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� Biobed is a new technology in LA
which requires adaptation/evaluation
studies.

� This review brings the main results
obtained in LA studies until June
2019.

� Advances include the search for
alternative biomixture components.

� The role of bioaugmentation pro-
cesses and abiotic factors are
discussed.

� The use of ecotoxicological moni-
toring and chemical evaluations are
presented.
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a b s t r a c t

Land-use intensification with a high demand for pesticides is a consequence of human population in-
crease. Feasible alternatives for correct concentrated residues discharge are necessary to avoid soil and
water resources contamination. Biobeds are in situ bioreactors for treating pesticide residues, used by
several European and American countries due to its low cost and simple construction, whose efficiency
has been scientifically proved for over 20 years. This review presents the state of the art of biobeds in
Latin America (LA), identifying advances and future research needs. Factors affecting the efficiency of
biobeds are discussed, like ideal temperature, moisture, and microbial communities, followed by
methods for evaluating the bioreactor’s efficiency. It was necessary to adapt this technology to the cli-
matic and economic conditions of Latin-American countries, due to its European origins. Guatemala is
the LA country that uses biobeds as official technology. Brazil, Argentina, Costa Rica and Chile are ex-
amples of countries that are actively investigating new substrates and pursuing legal aspects for the
establishment of the biobeds. Robust scientific evidences may enable farmers start using this technology,
which is an environmentally safe system to protect water resources.
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1. Introduction

All processes involving pesticide use can offer some risks of
environmental contamination. The contamination process that
takes course during the pesticide application is called diffuse.
However, when this happens while filling the spraying equipment
or handling pesticide residues, it is called point-source contami-
nation. Inadequate practices generate residues that may cause
contamination of surface water, groundwater, soil and biota
(Brice~no et al., 2014; Rodríguez-Rodríguez et al., 2018). Through
good agricultural practices, the contamination can be reduced or
even avoided, and the biobed comprises one of those practices.

Biobeds are bioreactors developed for treating pesticide resi-
dues generated during agricultural activity, such as water from the
washing of spraying equipment or any residue from the preparation
of pesticide sprays (Castillo et al., 2008; Diez, 2010). The original
structure and biomixture of the biobed have being adapted ac-
cording to characteristics of soil, climate and organic materials
available in Latin America (LA), in order to ensure that it will be
affordable for all regions, as the efficiency of the biological treat-
ment is preserved. Some studies have been focused on structural
changes, e.g., to find an ideal depth, impermeabilization options
and to evaluate the need of a roof, due to the high rainfall in some
regions (Gebler et al., 2015; Lescano et al., 2018). The main
approach in LA has been to test alternative component materials of
the biomixture and evaluate bioaugmentation techniques with
fungal or bacterial strains, testing the ability of different species to
degrade pesticides. The maturation time and ideal substrate
moisture conditions are also important aspects studied (Rodriguez-
Rodriguez et al., 2018).

In this context, the objective of this paper was to analyse the
biobeds studies in Latin America, bringing the state of the art and
future perspectives for research and implementation of this system.
Most of the data was obtained from databases like “Scopus” and
“Google Scholar”. The keywords included: “biobed”, “lecho bio-
logico” and “biopurification system”, limiting the search results to
Latin American authors. This research includes all papers published
until June 2019. Other data sources were the official sites of biobeds
and research groups in this theme (Biobeds.ORG, 2019; Lechos
Biologicos, 2019). In addition, some questions were sent to
leaders of Latin American research groups on biobeds, asking about
their last scientific results and the actual state of the technology in
their respective countries (whether it is official, legal aspects
involved and acceptance by farmers).
2. Environmental contamination by pesticides

According to Fogg et al. (2003) point source contamination by
pesticides is environmentally more aggressive than non-punctual
contamination, although the second one results in major visual
impacts, since it occurs during crop spraying and generates a
pesticide fog beyond the crop area (Fogg et al., 2003). While point
source contamination by pesticides is concentrated, reaching levels
of grams or kilograms of products spilled over a few squaredmeters
(Carter, 2000), in non-punctual contamination this equivalent
volume is spread over several hectares of land.

Incorrect disposal of pesticides effluents can affect water re-
sources, compromising environmental and human health (Gebler
and Fialho, 2011). According to Fernandes Neto and Sarcinelli
(2009), drinking water can be an important source of human
exposure to pesticides, besides being toxic to living organisms and
causing bioaccumulation in the trophic web. Apparently, the risk is
common to all LA countries, as agriculture is one of the main socio-
economic activities. Thus, one of their biggest challenges is the
definition of appropriate legislation instruments, including alter-
natives for waste disposal.
3. The biobed system

Biobed is a technology developed in Sweden by Torstensson and
Castillo (1997). It was originally described as a trench in the soil
filled with the biomixture, which is a mixture of peat (25%), wheat
straw (50%) and agricultural soil (25%), and covered by grass. It was
designed to dispose pesticide residues, derived from contaminated
machinery washings and accidental spillages, in order to be
degraded by the microbiota developed in its substrate (Cooper
et al., 2016). Simultaneously, the adsorption of the pesticide resi-
dues takes course into the biobed’s substrate (or biomixture) par-
ticles, decreasing their chemical availability (Castillo et al., 2008).
Fig. 1 illustrates the field biobed systems that are currently under
study in Brazil.

Diez et al. (2013c) state that in Chile each biobed can be used for
up to 4e5 years. That periodwill be lower depending on the climate
features of each country, and it can be tracked by the changes in the



Fig. 1. Biobeds installed in Brazil. A) A full size bioreactor, designed to pass the farm
sprayer over it. B) Small reactors used for experimental purposes or disposing small
amounts of pesticide waste.
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substrate’s depth. A biobed system that received carbofuran ap-
plications continuously during a year, in Costa Rica, revealed a
decreased efficiency after sixmonths of use, suggesting that climate
conditions in the tropics might result in biobeds of shorter shelf-
lives if compared to their operation in temperate regions (Castro-
Guti�errez et al., 2017). These results indicate the importance of
evaluating the limiting shelf life in each country, before applying
the biobed technology as an environmentally safe system on the
field.

The right moment to replace the entire biobed’s substrate is
when it reaches 1/3 of the initial depth (Diez et al., 2013c). At this
moment, the aged biomixture must be submitted to a composting
process (Torstensson, 2000), which has to be carried out according
to legal standards defined by each country or region. The required
composting time depends on the country weather. Diez et al.
(2013c) state that in Chile, six months would be necessary for
composting. This period could be shorter for the LA countries
where weather is warmer. After composting, the biomixture can be
discarded on the land through landfarming techniques. Masin et al.
(2018) state that another option is to submit the aged biomixture to
vermicomposting, which consists in using earthworms to convert
organic matter into a humus-like matter.
4. Overview of the system and background in Latin America

Several studies from the United States and European Union (EU)
countries in biobeds, in testing phase or under official use, reported
an effective degradation of several pesticide residues. The system
has being used to prevent point-source environmental contami-
nation, specially of water bodies (Torstensson and Castillo, 1997;
Cooper et al., 2016; Diez et al., 2017). The United Kingdom, Sweden
(country of origin of the biobed technology, with more than 1500
units installed), France, Belgium, Guatemala, Spain and Poland are
among the countries that officially use this technology
(Biobeds.ORG, 2019).

The EU countries that officially adopted the biobed systemmust
attend the legislative acts that limit the presence of pesticides in
drinking water since 1980 (Carter, 2000), such as the first Drinking
Water Directive no. 80/778/EEC, revised by Directives 98/83/EC and
2015/1787. In 2008, the Environmental Quality Standards Directive
(Directive nº 2008/105/EC) established limiting concentrations for
33 priority substances and eight other pollutants in surfacewater in
the EU (European Commission, 2016).

In LA, scientific studies on biobeds are focused on Chile (Diez
et al., 2013c; Brice~no et al., 2017), Costa Rica (Castro-Gutierrez
et al., 2018), Brazil (Gebler, 2015), Argentina (Lescano et al., 2018),
Mexico (Gongora-Echeverría et al., 2018) and Uruguay (Rivero et al.,
2016). These studies report substantial levels of pesticide degra-
dation for many compounds. In order to share information and the
latest results from their studies, LA groups periodically organize
workshops, which take place every 3 years in a different country.

The first scientific paper on biobeds in LAwas published by Diez
(2010), from the University of La Frontera, Chile. It involved a
literature review about environmental contamination by the use of
pesticides, alternatives for its biological treatment and the micro-
biota involved in this process, presenting the biobed system and its
purposes of use.

Diez and other authors are part of the research group named
“Lechos Biol�ogicos.CL” from University of La Frontera, which has
records of studying biobed systems since 2008, being considered
pioneers in LA. This group published the first guideline for the
Construction and Operation of Biobeds in Spanish (Diez et al.,
2013c), where detailed instructions are provided to farmers from
La Araucanía region, in Chile, in order to manage pesticide residues
using biobeds. Advances in treatment of pesticide residues in Chile
are discussed by Brice~no et al. (2014), confirming that this country
was the pioneer of biobeds technology in LA, installing bioreactors
in real scale. Their lines of work involve evaluating new organic
materials for the biomixture (Diez et al., 2013a), including the co-
application of terpenes for degradation enhancement (Tortella
et al., 2013b), bioaugmentation strategies and the benefits of the
rhizosphere environment (Campos et al., 2017; Diez et al., 2017).

In Costa Rica, there is a research group on biobeds as part of the
Centre for Research in Environmental Contamination, at the Uni-
versity of Costa Rica. This group presented their first paper as a
literature review on the role of white-rot fungi in the treatment of
pesticides contaminated water, within biobed systems (Rodríguez-
Rodríguez et al., 2013). In addition, the group has been working on
defining new substrate composition for the biomixture, evaluating
their efficiency through monitoring ecotoxicity along the process
(Chin-Pampillo et al., 2016), and evaluating the effect of co-disposal
of antibiotics from agricultural use, in association with a pesticide
mixture (Jim�enez-Gamboa et al., 2018). Additional studies have
involved the removal of highly recalcitrant products (Rodríguez-
Castillo et al., 2018) and complex pesticide mixtures (Masís-Mora
et al., 2019). This group published a chapter in a Springer Pro-
tocols book that proposes methods to evaluate pesticide toxicity
and biodegradation (Rodríguez-Rodríguez et al., 2018), including
ecotoxicity tests as well as chemical and mineralization analysis for
monitoring the biomixture efficiency throughout the maturation
process.

Brazil was responsible for the first studies in LA proposing
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ecotoxicity tests associated to chemical analysis to evaluate the
efficiency of the biobed system in comparison to soil disposal,
performed by Gebler et al. (2015) and Carniel (2015). This team is
composed by Brazilian Agricultural Research Company, Federal
University of Santa Maria, and Santa Catarina State University. Soil
invertebrates were used to monitoring the decrease of ecotoxicity
of mancozeb and chlorpyriphos in biobeds, where the biomixture
was more efficient in ecotoxicity reduction than Brazilian Oxisol
and Utisol. Furthermore, the tests indicated risk to soil fauna when
pesticide effluents were discarded in soil (Carniel, 2015). Most
recently, the advances in using gas chromatography to determine
dithiocarbamates in biobeds were presented by Vareli et al. (2018).
Gebler (2015) also produced the first guideline in Portuguese,
regarding the use of biobeds to provide correct disposal for pesti-
cide residues from the culture management of temperate fruits in
Brazil. Currently, newpartnerships were included to expand Biobed
research groups in Brazil, such as the inclusion of the Federal
University of Santa Catarina, Campus of Curitibanos, resulting in the
proposal of local materials for the biomixture.

In Uruguay, Rivero et al. (2016) developed analytical approaches
to evaluate the use of biobed in treating a highly recalcitrant
organochlorine pesticide. New substrates with local materials were
proposed in Mexico by G�ongora-Echeverría et al. (2018) and
Argentina by Lescano et al. (2018). As reported by a researcher from
the Nacional University of the Litoral (Argentina), the regulation for
constructing and operating biobeds in Argentina is under devel-
opment, as a partnership with the Soil Commission of the Argen-
tine Institute for Standardization and Certification. Studies from
Argentina also show results related to bioaugmentation techniques
(Saez et al., 2018) and ecotoxicity tests (Masin et al., 2018).

Different from the other LA countries, in Guatemala the use of
biobeds was not originated from academic research, but through
AGREQUIMA, an associated group from pesticide industries in this
country. In this case, AGREQUIMA acts on developing training
courses and indicating new technologies for the farmers in
Guatemala, in order to assure the responsible handling of pesticides
to avoid environmental contamination. Due to that agroindustrial
demand, Guatemalawas the first LA country to adopt this system as
an official technology for pesticide wastewater disposal. Nowadays,
the technology adapted by AGREQUIMA has been applied to a large
scale over the country, under the name of Biodep, having over 3000
units implemented (Agrequima, 2019).

5. Research issues on biobeds in LA countries

The biobed efficiency depends on the bioreactor’s intrinsic
components, such as the organic materials source, the role of
microbiota and grasses in the substrate, besides abiotic factors like
moisture and temperature. Recent studies in LA have focused on
these aspects, and are presented below.

5.1. Organic materials for the substrate

One of the main issues on biobeds research is to propose
alternative substrates for the biomixture, so that farmers can use
readily-available materials from their own countries, to keep this
technology as a cost-effective system. As the original technology
was developed in Sweden, the biomixture was proposed as a
mixture of two parts of wheat straw, one part of peat and one part
of soil (Castillo et al., 2008). However, peat is an expensive material
in LA, while wheat straw is not available on a large scale for some
regions.

Straw is the lignocellulosic substrate that supplies the initial
energy for the fungi community, stimulating the production of
extracellular ligninolytic enzymes. In addition, it acts as physical
support for the establishment of these communities (Urrutia et al.,
2013; Tortella et al., 2013c). After the maturation time, where the
establishment of the microbial community takes place, biobed is
ready to receive the pesticide residues.

The agricultural soil used in the biomixture provides the
microbiota in charge of pesticide degradation. This natural micro-
biota is already adapted to pesticides exposure, when primed-soil is
employed (G�ongora-Echeverría et al., 2018; Rodríguez-Rodríguez
et al., 2018). Regarding alternative materials to replace the use of
wheat straw, Saez et al. (2018) tested sugarcane bagasse, with
positive results for lindane degradation. Diez et al. (2013a) tested
barley husk and pine wood sawdust at different proportions to
promote the degradation of a six pesticides mixture. The highest
degradation rate occurred in the biomixture composed of barley
husk and wheat straw.

Peat is a porous humic compound which provides high sorption
capacity, acting both in the physical treatment of the residues as
well as retaining the humidity of the biomixture, due to the great
number of micropores (Diez et al., 2013a; Urutia et al., 2015). The
replacement of peat by other materials has been a complex process
due to the specificity of its physical characteristics. Diez et al.
(2013b) carried out several experiments using biochar produced
from the pyrolysis of Pinus radiata wood mixed with peat in
different proportions. Results showed that biochar could be a
promising substitute for the Chilean region, being efficient to pro-
mote the degradation of atrazine, carbendazim, chlorpyrifos, and
other pesticides after 40 days, however, degradation occurred in
lower rates than in the peat-based system.

In Costa Rica, researchers are testing biobeds with a modified
biomixture whose degradation efficiency was evaluated through
chemical analysis and ecotoxicity tests, for chlorpyrifos, carbofuran,
imidacloprid, thiamethoxam and other pesticides. That biomixture
was composed of coconut fiber, composted vegetal residues and
soil (Chin-Pampillo et al., 2016; Rodríguez-Castillo et al., 2018). In
Mexico, G�ongora-Echeverría et al. (2018) evaluated sisal pulp,
composted vegetal residue, corn husk and seaweed. These organic
materials were mixed with the agricultural soil in different pro-
portions, replacing peat and wheat straw. Degradation for a pesti-
cide mixture (atrazine, carbofuran, diazinon, glyphosate and 2,4-D)
was over 90%. The most efficient substrates had corn husk in their
composition.

Urrutia et al. (2013) evaluated the use of barley husk, wood
sawdust and oat husk as total or partial substitutes for wheat straw
(50% of the lignocellulose source). The best efficiency was observed
for oat husk. In Argentina, Lescano et al. (2018) evaluated
laboratory-scale biobeds for glyphosate degradationwith amixture
of alfalfa straw, wheat stubble and river sludge, all mixed with a
percentage of agricultural soil. The biobed composed by soil and
wheat stubble achieved a degradation level of 99% after 63 days.
Table 1 summarizes alternative biomixture compositions to be used
in biobed systems, successfully evaluated in LA.

5.2. Influence of abiotic factors

Other factors that influence on the efficiency of biodegradation
are the maturation time, moisture and temperature. Fern�andez-
Alberti et al. (2012) evaluated chlorpyrifos degradation and its
metabolite TCP (3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyrinidol) in a traditional biobed
with different maturation periods (0, 15 and 30 days), and different
moisture levels (40, 60 and 80% of the water holding capacity). The
highest levels of degradation were achieved after 15 days and 30
days of maturation, using 60% of water holding capacity.

Maturation time before the first pesticide application may
ensure the degradation efficiency, although this subject lacks
enough studies (Tortella et al., 2012). Over this period, moisture



Table 1
Summary of alternative substrates, with different composition and material proportions, evaluated for biobeds in LA.

Biomixture Composition Reference

Coconut fiber (45%), composted vegetal residue (13%), soil (42%) Chin-Pampillo et al. (2016)
Rice husk (30%), composted vegetal residue (43%), soil (27%) Ruiz-Hidalgo et al. (2016a)
Sugarcane bagasse (50%), peat (25%), soil (25%) Saez et al. (2018)
Oat husk (50%), peat (25%), soil (25%) Urrutia et al. (2013)
Barley husk (25%), wheat straw (25%), peat (25%), soil (25%) Urrutia et al. (2013)
Pine sawdust (25%), wheat straw (25%), peat (25%), soil (25%) Urrutia et al. (2013)
Wheat straw (50%), biochar (25%), soil (25%) Diez et al. (2013b)
Wheat straw (45%), pine leaves (5%), peat (25%), soil (25%) Tortella et al. (2013b)
Wheat straw (45%), eucalypt leaves (5%), peat (25%), soil (25%) Tortella et al. (2013b)
Wheat straw (45%), orange peels (5%), peat (25%), soil (25%) Tortella et al. (2013b)
Soil (50%), sisal pulp (12,5%), composted vegetal residue (12,5%), corn husk (12,5%), seaweed (12,5%) G�ongora-Echeverría et al. (2018)
Wheat stubble (50%); soil (50%) Lescano et al. (2018)
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conditions in the biomixture are adjusted to provide the microbial
community establishment. Tortella et al. (2012) evaluated a tradi-
tional biobed at different maturity stages (0, 15 and 30 days) on the
degradation of chlorpyrifos at increasing concentrations. Results
showed similar and efficient degradation over the three evaluated
periods, and its efficiency decrease only happened due to the
increasing concentrations of the pesticide.

Atrazine, a highly toxic herbicide, had its degradation evaluated
in association with artificial terpenes, which are volatile organic
compounds, in order to improve degradation rates. Degradation
reached values higher than 70% in the original biomixture (Tortella
et al., 2013a). Once the efficiency increased by addition of alpha-
pinene, eucalyptol, and limonene terpenes, Tortella et al. (2013b)
evaluated common organic residues rich in terpenes, including
pine leaves, orange peels, and eucalyptus leaves. Degradation rates
were similar or higher than the control (80%) in all mixtures.

The effects of oxytetracycline, kasugamycin and gentamicin,
antibiotics of agricultural use, were assayed on the biobeds per-
formance during the removal of a range of insecticides, fungicides
and herbicides mixtures. Overall, results suggested that the anti-
biotics application did not affect the biobeds performance sub-
stantially, although there was some increase in phytotoxicity
responses due to the oxytetracycline effect (Huete-Soto et al., 2017).
Castillo-Gonz�alez et al. (2017) highlight that the antibiotics influ-
ence on degradation rates depends on the type of pesticide and on
the microbial consortium present in the substrate.

Gebler et al. (2015) adapted a biobed structure to southern
Brazil, conducting tests in PVC column reactors to identify the ideal
depth for biobeds in this region. Chlorpyrifos and glyphosinate
were applied separately and mixed together as models. Results
suggested an ideal depth between 0.80 m up to 1 m, to guarantee
optimal temperature and moisture. The authors stated that Bra-
zilian biobeds must have a translucent cover, to prevent flooding
from the intense rainfalls in this region.
5.3. Rhizosphere influence

Grass cover in the biobed has an important role on contami-
nants dissipation and in promoting microbial activities in the
plant’s rhizosphere environment. Urrutia et al. (2015) set up con-
tainers with a biomixture of peat, soil and oat husk in the labora-
tory, with and without grass cover, for the treatment of a mixture of
atrazine, chlorpyrifos and isoproturon. After the increase of fungal
biomass activity, it was noticed that the most efficient dissipation
occurred due to the grass rhizosphere. Diez et al. (2017) obtained
the same result, assessing atrazine, chlorpyrifos and iprodione
dissipation, with increased degradation over the initial 30 cm of the
substrate, reaching levels higher than 95% of degradation.

Campos et al. (2017) verified the influence of two strategies for
biobeds optimization, the presence or absence of the rhizosphere
and a bioaugmentation technique with Arthrobacter bacteria. The
association of the two factors (presence of the grass rhizosphere
and bioaugmentation) optimized the treatment of iprodione.
5.4. Microbial communities and bioaugmentation

When the biobed structure and composition is already evalu-
ated for a specific country, bioaugmentation by fungi or bacteria
can be a way to increase the biodegradation process, through the
inoculation of microorganisms whose capacity to degrade pesti-
cides is already known. Also, the technique may represent a way to
improve degradation levels of highly recalcitrant pesticides, such as
triazoles and neonicotinoids (Lizano-Fallas et al., 2017; Masís-Mora
et al., 2019).

Tortella et al. (2013a) suggest that the microbial community in a
biobed is negatively affected immediately after the addition of the
pesticide, and it recovers after a process of adaptation. Saez et al.
(2018) evaluated lindane degradation in a biobed inoculated with
the fungus Trametes versicolor and with the bacteria Streptomyces
sp., which are not antagonists. Degradation was monitored along
the contamination and recontamination processes, where the rate
of degradation decreased, but still reached a good level at the end of
66 days, due to the bioaugmentation techniques. Brice~no et al.
(2017) carried out tests with the same bacteria and concluded
that the inoculum promoted an increase in the degradation rate for
a mixture of chlorpyrifos and diazinon.

In Costa Rica, Rodríguez-Rodríguez et al. (2017) studied bio-
augmentation with the ligninolytic fungus T. versicolor in a biobed
composed of rice husk, composted vegetal residue and soil. In
general, results showed that bioaugmentation did not increase
degradation rates, but reduced the transformation products on the
first stages of three carbamates treatment. Castro-Guti�errez et al.
(2016) identified a bacterial consortium (genus Cupriavidus, Ach-
romobacter and Pseudomonas) that was able to degrade carbofuran,
stating thatmicrobial consortia could be better than isolated strains
for bioremediation of recalcitrant compounds. Such bacterial con-
sortium was applied and evaluated in a bioaugmentation process
(Castro-Guti�errez et al., 2018). In this case, there were no differ-
ences arising from the technique and the most influencing factor
over microbial population shifts was the biomixture aging.

T. versicolor grown on rice husk was also tested on carbofuran
degradation. It was possible to evaluate the bioaugmentation
technique in a biobed composed of rice husk (pre-colonized by the
fungi), compost and soil, and other biobed composed of rice rusk,
peat and soil. Bioaugmentation only improved the removal of car-
bofuran in the peat-based biomixture (Madrigal-Zú~niga et al.,
2016). Diez et al. (2016) evaluated the effect of inoculating in a
biobed three white-rot fungi species (Inonotus sp., Stereum
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hirsutum and T. versicolor) immobilized in a pelletized support.
Stereum hirsutum showed higher atrazine degradation results, after
60 days of incubation.

Tortella et al. (2010) performed the biostimulation technique by
adding the NPK inorganic fertilizer (nitrogen, phosphorus, potas-
sium) in different doses, in order to evaluate chlorpyrifos degra-
dation. Results indicated that the dose that increased chlorpyrifos
degradation rate was up to 0.5% of NPK for the first treatment days.
Other doses modified the bacterial communities, showing less
efficient results.

5.5. Degradation efficiency assessment

5.5.1. Chemical analysis
Chemical analysis is the approach that is commonly used to

monitor pesticide degradation in biobeds. For this purpose,
chemical methods of extraction and quantification of pesticides
have been adapted, as biobeds substrates are complexmatrices that
cannot be analysed by the conventional methods developed for soil
or water alone.

Rivero et al. (2016) evaluated a series of different analytical
methods to determine chlorpyrifos, its main metabolites, and
endosulfan in a laboratory scale biobed composed of bran, peat and
soil, that was inoculated with the fungus Abortiporus biennis
mycelium. The ultrasound-assisted extraction with ethyl acetate
was considered as the best methodology, which achieved re-
coveries between 80% and 110% of the actual remaining pesticides
in the sample, after 27 days of degradation. In Brazil, Vareli et al.
(2018) reported an analytical method to determine mancozeb
(dithiocarbamate) residues using gas chromatography-tandem
mass spectrometry (GC-MS). This method reached recoveries be-
tween 89% and 96%.

Chilean researchers used High Performance Liquid Chromatog-
raphy (HPLC) after extraction with acidified acetone, followed by a
diode array detector, to evaluate residual concentrations of chlor-
pyrifos, atrazine, carbendanzim and diazinon in biobeds
(Fern�andez-Alberti et al., 2012; Diez et al., 2013b; Brice~no et al.,
2017). In Costa Rica pesticide removal quantification has been
done by ultra-high performance liquid chromatography coupled to
a triple quadrupole mass spectrometer (LC-MS/MS), to evaluate
carbofuran (Chin-Pampillo et al., 2015), carbofuran and oxytetra-
cycline (Jim�enez-Gamboa et al., 2018), chlorpyrifos co-applied with
antibiotics (Castillo-Gonz�alez et al., 2017), oxytetracycline and
herbicides (Cambronero-Heinrichs et al., 2018), among others.

Rodríguez-Castillo et al. (2018) used LC-MS/MS to measure the
removal of imidacloprid and thiamethoxam in biobeds and soil. At
the end of 228 days of treatment, removal rates identified by the
LC-MS/MS were low. These results bring out the problem of high
persistence of neonicotinoids in the substrate proposed by the
authors, who suggested that additional methods must be evaluated
in order to optimize neonicotinoids degradation.

Mineralization studies using radiolabeled compounds and
liquid scintillation approaches, have being performed in Costa Rica
to determine complete oxidation of pesticides, as described by
Ruiz-Hidalgo et al. (2014) on evaluating carbofuran mineralization.
Castillo-Gonz�alez et al. (2017) used this method for chlorpyrifos,
Chin-Pampillo et al. (2016) during carbofuran and chlorpyrifos co-
application, and Rodríguez-Castillo et al. (2018) used thismethod to
evaluate imidacloprid mineralization, with mineralization half-
lives for this highly recalcitrant product ranging from 3466 days
in the biomixture to 8667 days in soil.

Gebler et al. (2015) used the fluorescein diacetate hydrolysis
method (FDA) to evaluate the microbial activity of a traditional
biobed contaminated by chlorpyrifos and ammonium - glufosinate,
with some success in identifying contaminant decomposition
trends. Tortella et al. (2013b), in Chile, also used the FDA method to
monitor the hydrolytic activity of a traditional biomixture that was
amended with the terpenes alpha-pinene, eucalyptol, and limo-
nene, individually and as mixtures, to evaluate atrazine biodegra-
dation. The FDA hydrolysis presented similar results to the obtained
for the phenoloxidase activity, which was also evaluated in the
experiment. Both activities suffered temporarily stimulation by the
terpenes, indicating the enhancement effect on atrazine degrada-
tion. In Tortella et al. (2013a), enzymatic activity analysis was
applied in order to evaluate atrazine impact on the microbial
communities from a biobed. Phenoloxidase activity, acid and
alkaline phosphatase activities, and dehydrogenase activity (DHA)
showed that atrazine may inhibit or stimulate their patterns, but
negative effects only happened initially, showing a recovery after
some time of pesticide application.

5.5.2. Ecotoxicological assessment
Pesticides may exert negative effects on non-target organisms.

Some sensitive species are used in ecotoxicity tests, according to
well stablished methodologies, due to their high sensitivity to
pollutants and changes in their environment. That sensitivity al-
lows to estimate detoxification, from the response of these organ-
isms to the contact with the substrate from a contaminated biobed.
Therefore, ecotoxicity tests combined to chemical analysis results
allow to evaluate the environmental safety of contaminated and
aged substrates (Masin et al., 2018; Rodríguez-Rodríguez et al.,
2018).

In Costa Rica Huete-Soto et al. (2017) performed ecotoxicity
tests with the microcrustacean Daphnia magna and Lactuca sativa
seed germination tests in elutriates from a biobed composed of
coconut fiber, composted plant material and soil. The 115-day
degradation of two groups of pesticides (herbicides/insecticides/
fungicides, or insecticides/fungicides) and oxytetracycline was
evaluated. Chemical analyses showed that the herbicides removal
levels were higher, and there was no meaningful removal towards
neonicotinoid insecticides and triazole fungicides. The biomixtures
remained toxic for D. magna in all cases, with a significant decay
only in the phytotoxicity (L. sativa), which relates to a higher her-
bicide removal. Also, Lizano-Fallas et al. (2017) performed the same
tests to evaluate the degradation of a mixture composed of chlor-
pyrifos and three herbicides from the triazine group. For this case,
ecotoxicity to D. magna reduced rapidly over 60 days of treatment,
and no significant decrease was observed for L. sativa phytotoxicity,
despite consistent herbicide elimination levels according to
chemical analysis.

In Brazil, Carniel (2015) conducted chronic (reproduction) tests
with collembolans (Folsomia candida), earthworms (Eisenia andrei)
and enchytraeid (Enchytraeus crypticus), in order to determine the
efficiency of a field-scale biobed (360 L capacity in plastic boxes),
comparing the conventional biomixture with two subtropical soils
(Utisol and Oxisol) for pesticide degradation. For that, the sub-
strates received a mixture of mancozeb and chlorpyrifos, through a
sequence of applications. All treatments presented ecotoxicity at 90
and 270 d after residues disposal, and both the biomixture and the
Utisol showed detoxification after 420 d. However, in Oxisol, 420 d
were not sufficient to eliminate ecotoxicity, especially to
collembolans.

The worst-case scenario of an accidental spillage was also
evaluated by Carniel (2015), discarding a single dose (1 L) of a
chlorpyrifos based insecticide in the biobed. The same test organ-
isms were used in chronic tests. Significant negative effects on
earthworms and enchytraeids reproduction were observed until
270 d, but no longer observed after 420 d of aging. Collembolans
were the most sensitive organisms at this case too, as negative
effects were observed 420 d after contamination. The author
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indicated the potential of reproduction tests with collembolans to
be used for monitoring biobed’s efficiency.

In Gebler et al. (2015), the use of earthworms to evaluate
glufosinate-ammonium and chlorpyrifos detoxification during
several applications in a traditional biomixture, showed high
mortality and avoidance rates during the initial applications. Over
time and after more pesticide applications, the behavioural
response changed, indicating a preference for the contaminated
biomixture. Detoxification rates of mancozeb and chlorpyrifos were
also evaluated, using Eisenia fetida, E. crypticus and F. candida
reproduction tests. Collembolans showed the most severe ecotox-
icity effects, which decreased after 2 months of the last application.

As the sensitivity of the test organisms depends on the pesti-
cides involved, data concerning pesticides and ecotoxicological
parameters for the test species, can help to determine the most
suitable species for biomonitoring purpose. Table 2 summarizes the
main ecotoxicity studies involving biobeds in LA.
6. Challenges for biobeds implementation in LA

Considering that Guatemala is the only LA country where bio-
bed is already applied as an official technology all over the country,
there is a discussion about the moment that other countries in the
region could reach this point. The main difference between those
two cases was brought up earlier in this review. In Guatemala there
was a private initiative focused on exporting products, associated
with the pesticide industry, to train the farmers and apply their
biobed system (Biodep) officially on the field (Agrequima, 2019). In
other countries the main initiatives to study biobed come from
public institutions such as universities and governmental research
institutes. Those studies have considerable advances in biobed’s
topics that would allow this technology to be installed on the field.
However, it is still necessary, in all cases, to make it an official
technology.

Guatemala has defined not only the set of laws that state the use,
management and disposal of pesticide residues, but also provided
official guidance for the correct disposal of residues. Information
was obtained from research teams or through agents from
governmental and international institutions from Argentina, Brazil,
Chile, Costa Rica, Honduras, Paraguay, and Uruguay. With the
exception of Argentina, which does not have specific pesticide use
legislation, and Chile, which does not have specific pesticide waste
Table 2
Test species, endpoints and pesticides in ecotoxicity studies in LA involving biobeds.

Bioindicator Endpoint Pesticide(s)

Daphnia magna/ Lactuca sativa Immobilization (acute test)/Seed
germination

Several Mixtur
carbendazim,

D. magna/L. sativa Immobilization (acute test)/Seed
germination

Mixture: atraz

D. magna Immobilization (acute test) Mixture: aldic

D. magna Immobilization (acute test) Mixture: meta
tebuconazole,

D. magna Immobilization (acute test) Mixture: carbo

D.magna/Oreochromis aureus Semi-static reproduction (chronic
test)/Physiological alterations

Carbofuran

Eisenia fetida Survival (acute test) and Reproduction
(chronic test)

Glyphosate

Folsomiacandida/Enchytraeus
crypticus/E. fetida/L. sativa

Reproduction (chronic test)/
Avoidance test/Seed germination

Mixtures: gluf
chlorpyrifos

F. candida/E. crypticus/Eisenia
andrei

Reproduction (chronic test) Mixture: manc
disposal legislation, all the other countries have pesticide-related
legislation. However, one of the major findings is that none of
them has official guidance, suggestion or clarification on how to
properly dispose of pesticide residues, with the exception of pes-
ticides that may be classified as Hazardous Organic Products (POPs)
such as organochlorines.

Moreover, as in Guatemala, where the private initiative was
responsible for the introduction and legal standardization of bio-
beds, only Argentina and Paraguay declared the interest from in-
dustry and other sectors in the subject, with advances towards
methodological standardization or regularization by the govern-
ment. The other countries consulted found no sign of explicit
support from the private sector for introducing the system as a
solution to the pesticide residues pollution problem.

Nevertheless, in all countries there are different levels of
movement from their governments, demonstrating an interest in
the use of pesticide waste disposal systems, including the Biobed
system. The approach is mainly through Good Agricultural Practice
(GAP) programs, or through technical manuals from government
research companies, such as in Brazil (Gebler, 2015, 2017), Chile
(Diez et al., 2013c), Costa Rica (MAG, 2019) and Uruguay (Digegra,
2014). These documents and all the studies carried out by the
research groups aim to make the biobed technology cost-effective
and, overall, applicable according to their countries’ legislation.
With that, the biobed application would support all the re-
quirements of environmental inspection in complying with legal
demands and, at the same time, guarantees technical and legal
security to the rural producers.

GAP programs are tools for risk management developed spe-
cifically for each farm, with its application being monitored by
surveillance authorities (IICA, 2017). Their application is focused on
environmental protection, besides worker, animal and food safety.
It involves every production stages, the use of pesticides, harvest-
ing, product transportation and residue management (Gebler,
2015; IICA, 2017). In this respect, biobeds have been included in
GAP programs in Costa Rica, with a user manual aimed at farmers
from a specific region (CICA, 2015). Similarly, the research groups in
Chile and Brazil published user’s guides for constructing and
operating biobeds (Diez et al., 2013c; Gebler, 2017). Such input is
necessary to spread the used of biobeds, not only in LA, but
worldwide.
Reference

es:atrazine, amethrin, linuron, imidacloprid, thiamethoxam,
metalaxyl, tebuconazole, triadimenol

Huete-Soto et al.
(2017)

ine, terbuthylazine, terbutryn, chlorpyrifos Lizano-Fallas et al.
(2017)

arb, carbofuran, methiocarb, methomyl Rodríguez-
Rodríguez et al.
(2017)

laxil, epoxiconazole, fenbuconazole, carbendanzin,
triadimenol, edifenphos

Murillo-Zamora
et al. (2017)

furan and chlorpyrifos Chin-Pampillo et al.
(2016)
Ruiz-Hidalgo et al.
(2016b)
Masin et al. (2018)

osinate-ammonium and chlorpyrifos/mancozeb and Gebler et al. (2015)

ozeb and chlorpyrifos Carniel (2015)
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7. Future perspectives

It is noticed that one of the main technical issues that guaran-
tees an efficient application of the biobed technology in LA is the
assessment of new substrates. Considering the positive results of
some experiments presented in this paper, the original substrates
(wheat straw and peat) can be substituted by equivalent materials
that are different according to each country, but are considered to
be as efficient as the original ones. It is important that, prior to the
actual application of this technology by the farmer, these new local
substrates have their efficiency evaluated in the laboratory, on a
pilot scale, and also on the field, being exposed to natural variations
from the weather.

While evaluating new organic compounds, it should also be
considered the high persistence of some neonicotinoids, triazoles,
and organochlorine compounds. The development of complexes
biomixtures, pre or post-treatment of residues, and strategies that
are able to improve degradation levels of these pesticides need
more studies. This is an important gap pointed by authors, in
regards to the efficiency of new-studied biomixtures (Masís-Mora
et al., 2019; Huete-Soto et al., 2017; Rivero et al., 2016).

Structural design adaptations should be considered to ensure
the bioreactor’s efficiency in different climatic regions of each
country, avoiding soil and groundwater contamination. Studies
involving the biobed shelf life and necessary time for efficient
degradation of every pesticide molecule, especially highly recalci-
trant ones, are important considering each biobed model. Equally
necessary are the assessments of the minimum degradation time
that guarantees environmental protectionwhen the old substrate is
removed and disposed on a composting or vermicomposting sys-
tem. Considering the current practices of pesticide wastes disposal
in agricultural LA areas, the biobed system can be considered as an
instrument for the water bodies protection (surface and ground-
water) within each river basis, as used in England (Fogg et al., 2003;
Fogg et al., 2004).

Taking into account the efficiency of this system on degrading
several pesticide residues, it is recommended additional Latin-
American studies involving the use of biobeds for the treatment
of agroindustrial effluents, as it was proposed in Greece, where the
biobed system was evaluated in optimizing the depuration of the
pesticide-contaminated wastewaters from the fruit-packaging in-
dustry (Karas et al., 2015; Karas et al., 2016). First, the authors
proved that modified biobeds generated higher pesticide dissipa-
tion capacities than the industrial treatment methods based on
anaerobic and aerobic sewage sludge. After that, a biobed system
associated to bioaugmentation strategies was proved to optimize
the depuration of the pesticide-contaminatedwastewaters. Further
research should also focus on the evaluation of biobeds during
pesticide application cycles for specific crops, to determine the
pesticide volume they can receive during a crop cycle.

Research has advanced and made available technical informa-
tion about the Biobed System. It showed that the system is safer
than the solutions used for the final disposal of pesticides currently
applied in LA, which are generally the simple disposal in soil of
rural properties. It is necessary to involve the public and private
institutions (industry, commerce, farmers and environmental
agencies), in order to discuss and promote the biobed official
implementation for legal and environmental safety purposes, such
as in European countries where this technology is usually recog-
nized and adopted. Because biobed is a simplified and low-cost
system, it would represent a quick and concrete solution to the
problems of inadequate handling and disposal of pesticide residues
that are currently causing punctual pesticide contamination in LA.
Acknowledgments

This study was financed in part by the Coordenaç~ao de Aper-
feiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior (CAPES) - Brazil - Finance
Code 001.

The authors thank the research teams and governmental/in-
ternational institution agents that contributed to this review: Maia
Raquel Lescano (INTEC - UNL-CONICET - Argentina); Maria Cristina
Diez Jerez (Universidad de La Frontera e Chile); Veronica Cesio
(Universidad de la Republica e Uruguay); Maria Pia Cerdeiras
(Universidad de la Republicae Uruguay); Alejandra Diaz (IICA head
office/Costa Rica); Sacha Trelles (IICA/Costa Rica); Silvia Weyer
(Ministry of Agriculture/SENAVE e Paraguay); Lourdes Medina
(IICA/Honduras); Cristina Zalazar (INTEC - UNL-CONICET e

Argentina).
References

Agrequima, 2019. Presentaciones biodep. Available on. https://agrequima.com.gt/
site/presentaciones-biodep/#. Access: March/2019.

Biobeds.ORG, 2019. The international biobed site. Available on. https://bricksite.
com/biobed. Access: May/2019.

Brice~no, G., Tortella, G., Rubilar, O., Palma, G., Diez, M.C., 2014. Advances in Chile for
the treatment of pesticide residues: biobeds technology. In: Alvarez, A.,
Polti, M.A. (Eds.), Bioremediation in Latin America: Current Research and Per-
spectives. Springuer, pp. 53e66. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-05738-5,
2014.

Brice~no, G., Vergara, K., Schalchli, H., Palma, G., Tortella, G., Fuentes, M.S., Diez, M.C.,
2017. Organophosphorus pesticide mixture removal from environmental
matrices by a soil Streptomyces mixed culture. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Adv.
Environ. Biotechnol. Eng. 2016, 12p. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-9790-y.

Cambronero-Heinrichs, J.C., Masís-Mora, M., Quir�os-Fournier, J.P., Lizano-Fallas, V.,
Mata-Araya, I., Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2018. Removal of herbicides in a
biopurification system is not negatively affected by oxytetracycline or fungally
pretreated oxytetracycline. Chemosphere 198, 198e203. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.01.122.

Campos, M., Perruchon, C., Karas, P.A., Karavasilis, D., Diez, M.C., Karpouzas, D.G.,
2017. Bioaugmentation and rhizosphere-assisted biodegradation as strategies
for optimization of the dissipation capacity of biobeds. J. Environ. Manag. 187,
103e110. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.11.031.

Carter, A., 2000. How pesticides get into water e and proposed reduction measures.
Pestic. Outlook 149e156. https://doi.org/10.1039/b006243j.

Carniel, L.S.C., 2015. Avaliaç~ao do risco ecol�ogico de mancozebe e clorpirif�os para
representantes da macro e mesofauna do solo e eficiência de leitos biol�ogicos
de descarte. Dissertaç~ao (Mestrado). Programa de P�os-graduaç~ao em Ciências
Agr�arias. Universidade do Estado de Santa Catarina e UDESC, p. 140.

Castillo, M. del P., Torstensson, L., Stenstrom, J., 2008. Biobeds for environmental
protection from pesticide use - a review. J. Agric. Food Chem. 56, 6206e6219.

Castillo-Gonz�alez, H., P�erez-Villanueva, M., Masís-Mora, M., Castro-Guti�errez, V.,
Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2017. Antibiotics do not affect the degradation of
fungicides and enhance the mineralization of chlorpyrifos in biomixtures.
Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 139, 481e487. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.ecoenv.2017.02.008.

Castro-Guti�errez, V., Masís-Mora, M., Caminal, G., Vicent, T., Carazo-Rojas, E., Mora-
L�opez, M., Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2016. A microbial consortium from a
biomixture swiftly degrades highconcentrations of carbofuran in fluidized-bed
reactors. Process Biochem. 51, 1585e1593. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.procbio.2016.07.003.

Castro-Guti�errez, V., Masís-Mora, M., Diez, M.C., Tortella, G.R., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2017. Aging of biomixtures: effects on carbofuran removal and
microbial community structure. Chemosphere 168, 418e425. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.10.065.

Castro-Guti�errez, V., Masís-Mora, M., Carazo-Rojas, E., Mora-L�opez, M., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2018. Impact of oxytetracycline and bacterial bioaugmentation
on the efficiency and microbial community structure of a pesticide-degrading
biomixture. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 13. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-
1436-1. Feb.

Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Ruiz-Hidalgo, K., Masís-Mora, M., Carazo-Rojas, E., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2015. Design of an optimized biomixture for the degradation of
carbofuran based on pesticide removal and toxicity reduction of the matrix.
Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 22, 19184e19193. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-
5093-3.

Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Masís-Mora, M., Ruiz-Hidalgo, K., Carazo-Rojas, E., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2016. Removal of carbofuran is not affected by co-application of
chlorpyrifos in a coconut fiber/compost based biomixture after aging or pre-
exposure. J. Environ. Sci. 46, 182e189. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2015.12.026.

Cica e Centro de Investigaci�on En Contaminaci�on Ambiental, 2015. Manual de uso
de biobeds. Universidad de Costa Rica, San Jos�e - CR.

Cooper, R.J., Fitt, P., Hiscock, K.M., Lovett, A.A., Gumm, L., Dugdale, S.J., Rambohul, J.,

https://agrequima.com.gt/site/presentaciones-biodep/#
https://agrequima.com.gt/site/presentaciones-biodep/#
https://bricksite.com/biobed
https://bricksite.com/biobed
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-05738-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-9790-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.01.122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.01.122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.11.031
https://doi.org/10.1039/b006243j
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2016.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2016.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.10.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.10.065
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1436-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1436-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5093-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5093-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2015.12.026
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref16


L.A. Dias et al. / Chemosphere 248 (2020) 126038 9
Williamson, A., Noble, L., Beamish, J., Hovesen, P., 2016. Assessing the effec-
tiveness of a three-stage on-farm biobed in treating pesticide contaminated
wastewater. J. Environ. Manag. 181, 874e882. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.jenvman.2016.06.047.

Diez, M.C., 2010. Biological aspects involved in the degradation of organic pollut-
ants. J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 10 (3), 244e267.

Diez, M.C., Tortella, G.R., Brice~no, G., Castillo, M. Del P., Díaz, J., Palma, G.,
Altamirano, C., Calder�on, C., Rubilar, O., 2013a. Influence of novel lignocellulosic
residues in a biobed biopurification system on the degradation of pesticides
applied in repeatedly high doses. Electron. J. Biotechnol. 11. https://doi.org/
10.2225/vol16-issue6-fulltext-17.

Diez, M.C., Levio, M., Brice~no, G., Rubilar, O., Tortella, G., Gallardo, F., 2013b. Biochar
as a partial replacement of peat in pesticide-degrading biomixtures formulated
with different soil types. J. Biobased Mater. Bioenergy 7, 1e7. https://doi.org/
10.1166/jbmb.2013.1376.

Diez, M.C., Cifuentes, G.P., Quijada, C.A., Brice~no, G., Ramírez, C.C., S�anchez, J.D.,
Rubilar, O., Tortella, G., 2013c. Manual de construcci�on y operaci�on de lechos
biol�ogicos. Proyecto D09R1006. Ediciones Universidad de La Frontera, Instituto de
Agroindustria, Chile.

Diez, M.C., Elgueta, S., Santos, C., Lima, N., 2016. Atrazine dissipation in a biobed
system inoculated with immobilized white-rot-fungi. Arch. Agron Soil Sci.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03650340.2016.1155699.

Diez, M.C., Elgueta, S., Rubilar, O., Tortella, G.R., Schalchli, H., Bornhardt, C.,
Gallardo, F., 2017. Pesticide dissipation and microbial community changes in a
biopurification system: influence of the rhizosphere. Biodegradation 28,
395e412. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10532-017-9804-y.

Digegra - Direcci�on General de La Granja, 2014. Guia de Buenas Pr�acticas Agrícolas
para la producci�on de frutas y hortalizas frescas en Uruguay. Ministerio de
Ganadería, Agricultura y Pesca. Uruguay, p. 77p.

European Commission, 2016. Priority substances under the water framework
directive. Available on. http://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/
waterdangersub/pri_substances.htm#dir_prior. Access: March/2019.

Fern�andez-Alberti, S., Rubilar, O., Tortella, G.R., Diez, M.C., 2012. Chlorpyrifos
degradation in a Biomix: effect of pre-incubation and water holding capacity.
J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 12 (4), 785e799.

Fernandes Neto, M.L., Sarcinelli, P.N., 2009. Agrot�oxicos em �agua para consumo
humano: uma abordagem de avaliaç~ao de risco e contribuiç~ao ao processo de
atualizaç~ao da legislaç~ao brasileira. Eng. Sanit�aria Ambient. 14 (1), 69e78 (jan./
mar).

Fogg, P., Boxall, A.B.A., Walker, A., Jukes, A., 2003. Pesticide degradation in a biobed
composting substrate. Pest Manag. Sci. 59 (5), 527e537. https://doi.org/10.1002/
ps.685.

Gebler, L., Pizzutti, I.R., Cardoso, C.D., Klauberg Filho, O., Miquelluti, D.J.,
Santos, R.S.S., 2015. Bioreactors to organize the disposal of phytosanitary ef-
fluents of Brazilian apple production. Chem. Eng. Trans. 43 https://doi.org/
10.3303/CET1543058.

Gebler, L., Fialho, F.B., 2011. Introduzindo crit�erios de risco em modelos de con-
taminaç~ao pontual para locais de carga de agrot�oxicos. Pesticidas: Relaç~ao
Ecotoxic. Meio Amb. Curitiba 21, 85e94 (jan./dez).

Fogg, P., Boxall B.A., A., Walker, A., Jukes, A., et al., 2004. Degradation and leaching
potential of pesticides in biobed systems. Pest Manag. Sci. 60, 645e654. https://
doi.org/10.1002/ps.826.

Gebler, L., 2015. Sistema Biobed Brasil: Tecnologia para Disposiç~ao Final de
Efluentes Contaminados com Agrot�oxicos Originados na Produç~ao de Frutas de
Clima Temperado. Bento Gonçalves: Embrapa Uva e Vinho, 47p. (EMBRAPA UVA
E VINHO. Documentos: 94).

Gebler, L., 2017. Orientaç~oes para o Dimensionamento e Operaç~ao de Biobeds no Brasil.
Comunicado T�ecnico, 204. Bento Gonçalves: Embrapa Uva e Vinho, 5p.

G�ongora-Echeverría, V.R., Quintal-Franco, C., Arena-Ortiz, M.L., Gi�acoman-
Vallejos, G., Ponce-Caballero, C., 2018. Identification of microbial species pre-
sent in a pesticide dissipation process in biobed systems using typical sub-
strates from southeastern Mexico as a biomixture at a laboratory scale. Sci. Total
Environ. 628e629, 528e538. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.02.082.

Huete-Soto, A., Masís-Mora, M., Lizano-Fallas, V., Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Carazo-
Rojas, E., Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2017. Simultaneous removal of structurally
different pesticides in a biomixture: detoxification and effect of oxytetracycline.
Chemosphere 169, 558e567. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.chemosphere.2016.11.106.

IICA - Instituto Interamericano de Cooperaç~ao para a Agricultura, 2017. Boas
pr�aticas agrícolas para uma agricultura mais resiliente: Diretrizes para ori-
entaç~ao de produtores. IICA, San Jos�e, Costa Rica, p. 72.

Jim�enez-Gamboa, D., Castro-Guti�errez, V., Fern�andez-Fern�andez, E., Drice~no-
Guevara, S., Masís-Mora, M., Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Mora-L�opez, M., Carazo-
Rojas, E., Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2018. Expanding the application scope of
on-farm Biopurification systems: effect and removal of oxytetracycline in a
biomixture. J. Hazard Mater. 342, 553e560. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.jhazmat.2017.08.059.

Karas, P., Metsoviti, A., Zisis, V., Ehaliotis, C., Omirou, M., Papadopoulou, S., Men-
kissoglou-Spiroudi, U., Manta, S., Komiotis, D., Karpouzas, D.G., 2015. Dissipa-
tion, metabolism and sorption of pesticides used in fruit-packaging plants:
towards an optimized depuration of their pesticide-contaminated agro-
industrial effluents. Sci. Total Environ. 530e531, 129e139. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.05.086.

Karas, P., Perruchon, C., Karanasios, E., Papadopoulou, E.S., Manthou, E., Sitra, S.,
Ehaliotis, C., Karpouzas, D.G., 2016. Integrated biodepuration of pesticide-
contaminated wastewaters from the fruit-packaging industry using biobeds:
bioaugmentation,risk assessment and optimized management. J. Hazard Mater.
320, 635e644. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.07.071.

Lechos Biologicos, 2019. Initial page: lechos biologicos.CL. Available on. https://
lechosbiologicos.wordpress.com/. Access: March/2019.

Lescano, M.R., Pizzul, L., Castillo, M.D.P., Zalazar, C.S., 2018. Glyphosate and ami-
nomethylphosphonic acid degradation in biomixtures based on alfalfa straw,
wheat stubble and river waste. J. Environ. Manag. 228, 451e457
j.jenvman.2018.09.009.

Lizano-Fallas, V., Masís-Mora, M., Espinoza-Villalobos, D., Lizano-Brenes, M.,
Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2017. Removal of pesticides and ecotoxicological
changes during the simultaneous treatment of triazines and chlorpyrifos in
biomixtures. Chemosphere 182, 106e113. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.chemosphere.2017.04.147.

Madrigal-Zú~niga, K., Ruiz-Hidalgo, K., Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Masís-Mora, M., Castro-
Guti�errez, V., Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2016. Fungal bioaugmentation of two
rice husk-based biomixtures for the removal of carbofuran in on-farm bio-
purification systems. Biol. Fertil. Soils 52, 243e250. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00374-015-1071-7.

Masin, C.E., Lescano, M.R., Rodríguez, A.R., Godoy, J.L., Zalazar, C.S., 2018. Earth-
worms to assess the innocuousness of spent biomixtures employed for
glyphosate degradation. J. Environ. Sci. Health B. https://doi.org/10.1080/
03601234.2018.1462922.

Masís-Mora, C., Lizano-Fallas, V., Tortella, G., Beita-Sandí, W., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2019. Removal of triazines, triazoles and organophophates in
biomixtures and application of a biopurification system for the treatment of
laboratory wastewaters. Chemosphere 233, 733e743. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.chemosphere.2019.06.001.

Mag - Ministerio de Agricultura Y Ganadería, 2019. Manual de buenas pr�acticas
agrícolas para la producci�on sostenible del cultivo de la pi~na (Ananas comosus
L.). Servicio Fitosanitario del Estado. Available on <sfe.go.cr/SitePages/Pub-
licaciones.aspx>, 2 ed. MAG-SFE/IICA/INTA/MINAE/MS/AYA, San Jos�e, Costa
Rica, p. 88. 2019 Access: November/2019.

Murillo-Zamora, S., Castro-Guti�errez, V., Masís-Mora, M., Lizano-Fallas, V., Rodrí-
guez-Rodríguez, C.E., 2017. Elimination of fungicides in biopurification systems:
effect of fungal bioaugmentation on removal performance and microbial
community Structure. Chemosphere 186, 625e634. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.chemosphere.2017.07.162.

Rivero, A., Niell, S., Cerdeiras, M. Pía, Heinzen, H., Cesio, M.V., 2016. Development of
analytical methodologies to assess recalcitrant pesticide bioremediation in
biobeds at laboratory scale. Talanta 153, 17e22. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.talanta.2016.02.025.

Rodríguez-Castillo, G., Molina- Rodríguez, M., P�erez-Villanueva, M., Masís-Mora, M.,
Rodríguez- Rodríguez, C., 2018. Removal of two neonicotinoid insecticides and
mineralization of 14C-imidacloprid in biomixtures. Bull. Environ. Contam.
Toxicol. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-018-2370-0.

Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., Castro-Guti�errez, V., Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Ruiz-Hidalgo, K.,
2013. On-farm biopurification systems: role of white rot fungi in depuration of
pesticide-containing wastewaters. FEMS 345, 1e12. https://doi.org/10.1111/
1574-6968.12161.

Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., Madrigal-Le�on, K., Masís-Mora, M., P�erez-
Villanueva, M.P., Chin-Pampillo, J.S., 2017. Removal of carbamates and detoxi-
fication potential in a biomixture: fungal bioaugmentation versus traditional
use. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 135, 252e258. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.ecoenv.2016.10.011.

Rodríguez-Rodríguez, C.E., Castro-Guti�errez, V., Lizano-Fallas, V., 2018. Alternative
approaches to determine the efficiency of biomixtures used for pesticide
degradation in biopurification systems. In: Bidoia, E.D., Montagnolli, R.N. (Eds.),
2018. Toxicity and Biodegradation Testing: Methods in Pharmacology and Toxi-
cology. Springer ScienceþBusiness Media. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-
7425-2.

Ruiz-Hidalgo, K., Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Masís-Mora, M., Carazo, E., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2014. Degradation of carbofuran by Trametes versicolor in rice
husk as a potential lignocellulosic substrate for biomixtures: from mineraliza-
tion to toxicity reduction. Process Biochem. 49, 2266e2271. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.procbio.2014.10.006.

Ruiz-Hidalgo, K., Chin-Pampillo, J.S., Masís-Mora, M., Carazo-Rojas, E., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2016a. Optimization of a fungally bioaugmented biomixture for
carbofuran removal in on-farm biopurification systems. Water, Air, Soil Pollut.
227, 3. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-015-2681-2.

Ruiz-Hidalgo, K., Masís-Mora, M., Barbieri, E., Carazo-Rojas, E., Rodríguez-
Rodríguez, C.E., 2016b. Ecotoxicological analysis during the removal of carbo-
furan in fungal bioaugmented matrices. Chemosphere 144, 864e871. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2015.09.056.

Saez, J.M., Bigliardo, A.L., Raimondo, E.E., Brice~no, G.E., Polti, E.A., Benimeli, C.S.,
2018. Lindane dissipation in a biomixture: effect of soil properties and bio-
augmentation. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 156, 97e105. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.ecoenv.2018.03.011.

Torstensson, L., Castillo, M. del P., 1997. Use of biobeds in Sweden to minimize
environmental spillages from agricultural spray equipment. Pestic. Outlook 8,
24e27.

Torstensson, L., 2000. Experiences of biobeds in practical use in Sweden. Pestic.
Outlook 206e211. Oct. 2000.

Tortella, G.R., Rubilar, O., Cea, M., Wulff, C., Martínez, O., Miez, M.C., 2010. Bio-
stimulation of agricultural biobeds with NPK fertilizer on chlorpyrifos

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.06.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.06.047
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref18
https://doi.org/10.2225/vol16-issue6-fulltext-17
https://doi.org/10.2225/vol16-issue6-fulltext-17
https://doi.org/10.1166/jbmb.2013.1376
https://doi.org/10.1166/jbmb.2013.1376
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref21
https://doi.org/10.1080/03650340.2016.1155699
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10532-017-9804-y
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref24
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/waterdangersub/pri_substances.htm#dir_prior
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/waterdangersub/pri_substances.htm#dir_prior
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref27
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.685
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.685
https://doi.org/10.3303/CET1543058
https://doi.org/10.3303/CET1543058
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref31
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.826
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.826
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref33
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.02.082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.11.106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.11.106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref36
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2017.08.059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2017.08.059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.05.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.05.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.07.071
https://lechosbiologicos.wordpress.com/
https://lechosbiologicos.wordpress.com/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref41
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.04.147
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.04.147
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00374-015-1071-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00374-015-1071-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/03601234.2018.1462922
https://doi.org/10.1080/03601234.2018.1462922
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.06.001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref46
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.07.162
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.07.162
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2016.02.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2016.02.025
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-018-2370-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/1574-6968.12161
https://doi.org/10.1111/1574-6968.12161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2016.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2016.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7425-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7425-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2014.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2014.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-015-2681-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2015.09.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2015.09.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.03.011
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref59


L.A. Dias et al. / Chemosphere 248 (2020) 12603810
degradation to avoid soil and water contamination. J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 10 (4),
464e475.

Tortella, G.R., Rubilar, O., Castillo, M.P., Cea, M., Mella-Herrera, R., Dez, M.C., 2012.
Chlorpyrifos degradation in a biomixture of biobed at different maturity stages.
Chemosphere 88, 224e228. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2012.02.072.

Tortella, G.R., Mella-Herrera, R.A., Sousa, D.Z., Rubilar, O., Acu~na, J.J., Brice~no, G.,
Diez, M.C., 2013a. Atrazine dissipation and its impact on the microbial com-
munities and community level physiological profiles in a microcosm simulating
the biomixture of on-farm biopurification system. J. Hazard. Mater. 260,
459e467. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2013.05.059.

Tortella, G.R., Rubilar, O., Cea, M., Brice~no, G., Quiroz, A., Diez, M.C., Parra, L., 2013b.
Natural wastes rich in terpenes and their relevance in the matrix of an on-farm
biopurification system for the biodegradation of atrazine. Int. Biodeterior. Bio-
degrad. 85, 8e15. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibiod.2013.06.003.

Tortella, G.R., Dur�an, N., Rubilar, O., Parada, M., Diez, M.C., 2013c. Are white-rot fungi
a real biotechnological option for the improvement of environmental health?
Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 1e8. https://doi.org/10.3109/07388551.2013.823597 early
online.

Urrutia, C., Rubilar, O., Tortella, G.R., Diez, M.C., 2013. Degradation of pesticide
mixture on modified matrix of a biopurification system with alternatives
lignocellulosic wastes. Chemosphere 92, 1361e1366. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.chemosphere.2013.04.088.

Urrutia, C., Rubilar, O., Tortella, G., Castillo, J.M., Romero, E., Azc�on, R., Castillo, M. del
P., Diez, M.C., 2015. Influence of the rhizosphere in a biopurification system on
the dissipation of a pesticide mixture. J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 15 (4), 914e927.

Vareli, C.S., Pizzutti, I.R., Gebler, L., Cardoso, C.D., Gai, D.E.H., Fontana, M.E.Z., 2018.
Analytical method validation to evaluate dithiocarbamates degradation in
biobeds in South of Brazil. Talanta 22. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.talanta.2018.03.009.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref59
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2012.02.072
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2013.05.059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibiod.2013.06.003
https://doi.org/10.3109/07388551.2013.823597
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.04.088
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.04.088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0045-6535(20)30231-9/sref65
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2018.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2018.03.009

	Destination of pesticide residues on biobeds: State of the art and future perspectives in Latin America
	1. Introduction
	2. Environmental contamination by pesticides
	3. The biobed system
	4. Overview of the system and background in Latin America
	5. Research issues on biobeds in LA countries
	5.1. Organic materials for the substrate
	5.2. Influence of abiotic factors
	5.3. Rhizosphere influence
	5.4. Microbial communities and bioaugmentation
	5.5. Degradation efficiency assessment
	5.5.1. Chemical analysis
	5.5.2. Ecotoxicological assessment


	6. Challenges for biobeds implementation in LA
	7. Future perspectives
	Acknowledgments
	References


