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Abstract: The use of biostimulants in the bioremediation of polluted soils in order to eliminate/reduce
the toxic effects of pesticides on the soil is currently a very common environmental practice. In this
study, we studied the bioremediation effect of three biostimulants obtained from sewage sludge
by way of an enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation process in a diuron-contaminated soil for
55 days under laboratory conditions. During this period of time, the enzymatic activities, bacterial
community and the evolution of diuron in the soil were analyzed. Compared with the unpolluted
soil, the application of diuron decreased the dehydrogenase, β-glucosidase and phosphatase activities
by 60%, 40.7%, and 60.6%, respectively. The Gram-positive bacterial population was decreased by
48.5%, while the Gram-negative population was decreased by 57.7% and the fungal population was
decreased by 54.3%. The application of the three biostimulants to the soil decreased the diuron
concentration. However, this decrease was higher when the biostimulant obtained by enzymatic
hydrolysis was applied. This may be due to the fact that this biostimulant contains a higher quality of
low molecular weight proteins than the other two biostimulants obtained by fermentation processes.

Keywords: diuron; biostimulant; sewage sludge; enzymatic hydrolysis; fermentation processes;
bioremediation of contaminated soils

1. Introduction

The implementation of EU directives 91/271/EEC and 98/15/EEC on wastewater
treatment has led to an increase in the number of wastewater treatment plants, thus
resulting in large amounts of wastewater sludge [1].

One of the alternative uses for these sewage sludge is as an organic amendment
to improve the physical, chemical and biological properties of agricultural soils and to
improve crop growth and nutrition [2–6]. Similarly, sewage sludge has been used in the
bioremediation of soils polluted by organic pesticides [7,8]. In this regard, the role of sewage
sludge is the same as for other sources of organic matter applied to soils contaminated by
pesticides. Thus, they play a role in stimulating pesticide-tolerant soil microorganisms,
which leads to an acceleration in the degradation of this organic xenobiotic and mayo also
allow the sorption of such pesticides; thus, reducing their concentration in the soil solution
and, consequently, reducing their toxicity [9,10].

However, despite having a high content of organic matter, these organic wastes are also
usually characterized by a high content of heavy metals, organic pollutants and pathogenic
organisms, which could be a source of contamination for the environment and human
health [11–14].
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It has been known for many years that composting this organic waste minimizes and
eliminates the undesirable effects of the heavy metals, organic pollutants and pathogenic
microorganisms present in said sewage sludge [15]. However, the composting of sewage
sludge presents several problems, including the emission of unwanted gases, such as
ammonia and greenhouse gases, that can affect local residents, thereby reducing the quality
of the final product [16]. In addition to the low quality of the final product, the presence
of large solids that hinder some agricultural applications and slow down assimilation by
microorganisms and soil plants limits its use further [12].

In recent years, various authors have proposed an alternative to composting sewage
sludge. Thus, Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [12] obtained a biostimulant from sewage sludge
using enzymatic hydrolysis processes with an endoprotease enzyme obtained from Bacillus
licheniformis. The effectiveness of this biostimulant in the bioremediation of soils contami-
nated by pesticides was verified by Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [12] and Tejada et al. [17],
who found that these organic compounds stimulated the biochemical activity of the soil,
as well as its microbial biomass, thereby accelerating the degradation of oxyfluorfen and
chlorpyrifos in the soil.

In addition to these enzymatic biostimulants, the use of various microorganisms, such
as Bacillus licheniformis to obtain biostimulants by way of fermentation processes, has also
received attention recently given that this bacterium is capable of producing and secreting
numerous hydrolytic enzymes that are capable of degrading different organic substrates
into amino acids and low molecular weight peptides (<300 daltons), which can also be
easily assimilated by microorganisms (Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [12].

Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [18] obtained four new biostimulants from fermentation
processes using the bacterium Bacillus licheniformis ATCC21415. When these biostimulants
were applied to the soil, they caused a stimulation of the soil microorganisms. Consequently,
these new products, which also act as biostimulants for the soil microbial community, could
be very useful in bioremediation of soils contaminated with organic xenobiotics.

Diuron [3-(3,4-dichlorophenyl) -1,1-dimethylurea] is a herbicide from the phenyl
amide family and a subclass of phenyl-urea used to control pre-emergent weeds in a wide
variety of crops [19]. However, it is very persistent in the soil, with a half-life of around
330 days [20]. Diuron is classified by the European Commission (Directive 2000/60/EC)
as a highly toxic herbicide that negatively affects both terrestrial and aquatic biota and
human health [21,22]. As such, its use in Europe is prohibited, although it is still used in
other parts of the world [22]. The continuous use of this herbicide, together with its high
persistence, means that diuron is a highly polluting chemical compound in the soil [23].

It has been known for many years that the study of biological parameters in soil, such
as enzymatic activities or microbial biodiversity, is of great importance due to their rapid
response after the addition of various chemical compounds to the soil [24,25].

Enzymatic activities are important biological indicators of the soil because they are very
sensitive to changes related to the biogeochemical cycle and the dynamics of soil organic
matter [26]. In this regard, dehydrogenase activity is an intracellular enzyme related to
the oxidative phosphorylation, making it a good indication of microbial activity [27]. Soil
alkaline phosphatase activity plays an important role in organic P mineralization [28], and
β-glucosidase activity provides information on cellulose degradation [26].

On the other hand, understanding the structuring of the microbial community and
the patterns of those microbes that are sensitive to changes in the soil ecosystem can be of
great importance in order to understand the dynamics of any soil-applied compound in
the soil [12].

Consequently, the study of these biological properties could be very useful for under-
standing the effect of various biostimulants obtained from sewage sludge on the bioreme-
diation of soils contaminated with xenobiotics.

There are currently no studies on the use of such soil biostimulants obtained either
by enzymatic hydrolysis processes or by bacterial fermentation in the bioremediation of
soils polluted by the diuron herbicide. As such, the objective of this work was to study and
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compare the bioremediation effect of three biostimulants obtained from sewage sludge in a
soil contaminated with the herbicide diuron and its influence on the biological properties of
that soil. Two of these biostimulants were obtained using bacterial fermentation processes,
while the third was obtained using an enzymatic hydrolysis process.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Characteristics of Experimental Biostimulants, Soil and Diuron

The sewage sludge used to obtain the experimental biostimulants had a maturity of
four months and was supplied by the Experimental Water Treatment Plant at the Center
for New Water Technologies (CENTA) located in Carrión de los Céspedes (Seville, Spain).

Two different methodologies were used to obtain the experimental biostimulants. To
obtain the biostimulants by enzymatic hydrolysis, the procedure described by Rodríguez-
Morgado et al. [12] was used, while to obtain the biostimulants obtained by fermentation
with Bacillus licheniformis, the methodology described by Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [18]
was used.

Figure 1 shows the production of these experimental biostimulants schematically.
Table 1 shows the chemical characteristics of the sewage sludge and the three experimental
biostimulants. The analytical methods used to determine these chemical parameters are
detailed in Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [12].
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Figure 1. Scheme of the enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation process in sewage sludge to obtain
the experimental biostimulants.

Table 1. Incubation treatments.

1. C: Control soil. Without BS and without diuron
2. C+BS1: Soil amended with BS1
3. C+BS2: Soil amended with BS2
4. C+BS3: Soil amended with BS3
5. C+D: Soil contaminated with diuron
6. C+D+BS1: Soil contaminated with diuron and amended with BS1
7. C+D+BS2: Soil contaminated with diuron and amended with BS2
8. C+D+BS3: Soil contaminated with diuron and amended with BS3
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A sandy clay loam agricultural soil from southern Spain with a particle size distribu-
tion of 48.6 ± 4.9 % coarse sand, 13 ± 2.5 % fine sand, 12.3 ± 2.9 % silt and 26 ± 3.5 % clay,
a pH of 7.9 ± 0.2, and 1.7 ± 0.3 % of organic matter was selected for this study. The soil
texture was determined using Robinson’s pipette method [29]. Soil pH was determined for
the 1:2.5 soil/water extract and organic matter was determined by K2Cr2O7 oxidation [30].
According to the WRB [31] classification, this soil was an Arenic Calcaric Regosol.

The herbicide used in this experiment was diuron, as found in the commercial formu-
lation Diruokey 80% (W/P) from Industrial Química Key, S.A. (Spain). The dose used was
2 kg ha−1, as described by Tejada et al. [25].

2.2. Incubation Layout and Soil Analysis

A 9.3 kg sample of dry soil was mixed with 9.23 mg of herbicide to obtain an applica-
tion dose of 2 kg ha−1, as described by Tejada et al. [25]. The mixture was vigorously stirred
for 24 h. The soil was mixed with three biostimulants in 15 kg pots. The experimental bios-
timulants were applied to the soil at a dose of 1% of soil organic matter, such that 1.49 kg,
1.48 kg and 1.68 kg of biostimulant 1 (BS1), biostimulant 2 (BS2) and biostimulant 3 (BS3)
were applied to 300 g of soil, respectively. In the diuron-contaminated soil, biostimulants
were added three days after application of the herbicide. Unamended soil and non-polluted
soil were used as the control.

The soils were incubated in microcosm at 25 ± 1 ◦C for 55 days and the moisture con-
tent was maintained at 60% of the water-holding capacity. All treatments were performed
in triplicate and are described in Table 1.

For each experimental treatment, a sufficient aliquot of soil was taken to determine
the dehydrogenase, β-glucosidase and alkaline phosphatase activities and diuron content
at 2, 6, 10, 20, 35 and 55 days of incubation; samples were taken at 2, 10 and 55 days to
determine microbial fatty acids. All samples were kept at −20 ◦C until analysis.

Dehydrogenase activity was analyzed according to García et al.’s [32] methodology
and using 1 g of sample as the reduction of 0.2 mL of 4% INT (2-p-iodo-3-nitrophenyl
5-phenyl tetrazolium chloride). The p-iodonitrotetrazolium chloride to iodonitrotetra-
zolium formazan (INTF) formed was extracted with a mixture of ethylene chloride and
acetone. INTF was measured in a spectrophotometer at 490 nm. Controls were prepared
without substrate.

Alkaline phosphatase activity was measured by the method of Tabatabai and Brem-
ner [33] except that incubation was at 30 ◦C in maleate buffer (2 mL, pH 6.5) for 90 min
and 0.5 mL of substrate (p-nitrophenyl phosphate) added to 0.5 g to soil. Controls were
prepared without substrate.

β-Glucosidase activity was determined using 2 mL of 0.1 M maleate buffer (pH 6.5)
and 0.5 mL of substrate (p-nitrophenyl phosphate as the substrate) [34].

Ester-linked microbial fatty acids were extracted and quantified according to the
methodology described by Montes de Oca-Vásques et al. [35].

The extraction of diuron from the soils was performed according to Tejada et al. [25]
using methanol (2 g soil/10 mL metanol). The recovery percentage was 96.9 ± 2.4%. Soil
herbicide concentration was determined by high-performance liquid chromatography
(HPLC). The analytical conditions are described in Tejada et al. [25].

2.3. Statistical Analysis

To verify whether the use of the biostimulants obtained by fermentation and hydrolysis
significantly improved the aforementioned biological properties and the biodegradation
of diuron in soil, an analysis of variance (ANOVA) was performed using two factors
(treatments and sampling time).

In the event of statistically significant differences in this first analysis, a multiple
comparison test was performed by applying the Tukey HSD. Statistical analyses were
performed using the Statgraphics Plus 2.1 software package.



Agronomy 2023, 13, 24 5 of 12

3. Results
3.1. Characteristics of the New Biostimulants

Table 2 shows the chemical properties and molecular weight distribution of the
proteins from the experimental sewage sludge (SS) and of the three BSs obtained from
said sludge.

Table 2. Chemical properties (mean ± standard error, n = 3) of sewage sludge and biostimulants
obtained by enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation processes.

SS BS1 BS2 BS3

Dry matter (%) 5.3a ± 0.7 5.6a ± 0.3 5.6a ± 0.2 5.4a ± 0.2
pH 6.4a ± 0.3 8.0b ± 0.2 8.0b ± 0.3 8.3b ± 0.2
Organic matter (g kg−1) 477a ± 17 478a ± 12 475a ± 11 468a ± 19
N (g kg−1) 29.2a ± 6.3 34.3a ± 4.7 31.4a ± 4.7 29.6a ± 5.2
P (g kg−1) 10.9a ± 1.8 3.1b ± 0.8 11.7a ± 1.9 12.5a ± 1.9
K (g kg−1) 5.8a ± 1.3 19.7b ± 4.1 6.0a ± 1.0 6.3a ± 1.5
S (g kg−1) 14.9a ± 2.0 6.8b ± 1.5 18.4a ± 2.0 15.7a ± 1.8
Ca (g kg−1) 41.0a ± 3.6 47.3a ± 4.4 45.9a ± 3.8 42.8a ± 2.7
Mg (g kg−1) 6.6a ± 1.3 8.2a ± 1.1 6.9a ± 1.7 7.5a ± 1.2
Fe (mg kg−1) 16.3a ± 1.9 15.5a ± 1.3 16.8a ± 1.1 18.1a ± 1.6
Cu (mg kg−1) 322a ± 11 314b ± 2.1 318a ± 15 312a ± 10
Mn (mg kg−1) 150a ± 6 91.4b ± 4.8 138a ± 4.6 131a ± 8
Zn (mg kg−1) 79.5a ± 11.6 2.3b ± 0.7 71.7a ± 10.1 75.4a ± 9.8
Pb (mg kg−1) 39.8a ± 7.9 0.88b ± 0.45 33.5a ± 5.7 36.5a ± 5.6
As (mg kg−1) 4.1a ± 1.3 0.13b ± 0.06 3.8a ± 0.7 3.7a ± 0.5
Cd (mg kg−1) 1.3a ± 0.6 0.17b ± 0.08 1.1a ± 0.3 1.2a ± 0.2
Protein molecular-weight distribution (Da)
>10,000 98.8a ± 1.3 22.8c ± 2.2 40.0b ± 2.1 42.8b ± 2.7
10,000–5000 0.0a ± 0.0 9.7b ± 1.1 15.6c ± 2.1 13.8c ± 1.6
5000–1000 1.2a ± 0.5 6.2b ± 1.2 11.8c ± 1.9 11.7c ± 1.3
1000–300 0.0a ± 0.0 2.0b ± 0.4 1.6b ± 0.4 2.0b ± 0.5
<300 0.0a ± 0.0 59.3c ± 4.7 31.0b ± 2.5 29.7b ± 3.2

a Files followed by the same letter(s) are not significantly different according to the Tukey test (p ≤ 0.05).
BS1: biostimulant obtained by enzymatic hydrolysis processes. BS2: biostimulant obtained by fermentation pro-
cesses consisting of bacteria, enzymes and hydrolyzed organic matter. BS3: biostimulant obtained by fermentation
processes constituted by hydrolyzed organic matter.

Firstly, the results indicate that there was a significant increase in pH for the new BSs
obtained with respect to that obtained for SS. The organic matter content in the new BSs
obtained was very similar to that for SS.

With respect to the macronutrients analyzed, the results indicate that there are no
significant differences between the N, Ca and Mg contents in SS and the BSs obtained. The
P, K and S contents were only significantly (p < 0.05) higher in BS1 than in SS, while these
macronutrients were very similar in the latter and in BS2 and BS3.

As regards the micronutrients analyzed, the results indicate that there were no sig-
nificant differences between SS and BS2 and BS3. Except for Fe, the contents of these
micronutrients decreased significantly (p < 0.05) in BS1 compared to SS.

The enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation process resulted in a higher quantity of
proteins of smaller molecular size. A statistical analysis indicated that this increase in lower
molecular weight proteins was higher in BS1 than in BS2 and BS3.

3.2. Soil Biochemical Properties and Microbial Community

During the first days of the experiment, the application of the three BSs to soil sig-
nificantly (p ≤ 0.05) stimulated the dehydrogenase activity (Table 3). Compared with the
control treatment and for treatments BS1, BS2 and BS3, dehydrogenase activity increased
significantly (p ≤ 0.05) by 89.5%, 70.4% and 56.8%, respectively, 6 days after the start of the
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experiment. During the induction period, this enzymatic activity decreased until reaching
values similar to the control treatment at the end of the experimental period.

Table 3. Evolution of dehydrogenase and β-glucosidase activities (mean ± standard error, n = 3)
in soils amended with the three experimental biostimulants and polluted with diuron during the
experimental period.

Dehydrogenase Activity (µg INTF g−1 h−1)

2 6 10 20 35 55

C 3.4b ± 0.5 3.2b ± 0.7 3.0b ± 0.4 3.2b ± 0.3 3.4b ± 0.5 3.5b ± 0.4
C+BS1 23.5d ± 2.4 30.4d ± 3.1 21.3c ± 2.6 5.3b ± 1.1 4.2b ± 0.8 3.6b ± 0.2
C+BS2 11.3c ± 1.50 10.8c ± 1.9 4.9b ± 1.7 3.6b ± 0.4 3.6b ± 0.3 3.4b ± 0.5
C+BS3 9.30c ± 1.10 7.4bc ± 1.7 4.0b ± 1.2 3.4b ± 0.5 3.5b ± 0.5 3.5b ± 0.3
C+D 1.9a ± 0.3 1.6a ± 0.2 1.3a ± 0.3 1.6a ± 0.4 1.7a ± 0.2 1.4a ± 0.2
C+D+BS1 17.2c ± 2.2 11.4c ± 1.6 8.31c ± 1.9 4.4b ± 1.8 3.3b ± 1,2 2.8ab ± 0.9
C+D+BS2 9.7c ± 1.5 5.2b ± 1.2 3.9b ± 1.1 2.6ab ± 0.7 2.4a ± 0.9 2.3a ± 0.3
C+D+BS3 7.3bc ± 1.9 3.1b ± 1.3 2.7ab ± 0.9 2.1a ± 0.5 2.2a ± 0.6 2.1a ± 0.6

β-glucosidase Activity (µmol PNP g−1 h−1)

C 0.57b ± 0.08 0.55b ± 0.05 0.58b ± 0.06 0.59b ± 0.05 0.55b ± 0.08 0.54b ± 0.07
C+BS1 1.70c± 0.3 2.6c ± 0.5 2.0c ± 0.3 0.98c ± 0.09 0.58b ± 0.09 0.59b ± 0.07
C+BS2 0.57b ± 0.05 0.55b ± 0.08 0.58b ± 0.09 0.56b ± 0.08 0.54b ± 0.07 0.55b ± 0.06
C+BS3 0.56b ± 0.05 0.54b ± 0.07 0.57b ± 0.08 0.57b ± 0.05 0.56b ± 0.06 0.57b ± 0.05
C+D 0.34a ± 0.07 0.32a ± 0.10 0.34a ± 0.09 0.35a ± 0.08 0.32a ± 0.10 0.27a ± 0.09
C+D+BS1 1.1c ± 0.3 1.4c ± 0.06 0.98c ± 0.07 0.60b ± 0.09 0.50b ± 0.06 0.47b ± 0.04
C+D+BS2 0.45a ± 0.05 0.40a ± 0.04 0.40a ± 0.05 0.38a ± 0.04 0.31a ± 0.06 0.33a ± 0.05
C+D+BS3 0.43a ± 0.03 0.38a ± 0.05 0.41a ± 0.04 0.37a ± 0.04 0.37a ± 0.10 0.35a ± 0.06

Columns (mean ± standard error) followed by the same letter(s) are not significantly different (p < 0.05).
INTF 2-p-iodo-3-nitrophenyl formazan; PNP p-nitrophenol.

The behavior of the β-glucosidase and alkaline phosphatase activities differed markedly
depending on the type of BS applied to the soil (Tables 3 and 4). Thus, when BS1 was
applied to the non-polluted soil, the behavior of these extracellular activities was similar to
that for dehydrogenase activity. Compared with the control treatment, a 78.8% increase in
β-glucosidase activity and a 79.5% increase in phosphatase activity were observed 6 days
after the start of the experiment, when BS1 was applied to uncontaminated soil. When
BS2 and BS3 were applied to the non-polluted soil, urease, β-glucosidase and phosphatase
activities remained unchanged.

Table 4. Evolution of alkaline phosphatase activity (mean ± standard error, n = 3) in soils amended
with the three experimental biostimulants and polluted with diuron during the experimental period.

Alkaline Phosphatase Activity (µmol PNP g−1 h−1)

2 6 10 20 35 55

C 3.3b ± 1.0 3.5b ± 1.2 3.4b ± 0.97 3.3b ± 1.1 3.1b ± 1.0 3.3b ± 1.1
C+BS1 7.3c ± 2.3 17.1d ± 3.5 10.6c ± 2.8 5.2 b± 2.0 3.8b ± 1.1 3.2b ± 1.0
C+BS2 3.1b ± 0.9 3.4b ± 1.0 3.4b ± 1.3 3.3b ± 1.0 3.2b ± 1.4 3.4b ± 0.9
C+BS3 3.2b ± 0.7 3.1b ± 0.8 3.5b ± 0.7 3.4b ± 1.3 3.4b ± 0.9 3.3b ± 1.3
C+D 1.5a ± 0.7 1.8a ± 0.9 1.4a ± 0.5 1.4a ± 0.8 1.5a ± 0.7 1.3a ± 0.6
C+D+BS1 4.8b ± 1.8 8.6c ± 2.9 5.3b ± 1.7 4.2b ± 1.0 3.0b ± 0.6 2.4b ± 0.5
C+D+BS2 1.4a ± 0.3 1.6a ± 0.3 1.7a ± 0.4 1.4a ± 0.3 1.3a ± 0.2 1.4a ± 0.2
C+D+BS3 1.6a ± 0.4 1.5a ± 0.4 1.6a ± 0.3 1.3a ± 0.2 1.5a ± 0.4 1.5a ± 0.3

Columns (mean ± standard error) followed by the same letter(s) are not significantly different (p < 0.05).
PNP p-nitrophenol.

The application of diuron to the soil significantly (p ≤ 0.05) decreased the enzymatic
activities during the experimental period (Tables 2 and 3). Thus, at the end of the incuba-
tion period, and compared to treatment C, the dehydrogenase activity in C+D treatment
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decreased significantly (60%, p < 0.05), the β-glucosidase activity decreased significantly
(40.7%, p ≤ 0.05) and the alkaline phosphatase activity also decreased significantly (60.6%,
p ≤ 0.05).

The application of the three BSs to polluted soil decreased the inhibition of dehydroge-
nase activity (Table 3). However, this decrease depended on the type of BS applied. Thus,
at the end of the experimental period and compared with treatment C, the dehydrogenase
activity decreased by 20% for treatment C+D+BS1, 34.3% for treatment C+D+BS1, and 40%
for treatment C+D+BS3. On the other hand, the application of BS1 to the polluted soil
also decreased the inhibition of β-glucosidase and phosphatase activities. Thus, at the end
of the incubation period and compared to control treatment, β-glucosidase and alkaline
phosphatase activities decreased significantly (p ≤ 0.05) by 13% and 27.36%, respectively
(Tables 3 and 4). Compared with treatment C+D, the application of BS2 and BS3 to the
contaminated soil did not produce changes in terms of β-glucosidase and phosphatase
activities (Tables 3 and 4).

During the first days of the experiment, the application of the three BSs to the non-
polluted soil increased the population of bacteria and fungi (Table 5). This increase de-
pended on the type of BS applied to the soil, with higher values being observed for
treatment C+BS1, followed by treatments C+BS2 and C+BS3. At the end of the experiment,
the bacteria population was similar to that for the control treatment.

Table 5. Evolution of bacterial Gram+, bacterial Gram-, total bacterial and fungal PLFAs (nmol g−1)
during the experimental period. Data are the means of three samples. Columns (mean ± S.E.)
followed by the same letter(s) are not significantly different (p > 0.05).

bacGram+ bacGram− Total Bacterial PLFA Fungal PLFA

C (2d) 13.8b ± 3.5 2.5b ± 1.0 16.3b ± 4.8 1.5b ± 0.3
C (10d) 13.4b ± 2.8 2.3b ± 0.94 15.7b ± 3.6 1.2b ± 0.2
C (55d) 13.0b ± 2.9 2.6b ± 1.1 15.6b ± 4.1 1.4b ± 0.2
C+BS1 (2d) 32.5c ± 3.3 5.2c ±1.9 37.5c ± 4.6 2.6c ± 0.3
C+BS1 (10d) 27.3c ± 2.0 3.0b ± 1.6 30.3c ± 3.4 1.9b ± 0.3
C+BS1 (55d) 13.8b ± 2.4 2.7b ± 1.2 16.5b ± 3.5 1.5b ± 0.4
C+BS2 (2d) 21.3c ± 3.2 3.5b ± 1.3 24.8bc ± 4.2 2.0b ± 0.3
C+BS2 (10d) 17.4b ± 2.6 2.9b ± 0.95 20.3b ± 3.5 1.8b ± 0.2
C+BS2 (55d) 13.2b ± 2.1 2.2b ± 1.0 15.4b ± 3.3 1.5b ± 0.3
C+BS3 (2d) 19.0b ± 2.3 3.1b ± 1.1 22.1b ± 3.5 2.0b ± 0.2
C+BS3 (10d) 15.3b ± 2.0 2.6b ± 0.84 17.9b ± 2.1 1.7b ± 0.1
C+BS3 (55d) 13.0b ± 2.3 2.2b ± 0.90 15.2b ± 2.5 1.4b ± 0.2
C+D (2d) 6.5a ± 1.0 1.1a ± 0.1 7.6a ± 1.2 0.63a ± 0.12
C+D (10d) 6.0a ± 1.7 1.3a ± 0.2 7.3a ± 1.8 0.61a ± 0.11
C+D (55d) 6.7a ± 1.3 1.1a ± 0.1 7.8a ± 1.6 0.64a ± 0.15
C+D+BS1 (2d) 23.8c ± 3.0 3.8b ± 1.1 27.6bc ± 4.0 0.89ab ± 0.13
C+D+BS1 (10d) 19.6b ± 2.8 2.1b ± 0.93 21.7b ± 3.7 0.80a ± 0.08
C+D+BS1 (55d) 9.3ab ± 1.5 1.7ab ± 0.2 11.0ab ± 1.8 0.76a ± 0.11
C+D+BS2 (2d) 17.4b ± 2.9 3.0b ±1.2 20.4b ± 4.0 0.77a ± 0.08
C+D+BS2 (10d) 12.4b ± 2.2 1.9ab ± 0.56 14.6b ± 2.8 0.77a ± 0.14
C+D+BS2 (55d) 7.6a ± 1.1 1.3a ± 0.2 8.9a ± 1.5 0.74a ± 0.12
C+D+BS3 (2d) 15.3b ± 2.4 2.8b ± 0.4 18.1b ± 3.0 0.75a ± 0.15
C+D+BS3 (10d) 10.8ab ± 2.0 1.6ab ± 0.4 12.4b ± 2.6 0.72a ± 0.11
C+D+BS3 (55d) 7.1a ± 1.8 1.3a ± 0.1 8.4a ± 2.0 0.70a ± 0.09

Columns (mean ± standard error) followed by the same letter(s) are not significantly different (p < 0.05).

When diuron was applied to the unamended soil, the total population of bacteria and
fungi decreased significantly (p ≤ 0.05; Table 5). At the end of the experiment, and compared
with the control soil, the Gram-positive bacterial population in soils contaminated with
diuron decreased by 48.5%, the Gram-negative population decreased by 57.7% and the
fungal population decreased by 54.3% (Table 5).

The application of BSs to soils contaminated with soils decreased the inhibition of the
bacterial and fungal population. At the end of the experiment, and in comparison with
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treatment C+D, the inhibition of total bacterial PLFA and fungal PLFA decreased by 29.0%
and 15.8% for treatment C+D+BS1, 12.3% and 13.5% for treatment C+D+BS2, and 7.1% and
8.6% for treatment C+D+BS3, respectively (Table 4).

3.3. Persistence of Diuron in Soil

The diuron concentration in the soil decreased until the end of the incubation period
(Table 6). The application of the three BS significantly (p ≤ 0.05) decreased the herbicide
concentration. At the end of the experiment, and compared with treatment C+D, the diuron
concentration decreased by 73.4% for treatment C+D+BS1, 30.3% for treatment C+D+BS2,
and 24.8% for treatment C+D+BS3.

Table 6. Evolution of diuron (mean ± standard error, n = 3) in soils during the incubation period.

Diuron (mg kg−1)

2 6 10 20 35 55

C+D 24.5a ± 0.4 23.3a ± 0.8 20.3a ± 0.5 14.5b ± 1.0 13.6b ± 1.2 10.9b ± 1.2
C+D+BS1 19.3a ± 1.1 13.4b ± 1.4 8.7c ± 1.1 7.0b ± 0.8 5.7c ± 0.5 2.9bd± 0.4
C+D+BS2 21,94a ± 1.5 16.7b ± 1.7 15.0b ± 1.6 11.8b ± 1.2 9.9b ± 1.1 7.6c ± 0.9
C+D+BS3 22.9a ± 1.7 20.8a ± 1.2 18.6b ± 1.3 13.7b ± 1.5 12.0b ± 1.5 8.2c ± 0.7

Columns followed by the same letter(s) are not significantly different (p ≥ 0.05).

4. Discussion

The results obtained suggest that application of the different biostimulants obtained
from sewage sludge increased the enzymatic activities determined during the first days of
incubation. These results are in line with those obtained by Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [12,18]
who observed an increase in soil biochemical activity after the application of different
biostimulants obtained from sewage sludge by both enzymatic hydrolysis processes, as
well as by fermentation processes using the bacterium Bacillus licheniformis.

However, this stimulation of the soil biochemical activity was different depending on
the type of biostimulant applied to the soil. The application of the biostimulant obtained
by enzymatic hydrolysis stimulated the intracellular and extracellular enzymatic activities,
while the application of the biostimulants obtained by fermentation processes stimulated
only the intracellular activity analyzed.

Tejada et al. [10] have suggested that the production process of these biostimu-
lants is the cause of the differences in the stimulation of soil enzymatic activities. Thus,
during the fermentation process, the bacterium Bacillus licheniformis excretes a large
amount of enzymes that break down organic compounds into inorganic ones. For this
reason, when biostimulants of this type are applied, soil microorganisms easily absorb
these inorganic compounds, without needing to excrete any enzymes. Additionally,
Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [18] suggest that in the biostimulants obtained by fermenta-
tion processes the presence of live bacteria and enzymes can stimulate the dehydrogenase
activity of the soil more than these biostimulants without live bacteria and enzymes.

The application of biostimulants obtained by enzymatic hydrolysis processes stimu-
lated the dehydrogenase, glucosidase and alkaline phosharase activities. Tejada et al. [10]
suggest that in the process of enzymatic hydrolysis, a large part of the organic substrates
are not degraded by the action of proteolytic enzymes. Therefore, when these biostimulants
are applied to the soil, soil microorganisms must excrete different enzymes to obtain energy
and nutrients. Therefore, the biochemical activity of the soil when applying this type of
biostimulants is higher.

Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [12,18] and Tejada et al. [17] suggest that the protein size of
the biostimulant applied to the soil plays a fundamental role in this enzymatic stimulation.
Thus, these authors suggest that increasing the percentage of lower molecular weight
proteins in the organic fraction increases the microbial stimulation of the soil. The smaller
size of these proteins suggests that N is more readily available to soil microorganisms.
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According to Rodríguez-Morgado et al. [12,18], microorganisms are also better able to
directly absorb these low molecular weight peptides compared with other peptides of
higher molecular weight. For this reason, in our experiment, the highest enzymatic activity
was observed when BS1 was applied.

Unlike other sources of conventional organic matter (compost, manure and vermicom-
posts), the residual effect of the experimental biostimulants was null. According to Tejada
and Benitez [36], these sources of conventional organic matter are usually characterized
by having a higher content of high molecular weight proteins, which are more difficult to
degrade, which may explain why after the application of the experimental biostimulants,
microbial stimulation was observed for a short period of time.

The microbial biomass presented a very similar behavior to the soil biochemical
activity, with a significant increase in the bacterial and fungal population during the first
few days of incubation when BS1 was applied compared with BS2 and BS3. Possibly
the differences described in the biostimulants related to the manufacturing process and
chemical composition are responsible for the differences found in the stimulation of the
soil microbial community.

The application of diuron produced a negative effect on the biochemical activity and
microbial community in the soil. These results are in agreement with those obtained
by Tejada et al. [25], who observed that this herbicide significantly inhibited the soil
biochemical activity. These authors suggest that the decrease in the soil biochemical activity
by herbicides could be due to the fact that these compounds suppress some microbial
populations involved in the nutrient cycle, hindering the interaction between the enzymatic
active sites and soluble substrates. These authors also suggested that only microorganisms
that are tolerant to this pollutant will degrade it over time. Our findings also are in
agreement with those obtained by Romero et al. [37], who highlighted that after the
pollution of soil with diuron, there are active microbial communities capable of degrading
this molecule, thus obtaining energy and a carbon source.

However, this degradation is usually very slow, which is why several authors have
considered the use of different sources of organic matter to accelerate said degradation,
and thus, eliminate or reduce diuron in the soil more rapidly [38].

Rubio-Bellido et al. [38] have suggested the use of composts obtained from different
organic wastes for the remediation of soils polluted by diuron. However, they highlight
that these composts may simply reduce the bioaccessibility of diuron as it is adsorbed to
said organic matter.

Different biostimulants mainly obtained from different organic wastes by enzymatic
hydrolysis processes have been used for the bioremediation of soils polluted by various
herbicides in recent years [9,10,12]. The results obtained in these studies suggest that
the application of these biostimulants to contaminated soils significantly decreases the
herbicide concentration. These authors have also suggested that the high content of low
molecular weight proteins, which are easily absorbed by toxic-tolerant microorganisms,
facilitates their proliferation in their soil and, consequently, the degradation process.

The results obtained in our experiment are in line with those obtained by these
authors. However, the different chemical composition, mainly in terms of the content of low
molecular weight proteins, makes the effect of each biostimulant in diuron-contaminated
soil different. In this sense, the biostimulant obtained by enzymatic hydrolysis is better
than those obtained by fermentation processes.

During the fermentation process, the bacterium Bacillus licheniformis excretes a large
number of enzymes to degrade organic compounds and obtain carbon and energy. This
causes said organic compounds to break down into less complex forms that are easily
assimilated by the bacteria. Consequently, when we apply these biostimulants with a
low molecular weight high-protein content to the soil, they are easily absorbed by soil
microorganisms without the need to excrete enzymes to degrade said organic compounds.

During the enzymatic hydrolysis process, the subtilisin enzyme added to the reactor
will only degrade high molecular weight proteins to low molecular weight proteins, without
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altering or modifying the chemical structure of other organic forms. As such, when a
biostimulant with these characteristics is applied to the soil, the soil microorganisms must
degrade these unaltered organic remnants, and consequently, excrete different types of
enzymes depending on the type of organic compound to be degraded.

This causes the microbial stimulation in the soil to increase when the biostimulant ob-
tained by enzymatic hydrolysis is applied, and consequently, results in a higher degradation
of diuron in the soil.

5. Conclusions

Biostimulants obtained from sewage sludge by enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation
processes using Bacillus licheniformis are very useful in the bioremediation of soils polluted
with diuron. This is due to the high content of low molecular weight proteins, which are
easily assimilated by microorganisms.

The higher quantity of low molecular weight proteins in the biostimulants obtained by
enzymatic hydrolysis processes compared to the biostimulants obtained by fermentation
processes is responsible for the higher microbial activity, and consequently, the sharp
reduction in diuron concentration. In summary, the use of biostimulants obtained by
enzymatic hydrolysis in the bioremediation of soils contaminated with the herbicide diuron
is recommended.

Author Contributions: I.G.: formal analysis; investigation; P.P.: formal analysis; investigation;
M.d.T.: formal analysis; investigation; A.G.-Q.: formal analysis; investigation; J.P.: formal analysis;
investigation; M.T.: validation; writing. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by “Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación (Spain), Plan Estatal
2021–2023”, grant number PID2021-124964OB-C21.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

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

References
1. Mailler, R.; Gasperi, J.; Chebbo, G.; Rocher, V. Priority and emerging pollutants in sewage sludge and fate during sludge treatment.

Waste Manag. 2014, 34, 1217–1226. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Seleiman, M.F.; Santanen, A.; Stoddard, F.L.; Mäkelä, P. Feedstock quality and growth of bioenergy crops fertilized with sewage

sludge. Chemosphere 2012, 89, 211–1217. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Ramdani, N.; Hamou, A.; Lousdad, A.; Al-Douri, Y. Physico-chemical characterization of sewage sludge and green waste for

agricultural utilization. Environ. Technol. 2015, 13, 1–11. [CrossRef]
4. Jing, X.; Yao, G.; Liu, D.; Liang, Y.; Luo, M.; Zhou, Z.; Wang, P. Effects of wastewater irrigation and sewage sludge applications on

soil residues of chiral fungicide benalaxyl. Environ. Poll. 2017, 224, 1–6. [CrossRef]
5. Melo, W.; Delarica, D.; Guedes, A.; Lavezzo, L.; Donha, R.; de Araujo, A.; de Melo, G.; Macedo, F. Ten years of application

of sewage sludge on tropical soil. A balance sheet on agricultural crops and environmental quality. Sci. Total Environ. 2018,
643, 1493–1501. [CrossRef]

6. Dhanker, R.; Chaudhary, S.; Goyal, S.; Garg, V.K. Influence of urban sewage sludge amendment on agricultural soils parameters.
Environ. Technol. Innov. 2021, 23, 101642. [CrossRef]

7. Rodríguez-Cruz, M.S.; Herrero-Hernández, E.; Ordax, J.M.; Marín-Benito, J.M.; Draoui, K.; Sánchez-Martin, M.J. Adsorption of
pesticides by sewage sludge, grape marc, spent mushroom substrate and by amended soil. Intern. J. Environ. Anal. Chem. 2012,
92, 933–948. [CrossRef]

8. Liang, Q.; Lei, M.; Chen, T.; Wang, X.; Yang, S. Application of sewage sludge and intermittent aeration strategy to the bioremedia-
tion of DDT- and HCH-contaminated soil. J. Environ. Sci. 2014, 26, 1673–1680. [CrossRef]

9. Ávila-Pozo, P.; Parrado, J.; Caballero, P.; Díaz-López, M.; Bastida, F.; Tejada, M. Use of slaughterhouse sludge in the bioremediation
of an oxyfluorfen-polluted soil. Int. J. Environ. Res. 2021, 15, 723–731. [CrossRef]

10. Tejada, M.; Macías-Benítez, S.; Caballero, P.; Gómez, I.; Paneque, P.; Parrado, J. Bioremediation of an oxyfluorfen-polluted soil
using biostimulants obtained for fermentation processes: Effects on biological properties. Appl. Soil Ecol. 2022, 170, 104270.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2014.03.028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24797622
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2012.07.031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22897833
http://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2014.998716
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.03.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.06.254
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eti.2021.101642
http://doi.org/10.1080/03067319.2011.609933
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2014.06.007
http://doi.org/10.1007/s41742-021-00351-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2021.104270


Agronomy 2023, 13, 24 11 of 12

11. Singh, R.P.; Agrawal, M. Effects of sewage sludge amendment on heavy metal accumulation and consequent responses of Beta
vulgaris plants. Chemosphere 2007, 67, 2229–2240. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Rodríguez-Morgado, B.; Gómez, I.; Parrado, J.; García-Martínez, A.M.; Aragón, C.; Tejada, M. Obtaining edaphic biostimu-
lants/biofertilizers from sewage sludges. Effects on soil biological properties. Environ. Technol. 2015, 36, 2217–2226. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Yang, G.; Zhang, G.; Wang, H. Current state of sludge production, management, treatment and disposal in China. Water Res.
2015, 78, 60–73. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Seleiman, M.F.; Santanen, A.; Mäkelä, P.S.A. Recycling sludge on cropland as fertilizer—Advantages and risks. Resour. Conserv.
Recycl. 2020, 155, 104647. [CrossRef]

15. Seleiman, M.F.; Arja Santanen, A.; Jaakkola, S.; Ekholm, P.; Hartikainen, H.; Stoddard, F.L.; Mäkelä, P.S.A. Biomass yield and
quality of bioenergy crops grown with synthetic and organic fertilizers. Biomass Bioenergy 2013, 59, 477–485. [CrossRef]

16. Pan, J.; Cai, H.; Zhang, Z.; Liu, H.; Li, R.; Mao, H.; Awasthi, M.K.; Nang, Q.; Zhai, L. Comparative evaluation of the use of
acidic additives on sewage sludge composting quality improvement, nitrogen conservation, and greenhouse gas reduction.
Biores. Technol. 2018, 270, 467–475. [CrossRef]

17. Tejada, M.; Rodríguez-Morgado, B.; Gómez, I.; Parrado, J. Degradation of chlorpyrifos using different biostimulants/biofertilizers:
Effects on soil biochemical properties and microbial community. Appl. Soil Ecol. 2014, 84, 158–165. [CrossRef]

18. Rodríguez-Morgado, B.; Caballero, P.; Paneque, P.; Gómez, I.; Parrado, J.; Tejada, M. Obtaining edaphic biostimu-
lants/biofertilizers from sewage sludge using fermentative processes. Short-time effects on soil biochemical properties.
Environ. Technol. 2019, 40, 399–406. [CrossRef]

19. Coelho-Moreira, J.S.; Bracht, A.; de Souza, A.C.S.; Oliveira, R.F.; de Sa-Nakanishi, A.B.; de Souza, C.G.M.; Peralta, R.M.
Degradation of diuron by Phanerochaete chrysosporium: Role of ligninolytic enzymes and cytochrome P450. BioMed Res. Int.
2013, 2013, 251354. [CrossRef]

20. Fontecha-Cámara, M.A.; López-Ramón, M.V.; Pastrana-Martínez, L.M.; Moreno-Castilla, C. Kinetics of diuron and amitrole
adsorption from aqueous solution on activated carbons. J. Hazard. Mater. 2008, 156, 472–477. [CrossRef]

21. Huovinen, M.; Loikkanen, J.; Naarala, J.; Vahakangas, K. Toxicity of diuron in human cancer cells. Toxicol. Vitr. 2015, 29, 1577–1586.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Wang, Y.; Li, H.; Feng, G.; Du, L.; Zeng, D. Biodegradation of diuron by an endophytic fungus Neurospora intermedia DP8-1
isolated from sugarcane and its potential for remediating diuron contaminated soils. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0182556. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

23. Egea, T.C.; da Silva, R.; Boscolo, M.; Rigonato, J.; Monteiro, D.A.; Grünig, D.; da Silva, F.H.; van der Wielen, F.; Helmus, R.;
Parsons, J.R.; et al. Diuron degradation by bacteria from soil of sugarcane crops. Heliyon 2017, 3, e00471. [CrossRef]

24. Kadian, N.; Malik, A.; Satya, S.; Dureja, P. Effect of organic amendments on microbial activity in chlorpyrifos contaminated soil.
J. Environ. Manag. 2012, 95, S199–S202. [CrossRef]

25. Tejada, M.; Morillo, E.; Gómez, I.; Madrid, F.; Undabeytia, T. Effect of controlled release formulations of diuron and alachlor
herbicides on the biochemical activity of agricultural soils. J. Hazard. Mater. 2017, 322, 334–347. [CrossRef]

26. Acosta-Martínez, V.; Pérez-Guzmán, L.; Johnson, J.M.F. Simultaneous determination of β-glucosidase, β-glucosaminidase, acid
phosphomonoesterase, and arylsulfatase activities in a soil sample for a biogeochemical cycling index. Appl. Soil Ecol. 2019,
142, 72–80. [CrossRef]

27. Kumar, G.; Lal, S.; Soni, S.K.; Maurya, S.K.; Shukla, P.K.; Chaudhary, P.; Bhattacherjee, A.K.; Garg, N. Mechanism and kinetics of
chlorpyrifos co-metabolism by using environment restoring microbes isolated from rhizosphere of horticultural crops under
subtropics. Front. Microbiol. 2022, 13, 891870. [CrossRef]

28. Li, J.; Xie, T.; Zhu, H.; Zhou, J.; Li, C.; Xiong, W.; Xu, L.; Wu, Y.; He, Z.; Li, X. Alkaline phosphatase activity mediates soil organic
phosphorus mineralization in a subalpine forest ecosystem. Geoderma 2021, 404, 115376. [CrossRef]

29. SSEW. Soil Survey of England and Wales. Soil Survey Laboratory Methods; Techical Monograph 6; SSEW: Harpenden, UK, 1982.
30. Yeomans, J.C.; Bremner, J.M. A rapid and precise method for routine determination of organic carbon in soil. Comm. Soil Sci. Plant

Anal. 1988, 19, 1467–1476. [CrossRef]
31. WRB. World Reference Base for Soil Resources 2014. International Soil Classification System for Naming Soils and Creating Legends for Soil

Maps; Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations: Rome, Italy, 2014; p. 192.
32. García, C.; Hernandez, T.; Costa, F. Potential use of dehydrogenase activity as an index of microbial activity in degraded soils.

Commun. Soil. Sci. Plan. Anal. 1997, 28, 123–134. [CrossRef]
33. Tabatabai, M.A.; Bremner, J.M. Use of p-nitrophenyl phosphate for assay of soil phosphatase activity. Soil Biol. Biochem. 1969,

1, 301–307. [CrossRef]
34. Eivazi, F.; Tabatabai, M.A. Glucosidases and galactosidases in soils. Soil Biol. Biochem. 1988, 20, 601–606. [CrossRef]
35. Montes de Oca-Vásquez, G.; Solano-Campos, F.; Vega-Baudrit, J.R.; López-Mondéjar, R.; Odriozola, I.; Vera, A.; Moreno, J.L.;

Bastida, F. Environmentally relevant concentrations of silver nanoparticles diminish soil microbial biomass but do not alter
enzyme activities or microbial diversity. J. Hazard. Mater. 2020, 391, 122224. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Tejada, M.; Benítez, C. Effects of different organic wastes on soil biochemical properties and yield in an olive grove. Appl. Soil
Ecol. 2020, 146, 103371. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2006.12.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17289111
http://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2015.1024760
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25732482
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2015.04.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25912250
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2019.104647
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2013.07.021
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.09.050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2014.07.007
http://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2017.1393016
http://doi.org/10.1155/2013/251354
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2007.12.043
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2015.06.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26086120
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0182556
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28809955
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2017.e00471
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2010.10.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.10.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2019.05.001
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.891870
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2021.115376
http://doi.org/10.1080/00103628809368027
http://doi.org/10.1080/00103629709369777
http://doi.org/10.1016/0038-0717(69)90012-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/0038-0717(88)90141-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.122224
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32058228
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2019.103371


Agronomy 2023, 13, 24 12 of 12

37. Romero, E.; Fernández-Bayo, J.; Diaz, J.M.C.; Nogales, R. Enzyme activities and diuron persistence in soil amended with
vermicompost derived from spent grape marc and treated with urea. Appl. Soil Ecol. 2010, 44, 198–204. [CrossRef]

38. Rubio-Bellido, M.; Madrid, F.; Morillo, E.; Villaverde, J. Assisted attenuation of a soil contaminated by diuron using hydroxypropyl-
β-cyclodextrin and organic amendments. Sci. Total Environ. 2015, 502, 690–705. [CrossRef]

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

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2009.12.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.09.052

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Characteristics of Experimental Biostimulants, Soil and Diuron 
	Incubation Layout and Soil Analysis 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Characteristics of the New Biostimulants 
	Soil Biochemical Properties and Microbial Community 
	Persistence of Diuron in Soil 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

