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1. Introduction
Pesticides can be used to control or to manage pest populations at a tolerable level. The
suffix “-cide” literally means “kill”, therefore, the term pesticide refers to a chemical
substance that kills pests. It is incorrect to assume that the term pesticide refers only to
insecticides. Pesticides include many different types of products with different functions or
target (Table 1). The pesticide designation is formed by combining the name of the pest (e.g.,
insect or mite) with the suffix “-cide” (1).
Pesticides could be classified according to their toxicity, chemical group, environmental
persistence, target organism, or other features. According to the Stockholm Convention on
Persistent Organic Pollutants, 9 of the 12 persistent organic chemicals are pesticides. Classes
of organic pesticides (consisting of organic molecules) include organochlorine,
organophosphate, organometallic, pyrethroids, and carbamates among others (2, 3).
Most pesticides cause adverse effects when reaching organisms. The intensity of the toxic
effect varies with time, dose, organism characteristics, environmental presence or pesticide
characteristics. Their presence in environment determines the dose and time at which an
organism is exposed and could represent a hazard for worldwide life due to their mobility.
Hence, the persistence in the environment leads to a risk for life: the more persistent a
pesticide is, the worse its environmental impact.
Pesticide persistence in environment is caused by either their physico-chemical properties or
the lack of organisms able to degrade them. Light, heat or humidity could lead to loss of
some pesticides by either volatilization or degradation (4). Contrastingly, degradation
caused by organisms (biodegradation) could help decreasing considerably the pesticides
persistence in environment. This information could be used to improve elimination of the
© 2012 Velázquez-Fernández et al., licensee InTech. This is an open access chapter distributed under the
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is
properly cited.
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undesirable effects of pollutants by using organisms; such an approach has been called
bioremedation.
The ability of organisms to bioremediate pesticides is mainly based on their biodegradation
activity. Though bioremediation has been firstly achieved using microorganisms (bacteria or
fungi), other organisms like plants or algae can be used. The aim of the present paper is to
review the metabolic features which make organisms useful for bioremediation.

2. Overview
At this point, it is worth to mention that there is no convention on some words used in
biodegradation. Here, we propose some words to improve communication and
understanding bioremediation strategies. Albeit discussion of proper words is beyond
aim of the present paper, we believe that before continuing is important to set up some
concepts.
“Bioremediation” refers to any strategy used to eliminate undesirable effects of pollutants
from environment. It would be desirable to eliminate pollutants but this is not always
possible; though, some organisms could confine or immobilize them. For instance,
organisms can accumulate contaminants, and reduce their presence and their environmental
effect, but do not eliminate them from the environment. Such strategy, which is actually
used (v.gr. phytoextraction (5)) should be included into the “bioremediation” concept.
Those organisms able to bioremediate would be called bioremediators.
Pesticide

Target

Algicides
Avicides
Bactericides
Fungicides
Insecticides
Miticides or Acaricides
Molluscicides
Nematicides
Rodenticides
Virucides

Algae
Birds
Bacteria
Fungi
Insects
Mites
Snails
Nematodes
Rodents
Viruses

Table 1. Classification of pesticides according to their target.

Traditionally, bioremediation has been achieved by using microorganisms. Nevertheless,
The fact that in past decades, several reports on bioremediation using plants, fungi, algae or
enzymes (obtained from organisms) has broadened the scope of bioremediation. Words like
phytoremediation or rhizoremediation have been used (5, 6), and perhaps it would be
necessary to name properly each bioremediation strategy regarding the organism used
(Table 2).
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Bioremediator organism

Strategy

Microorganism
Bacteria
Fungi
Plants
Rhizosphere
Algae
Biomolecules derived from organisms

Microbioremediation or Bioremediation
Bacterial bioremediation
Mycoremediation
Phytoremediation
Rhizoremediation
Phycoremediation
Derivative bioremediation

Table 2. Classification of bioremediation strategies according to the organism involved.

The concepts of biodegradation and biotransformation overlap extensively, so that, they are
synonymous in appearance. Biodegradation involves the biological reactions that modify
the chemical structure of the compound, so, this implies a decrease in toxicity. In contrast,
biotransformation reduces the pollutant concentration by either modification or
translocation. Thus, biotransformation could end decreasing or increasing the undesirable
effects. Their difference is clear in the case of pollutants translocation when biodegradation
is not occurring but biotransformation does. Biotransformation concept has been developed
for biological detoxification systems (7) and is a key concept in bioremediation strategies
because they both are intended to eliminate undesirable effects of pollutants to organisms.
Along the text, the word “Biodegrader” will be used for the organism able to biodegrade a
certain compound. “Mineralization” refers to biodegradation leading to compounds like
CO2 or NH3 which could be biologically assimilated (8).
In the earliest works on bioremediation, the practical purpose was to find or to isolate
biodegrader microorganisms or consortia. In an admirable work, Alexander (8) reviewed
several biodegrader consortia found in polluted environmental matrixes (soil, sediment or
water). Among those tolerant or adapted microorganisms, there might be some proper
bioremediators. A plausible explanation for this phenomenon might be that pesticides have
exerted evolutionary pressure, so that, only organisms able to tolerate those doses of
pesticides will survive. Even though not every tolerant organism is a biodegrader, every
biodegrader should be tolerant. Thus, the evolutionary pressure exerted by the pollutant
would have selected some tolerant bioremediators. In keeping with this, traditionally,
bioremediation studies measured only final concentration of pollutants, but little or no
attention to biochemical mechanisms responsible for biodegradation was given. Further
research on factors affecting biodegradation process is required to improve selection of
bioremediators and application of bioremediation technologies.

2.1. Factors affecting biodegradation process
Some metabolic features related to biodegradation efficiency have been investigated for
microorganisms (8). Any factor which can alter growth or metabolism, would also affect
biodegradation. Hence, physicochemical characteristics of the environmental matrix, such as
temperature, pH, water potential, oxygen and substrate availability, would influence the
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biodegradation efficiency (Figure 1). Two more factors are worth to mention: co-metabolism
and consortia condition. Some biodegraders need other substrates to degrade pollutants (8).
This phenomenon is called co-metabolism and is especially required for organochlorine
compounds. In contrast, it has been shown that the presence of other carbon sources
decreases organophosphate biodegradation (9).
When pesticide degradation occurs, it usually involves more than one microorganism, i.e.
each microorganism contributes to biodegradation reactions on pesticides, but no example
of mineralization by a single strain has been described. It seems that the presence of
different microorganisms is essential for an adequate biodegradation. Reported
microbiodegraders belong to basidiomycetes or to bacterial classes: gamma-proteobacteria
(v.gr.: Pseudomonas, Aerobacter, Acinetobacter, Moraxella, Plesiomonas), beta-proteobacteria
(v.gr.: Burkholderia, Neisseria), alpha-proteobacteria (v.gr.: Sphingomonas), actinobacteria
(Micrococcus) and flavobacteria (Flavobacterium).
Pollutants might undergo biodegradation reactions like de-chlorination, cleavage, oxidation,
reduction by different enzymes. Since biodegradation ability is based on enzymes which are
promiscuous and have evolved to detoxifying enzymes, the shorter the duplication time of
organism, the more adequate the organism is and the easier to obtain biodegraders. Thus,
bacteria with duplication time around minutes are likeable to respond to natural or artificial
pollutant-induced evolutionary pressure; this response consists in selecting
biotransformation enzymes able to degrade them. These promiscuous enzymes are present
in organisms even before the exertion of the evolutionary pressure, which could have
induced genetic recombination or mutation leading to enzymes with better biodegradation
ability. Copley (10) has excellently reviewed the evolution of metabolic pathways and those
factors affecting the efficiency of pollutant biodegradation.
Though bacteria have been proved to be good biodegraders and bioremediators, some
fungi, plants and algae could biodegrade pesticides too. Knowing the metabolism of those
biodegrader species or strain improves the selection of bioremediation strategy for each site
either by biostimulating the indigenous biodegraders (biostimulation) or adding exogenous
to the site (bioaugmentation). Moreover, thanks to molecular biology, the metabolic
biodegradation ability could be transferred from a biodegrader to another organism, thus
improving its degrading capabilities. For instance, using genetic engineering, a whole
mineralization pathway for paraoxon –the oxon metabolite of the organophosphate
pesticide parathion- was built in a single strain of Pseudomona putida (11). Taking all this into
account, it is clear that biodegradation enzymes play a key role in bioremediation processes
and their knowledge could help in designing or choosing the most adequate strategy.
Biotransformation enzymes have been traditionally classified according to the phase they
participate. There are three phases of biotransformation. Phase I consists of those enzymes
catalyzing reactions which modify pollutant functional groups. In phase II, those enzymes
catalyzing transfer reaction of whole groups or biomolecules to pollutants are classified.
Phase III includes translocation processes rendering pollutants or their metabolites non
bioavailable. For bioremediation purposes, biotransformation enzymes mainly belong to
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four biochemical types: oxidoreductases, hydrolases, transferases and translocases (or
pumps). Among oxidoreductases, the most frequent are monooxygenases (like cytochrome
P450), dioxygenases, peroxidases and oxidases. Hydrolases like A-esterases are involved in
biodegradation pathways. There are many types of transferases, and they are classified
according to the group they conjugate to the xenobiotic: methyl-transferases, acetyltransferases, glutathione S-transferases among others. For bioremediation purposes, only a
couple of translocases have been identified and characterized: boths are pumps that
translocate herbicides or glutathione-conjugates to vacuoles.

Figure 1. Factors affecting biodegradation and bioremediation in soil, water or air.
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The biotransformation of every pollutant could be catalyzed by different enzymes
depending on organism. There is no a sequence of reaction pre-determined and is
independent of the classification described above. Detoxifying enzymes are promiscous and
have different affinities and velocities. Their protein nature makes them susceptible to
different factors like heat, pH or substrate availability. In general, biotransformation
enzymes for bioremediation are present in bacteria, fungi, plants and animals. In the next
section, main enzymes from bacteria, fungi and plants involved in organic pesticide
degradation are briefly described. Afterwards, some examples of bacterial, plant, fungi or
algae bioremediators are reviewed.
Cytochrome P450 (CYP): This consists of a superfamily of heme monooxygenases. They
can catalyze reactions of oxidation, reduction or oxidative breakdown of xenobiotics
(Figure 2). It seems that they are evolutively conserved since genomes from virus,
bacteria, algae, plant, fungi and animals have isoforms of CYP codified (12-21). In
eukaryotic organisms, CYP is found in smooth endoplasmic reticulum, and can
biotransform a wide range of pollutants. A review about the biology of CYP can be found
elsewhere (22). CYP catalyzes biodegradation of aromatic or alyciclic compounds and can
activate toxics, i.e., CYP action on biomolecules might make them toxic or increase their
toxicity.

Figure 2. Scheme of reactions catalyzed by CYP: A) oxidation (monooxygenation), B) oxidative and C)
reductive dehalogenation.

A-esterases: Esterases can be classified according to their interaction with
organophosphates. A-esterases can catalyze the hydrolysis of organophosphate or
carbamate pesticides (Figure 3), B-esterases are inhibited by organophosphates and Cesterases show no interaction with organophosphates. A-esterases include several enzymes
like monophosphatases, phosphodiesterases or phosphotriesterases. They frequently use
calcium and have been found in bacteria, fungi and animals (23). Human paraoxonase is an
A-esterase and is involved in susceptibility to organophosphate pesticides; a review on
human PON1 could be found elsewhere (24).
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Figure 3. Scheme of reactions catalyzed by A-esterases.

Peroxidases and oxidases: They include some families of enzymes catalyzing redox
reactions (Figure 4). Although they are produced by bacteria, fungi, plants and animals,
reports on pesticide biodegradation exist for fungi. Peroxidases participate in cell response
to oxidative damage and most of them are metalloproteins. They are extemely sensitive to
the presence of azide, and inhibitor of metalloenzymes, with the exception of lignine
peroxidases from fungi (25). It is known that ligninolytic fungi secrete peroxidases and
oxidases to degrade lignine (25, 26). These enzymes are highly promiscuous.

Figure 4. Scheme of reactions catalyzed by peroxidases.

Transferases: Among all known transferases, Glutathione S-transferase (GST) is the mainly
involved in biodegradation for bioremediation purposes. GST includes a superfamily of
enzymes that have been found in bacteria, fungi, algae, plants and animals (27-29). Even
though they catalyze transference of glutathione to electrophillic pesticides, they can also
show hydrolytic and peroxidase activities (29). Interestingly, GST can also catalyze the dehalogenation of rings (Figure 5, (30)).

Figure 5. Scheme of reactions catalyzed by GST: A) dehalogenation, B) O-dealkylation.
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Translocases: Translocation of molecules from a cell compartment to another is catalyzed by
pumps named translocases. Some translocases are involved in the bacterial resistance to
drugs, but this activity seems to lack relevance for bioremediation. Although it does not
constitute a biodegradation itself, translocation is perhaps the only step of phase III
biotransformation. In plants, translocation is part of secondary metabolism and herbicidetolerance; interestingly, it has been suggested that a previous glutathionation is required for
translocation to vacuoles (31, 32).

3. Bacterial bioremediators
Bacteria have been used extensively for bioremediation purposes. These studies have
focused on the employment of bacteria, consortia or on the search for biotransformation
enzymes. The fast growth, easy handling and low cost make them suitable for
bioremediation. Unfortunately, there are some disadvantages such as the disposal of
bacterial biomass, pathogenicity, bioactivation, among others. Bacteria can be found in soil,
water or even in particles dispersed in air. Unfortunately, only a small fraction of bacteria
(<10% from soil) can be cultured in laboratory conditions (33). Because of this, the number of
studies about pesticide biodegradation mechanisms is less than those about biodegraders
isolation, and then, little information on biochemical mechanisms or enzymes is available.
For organochlorine pesticides, only few biodegration enzymes and genes have been
described.
Bacterial biodegradation could take place in anaerobic or aerobic conditions. Although
different enzymes participate in each condition, it seems that both, aerobic and anaerobic
degradation should happen if a mineralization is expected to occur (34). It seems that
anaerobic metabolism is more adequate for dechlorination (35, 36) and aerobic metabolism
produces a cleavage in aromatic or aliphatic cyclic metabolites. The higher persistence of
organochlorine in aerobic conditions (37) compared to anaerobic might be caused by the
absence of enzymes or more likely by the oxidative damage following organochlorine
metabolism. The removal of heteroatoms (like halogens) or heteroatom-containing groups
are frequently among the first steps in biodegradation. These steps are catalyzed by
monooxygenases, dioxygenases or peroxidases (37, 38), which in aerobic conditions could
generate large quantities of free radicals. Thus, anaerobic conditions are more adequate for
biodegradation of organochlorine pesticides, while aerobic are better for biodegrading
hydrocarbon metabolites from pesticides (5). In spite of such requirements, some examples
of organochlorine pesticides bioremediation could be accomplished in situ (34, 39).
Baczynski and co-workers(36) demonstrated that anaerobic biodegradation of
dichlorodiphenyltrichloroetano (DDT), metoxychlor and gamma-hexachlorociclohexane
(gamma-HCH), is affected by temperature and the ratio of desorbed pesticide. Moreover, only
on chlorine atom could be cleaved from DDT in those conditions. This is in agreement with that
reported by Alexander (8) who pointed out that biodegradation could produce molecules with
at least one chlorine atom. Bacteria related to Pseudomonas, Neisseria, Moraxella and Acinetobacter
able to degrade almost completely DDT were isolated from Yaqui valley in Sonora, Mexico (40).
However, no information on biodegradation mechanism was compiled out.
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Anabaena (a cyanobacterium), Pseudomonas spinosa, Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Burkholderia
were shown to be good biodegraders of endosulfan (41, 42). The biodegrader KS-2P strain of
Pseudomona was isolated from endosulfan polluted soil by repetitive enrichment in cultures.
This strain could reduce the endosulfan concentration in days in a dose-dependent manner.
As far as we know, no mineralization of endosulfan has been observed. Microorganisms
from the Pseudomonas, Bacillus, Trichoderma, Aerobacter, Muchor, Micrococcus and Burkholderia
genera have been shown to biodegrade dieldrin and endrin (43).
Even when HCH is considered as a persistent organic pollutant, it has been demonstrated
that it could be bioremediated in situ (34). Murthy and Manonmani (44) identified a HCHbiodegrader consortium which contained species from Pseudomonas, Burkholderia,
Flavobacterium and Vibrio genera. The biodegradation was achieved within hours. An
excellent review by Phillips and co-workers (45) describes and enlists several HCH
biodegraders. Interestingly, they could be grouped in two bacteria (Sphingomonas and
Pseudomonas) and one white rot fungi (Phanerochaete chrysosporium). HCH mineralization
seems to need aerobic and anaerobic conditions like those provided by particles, i.e. in one
hand, oxygen could be bioavailable in soil, on the other, soil particles may present niches for
anaerobic metabolism. This could explain also why bacteria grown on coffee beans exhibit
better biodegradation than those in medium alone (35). Genes encoding enzymes able to
degrade gamma-HCH have been named lin (37, 46), but further research on biochemical
characterization is needed. Comparing biodegradation times for HCH, DDT and
endosulfan, differences are observed. Listed in an increasing order of needed time for
biodegradation: HCH<DDT<endosulfan. Evidently, this time varies according to the
consortium or strains used.
It has been shown that some bacteria could degrade parathion (47) and fenitothrion by using
A-esterases (48). From soil, Singh et al. have isolated a strain related to Enterobacter which
can mineralize chlorpyrifos, parathion, diazinon, coumaphos and isazofos (49). Similarly, it
has been found that a bacterial biodegrader related to Serratia can degrade diazinon (50).
The A-esterase, can be encoded on genome or plasmid. A gene from the genome of a strain
related to Plesiomonas which can hydrolize methylparathion was cloned to Escherichia coli
(51). In contrast, the ability to degrade fenitothrion by a Burkholderia strain was found to be
encoded on plasmids (9). Unfortunately, the presence of other carbon or phosphorous
sources reduces the efficiency of organophosphate biodegradation. This limits severely the
application of these biodegraders on bioremediation. Further research about parameters
influencing biodegradation efficiency is needed to improve their usefullness for
bioremediation.

4. Phytoremediators
Phytoremediation –the use of plants for bioremediation- has been less studied than those
strategies using bacteria. Nevertheless, it has been proved to be more effective at large scale
for soil, water and even for air pollution than bacteria. The mechanisms involved in the
phytoremediation success include several bioremediation strategies like phytoextraction,
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rhizodegradation, rhizofiltration, phytodegradation, phytostabilization (5, 52) (Figure 6).
Several factors affect phytoremediation efficiency (Table 3). The enzymes involved in plant
biotransformation are mainly CYP, carboxylesterases, GST and translocases (52). When
using a plant, some cautions have to be considered; for instance, introduction of new species
should be avoided and plant should tolerate transplantation and pesticide exposition. (5).
Ramírez-Sandoval et al., (53) have showed that transplantation itself could induce oxidative
stress in plant itself.
Phytodegradation and phytoextraction are the key mechanisms of plant defense (54). Maize
(Zea mays) and giant foxtail (Setaria faberi) can biotransform some herbicides (55). Crop
plants like brinjal (Solanum melongena), spinach (Spinacea oleracea), radish (Raphanus sativus)
and rice (Oryza sativa) can bioaccumulate pesticides like DDT and benzene hexachloride
(56). Basil (Ocimum basilicum) can bioremediate endosulfan from soil (53). Barley (Hordeum
vulgare) can translocate herbicide metolachlor into vacuoles (31). Horseweed (Conyza
canadensis) sequesters glyphosate in vacuoles (57). Also, it has been suggested that genetic
engineering could be used to improve phytoremediation abilities of poplars (58) and plants
in general (59).

Figure 6. Mechanisms concerning in phytoremediation.
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Absorption

Elimination
Physical

Site of the
plant

Roots, leaves

Leaves, vacuoles

Mechanism

Phytoextraction,
Rhizofiltration

Phytovolatilization,
Phytoaccumulation

Limiting
factors

Temperature, pH,
molecular weight,
hydrophobicity

Pollutant
concentration, plant
defense mechanisms

Chemical
Rhizosphere, plant
Rhizodegradation,
phytostimulation,
phytodegradation
Class of pollutant,
enzymes presence,
bioavailability

Table 3. Factors involved in phytoremediation.

Since biodegrader microorganisms can be found in rhizosphere, pairs of plant-rhizosphere
are unequivocally better bioremediators than taken separately. Plants exudate
carbohydrates and mucilages that stabilize and nurture microorganisms around roots,
providing better conditions for microbial growth than soil alone. As a matter of fact, the
amount of microorganims around the plants roots are 10- to 100-fold those found in soil
alone (60). In addition, some plants can provide co-substrates and oxygen to rhizosphere
microorganisms, stimulating them to biodegrade pesticides. Phytostimulation has proved to
be one of the most helpful strategies since it brings together the bioremediation capabilities
of plant and its biorizhosphere -bacteria and mycorhiza (61).
The efficiency of the phytoremediation depends on several parameters like species,
substrate, plant tolerance to pollution, among others. Nevertheless, phytoremediation has
several advantages such as the control on bacterial biomass, the slow growth leading to few
amounts of plant biomass, the large amounts of soil that could be treated. There are
disadvantages or limitations such as the decrease in soil content needed for agriculture,
times for accomplish bioremediation longer than microbioremediation, absence of native
plants in the ecosystem, among others. Enzymes from microorganisms largely contribute to
bioremediation when phytostimulation is performed. Because of this, some successful cases
of phytoremediation could be explained by a combination of phyto- and rhizodegradation
(53). Rhizoremediation have been used for remediation of the insecticide parathion and the
herbicide 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic or 2,4-D (6). Pea (Pisum sativum) can stimulate
endophytic bacteria to also degrade 2,4-D (62).

5. Myco- and phycoremediators
Although less studied, there is some cases worth to mention of biodegraders fungi or algae.
Ligninolytic fungi have proven to be good bioremediators. Unfortunately, the nutritional,
humidity and pH requirements for some species of fungi and algae represent a big obstacle
for its use. Fungi secrete peroxidases, dioxygenases and oxidases able to biodegrade
pesticides more efficiently than cytochrome P450 (25). Lignine peroxidase, laccase, and
dichlorohydroquinone dioxygenase are some examples of biotransformation enzymes
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produced by fungi like Phanerochaete chrysosporium, Pleurotus ostreatus, Ganoderma australe
and Fusarium ventricosum; the three former are ligninolytic, and the latter is a saprobe. P.
chrysosporium and F. ventricosum are members of soil microbial community.
It has been shown that P. chrysosporium can biodegrade endosulfan (17); a CYP and an
intracellular peroxidase are likely involved. F. ventricosum has been also proved to degrade
endosulfan (63). It has been shown that fungal peroxidases and dioxygenases are involved
in biodegradation of pentachlorophenol (64, 65). The ligninolytic fungus Ganoderma australe,
isolated from the stone pine (Pinus pinea), is a good biodegrader of lindane (66). This elegant
work describes several parameters which has to considered to improve biodegradation like
lag time, propagation velocity, biomass growth rate, biodegradation rate,
biodegradation/biomass, biomass/propagation and biomass content.
Although in less extent, there are studies on algae ability to bioremediate pesticides in
water. Bioremediation appears to occur thanks to bioaccumulation and biodegradation. As
in aquatic plants, the biomass overproduction could be a serious disadvantage when using
algae for bioremediation waterbodies. In some species, the physicochemical water
parameters and other growing conditions might be a matter of caution on choosing these
organisms. The unicellular green alga Chlorella fusca var vacuolata is able to biotransform the
herbicide Metfluorazon by a CYP (14). Recently, it has been described that the alga
Chlamydomonas reinhardtii can bioaccumulate and biodegrade herbicide prometryne (67).
Two cases of derivative bioremediation have been reported. 1) Using minced shepherd’s
purse roots, herbicide 2,4-D could be successfully degraded in the presence of hydrogen or
calcium peroxide. Temperature did not influence degradation and moisture increased
biotransformation (68). 2) An organophosphate hydrolase was immobilized in glass. Even
when the activity was decreased in 50% respect to soluble enzymes, its half-life was 280
days and its activity was independent on pH or temperature (69). It was not clear if these
characteristics were derived from immobilization or was inherent to enzyme. Regardless, it
is clear that immobilized enzymes could be a bioremediation alternative with some
advantages, such as the avoidance of biomass production or issues with other growth
requirements which have to be dealt with when working with whole organisms.

6. Advantages and disadvantages of bioremediators
Bioremediation strategies show different advantages compared to physico-chemical or
thermal treatments aimed to eliminate organic pollutants from environment (Table 4). We
refer to maintainable to that strategy capable of being kept from more than a year in spite of
the energy, economic and human resources spent to implement it. For instance, after a
pesticide release, physicochemical remediation, micro-bioremediation or phytoremediation
could be used in one occasion. Nevertheless, if a continuous or an intermittent pesticide
release occurs along the year, some strategies should be applied again. Microbioremediation
or phytoremediation would be self-maintained through all the year, while physicochemical
and some microbioremediation strategies should be implemented each time a pesticide
environmental release happens.
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Physicochemical or
thermal
remediation

Microbioremediation

Phytoremediation

Cost

High

Low

Low

Benefit/cost ratio

Low

High

High

Environmental friendly

No

Yes

Yes

Aesthetical

No

Some cases

Yes

Self-maintainable

No

Yes

Yes

Energy expenditure

Yes

Low

Low

Uses the metabolism of several organisms

No

Some cases

Yes

Soil

Yes

Yes

Yes

Water

Yes

Yes

Yes

Air

NK

NK

Yes

Specific infrastructure

Yes

Some cases

No

Posterior treatments of residues

Yes

No

No

Biological control or disposal of
microorganisms

NA

Yes

No

Short

Medium

Large

Research on bioremediator candidates

NA

Yes

Yes

Key points
Bioaugmentation should be avoided

NA

Yes

Yes

Posterior pollutant production should be
avoided

Yes

No

No

Substrate addition needed

NA

Some cases

No

Some cases

Some cases

No

Advantages/Disadvantages

Could be used to bioremediate

Requirements

Time

Oxygenation

Table 4. Advantages and features of some remediation strategies.
NK=Not known, NA=not apply

Due to the exchange of gases, water and metabolites between plants and their surroundings,
plants could be used for soil, water or air bioremediation. Water bioremediation could be
achieved off-site by filtration throughout soil with bioremediators or in situ by aquatic
plants able to bioaccumulate metals. Having the plant-rhizosphere ecology,
phytoremediation encompasses the microorganism and the plant biodegradation. Moreover,
plants exert biological control on rhizosphere biodiversity and quantity; in the same way,
fungi and bacteria control them as a result of allelopathy and all the competitive interactions
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between rhizosphere microorganisms. In understanding of this, it is reasonable that
phytoremediation takes more time than microbioremediation, but the former requires no
substrate input and generates fewer sub-products. This suggests that phytoremediation
could be a more environmental friendly technology than microbioremediation.
Few bioremediators have been found for each pesticide. Certainly, a bioremediators would
not biodegrade all kind of pesticides, or even the same kind of pesticides to which they were
proved to bioremediate. To illustrate, it cannot be assumed that a parathion bioremediator
will also efficiently biodegrade other organophosphates, let alone other kind of pesticides
like organochlorine. Therefore, for each pesticide, adequate bioremediators have to be
found. Furthermore, to avoid bioagumentation, it is essential to find the most satisfactory
bioremediators.

7. Conclusions
The choice of the bioremediation strategy should be made on the basis of type of pesticide,
environmental matrix and the organisms present in the ecosystem. Since, the organism is the
only eligible factor, the knowledge about features, advantages or disadvantages of
organisms could be a decisive factor on bioremediation proficiency. Some parameters have
to be addressed to assure bioremediation. In bacteria and fungi, pH, temperature, cell count,
biomass growth rate, substrate bioavailability, and moisture are some of them. Plants
require less supervision, but finding the best phytoremediator could be a hard and timeconsuming task. Derivative bioremediation is a promising strategy. To get all the benefits
from this strategy is necessary to carefully select the most adequate enzyme, and to have it
well-characterized. Regardless, further research on biodegradation or biotransformation
mechanisms in plants, bacteria, fungi or algae is imperative if bioremediation strategies are
to be implemented or improved.

Author details
Jesús Bernardino Velázquez-Fernández*, Maricela Ramírez-Sandoval
and Delia Domínguez-Ojeda
Laboratory of Toxicological Biochemistry, Autonomous University of Nayarit, Mexico
Abril Bernardette Martínez-Rizo
Laboratory of Physiology, Autonomous University of Nayarit, Mexico

8. References
[1] Norris A. Past Alaska Master Gardener Manual. 2011 [cited 2012 February, 10th];
Available from: www.uaf.edu/ces/districts/tanana/mg/manual.
*

Corresponding Author

Biodegradation and Bioremediation of Organic Pesticides 267

[2] Gilden RC, Huffling K, Sattler B. Pesticides and health risks. Journal of obstetric,
gynecologic, and neonatal nursing : JOGNN / NAACOG. 2010;39(1):103-10. Epub
2010/04/23.
[3] Stockholm convention. Persistent organic pollutants. 2011 [cited 2012 February 10th];
Available from: http://chm.pops.int/Convention/ThePOPs/tabid/673/default.aspx.
[4] Sibanda MM, Focke WW, Labuschagne FJ, Moyo L, Nhlapo NS, Maity A, et al.
Degradation of insecticides used for indoor spraying in malaria control and possible
solutions. Malaria journal. 2011;10:307. Epub 2011/10/20.
[5] Environmental Protection Agency. In situ treatment technologies for contaminated soil.
Enviromental Protection Agency, 2006 Contract No.: EPA 542/F-06/013.
[6] Kuiper I, Lagendijk EL, Bloemberg GV, Lugtenberg BJ. Rhizoremediation: a beneficial
plant-microbe interaction. Molecular plant-microbe interactions : MPMI. 2004;17(1):615. Epub 2004/01/13.
[7] Parkinson A. Biotransformation of xenobiotics. In: Curtis K, editor. Casarett and Doull´s
Toxicology: The basic science of poisons. 6th ed. USA: McGrow-Hill; 2001. p. 133-224.
[8] Alexander M. Biodegradation and bioremedation. 2nd ed. England: Academic Press;
1999.
[9] Hayatsu M, Hirano M, Tokuda S. Involvement of two plasmids in fenitrothion
degradation by Burkholderia sp. strain NF100. Applied and environmental
microbiology. 2000;66(4):1737-40. Epub 2000/04/01.
[10] Copley SD. Evolution of efficient pathways for degradation of anthropogenic chemicals.
Nature chemical biology. 2009;5(8):559-66. Epub 2009/07/22.
[11] de la Pena Mattozzi M, Tehara SK, Hong T, Keasling JD. Mineralization of paraoxon
and its use as a sole C and P source by a rationally designed catabolic pathway in
Pseudomonas putida. Applied and environmental microbiology. 2006;72(10):6699-706.
Epub 2006/10/06.
[12] Lamb DC, Lei L, Warrilow AG, Lepesheva GI, Mullins JG, Waterman MR, et al. The
first virally encoded cytochrome P450. Journal of virology. 2009;83(16):8266-9. Epub
2009/06/12.
[13] Yang W, Bell SG, Wang H, Zhou W, Hoskins N, Dale A, et al. Molecular
characterization of a class I P450 electron transfer system from Novosphingobium
aromaticivorans DSM12444. The Journal of biological chemistry. 2010;285(35):27372-84.
Epub 2010/06/26.
[14] Thies F, Backhaus T, Bossmann B, Grimme LH. Xenobiotic biotransformation in
unicellular green algae. Involvement of cytochrome P450 in the activation and
selectivity of the pyridazinone pro-herbicide metflurazon. Plant physiology.
1996;112(1):361-70. Epub 1996/09/01.
[15] Cools HJ, Mullins JG, Fraaije BA, Parker JE, Kelly DE, Lucas JA, et al. Impact of recently
emerged sterol 14{alpha}-demethylase (CYP51) variants of Mycosphaerella graminicola
on azole fungicide sensitivity. Applied and environmental microbiology.
2011;77(11):3830-7. Epub 2011/04/12.

268 Pesticides – Recent Trends in Pesticide Residue Assay

[16] Leitao AL. Potential of Penicillium species in the bioremediation field. International
journal of environmental research and public health. 2009;6(4):1393-417. Epub
2009/05/15.
[17] Kullman SW, Matsumura F. Metabolic pathways utilized by Phanerochaete
chrysosporium for degradation of the cyclodiene pesticide endosulfan. Applied and
environmental microbiology. 1996;62(2):593-600. Epub 1996/02/01.
[18] Stegeman JJ, Lech, J. J. Cytochrome P-450 Monooxygenase system in aquatic species:
Carcinogen metabolism and biomarkers for carcinogen and pollutant exposure.
Environmental Health Perspectives. 1991;90:101-9.
[19] Bolwell GP, Bozak K, Zimmerlin A. Plant cytochrome P450. Phytochemistry.
1994;37(6):1491-506. Epub 1994/12/01.
[20] Pelkonen O, Raunio H. Metabolic activation of toxins: tissue-specific expression and
metabolism in target organs. Environ Health Perspect. 1997;105 Suppl 4:767-74. Epub
1997/06/01.
[21] Gonzalez FJ, Lee YH. Constitutive expression of hepatic cytochrome P450 genes. FASEB
journal : official publication of the Federation of American Societies for Experimental
Biology. 1996;10(10):1112-7. Epub 1996/08/01.
[22] Sevrioukova IF, Poulos TL. Structural biology of redox partner interactions in P450cam
monooxygenase: a fresh look at an old system. Archives of biochemistry and
biophysics. 2011;507(1):66-74. Epub 2010/09/08.
[23] Yoshida H, Oikawa S, Ikeda M, Reese ET. A novel acid phosphatase excreted by
Penicillium
funiculosum
that
hydrolyzes
both
phosphodiesters
and
phosphomonoesters with aryl leaving groups. Journal of biochemistry. 1989;105(5):7948. Epub 1989/05/01.
[24] Rojas-García AE, Velazquez-Fernández, J. B. Human Paraoxonase (PON1) In: Guillermo
E-A, editor. Xenobiotic metabolizing enzymes and xenobiotic receptors:
Pharmacological and toxicological aspects: Transworld research network; 2010.
[25] Aust SD. Mechanisms of degradation by white rot fungi. Environmental health
perspectives. 1995;103 Suppl 5:59-61. Epub 1995/06/01.
[26] Yadav M, Yadav P, Yadav KD. Purification, characterization, and coal depolymerizing
activity of lignin peroxidase from Gloeophyllum sepiarium MTCC-1170. Biochemistry
Biokhimiia. 2009;74(10):1125-31. Epub 2009/11/18.
[27] Herve C, de Franco PO, Groisillier A, Tonon T, Boyen C. New members of the
glutathione transferase family discovered in red and brown algae. The Biochemical
journal. 2008;412(3):535-44. Epub 2008/03/05.
[28] Dixon DP, Lapthorn A, Edwards R. Plant glutathione transferases. Genome biology.
2002;3(3):REVIEWS3004. Epub 2002/03/19.
[29] Toribio F, Martinez-Lara E, Pascual P, Lopez-Barea J. Methods for purification of
glutathione peroxidase and related enzymes. Journal of chromatography B, Biomedical
applications. 1996;684(1-2):77-97. Epub 1996/09/20.

Biodegradation and Bioremediation of Organic Pesticides 269

[30] Habig WH, Pabst MJ, Jakoby WB. Glutathione S-transferases. The first enzymatic step
in mercapturic acid formation. The Journal of biological chemistry. 1974;249(22):7130-9.
Epub 1974/11/25.
[31] Martinoia EG, E. Tommasini, R., Kreuz, K., Amrhein, N. ATP-dependent glutathione
S-conjugate "export" pump in the vacuolar membrane of plants. Nature. 1993;364:24749.
[32] Marrs KA, Alfenito MR, Lloyd AM, Walbot V. A glutathione S-transferase involved in
vacuolar transfer encoded by the maize gene Bronze-2. Nature. 1995;375(6530):397-400.
Epub 1995/06/01.
[33] Cycon M, Piotrowska-Seget Z. Changes in bacterial diversity and community structure
following pesticides addition to soil estimated by cultivation technique. Ecotoxicology.
2009;18(5):632-42. Epub 2009/05/16.
[34] Langerhoff A, Charles. P, Alphenaar A, Zwiep G, Rijnaarts H. Intrinsic and stimulated
in situ biodegradation of Hexachlorocyclohexane (HCH). 6th international HCl and
pesticides forum. Poland2001. p. 132-85.
[35] Barragán-Huerta B, E., Costa-Pérez C, Peralta-Cruz J, Barrera-Cortés J, Esparza-García
F, Rodríguez-Vázquez R. Biodegradation of organochlorine pesticides by bacteria
grown in microniches of the porous structure of green bean coffee. International
Biodeterioration & Biodegradation. 2007;59:239-44.
[36] Baczynski TP, Pleissner D, Grotenhuis T. Anaerobic biodegradation of organochlorine
pesticides in contaminated soil - significance of temperature and availability.
Chemosphere. 2010;78(1):22-8. Epub 2009/10/23.
[37] Singh BK, Kuhad RC, Singh A, Lal R, Tripathi KK. Biochemical and molecular basis of
pesticide degradation by microorganisms. Critical reviews in biotechnology.
1999;19(3):197-225. Epub 1999/10/20.
[38] Wackett LP. Recruitment of co-metabolic enzymes for environmental detoxification of
organohalides. Environmental health perspectives. 1995;103 Suppl 5:45-8. Epub
1995/06/01.
[39] Qureshi A, Mohan M, Kanade GS, Kapley A, Purohit HJ. In situ bioremediation of
organochlorine-pesticide-contaminated microcosm soil and evaluation by gene probe.
Pest management science. 2009;65(7):798-804. Epub 2009/04/11.
[40] Carrillo-Pérez E, Ruiz-Manriquez, A. Yeomans-Reina, H. Isolation, Identification and
Evaluation of a mixed culture of microorganisms with capability to degrade DDT. Rev
Int Contam Ambient. 2004;20(2):69-75.
[41] Lee SE, Kim JS, Kennedy IR, Park JW, Kwon GS, Koh SC, et al. Biotransformation of an
organochlorine insecticide, endosulfan, by Anabaena species. Journal of agricultural
and food chemistry. 2003;51(5):1336-40. Epub 2003/02/20.
[42] Hussain S, Arshad M, Saleem M, Khalid A. Biodegradation of alpha- and betaendosulfan by soil bacteria. Biodegradation. 2007;18(6):731-40. Epub 2007/01/26.

270 Pesticides – Recent Trends in Pesticide Residue Assay

[43] Matsumoto E, Kawanaka Y, Yun SJ, Oyaizu H. Bioremediation of the organochlorine
pesticides, dieldrin and endrin, and their occurrence in the environment. Applied
microbiology and biotechnology. 2009;84(2):205-16. Epub 2009/07/07.
[44] Murthy HM, Manonmani HK. Aerobic degradation of technical hexachlorocyclohexane
by a defined microbial consortium. Journal of hazardous materials. 2007;149(1):18-25.
Epub 2007/05/16.
[45] Phillips TM, Seech AG, Lee H, Trevors JT. Biodegradation of hexachlorocyclohexane
(HCH) by microorganisms. Biodegradation. 2005;16(4):363-92. Epub 2005/05/04.
[46] Kumari R, Subudhi S, Suar M, Dhingra G, Raina V, Dogra C, et al. Cloning and
characterization of lin genes responsible for the degradation of Hexachlorocyclohexane
isomers by Sphingomonas paucimobilis strain B90. Applied and environmental
microbiology. 2002;68(12):6021-8. Epub 2002/11/27.
[47] Choi MK, Kim KD, Ahn KM, Shin DH, Hwang JH, Seong CN, et al. Genetic and
phenotypic diversity of parathion-degrading bacteria isolated from rice paddy
soils. Journal of microbiology and biotechnology. 2009;19(12):1679-87. Epub
2010/01/16.
[48] Kim KD, Ahn JH, Kim T, Park SC, Seong CN, Song HG, et al. Genetic and phenotypic
diversity of fenitrothion-degrading bacteria isolated from soils. Journal of microbiology
and biotechnology. 2009;19(2):113-20. Epub 2009/03/25.
[49] Singh BK, Walker A, Morgan JA, Wright DJ. Biodegradation of chlorpyrifos by
enterobacter strain B-14 and its use in bioremediation of contaminated soils. Applied
and environmental microbiology. 2004;70(8):4855-63. Epub 2004/08/06.
[50] Abo-Amer A. Biodegradation of diazinon by Serratia marcescens DI101 and its use in
bioremediation of contaminated environment. Journal of microbiology and
biotechnology. 2011;21(1):71-80. Epub 2011/02/09.
[51] Zhongli C, Shunpeng L, Guoping F. Isolation of methyl parathion-degrading strain M6
and cloning of the methyl parathion hydrolase gene. Applied and environmental
microbiology. 2001;67(10):4922-5. Epub 2001/09/26.
[52] Dietz AC, Schnoor JL. Advances in phytoremediation. Environmental health
perspectives. 2001;109 Suppl 1:163-8. Epub 2001/03/17.
[53] Ramirez-Sandoval M, Melchor-Partida GN, Muniz-Hernandez S, Giron-Perez MI,
Rojas-Garcia AE, Medina-Diaz IM, et al. Phytoremediatory effect and growth of two
species of Ocimum in endosulfan polluted soil. Journal of hazardous materials.
2011;192(1):388-92. Epub 2011/06/15.
[54] Schroder P, Scheer CE, Diekmann F, Stampfl A. How plants cope with foreign
compounds. Translocation of xenobiotic glutathione conjugates in roots of barley
(Hordeum vulgare). Environmental science and pollution research international.
2007;14(2):114-22. Epub 2007/04/26.
[55] Hatton PA, Cummins, I. Cole, D. J., Edwards, R. Glutathione transferase involved in
herbicide detoxification in the leaves of Setaria faberi (giant foxtail). Physiologia
Plantarum. 1999;105:9-16.

Biodegradation and Bioremediation of Organic Pesticides 271

[56] Mishra VK, Upadhyay AR, Tripathi BD. Bioaccumulation of heavy metals and two
organochlorine pesticides (DDT and BHC) in crops irrigated with secondary treated
waste water. Environmental monitoring and assessment. 2009;156(1-4):99-107. Epub
2008/07/26.
[57] Ge X, d'Avignon DA, Ackerman JJ, Sammons RD. Rapid vacuolar sequestration: the
horseweed glyphosate resistance mechanism. Pest management science. 2010;66(4):3458. Epub 2010/01/12.
[58] Yadav R, Arora P, Kumar S, Chaudhury A. Perspectives for genetic engineering of
poplars for enhanced phytoremediation abilities. Ecotoxicology. 2010;19(8):1574-88.
Epub 2010/09/18.
[59] Abhilash PC, Jamil S, Singh N. Transgenic plants for enhanced biodegradation and
phytoremediation of organic xenobiotics. Biotechnology advances. 2009;27(4):474-88.
Epub 2009/04/18.
[60] Walker TS, Bais HP, Grotewold E, Vivanco JM. Root exudation and rhizosphere
biology. Plant physiology. 2003;132(1):44-51. Epub 2003/05/15.
[61] Chaudhry Q, Blom-Zandstra M, Gupta S, Joner EJ. Utilising the synergy between plants
and rhizosphere microorganisms to enhance breakdown of organic pollutants in the
environment. Environmental science and pollution research international. 2005;12(1):3448. Epub 2005/03/17.
[62] Germaine KJ, Liu X, Cabellos GG, Hogan JP, Ryan D, Dowling DN. Bacterial
endophyte-enhanced phytoremediation of the organochlorine herbicide 2,4dichlorophenoxyacetic acid. FEMS microbiology ecology. 2006;57(2):302-10. Epub
2006/07/27.
[63] Siddique T, Okeke BC, Arshad M, Frankenberger WT, Jr. Enrichment and isolation of
endosulfan-degrading microorganisms. Journal of environmental quality. 2003;32(1):4754. Epub 2003/01/29.
[64] Ruttimann-Johnson C, Lamar RT. Polymerization of pentachlorophenol and ferulic acid
by fungal extracellular lignin-degrading enzymes. Applied and environmental
microbiology. 1996;62(10):3890-3. Epub 1996/10/01.
[65] Sun W, Sammynaiken R, Chen L, Maley J, Schatte G, Zhou Y, et al. Sphingobium
chlorophenolicum dichlorohydroquinone dioxygenase (PcpA) is alkaline resistant and
thermally stable. International journal of biological sciences. 2011;7(8):1171-9. Epub
2011/11/02.
[66] Rigas F, Papadopoulou K, Dritsa V, Doulia D. Bioremediation of a soil contaminated by
lindane utilizing the fungus Ganoderma australe via response surface methodology.
Journal of hazardous materials. 2007;140(1-2):325-32. Epub 2006/10/24.
[67] Jin ZP, Luo K, Zhang S, Zheng Q, Yang H. Bioaccumulation and catabolism of
prometryne in green algae. Chemosphere. 2012;87(3):278-84. Epub 2012/01/26.
[68] Park JW, Park BK, Kim JE. Remediation of soil contaminated with 2,4-dichlorophenol
by treatment of minced shepherd's purse roots. Archives of environmental
contamination and toxicology. 2006;50(2):191-5. Epub 2006/01/05.

272 Pesticides – Recent Trends in Pesticide Residue Assay

[69] Munnecke DM. Properties of an immobilized pesticide-hydrolyzing enzyme. Applied
and environmental microbiology. 1977;33(3):503-7. Epub 1977/03/01.

