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Abstract
The anionic surfactant SLES (sodium lauryl ether sulfate) is an emerging contaminant, being the main component of foaming
agents that are increasingly used by the tunnel construction industry. To fill the gap of knowledge about the potential SLES
toxicity on plants, acute and chronic effects were assessed under controlled conditions. The acute ecotoxicological test was
performed on Lepidum sativum L. (cress) and Zea maysL. (maize). Germination of both species was not affected by SLES in soil,
even at concentrations (1200 mg kg−1) more than twice higher than the maximum realistic values found in contaminated debris,
thus confirming the low acute SLES toxicity on terrestrial plants. The root elongation of the more sensitive species (cress) was
instead reduced at the highest SLES concentration. In the chronic phytotoxicity experiment, photosynthesis of maize was
downregulated, and the photosynthetic performance (PITOT) significantly reduced already under realistic exposures
(360 mg kg−1), owing to the SLES ability to interfere with water and/or nutrients uptake by roots. However, such reduction
was transient, likely due to the rapid biodegradation of the surfactant by the soil microbial community. Indeed, SLES amount
decreased in soil more than 90% of the initial concentration in only 11 days. A significant reduction of the maximum photosyn-
thetic capacity (Pnmax) was still evident at the end of the experiment, suggesting the persistence of negative SLES effects on plant
growth and productivity. Overall results, although confirming the low phytotoxicity and high biodegradability of SLES in natural
soils, highlight the importance of considering both acute and nonlethal stress effects to evaluate the environmental compatibility
of soil containing SLES residues.
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Abbreviations
ABS/RC effective antenna size of an active

reaction center
BAF bioaccumulation factor
Ca ambient CO2 concentration
Ci substomatal CO2 concentration
Ci/Ca ratio between substomatal and ambient CO2

DAS days after sowing
DI0/RC energy dissipation per active

reaction center
DOT day of treatment
E leaf transpiration
GI Germination Index
gs stomatal conductance
PITOT total photosynthetic performance index
PLE pressurized liquid extraction
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Pn net photosynthesis
Pnmax maximum net photosynthesis at saturating

light and CO2 concentration
PSI photosystem I
PSII photosystem II
RC reaction center
RH relative air humidity
SLES sodium lauryl ether sulfate
Tamb ambient temperature
Tleaf leaf temperature
Vcmax in vivo apparent Rubisco activity
Γ CO2 compensation point
ΨEo electron transport probability
ΔVI-P amplitude of the I-P phase of the

fluorescence induction curve
φPo maximum quantum yield of photosystem

II (PSII) primary photochemistry
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Introduction

Sodium lauryl ether sulfate (SLES, molecular formula:
CH3[CH2]11[OCH2CH2]n OSO3Na

+) is one of the most com-
monly used anionic surfactants for household and industrial
applications. Due to its very low production cost and high
emulsifying and foaming properties, it can be found in several
products, such as detergents, cosmetics, and personal care
products, in a concentration range varying from 0.1 to 50%
(Barra Caracciolo et al. 2017). For these same properties,
SLES is also the main component of numerous synthetic
foaming agents used as lubricants for mechanized tunneling
with the TBM-EPB (Tunnel Boring Machine-Earth Pressure
Balance) technology (Baderna et al. 2015; Barra Caracciolo
et al. 2017; Sebastiani et al. 2019). The soil debris produced
by TBM-EPB are composed of a mixture of soil and rocks
with the foaming agent used for soil conditioning, where
SLES concentration can range from 40 to 500 mg kg−1

(Barra Caracciolo et al. 2017). Due to the ongoing and
planned construction of tunnel infrastructures in Europe, the
amount of spoil material deriving from soil excavations is
continuously growing: in 2017, Italy alone produced
13.6 M t of soil debris (ISPRA 2019), and foaming agents
containing SLES are reported to be used in several railway
or highway tunneling construction sites (see, for example,
Barra Caracciolo et al. 2019; Finizio et al. 2020; Mariani
et al. 2020). The disposal of this large amount of soil debris
can be an environmental issue for both the construction indus-
try and the society, if they are not adequately managed.

Currently, neither EU (Directive 2008/98/CE) nor national
legislations (e.g., Italian Decree D.P.R. 120/2017) set SLES
concentration limits in soil debris (Barra Caracciolo et al.
2019), thus allowing the potential reuse of SLES-
contaminated soils for different purposes in the environment,
for example, as land filling material or in green areas. In this
context, SLES contamination in soils represents an emerging
problem, also posing a risk for water if its residues run off or
leach from the destination site to water bodies in contact with
it.

Recent studies have tested acute SLES toxicity on model
organisms of water and soil communities (Baderna et al. 2015;
Grenni et al. 2018; Galli et al. 2019; Finizio et al. 2020;
Mariani et al. 2020), pointing out that, while SLES had severe
effects on aquatic organisms, concentration levels usually
found in spoil material did not exert toxic effects on soil ani-
mals, nor impaired acute ecotoxicological endpoints such as
seed germination and root elongation of the tested plant spe-
cies (Cucumis sativus L., Sorghum saccharatum L., and
Lepidium sativum L.). It has been also shown that SLES is
easily biodegraded in soils by natural microbial populations,
with half-lives ranging from 8 to 46 days, depending on the
soil type (Finizio et al. 2020; Pescatore et al. 2020). In the last
years, some studies found bacterial consortia isolated from
wastewater and activated sludge capable of degrading SLES.
Most bacteria of the consortia identified belonged to
Gammaproteobacteria, such as Pseudomonas and
Aeromonas (Paulo et al. 2017), Serratia, Enterobacter, and
Alcaligenes (Fedeila et al. 2018), and the Azotobacter,
Pseudomonas, Acinetobacter, Klebsiella, and Serratia
(Khleifat 2006). Moreover, a recent work identified a bacterial
consortium isolated from a deep soil, capable of utilizing
SLES as a sole carbon source and degrading it in few hours.
The bacterial consortiumwas identified by the next generation
sequencing (NGS) analysis and the main genera found were
Pseudomonas, Acinetobacter, Stenotrophomonas, and
Pseudoxanthomonas, confirming the predominant role of
Gammaproteobacteria in SLES degradation (Rolando et al.
2020).

The acute ecotoxicological tests, using a single species in
contact with different concentrations of a “pure” substance,
are useful in ranking the relative toxicity of compounds vs
others. Nevertheless, they do not take into consideration the
overall biotic and abiotic factors that occur in a real matrix
(e.g., soil), nor the whole range of possible stressful effects of
chemicals on complex organisms. Indeed, several surfactants,
if present in irrigation water or in soils, are known to exert
detrimental effects on plants, particularly affecting ecophysi-
ology and growth (Liwarska-Bizukojc 2009). For instance,
Uzma et al. (2018) found that two detergents containing an-
ionic surfactants, although not significantly affecting seed ger-
mination, were able to impair cell viability and light-
harvesting pigments (chlorophyll a and b and carotenoids) in

Environ Sci Pollut Res

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-12574-w


maize (Zea mays L.). Such negative effects on the photosyn-
thetic apparatus have been also reported for bean plants
(Phaseoulus vulgaris L.), treated with a domestic detergent
containing anionic surfactants (Jovanić et al. 2010); as a con-
sequence, a marked (− 45%) decrease in photosynthetic activ-
ity was observed. In addition, Masoudian et al. (2020) report-
ed that an anionic surfactant (sodium dodecyl benzene sulfo-
nate) triggered an oxidative stress response in the aquatic plant
Azolla filiculoides Lam., reducing its chlorophyll content and
growth rate.

To the best of our knowledge, no study has investigated the
effects of SLES on plant ecophysiology and growth under
nonlethal environmentally relevant concentrations found in
soil excavation debris. Such effects should be taken into ac-
count in the risk assessment of this emerging pollutant, being
critical for ecosystem protection. In this context, the present
paper aims at (a) obtaining further evidences on the acute
ecotoxicological effects of SLES on seed germination and root
elongation of two plant species (Lepidium sativum L., cress, a
reference species for phytotoxicity tests, and Zea mays L.,
maize, a “model species” in ecophysiological studies) and
(b) investigating the potential nonlethal stress effects of
SLES on the photosynthetic process of maize, also consider-
ing the role of the soil microbial community in SLES degra-
dation. We hypothesized that environmentally relevant SLES
concentrations are nonlethal to the considered plant species
but are able to trigger a stress response and significantly im-
pair the photosynthetic process.

Materials and methods

The experiments were carried out in the Laboratory of
Functional Ecology and Ecosystem Services at the
Department of Environmental Biology, Sapienza University
of Rome, Italy.

Acute phytotoxicity tests on Zea mays and Lepidium
sativum

Acute SLES phytotoxicity was evaluated by applying the ger-
mination test of Martignon (2009), based on the exposure of
seeds of vascular plant species to an environmental matrix, or
a chemical compound, for 72 ± 0.5 h in the dark at 25 ± 2 °C.
The toxic effect on the reproductive (germination rate) and
vegetative (root elongation) endpoints are then assessed.
Commercially available seeds of Zea mays L. var. “Everta”
(maize) and Lepidium sativum L. (cress) (Fratelli Ingegnoli,
Milan, Italy) were used for the test. Cress is already a reference
species for phytotoxicity tests (Baderna et al. 2015), while
compatibility of maize seeds with the environmental growth
conditions and time constraints of the method was verified
before performing the test. Indeed, according to Martignon

et al. (2009), and in agreement with the OECD guidelines
for the testing of chemicals (OECD 2006), in order for a spe-
cies to be considered suitable for the test, germination in the
controls should be at least 70%. Since the germination rate of
maize under such conditions was higher than 80%, it has been
considered suitable for the test.

The conditioning agent SLES was purchased from BOC
Sciences Inc., USA (CAS n. 68585-34-2, 70% purity). Three
SLES concentrations were tested: 100, 300, and 1000 mg L−1.
The stock SLES solution was prepared at 1000 mg L−1 in
ultrapure water and then diluted to the final concentrations.
SLES phytotoxicity was tested on both liquid and solid
growth medium, using 100-mm Petri dishes, covered with
90-mm filter paper disks (Watman, Grade 1). The test in the
liquid was performed by adding 5 mL of solution directly on
the filter paper, on the top of which ten seeds were added. The
control test was performed with 5 mL of ultrapure water. As
for the test on the solid growth medium, 10 g of soil, obtained
by mixing 50% garden soil (35% organic C, 11% humic C,
1.4% organic N, Compo Bio, Compo Agro Specialities Srl)
and 50% sand (93% limestone, 5% quartz and flint, 1% sand-
stones and siltstones, 1% tuff), were plated in each dish, cov-
ered with filter paper, and then wetted at full capacity with
12 mL of SLES solution (12 mL of ultrapure water for con-
trols), prior to adding 10 seeds per plate. The corresponding
SLES concentrations of soil were therefore 120, 360, and
1200 mg kg−1, respectively: the first two amounts were in
the range of those generally found in soil debris, while the
latter one was more than twice higher than the maximum
reported concentration (Barra Caracciolo et al. 2017). Each
concentration was replicated in 4 plates for species and growth
medium. All plates were sealed and placed at 25 ± 2 °C in a
dark growth chamber. At the end of the incubation time (72 ±
0.5 h), the number of germinated seeds and the root elongation
were assessed. The Germination Index (GI) was then calcu-
lated for each plate as:

GI ¼ number of germinated seeds�mean root length ð1Þ

and then expressed as percentage per treatment (Martignon
2009; Baderna et al. 2015):

GI% ¼ GI average treated=GI average controlð Þ*100 ð2Þ

Chronic phytotoxicity test on Zea mays

Maize has been chosen for the chronic phytotoxicity experi-
ment due to its role as a “model species” in ecophysiological
studies, as well as for its strategic and economic importance
(Gulli et al. 2015).
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Experimental design and plant growing conditions

Maize seeds were sown in 42 pots of 1.5 L each (4 seed per
pot), filled with the same soil used for the acute phytotoxicity
test, placed inside the “walk-in” chamber facility (2.5 m ×
3.9 m × 3 m h) of the Department of Environmental
Biology, Sapienza University of Rome (Salvatori et al.
2013). Inside the chamber, environmental parameters were
maintained as follows: photosynthetic active radiation =
700 μmol m−2 s−1; photoperiod = 12 h; air temperature =
25.0 ± 2 °C; relative humidity = 60 ± 5%. During the whole
experimental period, pots were randomly relocated in the
chamber every day to prevent position effects. Starting from
the 9th day after sowing (DAS), each pot was provided once a
week with 30 mL of Hoagland’s No. 2 Basal Salt Mixture
(Sigma-Aldrich Co) at ¼ of strength. At DAS 12, germinated
plants were thinned to one per pot. At DAS 26, when plants
had an average of 3.4 ± 0.5 leaves, the SLES treatment was
applied. Pots were randomly divided into 3 experimental sets,
of 14 pots each: C, control, not treated; T360 mg kg−1, treated
with 360 mg kg−1 SLES; T1200 mg kg−1, treated with
1200mg kg−1 SLES. These SLES concentrations were chosen
on the basis of the results of the acute phytotoxicity test. SLES
treatment was provided in 100 mL of deionized water per pot;
concurrently, control plants were irrigated with 100 mL of
deionized water.

Ecophysiological measurements

Gas exchange measurements The Infra-Red Gas Analyzer
CIRAS 2 (PP Systems, Amesbury, MA, USA) was used to
measure net photosynthesis (Pn, μmolCO2 m

−2 s−1), stomatal
conductance (gs, mmolH2O m−2 s−1), leaf transpiration (E,
mmolH2O m−2 s−1), and substomatal CO2 (Ci, ppm) at leaf
level. Photosynthetically active radiation (PAR,μmol photons
m−2 s−1), relative humidity (RH, %), air (Tamb, °C), and leaf
(Tleaf, °C) temperatures were also recorded by the instrument.
The ratio between substomatal (Ci) and ambient (Ca) CO2

concentration (Ci/Ca, dimensionless) was calculated.
Following Long and Bernacchi (2003) and Sharkey et al.

(2007), the Pn/Ci response curves were also measured by
using CIRAS 2, deriving the following parameters: in vivo
apparent Rubisco activity (Vcmax, mol m−2 s−1); CO2 compen-
sation point (Γ, ppm), i.e., the point on the Pn/Ci response
curve, where CO2 exchange from photosynthesis and that
from respiration balance each other; and maximum net pho-
tosynthesis (Pnmax, μmolCO2 m

−2 s−1) (Salvatori et al. 2013).
Steady-state gas exchanges were measured before the treat-

ment at DAS 26, hereafter indicated as day of treatment
(DOT) 0, and after 1, 2, 4, and 7 DOT, on the first fully
expanded leaf at the top of each plant. Pn/Ci curves were
measured during DOT 8, 9, and 10, on a total of 3 plants per
treatment.

Chlorophyll “a” fluorescence and relative chlorophyll content
measurements Prompt chlorophyll fluorescence kinetic was
measured in vivo by the HandyPea fluorimeter (Hansatech
Instruments, Norfolk, UK), on the same leaves sampled for
gas exchanges, dark adapted for 40 min by specific leaf clips
(2 clips per leaves, positioned on the middle leaf blade). The
JIP test parameters (Strasser et al. 2000) described in Table 1
were then derived (see Supplementary Material S1 for further
details).

The relative chlorophyll content was measured by using a
SPAD meter (Minolta), on the same leaves sampled for gas
exchanges and chlorophyll fluorescence.

Both chlorophyll fluorescence and SPAD were measured
during DOT 0, 1, 2, 4, 7, and 8.

Analytical and microbiological determinations

At DOT 11, all 45 pots (15 replicates for each condition: C,
T360 mg kg−1 and T1200 mg kg−1) were collected destruc-
tively. Aliquots of both plants and soil were sampled from
each pot condition and separately mixed for obtaining a com-
posite sample. For the chemical and microbiological determi-
nations, 5 sub-replicates were analyzed.

SLES analysis All solvents used for chemical determinations
were at HPLC grade and were obtained from VWR (Radnor,
USA). SLES was extracted from fresh soil and lyophilized
maize leaf samples by pressurized liquid extraction (PLE)
using the Thermo Scientific Dionex ASE™ 150 (accelerated
solvent extractor) system. Soil and leaves samples were mixed
and homogenized with a dispersant agent (diatomaceous
earth, Thermo 062819, USA) to fill the PLE cells. The oper-
ating PLE conditions are reported in Grenni et al. (2018) but
using ultra-pure water (18 MΩ/cm quality, Millipore,
Bedford, USA) as the extraction solvent.

SLES residual concentration in aqueous PLE extracts was
determined following the optimized MBAS spectrophotomet-
ric method (Methylene Blue Active Substances) reported in
Grenni et al. (2018). Briefly, SLES was extracted three times
with chloroform to obtain a blue salt. The absorbance of the
SLES-MBAS-chloroform complex was then measured using
a UV/Vis spectrophotometer (650 nm Perkin Elmer 25). The
calibration curves for lower (0.05–0.5 mg L−1) and higher
(0.05–0.5 mg L−1) concentration ranges were acquired by
the analysis of SLES standard solutions at different concen-
tration levels. The limit of detection (LOD) was 0.013 mg L−1

(IUPAC 1999) and the PLE extraction recovery was 97.3 ±
0.6%.

The final extracts were also analyzed by LC-MS/MS (triple
quadrupole mass spectrometer detector, equipped with an
electrospray ionization detector, mod. API 3000, AB Sciex,
Germany) in order to confirm the results obtained by the
MBAS analyses. The injector valve (Rheodyne, mod. 7125)
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included a 20-μL loop. The chromatographic Luna column
(250 × 4.6 mm, 5 μm C 18, Phenomenex, France), preceded
by a guard column packedwith the same stationary phase, was
maintained at 25 °C. The isocratic elution was carried out at
1.0 mL/min flow rate, by using a mobile phase composed of
ammonium acetate (30 mMwater solution)/acetonitrile, 30:70
(v:v). The Analyst Service version 1.6 software allowed both
instrument control and data acquisition. Further LC-MS/MS
details are reported in Supplementary Material (S2).

SLES transportation from soil to maize leaves was evalu-
ated by calculating the bioaccumulation factor (BAFs, where
BAF plant-part = [SLES]leaves/[SLES]soil), according to Di
Lenola et al. (2018).

Microbiological determinations in soil

Total microbial abundance and activity Total microbial abun-
dances of soil samples (no. of cells/g soil) were directly count-
ed under a fluorescent microscope using the DNA fluorescent
intercalant DAPI (4′,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole) as de-
scribed in details in other works (Barra Caracciolo et al.
2019; Rauseo et al. 2019).

The overall activity of the microbial community was eval-
uated in soil samples with the dehydrogenase assay (DHA
method). It is based on the reduction of the TTC (2,3,5-
triphenyltetrazolium chloride) in TPF (triphenylformazan).
Results are expressed as μg TPF/g soil. Details on this method
are reported in Grenni et al. (2009).

Statistical analysis

Germination and ecophysiological data were analyzed by
using Statistica 7.0 (StatSoft, Inc., Tulsa OK, USA). A two-
way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied to the results
of the germination test, by considering species and treatment
as factors. The effects of SLES treatment on ecophysiological
data at each measurement interval was tested by a one-way

ANOVA. The significance of the differences among treat-
ments was estimated by the post hoc Student–Newman–
Keuls test at p ≤ 0.05. Time effects on physiological measure-
ments were tested with repeated measures ANOVA, with
treatment as between-subjects factor.

The statistical analysis of chemical data, microbial abun-
dance, and dehydrogenase activity was performed using a
one-way ANOVA, with significant differences at the p < 0.05
level. The PC Program used was SIGMASTAT. Both the
chemical and the microbiological results performed at the end
of the chronic phytotoxicity experiment are expressed as means
± standard errors (SE) of five values for each datum.

Results

Acute phytotoxicity: tests on Zea mays and Lepidium
sativum

The acute phytotoxicity test highlighted that SLES treatment,
even at the highest concentrations (1000 mg L−1 and
1200 mg kg−1), did not affect the germination rate of both
cress and maize, either in liquid and solid growth medium
(Fig. 1a and b). Root elongation was, instead, significantly
affected, with differences between species and substrate
(Fig. 1c and d). Cress resulted more sensitive than maize in
both substrates: in the liquid, root elongation was significantly
reduced in this species already at 100 mg L−1, while in maize a
significant reduction was observed starting from the concen-
tration of 300 mg L−1. At the highest concentration
(1000 mg L−1), root elongation was reduced by 92.5% in cress
and 54.3% in maize (Fig. 1c). The effect of SLES on root
elongation was less marked in soil on both species, with cress
showing significant reduction only at the highest concentra-
tion of 1200 mg kg−1 and maize showing no significant effect
at all (Fig. 1d). The Germination Index showed the same pat-
tern as root elongation, thus confirming the highest sensitivity

Table 1 Chlorophyll fluorescence parameters used in the text, calculated by the JIP test (Strasser et al. 2000)

JIP test
parameters

φPo Maximum quantum yield of photosystem II (PSII) primary photochemistry, measured on dark-adapted samples. Expresses the
efficiency with which an absorbed photon will be trapped by the PSII reaction center (RC)

J-Phase or ΨEo Probability that a trapped excitation by the PSII RC enters the electron transport chain

ABS/RC Effective antenna size of an active RC. Expresses the total number of photons absorbed by chlorophyll molecules of all RC divided by
the total number of active RCs

DI0/RC Effective energy dissipation per RC

ΔVI-P Amplitude of the IP-phase (Oukarroum et al. 2009). It indicates the efficiency of electron transport around the photosystem I (PSI) to
reduce the final electron acceptors, i.e., ferredoxin and NADP (Ceppi et al. 2012)

PITOT Performance index (potential) for energy conservation from photons absorbed by PSII to the reduction of PSI end acceptors (Strasser
et al. 2010)

See Supplementary Material S1 for further details
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to SLES of cress in respect to maize, and the lower toxic effect
of the anionic surfactant in soil on both species: GI was re-
duced by 92.5% and 54.15% in cress and maize, respectively
(Fig. 1e) in the liquid growth medium at the highest SLES
concentration; in soil the reduction was 57% and 11%, respec-
tively (Fig. 1f).

On the basis of these results, the SLES concentrations
chosen for performing the chronic phytotoxicity test on Zea
mays were 360 mg kg−1 (no evidence of acute effects)

and 1200 mg kg−1 (significant acute effects on sensitive
species only).

Chronic phytotoxicity experiment on Zea mays

Steady-state gas exchanges

Net photosynthesis (Fig. 2a), stomatal conductance (Fig. 2b),
and leaf transpiration (Fig. 2c) of maize plants were reduced in

Fig. 1 Germination rate (a, b), root elongation (c, d), and Germination
Index (e, f), determined on cress (white bars) and maize (black bars) on
liquid (a, c, d) and solid (b, d, e) growth medium. Data are shown as
means ± standard error (n = 40). Different letters indicate statistically

significant differences between means at p ≤ 0.05; insets show the
results of the two-way ANOVA; asterisks showing the significance of
factors/interaction (***p ≤ 0.001; **p ≤ 0.01; *p ≤ 0.05; n.s. = not signif-
icant, p > 0.05)
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SLES-treated plants since DOT 1, but this effect resulted sig-
nificant only at DOT 4, with no difference between the two
SLES concentrations (Table 2a). The Ci/Ca ratio instead did
not show significant differences between the experimental sets
(Fig. 2d, Table 2a). Time effect was significant on all gas
exchange parameters, and significant time * SLES interac-
tions were evident on gs and E (Table 2b).

Chlorophyll “a” fluorescence and SPAD

Figure 3 shows the trend of the selected JIP test parameters
considered in this study, expressed as percentage variation in
respect to control values. The maximum quantum yield of
PSII (φPo, Fig. 3a) showed slight but significant reductions
on both SLES-treated sets starting from the second day of
treatment, with a recovery at DOT 8 (Table 2a), while the J-
Phase (ΨΕo, Fig. 3b) was unaffected by SLES through the
whole experiment (Table 2a). The specific energy fluxes,
i.e., absorbance (ABS/RC, Fig. 3c) and dissipation (DI0/RC,
Fig. 3d) per active reaction center, were significantly in-
creased at both SLES levels fromDOT 2 to 7 (Table 2a), while
the I-P phase (ΔVI-P, Fig. 3e) showed a slight (− 12.1%) but
significant reduction only for T1200 mg kg−1 plants at DOT2

(Table 2a). Finally, the total photosynthetic performance
(PITOT, Fig. 3f) was significantly reduced in both treatments
from DOT 2 to 7 (Table 2a).

The relative chlorophyll content (SPAD, Fig. 4) was unaf-
fected by SLES treatment during the whole experiment. A
sl ight s ignif icant reduct ion was evident only in
T360 mg kg−1 at DOT 7 (Table 2a).

As observed for gas exchanges, time effect was significant
for all chlorophyll fluorescence and SPAD parameters, while
a significant time × SLES interaction was highlighted forφPo,
DI0/RC, and ΔVI-P (Table 2b).

Pn vs Ci response curves

Table 3 shows the photosynthetic parameters derived from the
Pn/Ci response curves, measured during DOT 8–10. No sig-
nificant effect of SLES was evident on both the in vivo
Rubisco carboxylation velocity (Vcmax, mol m−2 s−1), and
the CO2 compensation point (Γ, ppm), i.e., the point on the
Pn/Ci response curve where CO2 exchange from photosynthe-
sis and that from respiration balance each other. The maxi-
mum net photosynthesis (Pnmax, μmolCO2 m−2 s−1) was

Fig. 2 Net photosynthesis (Pn, a), stomatal conductance (gs, b), leaf
transpiration (E, c), and the ratio between substomatal and external CO2

concentration (Ci/Ca, d) measured on maize plants. C = control, plants
not treated with SLES; T360 mg kg−1 = plants treated with 360 mg kg−1

SLES; T1200 mg kg−1 = plants treated with 1200 mg kg−1 SLES. Data
are shown as means ± standard error (n = 14). For each day of treatment,
different letters indicate statistically significant differences between
means at p ≤ 0.05 (n.s. = not significant, p > 0.05)
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instead significantly reduced (p = 0.000) by SLES, with no
difference between the two treatment concentrations.

Anionic surfactant concentration in soil and maize leaves

The average SLES concentrations detected at DOT 11 in the
T360mg kg−1 and T1200 mg kg−1 conditions, both in soil and
leaves, are shown in Fig. 5.

SLES decreased significantly both in T360 mg kg−1 and
T1200 mg kg−1 conditions, with a reduction of 90% from its
initial concentrations; in fact, the final amounts were 33.1 ±
8.9 and 97.3 ± 11.6 mg kg−1, respectively (Fig. 5).

A SLES residual concentration of 2.7 ± 0.02 and 3.9 ±
0.08 mg kg−1 was observed in maize leaves in
T360 mg kg−1 and T1200 mg kg−1, respectively. Finally, the
leaf BAF, calculated at DOT 11, was 0.08 and 0.04 for
T360 mg kg−1 and T1200 mg kg−1, respectively. Both values
were < 1, suggesting that maize was not able to bioaccumulate
SLES in leaves.

Soil microbial abundance and activity

The total microbial abundance (no. of cells/g soil) and activity
(μg TPF/g soil) in SLES-treated (T360 mg kg−1 and
T1200 mg kg−1) and control (C) soils measured at the end
(11 days) of the chronic phytotoxicity experiment (DOT 11)
are reported in Table 4.

The microbial abundance (no. of cells/g dry soil) in the
T360 mg kg−1 condition was significantly lower (p < 0.05)
than in the control one (Table 4). However, this parameter

was not significantly different between the soil initially treated
with SLES at a higher concentration (T1200 mg kg−1) and the
control. The comparison between SLES-treated and control
samples did not indicate significant differences in terms of
microbial activity.

Discussion

The overall results of the germination test confirmed the low
ecotoxicity of SLES on the considered plants (Lepidium
sativum and Zea mays), already highlighted in previous stud-
ies (Baderna et al. 2015; Grenni et al. 2018; Galli et al. 2019;
Finizio et al. 2020). In particular, the germination process, i.e.,
the reproductive endpoint, appears to be unaffected by SLES,
in both species and growth media. Indeed, Baderna et al.
(2015) reported a No-Observed-Adverse-Effect-
Concentration (NOAEC) of 1.5 to 3.8 g kg−1 of soil for three
foaming agents containing a maximum 30% of SLES, a value
that is well above our highest treatment concentration of
1200 mg kg−1, as well as above the realistic contamination
levels of excavated soils (40–500 mg kg−1, Barra Caracciolo
et al. 2017). On the contrary, the vegetative endpoint (root
elongation) was significantly affected by SLES in both spe-
cies, with a higher sensitivity of cress than maize, thus sug-
gesting the possibility of potential negative SLES effects on
plant growth. Anionic surfactants are known to primary im-
pact the cell membranes, by either inserting into membrane
phospholipids, or denaturizing and binding to the cell wall
proteins, thus changing membrane permeability and

Table 2 Results (p values) of the ANOVA on gas exchanges (Pn, net
photosynthesis; gs, stomatal conductance; E, leaf transpiration; Ci/Ca,
ratio between substomatal and external CO2 concentration), JIP test
parameters (φPo, maximum quantum yield of PSII; ΨE0, J-Phase; ABS/

RC, energy absorption per RC; DI0/RC, energy dissipation per RC;ΔVI-

P, amplitude of the I-P phase; PITOT, total photosynthetic Performance
Index); and relative chlorophyll content (SPAD) data

a) One-way ANOVA

DOT Pn gs E Ci/Ca φPo ΨEo ABS/RC DI0/RC ΔVI-P PITOT SPAD

0 0.895 0.293 0.254 0.088 0.224 0.528 0.052 0.082 0.956 0.513 0.259

1 0.167 0.071 0.141 0.887 0.658 0.540 0.954 0.887 0.310 0.759 0.535

2 0.189 0.092 0.108 0.627 0.001 0.600 0.003 0.001 0.022 0.006 0.535

4 0.022 0.015 0.015 0.256 0.000 0.949 0.003 0.001 0.449 0.017 0.471

7 0.143 0.173 0.124 0.371 0.002 0.660 0.009 0.004 0.194 0.001 0.001

8 n.m. n.m. n.m. n.m. 0.196 0.144 0.064 0.091 0.170 0.086 n.m.

b) Repeated measurements ANOVA

Factors Pn gs E Ci/Ca φPo ΨE0 ABS/RC DI0/RC ΔVI-P PITOT SPAD

Time 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Time * SLES 0.673 0.031 0.021 0.569 0.001 0.152 0.059 0.007 0.005 0.120 0.373

(a) One-way ANOVA between treatments, for each day of treatment (DOT), degree of freedom= 2; (b) Repeated measurements ANOVA on time and
SLES effects, degree of freedom: time = 4, time * SLES = 8 for gas exchanges and relative chlorophyll content, degree of freedom: time = 5, time *
SLES = 10 for JIP test parameters. Significant (p ≤ 0.05) factors are marked in bold (n.m. = not measured)
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eventually causing membrane disruption (Cserhati et al.
2002). In plant roots, this may result in altered membrane-
dependent processes such as water and nutrient uptake, which
ultimately affect plant growth. Besides, surfactants can change
the physicochemical properties of growth medium, for exam-
ple, increasing its osmotic potential, further affecting the water
uptake process by roots (Wiel-Shafran et al. 2006; Heidari
2012). The observed effects on root elongation were sub-
strate-dependent: in soil, the toxicity of SLES was reduced,
possibly due to the adsorption of the surfactant to soil organic

matter that reduces its availability for plant uptake (Finizio
et al. 2020). Interestingly, the observed lack of acute SLES
effects on both cress and maize for concentration values as
high as 360 mg kg−1 in soil is in agreement with the work of
Finizio et al. (2020), who reported a 50% inhibition of growth
of cress seedlings starting at 433 mg kg−1 SLES.

The chronic phytotoxicity experiment confirmed SLES as
a degradable compound in soil, with a decrease of 90% of its
initial concentrations (360 and 1200 mg kg−1) in only 11 days
in plant presence. This disappearance time observedwas faster

Fig. 3 Maximum quantum yield of PSII (φPo, a), J-Phase (ΨΕo, b), en-
ergy absorption per RC (ABS/RC, c), energy dissipation per RC (DI0/RC,
d), amplitude of the I-P phase (ΔVI-P, e), total photosynthetic
Performance Index (PITOT, f), measured on maize plants. C = control,
plants not treated with SLES; T360 mg kg−1 = plants treated with

360 mg kg−1 SLES; T1200 mg kg−1 = plants treated with 1200 mg kg−1

SLES. Data are shown as percentage variation in respect to control values
(n = 28). For each day of treatment, different letters indicate statistically
significant differences between means at p ≤ 0.05 (n.s. = not significant,
p > 0.05)
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than that found in other works with lower initial SLES con-
centrations (70–100 mg kg−1) and where 90% of degradation
was observed after 21 days (Barra Caracciolo et al. 2019).
Other experiments reported the SLES biodegradability in soil,
with half-lives ranging from 8 to 46 days, depending on the
site-specific conditions such as soil lithological characteris-
tics, soil depth, carbon content, the initial anionic surfactant
concentration, and, above all, the abundance of soil microor-
ganisms (Barra Caracciolo et al. 2019; Finizio et al. 2020). In
this chronic phytotoxicity experiment, the microbial commu-
nity showed much higher values of both microbial abundance
(no. of cells/g dry soil 5E + 07) and activity (mean μg TPF/g
dry soil 80) than those found in other works (Barra Caracciolo
et al. 2019; Patrolecco et al. 2020). SLES biodegradation is
possible thanks to several bacterial species such as
Citrobacter braakii (Dhouib et al. 2003), Aeromonas
hydrophila , Pseudomonas stutzeri , Pseudomonas
nitroreducens (Paulo et al. 2017), Alcaligenes faecalis,
Enterobacter cloacae, and Serratia marcescens strains
(Fedeila et al. 2018) commonly found in various environ-
ments (Rolando et al. 2020). A possible degradation pathway

for SLES is reported to be an initial ether cleavage and the
sulfate ion as the final released product (Hales et al. 1986;
Budnik et al. 2016). It is well known that sulfur has a key role
both in plant-feeding and in the synthesis of the sulfur-
containing amino acids (such as cysteine and methionine), as
well as of other compounds playing important physiological
functions (e.g., glutathione or ferredoxin) (Kowalska 2004).
Consequently, the prompt degradation found in this experi-
ment can also be ascribable to the positive interactions be-
tween plant roots and the soil microbial community. In fact,
it is known that plant presence affects positively the microbial
abundance and dehydrogenase activity (Barra Caracciolo
et al. 2015; Di Lenola et al. 2018). For example, the organic
substances released from roots may support higher microbial
biomass and activity than those in the bulk soil. Indeed, the
rhizosphere is a microhabitat where the microbial community
interactions with plant species can also improve the biodegra-
dation of contaminants in the so called “plant-assisted biore-
mediation” (Wenzel 2009; Ancona et al. 2017). However,
further experiments are necessary for distinguishing the role
of microorganisms and plants in SLES removal.

Fig. 4 Relative chlorophyll
content (SPAD units) measured
on maize plants. C = control,
plants not treated with SLES;
T360 mg kg−1 = plants treated
with 360 mg kg−1 SLES;
T1200 mg kg−1 = plants treated
with 1200 mg kg−1 SLES. Data
are shown as means ± standard
error (n = 28). For each day of
treatment, different letters
indicate statistically significant
differences between means at p ≤
0.05 (n.s. = not significant,
p > 0.05)

Table 3 Parameters derived from the Pn vs Ci response curves measured at the end of the experimental period

Treatment

C T360 mg kg−1 T1200 mg kg−1

Mean ± St. Err Mean ± St. Err Mean ± St. Err p value

Vcmax 0.09±0.01 a 0.08±0.01 a 0.08±0.00 a 0.591

Γ 12.47±4.82 a 7.27±2.78 a 10.72±1.08 a 0.517

Pnmax 14.50±0.37 a 9.37±0.34 b 10.22±0.26 b 0.000

Vcmax (mol m−2 s−1 ) = in vivo apparent Rubisco activity; Γ (ppm) = CO2 compensation point; Pnmax (μmol m−2 s−1 ) = maximum rate of net
photosynthesis. Data are shown as means ± standard error (n = 3); for each parameter, different letters indicate statistically significant differences
between treatments at p ≤ 0.05 (post hoc test). The p values of the one-way ANOVA are also reported (significant p ≤ 0.05 differences marked in bold);
degree of freedom = 2
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Regarding plant physiological response, although the
SLES effect on steady-state gas exchanges was significant at
DOT4 only, the JIP test revealed that a downregulation of the
PSII photochemistry was occurring since the 2nd day of treat-
ment. This mechanism involved a reduction of the maximum
photosynthetic quantum yield (φPo) and an increase of the
specific energy fluxes ABS/RC and DI0/RC, related to a de-
crease in active RCs that are converted into “silent centers”
(i.e., RCs that thermally dissipate the excess trapped energy
(Strasser et al. 2004). Consequently, the plant photosynthetic
performance is reduced, as highlighted by the significant de-
crease of PITOT in both T1200 mg kg−1 and T360 mg kg−1.
This represents a conservative photoprotective strategy
(Bussotti et al. 2020), which prevents irreversible injuries to
the photosynthetic apparatus when photosynthesis is limited
by environmental stress factors, as described in plants exposed
to drought (Oukarroum et al. 2007; Strasser et al. 2010;
Salvatori et al. 2016), salt stress (Fusaro et al. 2014; Kalaji
et al. 2018), heavy metals (Bernardini et al. 2016), or tropo-
spheric ozone (Bussotti et al. 2011; Salvatori et al. 2013, 2015;
Fusaro et al. 2017). In our case, the observed PSII downreg-
ulation was likely triggered by the capacity of SLES to

interfere with water and/or nutrients uptake by roots, in agree-
ment with what is observed for root elongation in the germi-
nation test. Indeed, the chemical analysis of leaf tissue showed
a low concentration of SLES in the leaf biomass and BAF
values c lose to 0 for both T1200 mg kg−1 and
T360 mg kg−1, suggesting a negligible transport of SLES into
maize leaves, thus supporting the hypothesis of a surfactant
effect mainly exerted at the root level. In addition, the rapid
degradation of SLES not only allowed the recovery of the
overall photosynthetic performance already at DOT8 but like-
ly played a role in preventing the occurrence of more severe
detrimental effects on photosynthesis: the J-Phase (ΨEo) and
the chlorophyll content were, in fact, unaffected, while the
functionality of PSI (ΔVI-P, Ceppi et al. 2012), which is fre-
quently altered under oxidative stress conditions (Salvatori
et al. 2014), showed a transient decrease at DOT 2 only at
the highest SLES concentration of 1200 mg kg−1. It is, how-
ever, worth to underline that a significant reduction of the
maximum photosynthetic capacity (Pnmax) was highlighted
by the Pn/Ci curves at the end of the experiment, thus sug-
gesting a possible persistence of detrimental SLES effects on
plant growth and productivity.

Fig. 5 Residual concentrations of
SLES (mg kg−1) measured in soil
and maize leaves at the end of the
chronic phytotoxicity experiment
(DOT 11). Data are shown as
means ± standard error (n = 5).
T360 mg kg−1 SLES initial
concentration; T1200 mg kg−1

SLES initial concentration

Table 4 Total microbial abundance (no. of cells/g dry soil) and microbial activity (dehydrogenase, μg TPF/g dry soil) at day 11 in control,
T360 mg kg−1, and T1200 mg kg−1 conditions

Treatment

C T 360 mg kg−1 T 1200 mg kg−1

Total microbial abundance (no. of cells/g) 6.48E + 07±1.2E + 07a 4.01E + 07±1.8E + 06b 7.19E + 07±3.6E + 06a

Microbial activity (μg TPF/g) 93.76±41.74a 69.14±5.43a 88.13±5.49a

Each value is the average of 5 replicates ± standard error and for each parameter, different letters indicate statistically significant differences between
treatments at p ≤ 0.05
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Conclusions

Our initial hypothesis was verified, showing that (i) the ger-
mination process of cress andmaize is not affected by SLES in
soil, but the highest SLES concentration exerts a detrimental
effect on root elongation of the more sensitive species (cress);
(ii) the photosynthetic performance of maize is negatively
affected by SLES already under realistic soil exposure levels;
such effect is, however, transient and disappears after 8 days,
likely due to the rapid biodegradation of the surfactant by the
soil microbial community.

Our study, although confirming the low phytotoxicity and
high biodegradability of SLES in natural soils, shows that this
pollutant exerts non-negligible stress effects on plant photo-
synthetic performance, thus pointing out the importance of
evaluating both acute and nonlethal effects when considering
the possible environmental reuse of soil debris from excava-
tion works. Starting from these results, further experiments
should test nonlethal SLES effects on plant species differing
in their sensitivity to this surfactant, and in different soil types,
evaluating also the concurrent SLES biodegradability. Finally,
the role of plants and their interaction with the microbial com-
munity in accelerating SLES biodegradation deserve further
investigations, also in view of possible exploitation for “plant-
assisted bioremediation” of SLES-contaminated debris, be-
fore their reuse in the environment.

Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary
material available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-12574-w.

Authors’ contributions All authors contributed to the study conception
and design. Conceptualization: FM, LP, ABC, and ES; methodology: FM
and ES; investigation: ES, LF, JR, FS; formal analysis: ES and JR; re-
sources: FM, LP, and ABC; writing—original draft: ES and JR;
writing—review and editing: FM, LP, ABC, LF, and FS; supervision:
FM, LP, and ABC; funding acquisition: FM.

Funding Open Access funding provided by Università degli Studi di
Roma La Sapienza. This research was funded by the following grants:
Sap ienza Ateneo Research Pro jec t 2019 , gran t number
RM11916B79293E6F.

Data availability All data are available from the authors upon request to
the corresponding author.

Compliance with ethical standards

Competing interests The authors declare no competing interests.

Ethics approval and consent to participate Not applicable.

Consent for publication Not applicable

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adap-
tation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as

you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, pro-
vide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were
made. The images or other third party material in this article are included
in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a
credit line to the material. If material is not included in the article's
Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by
statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain
permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this
licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Ancona V, Barra Caracciolo A, Grenni P, Di Lenola M, Campanale C,
Calabrese A, Uricchio VF, Mascolo G, Massacci A (2017) Plant
assisted bioremediation of a PCB historically contaminated area in
Southern Italy. New Biotechnol 38:65–73. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
nbt.2016.09.006

Baderna D, Lomazzi E, Passoni A, Pogliaghi A, PetoumenouMI, Bagnati
R, Lodi M, Viarengo A, Sforzini S, Benfenati E, Fanelli R (2015)
Chemical characterization and ecotoxicity of three soil foaming
agents used in mechanized tunnelling. J Hazard Mater 296:210–
220. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2015.04.040

Barra Caracciolo A, Ademollo N, Cardoni M, Di Giulio A, Grenni P,
Pescatore T, Rauseo J, Patrolecco L (2019) Assessment of biodeg-
radation of the anionic surfactant sodium lauryl ether sulphate used
in two foaming agents for mechanized tunnelling excavation. J
Hazard Mater 365:538–545. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.
2018.11.002

Barra Caracciolo A, Bustamante MA, Nogues I, Di Lenola M, Luprano
ML, Grenni P (2015) Changes in microbial community structure
and functioning of a semiarid soil due to the use of anaerobic
digestate derived composts and rosemary plants. Geoderma 245–
246:89–97. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2015.01.021

Barra Caracciolo A, Cardoni M, Pescatore T, Patrolecco L (2017)
Characteristics and environmental fate of the anionic surfactant so-
dium lauryl ether sulphate (SLES) used as the main component in
foaming agents for mechanized tunnelling. Environ Pollut 226:94–
103. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.04.008

Bernardini A, Salvatori E, Guerrini V, Fusaro L, Canepari S, Manes F
(2016) Effects of high Zn and Pb concentrations on Phragmites
australis (cav.) Trin. Ex. Steudel: photosynthetic performance and
metal accumulation capacity under controlled conditions. Int J
Phytoremediat 18(1):16–24. https://doi.org/10.1080/15226514.
2015.1058327

Budnik I, Zembrzuska J, Lukaszewski Z (2016) Bacterial strains isolated
from river water having the ability to split alcohol ethoxylates by
central fission. Environ Sci Pollut Res 23(14):14231–14239. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-6566-8

Bussotti F, Desotgiu R, Cascio C, Pollastrini M, Gravano E, Gerosa G,
Marzuoli R, Nali C, Lorenzini G, Salvatori E, Manes F, Schaub M,
Strasser RJ (2011) Ozone stress in woody plants assessed with chlo-
rophyll a fluorescence. A critical reassessment of existing data.
Environ Exp Bot 73:19–30. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.
2010.10.022

Bussotti F, Gerosa G, Digrado A, Pollastrini M (2020) Selection of chlo-
rophyll fluorescence parameters as indicators of photosynthetic ef-
ficiency in large scale plant ecological studies. Ecol Indic 108:
105686. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105686

Ceppi MG,OukaroumA, Çiçeka N, Strasser RJ, Schansker G (2012) The
IP amplitude of the fluorescence rise OJIP is sensitive to changes in
the photosystem I content of leaves: a study on plants exposed to
magnesium and sulfate deficiencies, drought stress and salt stress.
Physiol Plant 144:277–288. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.
2011.01549.x

Environ Sci Pollut Res

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-12574-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbt.2016.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbt.2016.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbt.2016.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2015.04.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2018.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2018.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2015.01.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/15226514.2015.1058327
https://doi.org/10.1080/15226514.2015.1058327
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-6566-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-6566-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2010.10.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2010.10.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105686
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2011.01549.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2011.01549.x


Cserhati T, Forgàcs E, Oros G (2002) Biological activity and environ-
mental impact of anionic surfactants. Environ Int 28:337–348.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0160-4120(02)00032-6

Di Lenola M, Barra Caracciolo A, Grenni P, Ancona V, Rauseo J,
Laudicina VA, Uricchio VF, Massacci A (2018) Effects of apirolio
addition and alfalfa and compost treatments on the natural microbial
community of a historically PCB-contaminated soil. Water Air Soil
Pollut 229:143. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-018-3803-4

Dhouib A, Hamad N, Hassaïri I, Sayadi S (2003) Degradation of anionic
surfactants by Citrobacter braakii. Process Biochem 38(8):1245–
1250. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0032-9592(02)00322-9

Fedeila M, Hachaïchi-Sadouk Z, Bautista LF, Simarro R, Nateche F
(2018) Biodegradation of anionic surfactants by Alcaligenes
faecalis, Enterobacter cloacae and Serratia marcescens strains iso-
lated from industrial wastewater. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf 163:629–
635. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.07.123

Finizio A, Patrolecco L, Grenni P, Galli E, Muzzini VG, Rauseo J, Rizzi
C, Barra Caracciolo A (2020). Environmental risk assessment of the
anionic surfactant sodium lauryl ether sulphate in site-specific con-
ditions arising frommechanized tunnelling J HazardMater, 121116.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2019.121116

Fusaro L, Mereu S, Brunetti C, Di Ferdinando M, Ferrini F, Manes F,
Salvatori E, Marzuoli R, Gerosa G, Tattini M (2014) Photosynthetic
performance and biochemical adjustments in two co-occurring
Mediterranean evergreens, Quercus ilex and Arbutus unedo, differ-
ing in salt-exclusion ability. Funct Plant Biol 41(4):391–400 https://
doi.org/10.1071/FP13241

Fusaro L, Palma A, Salvatori E, Basile A, Maresca V, Asadi Karam E,
Manes F (2017) Functional indicators of response mechanisms to
nitrogen deposition, ozone, and their interaction in two
Mediterranean tree species. PLoS One 12(10):e0185836. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0185836

Galli E, Muzzini VG, Finizio A, Fumagalli P, Grenni P, Barra Caracciolo
A, Rauseo J, Patrolecco L (2019) Ecotoxicity of foaming agent
conditioned soils tested on two terrestrial organisms. Environ Eng
Manag J 18(8):1703–1710

Grenni P, Barra Caracciolo A, Patrolecco L, Ademollo N, Rauseo J,
Saccà ML, Mingazzini M, Palumbo MT, Galli E, Muzzini VG,
Polcaro CM, Donati E, Lacchetti I, Di Giulio A, Gucci PMB,
Beccaloni E, Mininni G (2018) A bioassay battery for the
ecotoxicity assessment of soils conditioned with two different com-
mercial foaming products. Ecotox Environ Safe 148:1067–1077.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.11.071

Grenni P, Barra Caracciolo A, Rodríguez-Cruz MS, Sánchez-Martín MJ
(2009) Changes in the microbial activity in a soil amended with oak
and pine residues and treated with linuron herbicide. Appl Soil Ecol
41(1):2–7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2008.07.006

Gulli M, Salvatori E, Fusaro L, Pellacani C, Manes F, Marmiroli N
(2015) Comparison of drought stress response and gene expression
between a GM maize variety and a near-isogenic non-GM variety.
PLoS One 10(2):e0117073. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.
0117073

Hales SG, Watson GK, Dodgson KS, White GF (1986) A comparative
study of the biodegradation of the surfactant sodium
dodecyltriethoxy sulphate by four detergent-degrading bacteria.
Microbiology 132(4):953–961. https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-
132-4-953

Heidari H (2012) Effect of irrigation by contaminated water with cloth
detergent on plant growth and seed germination traits of maize (Zea
mays). Life Sci J 9(4):1587–1590

ISPRA Istituto Superiore per la Protezione e la Ricerca Ambientale, 2019.
Rapporto rifiuti speciali. Edizione 2019. Rapporti n 309/2019, ISBN
978-88-448-0957-7

Jovanić BR, Bojović S, Panić B, Radenković B, Despotović M (2010)
The effect of detergent as polluting agent on the photosynthetic

activity and chlorophyll content in bean leaves. Health 2(5):395–
399. https://doi.org/10.4236/health.2010.25059

Kalaji HM, Račková L, Paganová V, Swoczyna T, Rusinowski S, Sitko
K (2018) Can chlorophyll-a fluorescence parameters be used as bio-
indicators to distinguish between drought and salinity stress in Tilia
cordata mill? Environ Exp Bo 152:149–157. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.envexpbot.2017.11.001

Khleifat KM (2006) Biodegradation of sodium lauryl ether sulphate
(SLES) by two different bacterial consortia. Curr Microbiol 53:
444–448. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-006-0266-4

Kowalska I (2004) The effect of sulphate levels in the nutrient solution on
mineral composition of leaves and sulphate accumulation in the root
zone of tomato plants. Folia Hortic 16(1):3–14

Liwarska-Bizukojc E (2009) Ecotoxicity of surfactants in the terrestrial
environment. Fresenius Environ Bull 18(9a):1666–1674

Mariani L, Grenni P, Barra Caracciolo A, Donati E, Rauseo J, Rolando L,
Patrolecco L (2020) Toxic response of the bacterium Vibrio fischeri
to sodium lauryl ether sulphate residues in excavated soils.
Ecotoxicology 29:815–824. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-020-
02202-7

Martignon G (2009). Linee guida per la misura della tossicità dei suoli.
Test di fitotossicità per il suolo. CESI Ricerca-ASV Ambiente e
Sviluppo Sostenibile. Available at: http://www.rse-web.it/
documenti.page?RSE_manipulatePath=yes&RSE_originalURI=/
documenti/documento/1996&country=ita (last access December 13,
2019)

Masoudian Z, Salehi-Lisar SY, Norastehnia A (2020) Phytoremediation
potential ofAzolla filiculoides for sodium dodecyl benzene sulfonate
(SDBS) surfactant considering some physiological responses, ef-
fects of operational parameters and biodegradation of surfactant.
Environ Sci Pollut Res 27:20358–20369. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11356-020-08286-2

OECD (2006) OECD guidelines for the testing of chemicals. Terrestrial
Plant Test: Seedling Emergence and Seedling Growth Test
Guideline 208

Oukarroum A, El Madidi S, Schansker G, Strasser RJ (2007) Probing the
responses of barley cultivars (Hordeum vulgare L.) by chlorophyll a
fluorescence OLKJIP under drought stress and re-watering. Environ
Exp Bot 60(3):438–446. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2007.
01.002

Oukarroum A, Schansker G, Strasser RJ (2009) Drought stress effects on
photosystem I content and photosystem II thermotolerance analyzed
using Chl a fluorescence kinetics in barley varieties differing in their
drought tolerance. Physiol Plant 137:188–199. https://doi.org/10.
1111/j.1399-3054.2009.01273.x

Patrolecco L, Pescatore T, Mariani L, Rolando L, Grenni P, Finizio A,
Spataro F, Rauseo J, Ademollo N, Muzzini VG, Donati E, Lacchetti
I, Padulosi S, Barra Caracciolo A (2020) Environmental fate and
effects of foaming agents containing sodium lauryl ether sulphate in
soil debris frommechanized tunneling. Water 12(8):2074 https://10.
3390/w12082074

Paulo AMS, Aydin R, Dimitrov MR, Vreeling H, Cavaleiro AJ, García-
Encina PA, Stams AJM, Plugge CM (2017) Sodium lauryl ether
sulfate (SLES) degradation by nitrate-reducing bacteria. Appl
Microbiol Biotechnol 101(12):5163–5173. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00253-017-8212-x

Pescatore T, Patrolecco L, Rolando L, Spataro F, Rauseo J, Grenni P,
Ademollo N, Barra Caracciolo A (2020) Co-presence of the anionic
surfactant sodium lauryl ether sulphate and the pesticide chlorpyri-
fos and effects on a natural soil microbial community. Environ Sci
Pollut Res 27:30987–30997. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-
08840-y

Rauseo J, Barra Caracciolo A, Ademollo N, Cardoni M, Di Lenola M,
Gaze W, Stanton I, Grenni P, Pescatore T, Spataro F, Patrolecco A
(2019) Dissipation of the antibiotic sulfamethoxazole in a soil

Environ Sci Pollut Res

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0160-4120(02)00032-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-018-3803-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0032-9592(02)00322-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.07.123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2019.121116
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP13241
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP13241
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0185836
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0185836
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.11.071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2008.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0117073
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0117073
https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-132-4-953
https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-132-4-953
https://doi.org/10.4236/health.2010.25059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2017.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2017.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-006-0266-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-020-02202-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-020-02202-7
http://www.rse-web.it/documenti.page?RSE_manipulatePath=yes&RSE_originalURI=/documenti/documento/1996&country=ita
http://www.rse-web.it/documenti.page?RSE_manipulatePath=yes&RSE_originalURI=/documenti/documento/1996&country=ita
http://www.rse-web.it/documenti.page?RSE_manipulatePath=yes&RSE_originalURI=/documenti/documento/1996&country=ita
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-08286-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-08286-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2007.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2007.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2009.01273.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2009.01273.x
https://10.0.13.62/w12082074
https://10.0.13.62/w12082074
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-017-8212-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-017-8212-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-08840-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-08840-y


amended with anaerobically digested cattle manure. J Hazard Mater
378:120769. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2019.120769

Rolando L, Grenni P, Rauseo J, Pescatore T, Patrolecco L, Garbini GL,
Visca A, Barra Caracciolo A (2020) Isolation and characterization in
a soil conditioned with foaming agents of a bacterial consortium
able to degrade sodium lauryl ether sulfate. Front Microbiol 11:
1542. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.01542

Salvatori E, Fusaro L, Mereu S, Bernardini A, Puppi G, Manes F (2013)
Different O3 response of sensitive and resistant snap bean genotypes
(Phaseolus vulgaris L.): the key role of growth stage, stomatal con-
ductance, and PSI activity. Environ Exp Bot 87:79–91. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.09.008

Salvatori E, Fusaro L, Gottardini E, Pollastrini M, Goltsev V, Strasser
Reto J, Bussotti Filippo (2014) Plant stress analysis: Application of
prompt, delayed chlorophyll fluorescence and 820&nbsp;nm mod-
ulated reflectance. Insights from independent experiments. Plant
Physiol Biochem 85:105–113. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.
2014.11.002

Salvatori E, Fusaro L, Manes F (2016) Chlorophyll fluorescence for
phenotyping drought-stressed trees in a mixed deciduous forest.
Ann Bot-Coenol Plant 6:39–49 https://10.4462/annbotrm-13263

Salvatori E, Fusaro L, Strasser RJ, Bussotti F, Manes F (2015) Effects of
acute O3 stress on PSII and PSI photochemistry of sensitive and
resistant snap bean genotypes (Phaseolus vulgaris L.), probed by
prompt chlorophyll “a” fluorescence and 820 nm modulated reflec-
tance. Plant Physiol Biochem 97:368–377. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
plaphy.2015.10.027

Sebastiani D, Vilardi G, Bavasso I, Di Palma L, Miliziano S (2019)
Classification of foam and foaming products for EPB mechanized
tunnelling based on half-life time. Tunn Undergr Sp Tech 92:
103044. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tust.2019.103044

Sharkey TD, Bernacchi CJ, Farquhar GD, Singsaas EL (2007). Fitting
photosynthetic carbon dioxide response curves for C3 leaves. Plant

Cell Environ 30(9):1035 – 1040. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-
3040.2007.01710.x

Strasser RJ, Srivastava A, Tsimilli-Michael M (2000) The fluorescence
transient as a tool to characterize and screen photosynthetic samples.
In: Yunus M, Pathre U, Mohanty P (eds) Probing photosynthesis:
mechanism, Regulation and adaptation. Taylor & Francis Group,
London, pp 443–480. ISBN 9780429179549. https://doi.org/10.
1201/9781482268010

Strasser RJ, Tsimilli-Michael M, Qiang S, Goltsev V (2010)
Simultaneous in vivo recording of prompt and delayed fluorescence
and 820-nm reflection changes during drying and after rehydration
of the resurrection plant Haberlea rhodopensis. BBA-Bioenergetics
1797:1313–1326. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbabio.2010.03.008

Strasser RJ, Tsimilli-Michael M, Srivastava A (2004). Analysis of the
fluorescence transient. In Papageorgiou GC, Govindjee (Eds.),
Advances in Photosynthesis and Respiration Series. Chlorophyll
fluorescence: a Signature of Photosynthesis. SPRINGER,
Dordrecht, The Netherlands:321–362. ISBN 978-1-4020-3218-9

Uzma S, Khan S, Murad W, Taimur N, Azizullah A (2018). Phytotoxic
effects of two commonly used laundry detergents on germination,
growth, and biochemical characteristics of maize (Zea mays L.)
seedlings. Environ Monit Assess 190:651. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10661-018-7031-6

Wenzel WW (2009) Rhizosphere processes and management in plant-
assisted bioremediation (phytoremediation) of soils. Plant Soil 321:
385–408

Wiel-ShafranA, Ronen Z,Weisbrod N, Adar E, Gross A (2006) Potential
changes in soil properties following irrigation with surfactant-rich
greywater. Ecol Eng 26(4):348–354. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ecoleng.2005.12.008

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdic-
tional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Environ Sci Pollut Res

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2019.120769
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.01542
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2014.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2014.11.002
https://10.0.17.110/annbotrm-13263
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2015.10.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2015.10.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tust.2019.103044
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2007.01710.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2007.01710.x
https://doi.org/10.1201/9781482268010
https://doi.org/10.1201/9781482268010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbabio.2010.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-018-7031-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-018-7031-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2005.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2005.12.008

	Germination,...
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Acute phytotoxicity tests on Zea mays and Lepidium sativum
	Chronic phytotoxicity test on Zea mays
	Experimental design and plant growing conditions
	Ecophysiological measurements
	Analytical and microbiological determinations
	Microbiological determinations in soil
	Statistical analysis


	Results
	Acute phytotoxicity: tests on Zea mays and Lepidium sativum
	Chronic phytotoxicity experiment on Zea mays
	Steady-state gas exchanges
	Chlorophyll “a” fluorescence and SPAD
	Pn vs Ci response curves
	Anionic surfactant concentration in soil and maize leaves
	Soil microbial abundance and activity


	Discussion
	Conclusions
	References


