, X., Stanford, K., McAllister, T., Larney, F., & Wang, J. (2007). 

Greenhouse gas emissions during co-composting of cattle mortalities with manure. 

Nutrient Cycling in Agroecosystems, 78(2), 177-187. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10705-

006-9083-1 

99. Zhang, Y., Zhu, Z., Zheng, Y., Chen, Y., Yin, F., Zhang, W., … & Xin, H. (2019). 

Characterization of volatile organic compound (voc) emissions from swine manure 

biogas digestate storage. Atmosphere, 10(7), 411. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos10070411 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



54 
 

List of Tables 

Table 1: Mann-Whitney U Test Results for ProfiCover® Pile ............................................... 28 

Table 2: Mann-Whitney U Test Results for Cover 2 Pile ...................................................... 29 

Table 3: The median values for each emission type, differentiated by pile type and 
measurement location (inside vs. outside) .......................................................................... 30 

Table 4: Emission Reduction Percentages (Inside vs. Outside of Compost Piles) ............... 32 

Table 5: Emission Reduction Percentages (Inside Compost Piles) ..................................... 35 

 

 

 

List of Figures 

Figure 1: Scanning electron microscope images of the membrane ......................................... 15 

Figure 2: Mechanism of membrane covers in reducing emission ........................................... 17 

Figure 3: Sampling Point Location .......................................................................................... 23 

Figure 4: On-site Sample Measurements ................................................................................. 24 

Figure 5: Emission Reduction Percentages.............................................................................. 33 

Figure 6: Emission Reduction inside the compost piles  ......................................................... 36 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



55 
 

Acknowledgements 

 
I would like to express my deepest gratitude to Dr. Aleksza László, my thesis supervisor, for 
his support and guidance throughout the research and writing of this thesis. Your expertise and 
insightful feedback were invaluable to my work. I am also immensely grateful to Zsolt, my 
external thesis consultant, for his constructive critiques and valuable suggestions that greatly 
improved this thesis. 
I must also acknowledge the support of my friends and family, who provided me with endless 
encouragement and patience throughout this academic journey. In particular, I wish to thank 
my parents, whose love and sacrifices have given me the strength to pursue my ambitions. 
This accomplishment would not have been possible without the collective support and belief 
in my potential by each of the aforementioned individuals and institutions. 



 

DECLARATION 

 

on authenticity and public assess of thesis 

 

 

 

 

Student’s name:  Shaghil Shahzad 

Student’s Neptun ID:   VY0I56 

Title of the document: Ammonia and Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Organic Manure 

Composting: The Effect of Membrane Cover 

Year of publication:  2023 

Department:              Institute of Environmental Sciences 

 

 

I declare that the submitted thesis is my own, original individual creation. Any parts taken from 

another author’s work are clearly marked and listed in the table of contents. 

 

If the statements above are not true, I acknowledge that the Final examination board excludes me 

from participation in the final exam, and I am only allowed to take final exam if I submit another 

final essay/thesis/master’s thesis/portfolio. 

 

Viewing and printing my submitted work in a PDF format is permitted. However, the modification 

of my submitted work shall not be permitted. 

 

I acknowledge that the rules on Intellectual Property Management of Hungarian University of 

Agriculture and Life Sciences shall apply to my work as an intellectual property. 

 

I acknowledge that the electric version of my work is uploaded to the repository system of the 

Hungarian University of Agriculture and Life Sciences. 

 

 

Place and date: Gödöllő, 4th November 2023 

 

 

 

 

 ____________________ 

 Student’s signature 
 

 

 




