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This paper reports the use of solar heating by polyethylene mulching for decontamination of a silty

clay-loam soil polluted with herbicides. Soil solarization, a natural and hydrothermal method

commonly used for disinfesting soils, was tested during the summer season on a Hipercalcic

Calcisol located in Murcia (southeast Spain) for dissipation of s-triazine (simazine and terbuthyla-

zine) and phenylurea (isoproturon and methabenzthiazuron) herbicides using low-density (LD) and

high-density (HD) polyethylene (PE) film as a cover. A well-established influence of the film was

observed on the dissipation of all herbicides from the soil, although the density (0.92-0.95 g/cm3) of

the film used (LDPE and HDPE) was not significant in terms of the rate of loss. In all cases, a quick

depletion during the first 2 weeks was observed, mainly for terbuthylazine. The first-order model

satisfactorily explained the dissipation process, but the Hoerl and biexponential equations were

more appropriate, mainly for simazine, isoproturon, and methabenzthiazuron. In all cases, herbi-

cides disappeared at faster rates in solarized soils (DT50 = 4-29 days) than in nonmulched soils

(DT50 = 11-35 days), especially for terbuthylazine and isoproturon.

KEYWORDS: Fitting curves; herbicide dissipation; polyethylene films; solar heating

INTRODUCTION

Soil-borne diseases and pests cause major losses in field and
horticultural crops. The search for nonchemical methods of
controlling soil-borne pathogens has recently intensified in light
of the comingphase-out ofmethyl bromide (1). Soil solarization is
a disinfestationmethod, first described in 1976 byKatan et al. (2),
for controlling soil-borne pathogens and weeds, mostly as a
preplanting soil treatment. This simple technique is a natural,
hydrothermal process of disinfecting soil and plant pests that is
accomplished through passive solar heating, involving physical,
chemical, and biological changes in the soil environment (3-5).
Increased or decreased crop growth in disinfected soils results
from these changes and may be of economic significance in some
cases (6). Transparent polyethylene plastic placed on moist soil
(>70% of field capacity) during the hot summer months in-
creases soil temperatures to levels lethal to many soil-borne plant
pathogens, weed seeds and seedlings, nematodes, and some soil-
residingmites. Limited cloud cover in arid and semiarid regions of
the world results in shorter periods of solarization (4-6 weeks).

Plastic mulches have been used predominantly for manage-
ment of soil moisture, temperature, nutrients, and weed con-
trol (7). One of the most common methods of containment, i.e.,
the retention of more volatile pesticides in the soil environment
for a sufficiently long period of time for efficient control of pests,
is the use of plastic film to cover the soil surface after treatment. A
variety of physical and chemical properties of the polyethylene
films such as additives, the length of themonomer side chain, and

the thickness and density and environmental factors, mainly
temperature, affect the permeability of plastic film (8, 9). How-
ever, research on the effect of this method on the persistence of
pesticide residues in the soil is limited, and contradictory results
have been obtained (10). While ethiofencarb and terbutryn
persisted for longer periods of time in solarized soils, other
pesticides as bromacil and fluridone were not affected by this
method; volatile herbicides EPTC and vernolate degraded ra-
pidly (11). In addition, for quinalphos (organophosphorus in-
secticide), the rate of loss was higher in mulched soil (12) and the
treatment of soil by biofumigation combined with solariza-
tion (biosolarization) enhanced the dissipation of the fungicide
pyrifenox (13).

From an agronomic point of view, it is a desirable character-
istic that pesticides persist a sufficient length of time to control
pests throughout the cultivation cycle. However, from an envir-
onmental point of view, molecules that persist in the environment
are undesirable formany reasons. Some are intrinsically toxic and
deleteriously affect humans, domesticated animals, agricultural
crops, wildlife, fish and other aquatic organisms, or microorgan-
isms. The longer the molecule remains in the environment, the
greater the exposure of susceptible individuals or populations and
the greater the risk of harmful effects (14).

Once a pesticide is introduced into the environment, whether
by application, disposal, or a spill, it can be influenced by many
processes. When the fate of environmental contaminants like
pesticides is modeled, knowledge of physicochemical parameters
such as the soil organic carbon sorption coefficient (KOC),
octanol-water partition coefficient (KOW), water solubility
(SW), vapor pressure (P), and Henry’s law constant (H) is
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critically important. Furthermore, site characteristics, environ-
mental conditions, crop management systems, and the handling
practices of the pesticide user can all affect the fate of pesticides in
the environment (15).

Fate processes can be separated into three major types:
adsorption, which is the binding of pesticides to mineral or
organic matter, transfer processes that move pesticides in the
environment, and degradation processes that break down pesti-
cides. The most common and today generally accepted quantita-
tive measure of the sorption of organic pollutants by soils from
aqueous solutions is the KOC. In general, compounds with higher
KOC values will be less mobile than those with lower values. The
three major types of pesticide degradation are microbial, chemi-
cal, and photodegradation. Research carried out in recent years
has greatly contributed to our knowledge of how these products
behave in the environment (16-19).

Traditional strategies for remediation of contaminated soils
such us landfilling or incineration exchange one problem for
another, and the cost of these methods is often prohibitive.
Therefore, alternative low-cost and sustainable methods are
needed to accelerate the degradation and natural attenuation of
pesticides from multiple chemical classes (20). Clearly, their
residual concentrations may well constitute in certain cases an
important source of contamination in areas where they have been
long used. For this reason, the aim of this work was to study the
use of solar heating by polyethylene (low- and high-density)
mulching for remediation of soils containing residues of four
herbicides: simazine, terbuthylazine, isoproturon, and metha-
benzthiazuron.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Herbicides and Reagents. Simazine (6-chloro-N,N0-diethyl-1,3,
5-triazine-2,4-diamine), terbuthylazine [6-chloro-N-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-
N0-ethyl-1,3,5-triazine-2,4-diamine], isoproturon {N,N-dimethyl-N0-[4-(1-
methylethyl)phenyl]urea}, and methabenzthiazuron [(N-2-benzothiazolyl-
N,N0-dimethyl)urea] were obtained from Dr. Ehrenstorfer GmbH (Augs-
burg, Germany) in greater than 99% purity.

Table 1 shows the main physical and chemical properties of the
herbicides. Experimental values of the octanol-water partition coefficient
(log KOW), aqueous solubility (SW), and Henry’s law constant (H) were
taken from the PHYSPROP Database (www.syrres.com). The soil-
organic partition coefficient (KOC) was predicted according to the Molec-
ular Connectivity Index (MCI) model proposed by Meyland et al. (21)
using the estimation model KOCWIN version 2.00 to avoid the uncer-
tainties involved in the experimental KOC values, and biodegradability

prediction from BIOWIN version 4.10, all included in the EPI Suite
version 4.00 computer program provided by U.S. Environmental Protec-
tionAgency (22). Disappearance times (DT50) for aqueous photolysiswere
taken from The Pesticide Properties DataBase (23).

Stock standard solutions of 200 μg/mL were prepared by exact
weighing and dissolving in methanol and finally stored in the dark at
4 �C.Working standard solutions were prepared freshly by dilution in the
same solvent. Solvents for pesticide residue analysis (methanol, acetoni-
trile, and dichloromethane)were supplied by ScharlauChemie (Barcelona,
Spain). Reagents for soil analysis were purchased from Panreac Quı́mica
(Barcelona, Spain).

Soil and Experimental Conditions. A Hipercalcic Calcisol (24) in
fallow land located in Campo de Cartagena (Murcia, Spain), developed in
quaternary fine silts and characterized by its low organic matter content,
was used (bulk density of 1.29 g/mL). All the samples were taken from
open terrain. Soil (silty clay-loam) was removed from the plow layer (Ap
horizon, 25 cm), air-dried, passed trough a 2 mm sieve, and stored at 5 (
1 �C. The experimental studies began as soon as possible (not more than 4
days after sampling and storage under cool conditions).

Soil samples (50 g) were placed in polypropylene containers (65 mm �
38 mm inside diameter). Each container was then fortified with 500 μL
of a methanol/water solution (20/80, v/v) containing the pesticides
(200 μg/mL), which was equivalent to a soil concentration of 2 μg/g (dry
weight basis). Finally, 30 min later, distilled water was added to each soil
sample to bring it to maximum water holding capacity, and the containers
were covered with the film separately and placed in the open air on holes
(60mmdepth) dug in the experimental plot. Therewere three sets of control
containers: (i) saturated soil coveredwith low-density polyethylene (LDPE,
0.92 g/cm3, 20 μm film thickness), (ii) saturated soil covered with high-
density polyethylene (HDPE, 0.95 g/cm3, 25 μm film thickness), and (iii)
saturated soil but not covered with polyethylene (nonmulched). The
experiments were repeated three times. Plastic films, Dow 582E (LDPE)
andHostalenGM9240HT (HDPE),wereobtained fromPlásticosRomero
(Murcia, Spain).

Field experiments were conducted during the summer season (June 15
to September 10, 2007) at the Service of Agricultural and Forest Experi-
mentation of the University of Murcia (Murcia, Spain) at 38�010N and
1�090W at an elevation of 93 m above mean sea level. The maximum air
temperature during the experiment was 42 �C. Soil moisture and tem-
perature were recorded at a depth of 5 cm with the help of a Testo 635
portable thermohygrometer (Testo S.A., Cabrils, Spain). For incubations,
soil samples were adjusted to 90 ( 2% of the estimated water holding
capacity. The water content of the samples was controlled every week and
adjusted by weighing the containers. The soil temperature was recorded at
13-14 h every 2 days. The maximum temperature in solarized soil during
the outdoor experiment reached 48 �C (10 �C higher than in the control
soil). The average number of sunshine hours recorded was 11.4. The
maximum global and UV-radiation recorded during the experiment were

Table 1. Main Physical and Chemical Properties of the Studied Herbicides

aMolecular weight (MW), octanol-water partition coefficient (KOW), Henry’s law constant (H, atm m3 mol-1 at 25 �C), water solubility (SW, mg/L), and soil-organic partition
coefficient (KOC, mL/g).

b Experimental values (PHYSPROP Database). c Estimated values (MCI method). dNRB, not readily biodegradable (BIOWIN version 4.10). eMF,
moderately fast, DT50 at pH 7, <14 days; S, stable, DT50 at pH 7, >30 days (PPDB).
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1020 and 29W/m2, respectively. Soil samples were periodically taken from
each container (50 g) for residue analysis and soil characteristics starting
from the day of spraying (day 0) as well as 7, 14, 47, and 81 days after
treatment.

Analytical Procedures. Soil samples were analyzed for pH, total
organic carbon (TOC), electrical conductivity (EC), total nitrogen (TN),
microelements (Fe, Cu, Mn, and Zn), and available phosphorus (P). EC
and pH were measured in soil paste extracts (1/1 soil/H2O ratio). TN was
measured following the Kjeldahl procedure. Phosphorus was extracted in
0.5NNaHCO3 and determined by theOlsenmethod (25). Available Zn2þ,
Fe3þ, Mn2þ, and Cu2þ were extracted with DTPA (diethylenetriamine-
pentaacetic acid) and measured by atomic absorption spectroscopy (26).
OMcontentwasmeasured bywet combustionwith amixture of potassium
dichromate and sulfuric acid (27). Table 2 lists the main physical and
chemical characteristics of the soil.

Herbicide residues were extracted from the soil by sonication using
acetonitrile as the extraction solvent according to themethod proposed by
Navarro et al. (28). For analytical determination, 10 μL was injected into
the Alliance HPLC-PDA system, which consisted of a Waters e2695
separations module (Waters Co.,Mildford,MA) equipped with a vacuum
degasser, a quaternary pump, an autosampler, and a Waters 2996
photodiode array detector. Data were collected and integrated with
Waters Empower. A reversed-phase Discovery C18 column (150 mm �
4.6mm inside diameter, 5 μmdiameter particle column)with a Supelguard
Discovery C18 guard column (20 mm � 4 mm inside diameter, 5 μm,
Supelco, Bellefonte, PA) was used. Analyses were performed by UV
absorbance detection, at 230 nm using acetonitrile-water/ammonium
acetate (1 mM) as the eluant gradient (from 10 to 90% acetonitrile in 35
min, linear, at a flow rate of 1 mL/min and room temperature). The
flushing time was 20 min with 90% by volume acetonitrile. Equilibration
required 20 min under starting conditions. Under those conditions, the
retention times were as follows: 18.43 min for simazine, 21.88 min for
methabenzthiazuron, 22.85 min for isoproturon, and 25.68 min for
terbuthylazine.

In the QA/QC program, the instruments were calibrated daily with
calibration standards. The quantification criteria included confirmation of
the retention times and spectra (190-400 nm) of the standard and analyte.
Calibration curves were built between 0.001 and 2 μg/mL with the
standard solutions containing all studied herbicides. Blank soil samples
were used to establish the limit of detection (LOD) and the limit of
quantification (LOQ). Both LODs and LOQswere calculated from signal-
to-noise (S/N) ratios of 3 and 10, respectively. To test the repeatability of
the method, 10 soil samples were spiked at two concentration levels (0.1
and 0.5 μg/g). To evaluate the accuracy of the method, the recoveries were
determined by the standard addition technique. The calibration samples
by spiking herbicides at two concentration levels (0.1 and 0.5μg/g) into soil
samples were analyzed in five replicates.

Models Used for Herbicide Dissipation. Several mathematical
equations have been used to describe herbicide degradation in soil (29).
The first-order model has been largely used for describing kinetics of
multiple herbicides in soils under both field and laboratory conditions.
Assuming that herbicide dissipation in surface soil follows first-order
kinetics, the pesticide residues, at any time (Rt), can be calculated by the
following equation:

Rt ¼ R0e
-kt ð1Þ

where R0 denotes the residue at time zero (y-intercept values), k is the
dissipation rate constant (slope of the disappearance lines), and t is the
postapplication time in days. The time at which the concentration reaches
half the initial level is termed the half-life (t1/2).

In some cases, a modification of the first-order model proposed by
Hoerl (30) has been advantageously used by some authors (29, 31, 32):

Rt ¼ ae-bttc ð2Þ
This is amore general formof both the power function and the exponential
function (33). The parameters a and b are similar to R0 and k in the first-
order equation, and c is a measurement of the deviation from the
exponential behavior.

In addition, for dissipation of pesticides in surface soil, the dissipation
curve sometimes follows biphasic kinetics inwhich each phase consists of a
single-exponential decline (34). In the two-compartment model, the
dissipation proceeds at different rates according to the equation

Rt ¼ ae-k1tþ be-k2t ð3Þ
where the sum of the two constants, a and b, is approximately equal to R0

and expresses the quantitative partition between the two compartments
and k1 and k2 are the dissipation rate constants of each phase.

Statistical Analysis. The curve fitting and statistical data were
obtained using SigmaPlot version 8.02 statistical software (Systat, Soft-
ware Inc., San Jose, CA).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Analytical Determination. Calibration curves presented excel-
lent correlation coefficients (R2g0.999) showing the good rela-
tionship between concentrations and absorbance intensity in the
studied range. The LODs and LOQs were sufficiently low,
varying from0.3 to 1.5 ng/g and from0.9 to 4.6 ng/g, respectively.
The method had a good repeatability expressed by the relative
standard deviation (RSD,%)which was less than 9% in themost
unfavorable case. The average recoveries were>80% in all cases,
ranging from 81.2 to 105.1% with a RSD of <8.6%.

Evolution of Herbicide Residues. Figures 1-4 show the dissipa-
tion of herbicide residues during soil solarization under the
different experimental conditions. The initial concentration of
simazine (day 0, 1 h) ranged from 1.95 to 2.10 μg/g (Figure 1). For
mulched soils, dissipation was rapid, lowering residual values to
e0.55 μg/g after 14 days, while for nonmulched soil, the residue
level found at this timewas approximately double. From this time
to the end of the experiment, the concentration decreased con-
tinuously, ranging from 0.22 to 0.25 μg/g and from 0.22 to
0.32 μg/g for mulched and nonmulched soils, respectively. For
terbuthylazine, the mean initial concentration was 2.05 μg/g
(Figure 2). For mulched soils, the dissipation was rapid, lowering
residual levels to <0.18 μg/g in the first 14 days. Residue levels

Table 2. Major Physical and Chemical Properties of the Soil (n = 3)

parameter mean value (RSD, %) parameter mean value (RSD, %)

sand (%) 19.5 (2) TOC (g/kg) 5.7 (10)

silt (%) 47.2 (3) EC (ds/m) 0.14 (9)

clay (%) 33.3 (5) Fe3þ (mg/kg) 20.2 (15)

pH 8.3 (3) Mn2þ (mg/kg) 96.0 (12)

total N (%) 0.07 (9) Cu2þ (mg/kg) 10.1 (9)

phosphorus (mg/kg) 48.6 (5) Zn2þ (mg/kg) 7.5 (13)
Figure 1. Dissipation of simazine residues during soil solarization (error
bars are 95% confidence intervals).
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were nearly 5 times greater in unmulched soil. After 47 days, levels
of residueswere below detection limit formulched soils while 0.33
μg/g was recovered from nonmulched soil. No statistically
significant differences (p < 0.05) were observed for the film
cover. In the case of isoproturon (Figure 3), 1.96 μg/g was isolated
from the soil at the beginning of the experiment (day 0). Seven
days later, levels of residues were close to 1 μg/g for mulched and
nonmulched soil samples.After this sample point, dissipationwas
more rapid in the covered soils with residue levels for both LDPE
and HDPE decreasing to 0.2 μg/g, while in the noncovered
samples, the mean value was 3 times higher (0.6 μg/g) after
solarization. Methabenzthiazuron was the more persistent herbi-
cide (Figure 4). Its initial concentration (2.16μg/g) decreased from
36 to 42% during the first week. From this time until 47 days, a
low dissipation rate was observed in all cases, mainly for
nonmulched soils. At the end of the experiment, ∼0.5 μg/g of
methabenzthiazuronwas recovered in all cases (23% of the initial
amount).

Dissipation Kinetics. Figure 5 shows the curves fitted to the
proposed models for covered soils with LDPE (0.92 g/cm3). In
each case, two phases can be differentiated, consisting of an
initially fast dissipation stage (0-14 days) of the herbicides from
soil surface followed by a much slower persistence phase (14-81
days). This agrees with the model proposed by Hamaker and
Goring (35) that considered two states for pesticides in soils: a
labile fraction which is degraded by a first-order process, mainly
by volatilization, photolysis, and biodegradation, and a fraction
which is slowly but reversibly bound to mineral and organic
matter and not degradable.

Photodegradation can be a prominent degradation via for
simazine because it is unstable inUV light (DT50=2 days), while
the other herbicides are stable (DT50 > 30 days) to photolysis as
shown in Table 1. According to BIOWIN, owned by the U.S.
Environmental ProtectionAgency, the four studied herbicides are
not readily biodegradable (Table 1). This estimation is based on
the probability of rapid aerobic and anaerobic biodegradation of
an organic compound in the presence of mixed populations of
environmental microorganisms. The BIOWIN prediction is
based on the application of Bayesian analysis (36). Therefore,
the fast degradation in the first phase can probably be due in all
cases to volatilization, mainly for terbuthylazine. The experimen-
tal H value (10-8 at m3 mol-1) for this herbicide is 2 orders of
magnitude greater than for simazine, isoproturon, and metha-
benzthiazuron (10-10 atm3mol-1), which could explain themore

rapid decrease in the level of terbuthylazine residues during the
first 2 weeks. Volatilization can be the most important mechan-
ism for the loss of pesticides from soil to the atmosphere during
the first days after application, mainly in moist soils (37). For
pesticides with high vapor pressure, a large fraction of them may
exist in the vapor phase at temperatures and pressures that
normally occur in the field. High temperatures favor the process,
the only exception being when the soil dries quickly. Contrary to
some models that require a large number of data parameters,
others simpler models for the study of pesticide volatilization
from a soil surface have been proposed (38). These models use
experimental or predicted values of KOW, KOC, H, P, and SW.

According to the models used, the kinetic parameters obtained
for the overall period can be found inTables 3 and 4. Fitting with
the simple first-order equation showsR2 values ranging from 0.76
to 0.99, and half-lives agree with experimental data with the
exception of that of methabenztiazuron. Although this model
allows the determination of kinetic parameters in a simpleway, its
use can be recommended for dissipation of terbuthylazine. In
contrast, for simazine and isoproturon, this model predicts a
dissipation after 14 days faster than that experimentally observed,
while for methabenzthiazuron, initial concentrations were over-
estimated.Many authors have reported failures of this model and
of the half-life concept in describing degradation data, especially

Figure 2. Dissipation of terbuthylazine residues during soil solarization
(error bars are 95% confidence intervals).

Figure 3. Dissipation of isoproturon residues during soil solarization (error
bars are 95% confidence intervals).

Figure 4. Dissipation of methabenztiazuron residues during soil solariza-
tion (error bars are 95% confidence intervals).
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with microbial adaptation or formation of bound residues (39).
The first-order equation predicts slower initial and more rapid
later dissipation versus what normally occurs, and these deficien-
cies are not shared by other equations.

In some cases, the decline of pesticides in soils does not
follow the first-order kinetics and decelerates with time,
possibly due to either adsorption to soil components or move-
ment out of a photic zone. Thus, some researchers have applied
two- or three-phase models, but in some cases, the second-
order rate constant or Hoerl function has been proposed as a
good relationship for different herbicides (29, 32). The values
ofR2 obtained from theHoerl equation (Tables 3 and 4) ranged
from 0.89 to 0.99, and the standard error of estimation (Sy/x)
was markedly lower than in the previous model (0.35-14.82).
In this model, which considers an initial fast dissipation
followed by a slower one, the b values for terbuthylazine in
mulched soils are close to zero, which confirms the simple first-
order assumption as a good estimation. On the other hand, in
the other cases, the b values are less than zero, indicating a
biphasic pattern (29). The DT50 values graphically estimated
agree with the experimental data.

The biexponential equation gives the best fit, with the highest
values for R2 (0.91-0.99). Also in this case, the Sy/x values are
notably smaller (1.22-8.22) than in the case of the single-phase
model with the exception of that of methabenzthiazuron in
nonmulched soils (24.98). The half-lives are similar to those

estimated by the Hoerl equation, ranging from 4 to 20 days for
mulched soils.

Influence of Polyethylene Density and Permeability. Following
first-order kinetics, significant differences (p < 0.05) were not
found for plastic density in the case of triazine herbicides. For
both simazine and terbuthylazine, DT50 values were the same
using LD and HD polyethylene tarps, 7 and 4 days, respectively
(Table 4). On the other hand, the behavior of phenylurea
herbicides was significantly influenced (p<0.05) by film density.
Isoproturon was more quickly dissipated under HDPE cover
(DT50 = 6) than LDPE cover (DT50 = 8), while the behavior of
methabenzthiazuron was the opposite, i.e., quicker disappear-
ance under LDPE cover.

Lower density implies higher permeability. Although the
permeability of LDPE is greater than that of HDPE, both are
permeable to gases and organic vapors. Pesticides with higher
vapor pressure such as terbuthylazine and simazine will be able to
cross the film and escape to the atmosphere from the soil surface
in greater proportions than isoproturon and methabenzthiazur-
on. The permeability of plastic films to gaseous solutes is due to
diffusion and is thought to occur by the solute dissolving into the
surface of the film, followed by the diffusion through the film and
evaporation from the opposite film surface (40). A larger mass
transfer coefficient indicates less resistance to diffusion and,
therefore, higher emission rates. The permeability of the PE film
depends strongly on the environmental conditions, especially

Figure 5. Predicted vs observed values for the percent of herbicide remaining in solarized soil (LDPE) with time using the three kinetics models. Horizontal
dashed lines show 10 and 50% of the initial amount.
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ambient temperatures, increasing ∼2 times for every 10 �C
temperature increase (41). The HDPE’s effectiveness in control-
ling emissions of fumigants such as methyl bromide is similar to
that of bare soil, deep injection, or application of water to seal the
soil surface. New plastic films are nearly impermeable to pesti-
cides with vapor pressures as high as those for fumigants. In an
outdoor study, the permeability to methyl bromide of a virtually
impermeable film (VIF) like Hytibar was approximately 200
times lower than that of HDPE (42).

Effect of Moisture and Temperature. Soil samples were initially
adjusted to 90% of the estimated water holding capacity. Soil

mulching practically eliminates evaporation because the evapo-
rated soil moisture during the day condenses on the mulch and
drips onto the soil surface. Moreover, water absorption by both
PE films is very low (0.01%, 24 h). Even in this manner, the vari-
ations in volumetric soil moisture content were measured weekly
and the containers rewetted to a certain grade. With regard to
temperature, an increment of 10 �Cwasobserved in solarized soils
in comparison with nonmulched soils, although no significant
differences (p<0.05) were observed between both films.

The binomial moisture or temperature is fundamental for both
disinfesting and soil decontamination. If the soil is too dry (<70%

Table 3. Kinetic Parameters for the Dissipation of Triazine Herbicides in Nonmulched (NM) and Covered Soil with Low-Density Polyethylene (LDPE) and High-
Density Polyethylene (HDPE)

simazinea terbuthylazinea

modela NM LDPE HDPE NM LDPE HDPE

single-phase C = a exp(-kt)

a 84.78 (12.65) 98.45 (11.53) 98.43 (12.70) 96.30 (6.60) 100.09 (0.81) 100.11 (0.83)

-k (�102) 3.02 (1.28) 9.36 (2.58) 9.62 (2.91) 5.74 (1.04) 16.54 (0.33) 17.07 (0.35)

R2 0.825c 0.919 0.901c 0.975d 0.999e 0.999e

Sy/x
b 15.43 11.74 12.92 6.99 0.82 0.83

DT50/DT90 18/71 (0.25) 7/24 (0.29) 7/24 (0.29) 11/39 (0.28) 4/14 (0.29) 4/13 (0.31)

two-phase C = a exp(-k1t) þ b exp(-k2t)

a 41.32 (3.44) 76.66 (3.99) 72.91 (11.66) 31.30 (12.40) 50.83 (190.37) 50.89 (194.99)

b 58.68 (2.95) 23.41 (3.87) 27.23 (11.21) 68.70 (12.03) 49.25 (190.37) 49.21 (194.95)

-k1 (�102) 72.86 (162.64) 16.37 (1.61) 18.87 (6.25) 31.11 (30.14) 16.54 (151.77) 17.06 (161.61)

-k2 (�102) 1.52 (0.14) 0.78 (0.28) 0.95 (0.74) 3.35 (0.65) 16.54 (156.62) 17.09 (166.63)

R2 0.999c 0.999c 0.997 0.998 0.999c 0.999c

Sy/x 1.76 1.22 3.80 3.13 1.41 1.44

DT50/DT90 11/117 (0.09) 6/109 (0.06) 6/106 (0.06) 10/58 (0.17) 4/14 (0.29) 4/14 (0.29)

Hoerl C = a exp(-kt)tb

a 74.88 (1.89) 65.84 (5.61) 64.72 (5.24) 83.80 (2.63) 109.10 (5.99) 113.35 (3.61)

-k (�102) 1.08 (0.18) 1.38 (0.79) 1.15 (0.68) 3.65 (0.41) 18.36 (1.31) 19.79 (0.76)

-b (�102) 12.55 (1.14) 18.32 (3.76) 19.03 (3.58) 7.81 (1.40) -2.98 (2.33) -4.58 (1.35)

R2 0.997e 0.986e 0.987e 0.998e 0.999e 0.999e

Sy/x 2.38 5.94 5.77 2.38 0.66 0.35

DT50/DT90 11/132 (0.08) 3/80 (0.04) 3/89 (0.03) 11/57 (0.19) 5/13 (0.38) 4/13 (0.31)

a Standard deviation in parentheses. b Sy/x is the standard deviation of the fitting (standard error of estimation).
c p < 0.05. d p < 0.01. e p < 0.001.

Table 4. Kinetic Parameters for the Dissipation of Phenylurea Herbicides in Nonmulched (NM) and Covered Soil with Low-Density Polyethylene (LDPE) and High-
Density Polyethylene (HDPE)

isoproturona methabenztiazurona

modela NM LDPE HDPE NM LDPE HDPE

single-phase C = a exp(-kt)

a 87.92 (13.28) 99.35 (3.95) 99.36 (5.98) 89.53 (10.53) 83.06 (11.68) 82.10 (11.46)

k (�102) 4.07 (1.73) 8.18 (0.79) 10.42 (1.45) 1.65 (0.59) 2.08 (0.85) 1.72 (0.72)

R2 0.927 0.992c 0.982c 0.914d 0.894d 0.765

Sy/x
b 15.05 4.05 6.06 14.43 15.41 15.59

DT50/DT90 14/53 (0.26) 8/28 (0.29) 6/22 (0.27) 35/133 (0.26) 24/102 (0.24) 29/122 (0.24)

two-phase C = a exp(-k1t) þ b exp(-k2t)

a 40.63 (12.46) 67.37 (46.78) 73.24 (29.38) 42.91 (2149.00) 34.42 (13.37) 39.78 (11.47)

b 59.36 (9.37) 32.83 (46.99) 26.89 (29.33) 46.61 (2149.00) 61.58 (11.47) 60.23 (10.00)

k1 (�102) 577.86 (351.85) 12.64 (7.76) 16.88 (9.50) 1.65 (246.4) 48.13 (122.37) 35.55 (43.32)

k2 (�102) 1.99 (0.71) 3.24 (2.83) 2.55 (2.39) 1.65 (227.91) 1.22 (0.46) 0.95 (0.36)

R2 0.993 0.999d 0.996 0.914 0.993 0.989

Sy/x 8.22 3.03 4.55 24.98 6.87 5.70

DT50/DT90 8/89 (0.09) 8/39 (0.20) 6/39 (0.15) 35/133 (0.26) 17/149 (0.11) 20/188 (0.11)

Hoerl C = a exp(-kt)tb

a 75.33 (6.04) 87.43 (7.68) 73.32 (8.66) 88.12 (10.85) 77.61 (4.24) 77.72 (3.47)

-k (�102) 1.57 (0.69) 5.49 (1.61) 3.95 (1.92) 1.19 (0.79) 0.88 (0.36) 0.65 (0.26)

-b (�102) 12.22 (3.60) 6.12 (3.83) 13.70 (5.15) 5.13 (5.67) 10.95 (2.47) 10.90 (2.03)

R2 0.980c 0.995c 0.990c 0.886d 0.982c 0.985c

Sy/x 7.02 3.94 5.47 14.82 5.63 4.77

DT50/DT90 9/94 (0.10) 8/36 (0.22) 5/38 (0.13) 33/161 (0.20) 16/169 (0.09) 19/226 (0.08)

a Standard deviation in parentheses. b Sy/x is the standard deviation of the fitting (standard error of estimation).
c p < 0.001. d p < 0.05.
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of field capacity), weed seed and pathogens may not imbibe
enough water to make them vulnerable to the increased heat.
Some authors report a decrease in the maximum temperature
during soil solarization with increasing moisture contents at
different depths in sandy loam and silty clay-loam soils, and they
concluded that repeated watering during solarization does not
seem to benecessary to eradicate soil pathogens (43). On the other
hand, the rate of chemical reactions is temperature-dependent.
Therefore, increasing temperatures will accelerate reactions rates.
As assumed in FOCUS (44), an increment of 10 �C in the soil
temperature increases the reaction rate 2.2 times for a reaction
with an activation energy of 54 kJ/mol.

Although most mesophilic organisms in soil have thermal
damage thresholds beginning around 38-40 �C, some thermo-
philic and thermotolerant organisms can survive temperatures
achieved in most types of solarization treatment (45). Further-
more, a number of bacterial taxa in solarized soils have been
reported to be either reduced or increased. Soil temperatures
during solarization are sufficiently high to kill the target pests but
also to create a new microbial balance, which is characterized by
increased populations of antagonistic and plant growth-promot-
ing rhizobacteria such as Bacillus and fluorescent pseudomo-
nads (4). Thus, they can contribute to the herbicide biode-
gradation during the phase of greater persistence.

Bibliographical data show that the rates of degradation (DT50)
in soil for simazine vary from27 to 102 dayswith temperature and
soil moisture being the main factors affecting rates, while for
terbuthylazine, half-lives range from30 to 116 days in biologically
active soil (46,47). For isoproturon, degradation was found to be
more sensitive to water content variations than to temperature
fluctuations with half-life values ranging from 10 to 12 days in
surface soil layers at 22 �C and 90% of the estimated water
holding capacity, while at subsurface depths, half-lives were
longer than 100 days (48). Methabenzthiazuron degrades slowly
in soils, but according to some authors (49), an increase in
temperature can promote the formation of bound residues and
enhanced dissipation.

Finally, the effect of soil temperature on organic matter
content is remarkable. In our case, a decrease in the TOC was
always observed and was more pronounced for mulched soils.
Significant differences (p<0.05) were observed for mulched and
nonmulched soils. Although in the control (nonmulched) soil the
organic matter content decreased to 3.8 g/kg, the value for
covered soils was close to 3 g/kg after a solarization period.
Several researchers have shown that enhanced decomposition of
organic matter takes place during or after a solarization process.
Thus, Stapleton et al. (50) found that a significant decrease in the
level of organic material after solarization in a silty clay soil
resulted from heat-generated oxidation in the aerobic portion of
the solarized soil. Also, it is important to remember that water is
an excellent competitor for any soil surface site. Under dry
conditions (nonmulched soils), soils become extremely sorptive
for both nonpolar and polar pesticides with clay mineral surfaces
being the main sorption sites. Once adsorbed to soil surfaces,
pesticides are in general unavailable for microbial degradation.

In conclusion, we can clearly affirm that under the experi-
mental conditions followed in this work, soil solarization may
have a significant effect on the fate and behavior of the studied
herbicides, although field studies (open air and greenhouse) in
appropriate plots are required to corroborate our finding. The use
of a renewable source of energy, inexhaustible and pollution-free,
like sunlight in combination with polyethylene cover, a tool for
capturing solar energy to heat the soil, may be beneficial in
accelerating degradation of the studied herbicides, especially for
terbuthylazine and isoproturon. Bearing in mind the minimum

differences observed in the effect of both films, we recommend the
use of LDPEbecause it is cheaper thanHDPE. The biexponential
equation describes adequately the dissipation of all herbicides in
the soil covered with HDPE. Therefore, the use of soil solariza-
tion mainly in some areas of southeast Spain receiving more than
3000 h of sunlight per year can be a sustainable and effective
alternative for pesticide-polluted soils.

LITERATURE CITED

(1) Katan, J. Physical and cultural methods for the management of soil-
borne pathogens. Crop Prot. 2000, 19, 725–731.

(2) Katan, J.; Greenberger, A.; Alon, H.; Grinstein, A. Solar heating by
polyethylenemulching for the control of diseases caused by soilborne
pathogens. Phytopathology 1976, 66, 683–688.

(3) Katan, J.; DeVay, J. E. Soil solarization: Historical perspectives,
principles and uses. In Soil Solarization; Katan, J., DeVay, J. E., Eds.;
CRC Press Inc.: Boca Raton, FL, 1991; pp 23-37.

(4) Chen, Y.; Gamliel, A.; Stapleton, J. J.; Aviad, T. Chemical, physical,
and microbial changes related to plant growth in disinfested soils. In
Soil Solarization; Katan, J., DeVay, E., Eds.; CRC Press: Boca Raton,
FL, 1991; pp 103-129.

(5) Stapleton, J. J. Soil solarization in various agricultural production
systems. Crop Prot. 2000, 19, 837–841.

(6) Katan, J. Soil solarization: Integrated control aspect. In Principles
and Practice of Managing Soilborne Plant Pathogens; Hall, R., Ed.;
APS Press: St. Paul, MN, 1998; pp 250-278.

(7) Katan, J.; Grinstein, M.; Greenberger, M.; Yarden, O.; DeVay, J. E.
The first decade (1976-1986) of soil solarization (solar heating): A
chronological bibliography. Phytoparasitica 1987, 15, 229–255.

(8) Gambliel, A.; Grinstein, A.; Beniches, M.; Katan, J.; Fritsch, J.;
Ducom, P. Permeability of plastic films to methyl bromide: A
comparative study. Pestic. Sci. 1998, 53, 141–148.

(9) Yates, S. R.; Gan, J.; Papiernik, S. K.; Dungan, R.; Wang, D.
Reducing fumigant emissions after soil application. Phytopathology
2002, 92, 1344–1348.

(10) Aharonson, N.; Katan, J. Pesticide behavior in solarized and
disinfested soils. In Soil Solarization; Katan, J., DeVay, E., Eds.;
CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, 1991; pp 131-138.

(11) Yarden, O.; Salomon, R.; Katan, J.; Aharonson, N. Involvement of
fungi and bacteria in enhanced and non enhanced biodegradation of
carbendazim and other benzimidazole compounds in soil. Can. J.
Microbiol. 1990, 36, 15–23.

(12) Gopal, M.; Mukherjee, D.; Prasad, N.; Yaduraju, T. Soil solariza-
tion: Technique for decontamination of an organophosphorus
pesticide from soil and nematode control. Bull. Environ. Contam.
Toxicol. 2000, 64, 40–46.

(13) Flores, P.; Lacasa, A.; Fernández, P.; Hellı́n, P.; Fenoll, J. Impact of
biofumigationwith solarization ondegradation of pesticides andheavy
metal accumulation. J. Environ. Sci. Health, Part B 2008, 43, 513–518.

(14) Alexander, M. Biodegradation and Bioremediation; Academic Press:
San Diego, 1994; p 302.

(15) Navarro, S.; Vela, N.; Navarro, G. Review. An overview on the
environmental behaviour of pesticide residues in soils. Span. J. Agric.
Res. 2007, 5, 357–375.

(16) Roberts, T. R.; Kearney, P. C. Environmental behaviour of agro-
chemicals; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, 1995; p 418.

(17) Gevao, B.; Semple, K. T.; Jones, K. C. Bound pesticide residues: A
review. Environ. Pollut. (Amsterdam, Neth.) 2000, 108, 3–14.

(18) Wauchope, R. D.; Yeh, S.; Linders, J. B.; Kloskowski, R.; Tanaka,
K.; Rubin, B.; Katayama, A.; Kordel, W.; Gerstl, Z.; Lane, M.;
Unsworth, J. B. Pesticide soil sorption parameters: Theory, measure-
ment, uses, limitations and reliability. Pest Sci. Manag. 2002, 58,
419–445.

(19) Katagi, T. Photodegradation of pesticides on plant and soil surfaces.
Rev. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 2004, 182, 1–189.

(20) Kearney, P. C.; Roberts, T. R. Pesticide remediation in soils and
water; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, 1998; p 398.

(21) Meylan, W.; Howard, P. H.; Boethling, R. S. Molecular Topology/
Fragment ContributionMethod for Predicting Soil Sorption Coeffi-
cients. Environ. Sci. Technol. 1992, 26, 1560–1567.



6382 J. Agric. Food Chem., Vol. 57, No. 14, 2009 Navarro et al.

(22) U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Estimation Programs Inter-
face Suite for Microsoft Windows, version 4.00; U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency: Washington, DC, 2009.

(23) Agriculture & Environment Research Unit (AERU) at the Univer-
sity of Hertfordshire. The Pesticide Properties DataBase, PPDB,
2009. http://www.herts.ac.uk/aeru/footprint.

(24) ISSS-ISRIC-FAO.World Reference Base for Soil Resources.World
Soil Resources Report 84. FAO UN, Rome, 1998; pp 88.

(25) Olsen, R. S.; Cole, V. C.; Watanabe, F. S.; Dean, L. A. Estimation of
available phosphorus in soil by extraction with sodium bicarbonate.
Circular; U.S. Department of Agriculture:Whasington, DC, 1954; p 939.

(26) Lindsay, W. L.; Norvell, W. A. Development of a DTPA soil test for
zinc, iron,manganese and copper.Soil Sci. Soc.Am. J. 1978, 42, 421–428.

(27) Yeomans, J. C.; Bremner, J. M. A rapid and precise method for
routine determination of organic carbon in soil. Commun. Soil Sci.
Plant Anal. 1989, 19, 1467–1475.

(28) Navarro, S.; Oliva, J.; Barba, A.; Garcı́a, C. Determination of
simazine, terbuthylazine, and their dealkylated chlorotriazine meta-
bolites in soil using sonication microextraction and gas chromatog-
raphy. J. AOAC Int. 2000, 83, 1239–1243.

(29) Zimdahl, R.; Cranmer, B. K.; Stroup, W. Use of empirical equations
to describe dissipation of metribuzin and pendimethalin. Weed Sci.
1994, 42, 241–248.

(30) Hoerl, A. E. Fitting curves to data. In Chemical business handbook;
Perry, J. H., Ed.; McGraw-Hill: New York, 1954; pp 55-57.

(31) Cumming, J. P.; Doyle, R. B.; Brown, P. H. Clomazone dissipation
in four Tasmanian topsoils. Weed Sci. 2002, 50, 405–409.

(32) Delgado-Moreno, L.; Peña, A. Organic amendments from olive cake
as a strategy to modify the degradation of sulfonylurea herbicides in
soil. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2007, 55, 6213–6218.

(33) Sit, V.; Poulin-Costello, M. Catalogue of curves for curve fitting.
Biometrics Information Handbook; British Columbia Ministry of
Forests: Victoria, BC, 1994; Vol. 4.

(34) Henriksen, T.; Svensmark, B.; Juhler, R. K. Degradation and
sorption of metribuzin and primary metabolites in a sandy soil.
J. Environ. Qual. 2004, 33, 619–627.

(35) Hamaker, J.W.; Goring, C. A. I. Turnover of pesticide residues in soil.
In Bound and conjugate pesticide residues; Kaufman, D. D., Still, G. C.,
Paulson,G.D., Bandal, S. K., Eds.; ACS SymposiumSeries 29, Chapter 17;
American Chemical Society: Washington, DC, 1975; pp 219-243.

(36) Boethling, R. S.; Lynch, D. G.; Jaworska, J. S.; Tunkel, J. L.; Thom,
G. C.; Webb, S. Using Biowin, Bayes, and batteries to predict ready
biodegradability. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 2004, 23, 911–920.

(37) Taylor, A. Post-application volatilization of pesticides under field
conditions. J. Air Pollut. Control Assoc. 1978, 28, 922–927.

(38) Voutsas, E.; Vavva, C.; Magoulas, K.; Tassios, D. Estimation of the
volatilization of organic compounds from soil surfaces.Chemosphere
2005, 58, 751–758.

(39) Martins, J. M.; Mermoud, A. Sorption and degradation of
four nitroaromatic herbicides in mono and multi-solute saturated/
unsaturated soil batch systems. J. Contam. Hydrol. 1998, 33,
187–210.

(40) Rogers, C. E. Permeation of gases and vapours in polymers. In
PolymerPermeability; Comyn, J., Ed.; Elsevier: London, 1985; pp 11-73.

(41) Papiernik, S. K.; Yates, S. R. Effect of environmentals conditions on
the permeability of high density polyethylene film to fumigant
vapors. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2002, 36, 1833–1838.

(42) Wang, D.; Yates, S. R.; Gan, J.; Jury, W. A. Temperature effect on
MeBr volatilization: Permeability of plastic cover films. J. Environ.
Qual. 1998, 26, 821–827.

(43) Al-Karaghlouli, A. A.; Al-Kayssi, A. W. Influence of soil moisture
content on soil solarization efficiency. Renewable Energy 2001, 24,
131–144.

(44) FOCUS (Forum for the Coordination of pesticide fate models and
their use). Soils persistence models and EU registration. The final
report of the work of the Soil Modelling WG of FOCUS, 29
February 1997, pp 1-77.

(45) Stapleton, J. J.; DeVay, J. E. Soil Solarization: A natural mechanism
of integrated pest management. In Novel Approaches to Integrated
Pest Management; Reuveni, R., Ed.; Lewis Publishers: Boca Raton, FL,
1995; pp 309-322.

(46) Roberts, T. R., Ed. Metabolic Pathways of Agrochemicals. Herbi-
cides and Plant Growth Regulators; Part One; Royal Society of
Chemistry: Cambridge, U.K., 1998; pp 849.

(47) Tomlin, C. D. S., Ed. The Pesticide Manual, 13th ed.; British Crop
Protection Council: Surrey, U.K., 2003; pp 1344.

(48) Alleto, L.; Coquet, Y.; Benoit, P.; Bergheaud, V. Effects of tem-
perature and water content on degradation of isoproturon in three
soil profiles. Chemosphere 2006, 64, 1053–1061.

(49) Printz, H.; Burauel, P.; Fuhr, F. Effect of organic amendment on
degradation and formation of bound residues of methabenzthiazur-
on in soil under constant climatic conditions. J. Environ. Sci. Health,
Part B 1995, 30, 435–456.

(50) Stapleton, J. J.; Quick, J.; DeVay, J. E. Soil solarization: Effects on
soil properties, crop fertilization and plant growth. Soil Biol.
Biochem. 1985, 17, 369–373.

Received April 2, 2009. Revised manuscript received June 5, 2009.

Accepted June 11, 2009.


