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ABSTRACT

Thepreliminary part of thistudy was carried out to determine tioéerance limit of eight (8)

eight native plant species in soil polluted with crude oil (3%, 7%, and 10% concentrations) and
fixed levels of heavy metals (Zn: 39.4 mg/L, Ni: 10.2 mg/L, Cu: 29.4 mg/L, Pb: 11.2 mg/L). The
selected plants Brachiaria distachgides StapfPaspalum conjugatum P.J. BergiuSyperus
dichrostachyus Hochst. ex A. RicKalanchoe pinnata (Lam.) Perd®2anicum maximum Jacq.
Mimosa pudica L.Mariscus ligularis L, andMariscus rotundud were sourced from crude oll
impacted sites.Relks showed thatPaspalum conjugatum P.J. Bergiave the best result
thriving in 10% crude oil and heavy metantaminated soil for five months followed
byMariscus ligularis L.andBrachiaria distachyoides Staghich survived for 30 days under the
same onditions. Other species were only able to tolerate 7% crudeeaily metalsToxicology
studies of amendments revealed that a 1% native soap solution provided optimal growth
stimulation for hydrocarbeatilizing microorganisms (bacteria and fungi), folled by 1%
poultry manure and a 1% combination of boirhis was followed by 10%, whileidher
amendment concentration$ 30% significantly inhibited microbial growth.The studjhowsthe
effectiveness of hybrid constructed wetlands for the remediationilofrsd water polluted with
crude oil and heavy metals. Microbial analysis identifi@fdeudomonas xiamenensis
Acinetobacter baumannii Alcaligenes cloacae Enterobacter cloacge Pantoea dispersa
Lysinibacillus fusiformisandKocuria palustrisas hydrocebonrdegrading bacterial species in the
soil. Among thesePseudomonas xiamenengias the most prolific biosurfactant producer, while

the others showed moderate production levels.These findings provide valuable insights into the
development of sustainabstrategies for bioremediation of crude oil and heavy nptilited

soils.

Key words: Phytoremediation, phytoaccumlation, biosurfactant, remediation and constructed

wetland

XXV



CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background information

The necessity for sustainable wastewater and land treatment technologies that are environmentally
friendly, easy to operate, less enemgtensive, and cosffective is increasingly critical in ligh

of growing environmentakrisis. These include pollution, water shortages, climate change
(Hartemink, 2006), rapid population growth, and other pressing issues. Constructed wetlands
(CWs) have emerged as a viable solution for achieving wastewater treatment objectives by
harnessingnatural components and processes. This approach minimizes reliance on energy
intensive mechanical systems and reduces technological complexity. Additionally, CWs leverage
natural processes to effectively transform hazardous chenf¥sigeau, SanschagriBeaumier,

& Greer, 2012).

Wetlands are now acknowledged as ecologically significant systems that provide habitats for
diverse species and support their survival. They contribute to groundwater aquifer replenishment,
flood management, carbon dioxide gestration, heat regulation, sediment trapping, and other
ecological benefits (Stefanakis, Akratos, and Tsihrintzis, 2014). The advantages of wetlands can
be articulated in environmental, social, cultural, and economic cont®dsGroot, Stuip,

Finlayson & Davidson 2006).

Historically, natural wetlands have been capable of filtering water and improving water quality;
however, the pervasive nature of industrial pollution has necessitated a reassessment of their

purification capabilities. For centuriesatnral wetlands have served as disposal sites for



secondary or tertiary wastewater effluents. During the Minoan period on the Greek island of
Crete, advanced sewerage systems were constructed at the Zakros and Knossos Palaces, with
nearby rivers and marshe utilized as disposal sites Af{gelakis, Koutsoyiannis, &
Tchobanoglous, 2005;Stefanakis, Akratos, & Tsihrintzis, 20T#4g transition from natural
wetlands to constructed wetlands (CWSs) in modern times is based on the potential to harness
naturally occaring processes in a controlled environment for beneficial human and environmental

purposes while ensuring the preservation of the natural ecosystem.

Constructed wetlands are designed to replicate and enhance the functions of natural wetlands,
providing similar benefits but often exhibiting greater biological diversity. Research has shown
that constructed wetlands can significantly improve flood and stormwater management, enhance
water quality, and restore biodiversity (Ghermandi, Van den Bergh, Brddel€root, & Nunes,

2010). This effectiveness may stem from the ease with which urban planners, engineers, and
landscape architects can integrate them into developed areas. For instance, Alexander (2018)
noted that using engineered wetlands for bioremexdfiadi crude oHcontaminated soil led to a
reduction in soil pH, suggesting this method can mitigate the hydrocarbon effects of oil spills in
wetland environments. Today, "Constructed Wetladdsso known as "Treatment Wetlands" or
"Reed Bedd3 refers to tlese artificial systems designed to utilize natural processes within
regulated settings (Stefanakis et al., 2014). They fall under a broader category of natural treatment
systems that employ natural processes or components for wastewater treatment whilengin
reliance on external energy sources. Natural treatment systems are classified into three types:

terrestrial, aquatic, and wetland. Examples include stabilization or oxidation ponds for aquatic



systems and slow rate systems or soil aquifer treatfoemerrestrial systems (Stefanakis et al.,
2014).

Constructed wetlands (CWs) occupy a unique position between natural and traditional wastewater
treatment systems. The technology for constructed wetlands began in the 1950s with research
conducted at thMax Planck Institute in Germany. The first CW systems were established in
Europe during the 1960s, followed by implementations in the United States in the 1970s and
1980s. However, despite these initial developments, constructed wetlands did not ggneadies
testing or usage until the late 1980s. Early challenges to their adoption included failures of some
of the first systems due to design flaws, reflecting a lack of expertise, alongside competition from

conventional treatment methods that had beetaicedor over 80 years.

In the past 20 years, there has been a significant rise in environmental awareness and sensitivity,
leading to increased interest in alternative treatment methods. As a result, the technology
surrounding constructed wetlands hasperienced substantial growth in both research and
practical applications. According to Stefanakis et al. (2014), the number of published studies on
constructed wetlands more than doubled from 2000 to 2010 compared to the previous decade

(1996:2000).

Corstructed wetlands represent one of the most intriguing and attractive advancements in
environmental and ecological engineering. Unlike traditional biological treatment systems, which
typically follow a centralized approach, constructed wetlands operasedacentralized model.

This innovative method for treating pollution introduces new dimensions and perspectives,

emphasizing sustainability and the overall environmental impact.



1.2 Problem statement

Over the past 50 years, the manufacturing, petroleamd, gas industries in Nigeria have
discharged significant quantities of hydrocarbons and related pollutants, including heavy metals,
into the Niger Delta and other regions from both refined and unrefined petroleum p(@hmwmts
Antonio, Braide, DoreWicks, & Steiner, 2006UNEP 2011).

Pollution levels have severely impacted the environment, particularly in soil and water bodies,
leading to significant declines in both terrestrial and aquatic biodiversity, as well as disruptions to
public health andhe life support systems of local communities. Despite some advancements
made in this area, efforts to establish a clear and effective bioremediation process for
petrochemicals and heavy metals have not gained widespread recognition, resulting in ongoing
inconsistenciegAmeh, Mohammedabo, Ibrahim, & Ameh, 2013; Schaefer & Filser 2007;
Singer, Jury, Leupromchai, Yahng, Crowley, 2001).

Natural systems like constructed wetlands (CWs) are utilized to meet wastewater treatment
objectives by leveraging natureabmponents such as plants and microorganisms. These systems
employ processes like bioremediation and phytoremediation, which help reduce reliance on
energyintensive mechanical devices and minimize technological complexity. CWs facilitate
natural processethat effectively transform hazardous chemicals (Yergeau et al., 2012). Natural
wetlands are recognized as the most biologically diverse ecosystems, performing essential
functions such as nutrient storage and recycling, providing habitats for wildkfeilizhg

shorelines, managing and buffering natural floods, recharging groundwater, and treating water



pollutants. Constructed wetlands are engineered systems designed to mimic the functions of
natural wetlands in a specific area, allowing for managemarghimanipulation to achieve desired
environmental goals. Research indicates that constructed wetlands can effectively remove
nitrogen and phosphorus through a combination of physical, chemical, and biological processes.
They act as "nature's kidneys," diting out pollutants while also transforming and sequestering
nutrients as water flows through them. This multifaceted approach enhances their ability to

improve water quality while providing various ecosystem services.

1.3 Objectives of the Study
The man objective of this study is the use of constructed wetland systems in bioremediation of
soil contaminated with crude oil and heavy metals. The specific objectives are to;
i. Screen various native plants for their potentialdieratecrude oil and heavsnetals in an
impacted ecosystem.
ii. Determine genera of crude -aitilizing microorganisms associated with phytoremediator
plants
iii. Determine the effect of native black soap, poultry litter, or their combination in enhancing
bioremediation of heavy ned and cude oil polluted soils
iv. Investigate the efficacy of constructed wetland technology in phytoremediatatwed
soil.
v. Deteamine the efficacyin TPH reduction under different amendmeimtsplants, native

soap and poultry manure



1.4 Justification of the study

Crude oil spills and heavy metal contamination pose significant threats to drinking water supplies
and agricultural lands, adversely affecting aquatic life, animals, and humans. When these
pollutants are ingested, they can lead to carcinogan&t mutagenic effects; unfortunately,
cultivated plants and animals can absorb these toxins, transferring them through the food chain.
Consequently, it is imperative to remediate contaminated sites promptly. While physical and
chemical remediation methodmve been commonly employed, they often lack environmental
sustainability and can result in further ecological ha@anstructed wetlands are environmentally
friendly bioremediation methods that utilize microorganisms and phytoremediation techniques
involving plants and their associated rhizosphere bacteria. Additionally, they are aesthetically
pleasing and contribute to the preservation of soil structure.

Constructed wetlands utilize natural systems to rehabilitate ecosystems damaged by pollution by
providing habitats for wildlife, enhancing biodiversity, and accelerating the restoration process.
The use of poultry manure and black soap (a native soap) serves as organic, biodegradable, and
socially acceptable options. Phytoremediation of contaminatedvaitepoultry litter and black

soap can expedite the recovery of polluted soil and improve its environmental health. The
nutrientrich poultry manure promotes plant growth and ecological recovery in contaminated

wetland areas, while the soap emulsifieglerail, thereby increasing the rate of bioremediation.

1.5 Scope of the study



This study focuses on the application of constructed wetland systems as an innovative and
sustainable approach to bioremediate soils contaminated with crude oil and rhetaly.

The studyidentified and evaluate the potential of native plant species to tolerate and survive in
soils contaminated with crude oil and heavy metals. This screening emphasigpgecies that

are resilient under such environmental stress and apab promoting bioremediation.
Genera of crude oetllegrading microorganisms associated with identified phytoremediator plants
will be isolated and characterized. The role of these micrommmann hydrocarbon degradation

and their interactions with planbotswas also explored’he effects of native black soap, poultry
litter, and their combinations fahe enhancement of crude oil and heavy metal bioremediation
was studied. This componentasseddhe amendments' roles in improving the efficiency of
hydrocarbon degradation and heavy metal stabilization.The efficacy of constructed wetland
systems as a technology for the remediation of polluted wassnvestigated. The study include
evaluations of planticrobe interactions, pollutant removal efficierssieand the longerm
sustainability of the constructed wetland system in diverse envewotainconditions. The
effectiveness of various combinations of plants, native soap, and poultry manure in reducing Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPHyas determined. @mparisons of TPH reduction rates under

different treatment scenarios provitiasights into optimal remediation strategies.

1.6 Limitations of the study
The studywaslimited to specific native plant species, crude oil, and heavy metpkcted soll
The focuswas on evaluating bioremediation performance under controlled conditions, with

findings potentially requiring further validation in broader field applications.By addressing these



areas, this research aims to advance knowledge in bioremediatiamgtesshand contribute to

sustainable soil restoration practices.

CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW
Over the past 50 years, the petroleum and gas industries in Nigeria have released significant
guantities of hydrocarbons and associated pollutants, inclingi@mgy metals, into the Niger Delta
environment from both refined and unrefined petroleum products (Obot et al.,, 2006; UNEP,
2011).
Pollution levels have severely impacted the environment, particularly in soil and water bodies,
leading to a significant deok in both terrestrial and aquatic biodiversity, as well as disruptions

to public health and the life support systems of local communities.

The dynamic field of bioremediation has emerged as a mainstream method for repairing and
restoring contaminated @nonments, driven by the global demand for environmentally friendly
solutions. Over the years, numerous studies have been published in this area, showcasing
significant advancements in the treatment of various contaminants through both laboratory and
field researctiBarker & Bryson 2002; Ceccanti, Masciandaro, Garcia, Macci, Doni, 2006; Cheng

& Wong 2002; Chris 2007; Hongjian 2009; lordache & Bo2@l2; Singeret al, 2001,
Singleton, Hendrix, Coleman, & Whitemann, 2003; Tharakan, Addagada, & Tomlin3o#4; 2

Tomoko, Toyota, & Shiraishi, 2005; Zorn, Van, Geste, & Eijsackers, 2009).



Despite the progress made in the field, establishing a clear and effective bioremediation procedure
for petrochemicals and heavy metals has not gained widespread recognidioreraains
inconsistent (Ameh et al., 2013; Schaefer & Filser, 2007; Singer et al., 2001). The variability in
the composition, geological formations, and types of hydrocarbons present in different regions of
the world makes it challenging to adopt a stadidad strategy for bioremediation of crude oil

and its associated components. This understanding highlights the need for researchers to identify
relevant, accepted, and suitable ecologically based approaches tailored to the bioremediation of

petroleum hydscarbons specific to each region.

2.1 History of hydrocarbon pollution of the environment

Modern society continues to depend on petroleum hydrocarbons to meet its energy needs. Despite
advancements in technology, leaks of crude oil and refined products frequently occur during
extraction, transportation, storage, refining, and distribution psese It is estimated that
between 1.7 and 8.8 million metric tons of oil are released into the world's waters each year
(ITOPF, 2001), with over 90% of these incidents directly linked to human activities such as
intentional waste dumping. Contrary to p&gubelief, tanker accidents account for only about
oneeighth of the oil discharged into marine environments. Additionally, approximately 30% of
the spilled oil is believed to enter freshwater systems (Ameh et al., 2013). These figures
mentioned abovare highly speculative and can vary significantly from year to year based on

different estimation sources and spill events

The International Tanker Owners Pollution Federation's (ITOPF) oil spill database was utilized to

create a detailed summary of oibks and the quantities released from 1970 to 1999. This data



encompasses spills from tankers, combination carriers, and barges weighing over seven tons.
While the statistics suggest a decline in oil spills, this trend may merely reflect a temporary
decreas that is part of a larger, irregular cyclical pattern over time.

The Exxon Valdez oil spill and similar catastrophic events have significantly heightened public
awareness regarding the risks associated with the storage and transportation of oil and its
products. This increased awareness led Congress to enact stricter regulations, notably the Oil
Pollution Act of 1990. Despite these regulatory measures, the ongoing reliance on oil suggests
that spills and leaks are likely to persist in the future. Thergioris essential to establish

effective countermeasures to address this ongoing issue.

2.2 Causes of oil spillage in Nigeria
Oil spills in Nigeria arise from a combination of natural and human factors, along with a third

category often referred to as "stgrious causes."

2.2.1Natural cause
Natural oil spills, also referred to as natural seepage, occur when crude oil and natural gas leak
from geological formations beneath the ocean floor. These events can result from various natural
phenomena, includingctonic shifts and geological processes.
Humaninduced oil spills are primarily the result of actions taken by individuals or organizations,
often stemming from negligence or intentional misconduct. Key contributing factors include:

1. Pipeline VandalismDeliberate acts of sabotage on oil pipelines can lead to significant

spills. This is particularly prevalent in Nigeria's Niger Delta, where such vandalism and

disruptions in production are common occurrences (Nwachukwu, 2006).
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2. Operational Carelessnedsedigence by workers during oil extraction and maintenance
processes can result in spills. This includes failing to follow safety protocols or
mishandling equipment.

3. Tanker Driver ErrorsAccidents involving tanker drivers during the transportation of oil
can also cause spills. These incidents often occur during loading and unloading operations.

4. lllegal Activities Practices such as oil bunkering and siphoning contribute to
environmental degradation by tapping into pipelines without authorization, leadling t
uncontrolled leaks.

The Niger Delta is particularly vulnerable to these huimaiiced spills due to its extensive
network of pipelines connecting various flow stations. The region's high incidence of pipeline
sabotage underscores the urgent need forawal security and regulatory measures to address

these challenges (Nwilo, Peters, & Bodeji, 2000).

2.2.2Mysterious causes

Unknown causes of oil spills refer to incidents where the precise origin of the leak cannot be
identified. An illustrative case the mystery leak that occurred in Quebec in 1999, as described
by Wang, Fingas, and Sigouin (2001). This spill was discovered along the banks of the St.
Lawrence River, near the Thermex Company. Although initial investigations suggested that the
spill originated from a nearby facility, further analysis revealed that the chemical composition of

the leaked oil did not match that of the facility's output, dairig less fuel than expected.

In Nigeria, there are also numerous instances of mystery spilexmple, Shell data indicated

estimated spill volumes of 0.1 barrels on July 2, 2017, and 5 barrels on August 16, 2016. Other
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notable projected leak volumes included 0.5 barrels on November 6, 2015, and 30 barrels on
September 19, 2015. Among these ieat$, one of the most significant was reported on January
17, 1980, when a blowout at the Funiwa 5 offshore station led to a massive spill of approximately
37 million liters (Nwilo & Badejo, 2005).

Table 2.1 provides an overview of some of Nigeria's raggtificant oil spills, detailing the date

of each incident, the terrain and location, estimated spill volumes, and their causes. Notably, some

of these predicted spill volumes are considerably larger than those recorded in the 1980s.
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Table 2.1: Oil spllincident in Nigeria in September 2018

Date reported Incident site Terrain Cause Estimated
spill
volumebbl
)
Sept.03, 2018 240 NiBpmulPipeline al Land Sabotage 19
Bera.

Sept. 04, 2018 Imo River 2 Well 31L Land Sabotage 0.1
Flowline atOdagwa
Umuadeokwara

Sept. 06, 2018 140 Okor di a Land Sabotage 81
Pipeline at Akaramini

Sept. 08, 2018 200 O t- Esoravios Swamp Sabotage 172
Pipeline at Ugboegungun

Sept. 09, 2018 3 6 0 Nk pBorkuu Pipeline Land Sabotage 622

at Rumuesara Eneka

Sept. 11, 2018 Imo River Well 59T Flowline Land Sabotage 0.2

at lgiriukwu- Owaza

Sept. 14, 2018 600 Obi g b@gale Land Sabotage 72

Pipeline at Assa
Sept. 15, 2018 16060E{ghssana Land Sabotage 34

Rumuekpe Pipeline at Assa
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Sourcehttps://www.shell.com.ng/sustainability/environment&pills.html
2.3 The behavior of oil in the environment
2.3.1 Weathering processes
When oil is released into the environment, it undergoes a serigzhysical, chemical,
andbiological transformationghat significantly alter its composition and properties. These
changes, collectively referred to agathering can impact the effectiveness of spill response
strategies.
Weathering processaxlude;
i.  Physical Changes
Initial processes includespreading evaporation and dispersion which occur
shortly after the spill. Over time, oil can emulsify, forming wateoil emulsions
that increase in viscosity and complicate cleanup efforts.
il. Chemical Changes
Chemical weathering involves reactiongiswas oxidation and hydrolysis, which
can break down oil into more soluble products or create persistent compounds like
tars. These processes are influenced by environmental factors such as temperature
and sunlight exposure.
iii. Biological Changes
Biodegradtion is a critical component of weathering, where microorganisms break
down hydrocarbons into less harmful substances. This process can vary significantly
based on the type of oil and environmental conditions, including nutrient availability (e.g.,
nitrogen and phosphorus) that can enhance microbial activity.

Bioremediation
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Bioremediation is often employed as a final treatment method after other cleaning techniques
have been exhausted. This process can be lengthy, as the remaining target oil nexrysbeslkgx
weathered before bioremediation techniques are applied. The effectiveness of bioremediation
depends on several factors, including:

1 The composition of the residual oil.

1 The presence of suitable microorganisms capable of degrading the weathered

hydrocarbons.

1 Environmental conditions such as temperature and nutrient levels.
Research has shown that while natural weathering processes can remove many hydrocarbons over
time, they may take months or even years to achieve significant reduction in ceantiamievels
(Tarr, Zito, Overton, Olson, Adhikari, & Reddy, (20)6)Understanding these weathering
processes is crucial for developing effective spill response strategies and enhancing

bioremediation efforts.

2.3.2 Spreading

If the oil pour point isdwer than the ambient temperature, spreading oil on water is one of the
most significant activities during the initial hours of a spill. Gravity, inertia, friction, viscosity,
and surface tension are the main forces that influence oil spreading. Thissproaeases the
spill's overall surface area, allowing for faster mass transfer through evaporation, dissolution, and

biodegradation (IPIECA, 2015; Xueqging, Albert, Makram, & Kenneth, 2001).

2.3.3 Evaporation
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Evaporation is a crucial weathering procdssing the initial stages of an oil spill, significantly
impacting the environment by removing a substantial portion of the oil, especially the more
hazardous, lower molecular weight components (Xueqing et al., 2001). Within 1 to 10 days,
evaporation canlieninate nearly all typical alkanes smaller than C15 from oil on water surfaces.

It can also rapidly remove volatile aromatic compounds, such as benzene and toluene, from an oil
slick. However, when oil becomes trapped in sediments, these volatile cortgparenpersist
longer. Crude olil typically contains D percent volatile components, while No. 2 fuel oil
contains about 75 percent, and gasoline and kerosene consist entirely of volatile substances.
Consequently, the physical properties of the remairsick, such as density and viscosity,
change significantly. Factors like the oil's composition, wave action, wind speed, and water
temperature play crucial roles in determining the rate of evaporation (Aghajanloo & Pirooz,

2011).

2.3.4 Dissolution

While dissolution contributes less to overall mass loss after an oil spill, the concentration of
dissolved hydrocarbons in water is critical, as it can affect bioremediation processes and the
toxicity impact on biological systems. The extent of dissolution dipen the solubility of the
spilled oil, weather conditions, and the characteristics of the spill site. Low molecular weight
aromatics are the most soluble and toxic components in both crude and refined oils. Although
many of these compounds can be remahedugh evaporation, their environmental impact is far
greater than what simple mass balance calculations might suggest (Xueqing et al., 2001).

Additionally, photochemical and biological processes can influence dissolution rates.
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2.3.5 Photooxidation

Photooxidation is another weathering process that can have biological impacts. Natural sunlight,
in the presence of oxygen, provides enough energy to transform complex petroleum molecules,
such as high molecular weight aromatics and polar compounds, irgtessubstances through a
series of fregadical chain reactions. This process generates polar molecules like hydroperoxides,
aldehydes, ketones, phenols, and carboxylic acids, which can increase the solubility of oil in
water, thereby enhancing its biodsahility. While this increased solubility can boost the
biodegradation of petrolewnparticularly at low concentrations where acute toxicity is less
significan® it also produces hazardous compounds that can have negative ecological effects

(IPIECA, 2015; Ncodem, Fernandes, Guedes, & Correa, 1997).

2.3.6 Dispersion

Dispersion, or the formation of ai-water emulsions, involves breaking the oil into small
droplets and distributing them throughout the water column, which increases the oil's surface
area.Generally, oHin-water emulsions are not stable. However, continuous agitation, interactions
with dispersed particles, and the use of chemical dispersants can help maintain their stability.
Dispersion can enhance oil biodegradation rates by increasingotitact between oil and
microorganisms and/or by accelerating the dissolution of more soluble oil components (IPIECA,
2015).

2.3.7 Emulsification

Emulsification of oils involves the transformation from an-awater slick or odin-water
dispersion im a watefin-oil emulsion, eventually forming a thick, sticky mixture that can

contain up to 80% water, commonly known as "chocolate mousse.” The chemical composition of
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the oils significantly influences emulsion formation and stability, with waxes anklalisp
components playing key roles. Additionally, surfamtive compounds generated through
photochemical and biological processes contribute to emulsion creation. This emulsification
process complicates oil spill cleap efforts by reducing the effimey of physical recovery

methods and slowing down the natural biodegradation rates of the oil (IPIECA, 2015).

2.3.8 Sedimentation

The concentration of suspended solids, including fine sediments and other particles, in the water
column significantly inflences the fate and effects of dispersed oil. Dispersed oil droplets can
attach to these suspended particles, altering their physical properties. Chemically dispersed
droplets may be less likely to bind with suspended solids compared to physically disgpersed

until the dispersion undergoes biodegradation. These suspended solids can settle on the seabed,
becoming absorbed into muddy areas with active sedimentation, or can spread more widely as
loose aggregates (flocs) of oiled particles, or a combinafibotb. In a worstase scenario, high
concentrations of both oil droplets and suspended sediments can result in substantial deposition of
contaminated patrticles, leading to heavily oiled seabed sediments that may persist for years,
causing longerm envionmental impacts. A notable example occurred in two estuaries on
France's northwestern coast following the 1978 Amoco Cadiz oil spill. Fortunately, such
situations are rare, as most dispersed oil is widely distributed and biodegrades before it can settle
into seabed sediments. However, the presence of loose flocs of oiled particles (flocculent material
formed by the aggregation of suspended oil and sediment particles) can exposeetiitey

seafloor organisms to elevated hydrocarbon concentrations @ EI15).
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2.3.9 Sinking

Sinking is often discussed alongside sedimentation, but it is ecologically distinct as it does not
create plumes or flocs of oiled particles. When spilled oil is denser than seawater, it sinks, leading
to longterm accumulationsrothe seabed, where it may sometimes become buried. Although the
area of the seabed affected by sunken olil is typically smaller compared to that impacted by
dispersed oil sedimentation, the presence of sunken oil can result in prolonged suffocation and
habtat loss. However, even after significant weathering, few oils become dense enough to sink

(IPIECA, 2015).

2.4 Environmental impact of hydrocarbon spill

2.4.1 Destruction of the ecosystem

A significant portion of the mangrove ecosystem in Nigeria's abesgion has been devastated.
Once a vital source of fuel and a habitat for the area's diverse wildlife, the mangrove is now
unable to withstand the oil toxicity in its environment. Oil spills have severely impacted marine
life, leading to heavy contaminan that poses health risks for humans who consume affected
seafood. Additionally, the spills have damaged crops, polluted groundwater and drinking water,
and disrupted coastal fishing activities. Twumasi and Merem (2006) used geospatial data
processing @d analysis to study the Niger Delta forest area, utilizing two Landsat Thematic
Mapper | and Enhanced Thematic Mapper Plus (ETM+) images from 1985 to 2005. Their
findings revealed a slight reduction in water bodies, from 343,654 to 343,513 hectares. The
mangrove and closed forest areas also saw a significant decline, with mangrove coverage
dropping from 55,410 hectares in 1985 to 37,117 hectares, and closed forest shrinking from

250,161 hectares to 175,609 hectares over the same period.
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2.4.2 Gas explosio

(a) Burning of Forests

In 2004, a leak in the Nigerian Liquefied Natural Gas pipeline that runs through Kala Akama
caused a fire in the Okrika mangrove forest, burning for three days and devastating the local plant
and animal life (Nenibarini, 2004). Thincident is one of several welbcumented cases where

fires have resulted in significant human fatalities over the years.

(b) Acid Rain and Heat Effects

Research by Salau (1993) and Adeyemo (2002) on the impact of gas flaring on agriculture found
a direct correlation between gas flaring and reduced agricultural productivity.
Major oil spills also negatively affect human health and Avelhg, a critical aspect of
environmental sustainability. Inhabitants of-pibducing regions may be forced to come

water contaminated with residual oil for years, even after alpaefforts. Additionally, chemical
dispersants used during cleap can have lasting health effects. For instance, many residents of
the Niger Delta have reported conditions such as asthespiratory issues, headaches, nausea,
throat irritation, and chronic bronchitis. These health concerns can result in substantial toxic tort

claims due to exposure to hazardous substances and chemicals.

2.4.3 Cleanup obligations and costs
Cleaning upa major oil spill can take many years. For instance, the United Nations estimates that
restoring Nigeria's Niger Delta could take up to 30 years, with costs reaching $1 billion (USD)

within the first five years. This highlights the extensive andréaching costs associated with
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clearrup, restoration, and reclamation efforts. Consequently, international environmental law
mandates that multinational corporations bear the financial responsibility for theseuglean

expenses.
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2.4.4 International liability issues

Major oil spills can negatively impact the seas and environmental quality of neighboring
countries. For instance, Mexico argues that the BP oil disaster hadbordes effects on its
marine environment. This situation violates Article 194(2) e taw of the Sea Convention,
which obligates states to "take all measures necessary to ensure that activities under their
jurisdiction or control do not cause pollution to other states or their environment and that
pollution arising from incidents or agtiies under their jurisdiction or control does not spread

beyond the areas where they exercise sovereign rights in accordance with this Convention."

2.4.5 Loss of business profits and subsistence rights

Oil spills have severe economic impacts on indigidwand businesses in the commercial fishing,
shrimp, and oyster industries, as they lose their income and means of livelihood. Those affected
include fishermen and women, charter boat operators, hotel owners, tourist management
companies, rental propergwners, and other coastal businesses. Consequently, oil spills can
violate international and national laws aimed at protecting people's rights to their means of
subsistence. For instance, firms and workers in the Gulf region have filed over 30,000 atdividu
claims against BP, seeking compensation for lost profits and income resulting from the oil spill
disaster (from the crude oil or hydrocarbon foldeeyiew of the Impacts of Oil Exploration and
Production in the Niger Delta, Nigena

One of the key faors influencing the impact of an oil spill is its location. Spills that occur closer

to shore or near populated areas tend to have greater economic impacts and are more expensive to
clean up. For example, despite the ABT Summer accident in 1991 andahacAEmpress spill

in 1979 each involving over 250,000 tonnes of oil, their distance from shore meant they did not
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directly affect human populations (White & Molloy, 2003). Additionally, large offshore cleanups
can cost as much as $300,000 per tonnelevamaller nearshore spills may cost around $29,000
per tonne (Kontovas, C. A., Psaraftis, H. N., and Ventikos N. P., 2010). Another study indicated
that cleaning oil from beaches isb4times costlier than collecting it at sea, and 100 times more
expensie than pumping oil from a wrecked vessel, based solely on location (Nyman, 2009).

The volume of oil spilled and the rate at which it leaks also significantly influence the severity of
the impact. According to All6 and Loureiro (2013), a 1% increase i Sgié results in an
additional US$0.718 million in damages. Slow, continuous leaks, such as those from immobilized
tankers that continue to release oil, can exacerbate the damage by requiring repeated responses.
Notable examples include the Prestige amteBjeuse incidents, where oil continued to leak for
months, leading to prolonged and costly recovery efforts (Loureiro, Loomis, & Vazquez, 2009;
Punzén, Trujillo, Castro, Perez, Bellido, Abad, Villamor, Abaunza, & Velasco, 2009; White &

Molloy 2003).

2.4.6 Ecosystem impact

The secondary effects of an oil spill are related to its impact on the ecosystem and the process of
recovery. Marine ecosystems are structured by many interacting species, each of which can be
affected differently by an oil spill. Whal each ecosystem is unique, previous oil spills have
highlighted some key factors. The chemical composition and quantity of the oil to which
organisms are exposed play a critical role in determining how populations respond to the
contamination.

Certain bidogical characteristics, especially the habitat and depth at which species reside,

influence their |ikelihood of exposure to oil
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generally affects only those species that come into contact witkutfece. Subtidal species are

less likely to be exposed, with notable exceptions being species like kelp and seagrass, whose
canopies reach the water's surface. Marine mammals and birds face heightened risks from oil
exposure, as they frequently cross drewater interface to breathe (Peterson, Rice, Short, Esler,
Bodkin, Ballachey, & Irons, 2003). In contrast, pelagic fish species are less exposed to oil. The
intertidal zone is especially vulnerable in spills where oil floats, as the rising and fadiasy t

bring the oil into close contact with the species inhabiting these areas.

Oil exposure can lead to a range of toxic effects, including ingestion of oil, accumulation of
contaminants in tissues, DNA damage, immune dysfunction, cardiac issues, mastynodrt

eggs and larvae (such as in fish), loss of buoyancy and insulation in birds, and inhalation of toxic
vapors (Aguilera et al., 2010; Incardona et al., 2009; Judson et al., 2010; Kazlauskiene et al.,
2008; Liber, & MacKinnon, 2002; Ma et al., 2008ajor & Wang, 2012; Ormseth & BeDavid,

2000; Rogers, Wickstrom,). Species' responses to oil exposure can vary greatly due to their
morphological and physiological differences, which are often influenced by genetic variations.
This means that understangihow related species have responded to past spills can help predict
the reactions of local species to a new oil spill. For instance, barnacle populations tend to show
resilience even when directly exposed to oil, whereas amphipod populations oftenneeperie
significant and prolonged declines after oil exposure. However, even closely related species can

exhibit different reactions to oiling events due to subtle differences in their biology.

2.4.7 Societal impact
A third level of the framework addresség impact of oil spills on human society, encompassing

effects on individual health, community wélking, and the economy. Webler and Lord (2010)
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identified categories of humaelated processes, impacts, and vulnerabilities, outlining three
primary waysoil spills can affect people. First, oil can disrupt ecological processes, leading to
direct harm, such as health risks from consuming seafood contaminated with bioaccumulated oil
toxins. Second, oil spill stressors can indirectly affect people by altetiegnediary processes,

like the economic losses fishermen face due to impacts on fish populations. Third, stressors can
cause direct harm, such as respiratory health issues from inhaling oil vapors. Under this
framework, oil spills create economic, héaland societal impacts through various pathways.
This review focuses on key empirical factors and their role in determining the severity of these

socioeconomic effects.

2.4.8 Economy

Estimating the economic impact of an oil spill is challenging duertitations in baseline data,
long-term forecasting techniques, and the complexity of evaluating nonmarket costs. While
immediate property damage can be more easily identified, establishing a clear link between oil
spills and wider economic losses, suchreductions in income or market share, is far more
complex. Additionally, the valuation process is highly contegpendent, shaped by socio
cultural factors that vary across different situations. Historical oil spills have demonstrated that
certain indusies consistently experience losses from both direct damage and market disruptions.
For instance, the destruction of resources due to direct mortality or loss of habitat, along with
restricted access from harvest bans or area closures, has significgpdigteich commercial
fisheries and aquaculture operations (Punzon, Trujillo, Castro, Perez, Bellido, Abad, Villamor,
Abaunza, & Velasco, 2009). Moreover, market demand often decreases as consumers perceive a

risk of contamination in affected products (Cheo2@l2; Garz&Gil, SurisRegueiro, & Varela
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Lafuente, 2006), leading to further financial losses. These losses ripple through the supply chain,
affecting docks, processors, and suppliers that support the fishing inlBatigia, Villasante,

Carballo, &Rodriguez, 2009).

2.5 Hydrocarbon degradation in the soil

Biodegradation plays a crucial role in petroleum toxicology by altering the nature and
concentration of chemical components. As a form of bioremediation, it is widely used to treat
soils, water,and sediments contaminated with polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHSs). For
effective biodegradation, microorganisms should ideally be native to the contaminated site (Das
& Chandran, 2011). Various microorganisms have the capacity to clean up hydregalthted
environments by converting chemical substances into energy, cell mass, and biological waste
products (Rahman, ThahiRahman, Lakshmanaperumalsamy, & Banat, 2002). Hydrocarbon
degrading microorganisms are abundant in soil ecosystems, with deEta@mi@ primarily from

the generaPseudomonasnd Mycobacteriud demonstrated to transform and degrade PAHs
under aerobic conditions (Mrozik, Piotrows&aget, & Labuzek, 2003). Increasing evidence
shows that some microorganisms, suchBagillus subtilis Pseudomonas aerugingsand
Torulopsis bombicolacan produce bioremediation surfactants like surfactin, rhamnolipid, and
sophorolipid. These surfactants enhance the biodegradation process by solubilizing PAHSs in
water, thus improving their bioavailalyti (Cottin & Merlin, 2007). Additionally, cyanobacteria,
molds, and yeasts capable of hydrocarbon degradation have been identified across various
ecosystems, contributing significantly to the breakdown of contaminants (Chaillan, le Fleche,

BuryPhantavongGrimont, Saliot, & Oudot, 2004).
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2.5.1 Bacteria

Most hydrocarbosutilizing bacteria metabolize either aliphatic or aromatic hydrocarbons, and
they can use a broad range of hydrocarbons as an energy source. Naphthalene, the simplest and
most soluble pgicyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH), is particularly useful for isolating bacteria
capable of degrading it (Mrozik et al., 2003). These researchers explored the metabolic sequences
and enzymatic processes involved in the breakdown of naphthalene. Sonmalesedegrading

bacteria include Pseudomonassp., Vibrio sp., Mycobacterium sp., Marinobacter sp.,
Sphingomonasp., Rhodococcussp., andMicrococcussp. (Pawar, Ugale, More, Kokani, &
Khandelwal, 2013). The breakdown of aromatic substrates often beim#he oxygenation of

the aromatic ring, forming a diol (a compound with two alcohol groups).

According to Pawar et al., (2013), many PAlEgrading bacteria possess genes that are highly
similar to the naphthalersiegrading gene (nah gene) found in the HVA plasmid of
Pseudomonas putidgrain G.Pseudomonais particularly known for its ability to degrade three

and fourring PAHs (Bamforth & Singleton, 2005). For exampRseudomonasp. strain PP2

breaks down phenanthrene through a dioxygemasated pathway, eventually converting it into
intermediates that follow the naphthalene degradation pathway (Parales & Haddock, 2004).
Phenant hreneos bay and K  rcengpoundnthat is aomsidered r m a
carcinogenic (Bamforth & Singleton, 2005). Phenanthrene is often used as a model compound to
study the catabolic pathways for breaking down other carcinogenic substances found in the bay
and Kregions, such as benzo[a]pyrenegnbo[alanthracene, and chrysene (Bamforth &
Singleton, 2005). Various bacterial species involved in these biodegradation processes are listed

in Table 2.2.
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Table 2.2: Bacterial species. which are involved in Biodegradation

Compounds

Microorganisms

Alkanes

Monc-aromatic hydrocarbons

Poly-aromatic hydrocarbons

Resins

Pseudomonasp., Bacillus sp., Acinetobactel
calcoaceticus and Micrococcusp., Candida
Antarctica, Nocardia erythroplis
Ochrobactrum sp. and Acinetobactersp.,
Serratia. marcescens, Candida tropical
Alcaligene  sodorans, Arthrobacter sp.
andRhodcoccussp

Brevibacillus sp., Pseudomonasp.,, Bacillus
sp., B. stereothermophilus and Vibriep.,
Corynebacteriumsp., Ochrobactrum sp. an
Achromobactesp

Alcaligenes odorans, Sphingomon
paucimobilis,  Achromobacter sp. and
Mycobacterium  sp.Pseudomonas  sp.,
Mycobacterium flavescens, Rhodococays,
Arthrobactersp and Bacillussp.Burkholderia
cepacia, Xanthomonas sp. and Alcaligenes
Burkholderia cepacia, Xanthomonasp. and
Alcaligenes Pseudomonasp., Members of
Vibrionaceage Enterobacteriaceea an

Moraxellasp.
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Source: Bamforth & Singleton, 2005

The degradation of PAH by thirteen deuteromycete ligninolytic fungus strains was studied by
Clemente, Anazawa, & Durrant, (2001), who discovered that the degree of degradation is
dependent on the activity of lignolytic enzymes. The strain 984 withp&foxidase activity
showed the highest rate of naphthalene breakdown (69%) followed by strain 870 witii%

lignin peroxidase and laccase activities. With -peroxidase and laccase activity, strain 870
showed a 12 percent degradation of phenanthrene. The strain 710 was discovered to have a high
amount of anthracene degradation (65%gpergillus terreusvas found to be superior for the
production of ligninolytic enzymes by Ali, Akhtar, Khan, Khan, Rasul, Zaman, Khalid, Waseem,
Mahmood, & Ali, (2012). Optimal temperatures for lignin peroxidase and manganese peroxidase
synthesis are 33.6°C and 33.1°C, refipely, and pH is 4.1 and 5.8. In soil models, it was able to

breakdown 98.5 percent of naphthalene and 91% of anthracene under ideal conditions.

2.5.2 Algal degradation

Numerous studies have highlighted the role of fresh algae, suc@hlsella vulgaris
Scenedesmus platydis¢uscenedesmus quadricaydand Selenastrum capricornutymn the
degradation of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) (Wang & Zhao, 2007). The metabolism
of naphthalene by both prokaryotic and eukaryotic photoautotrophic mdgae, ancluding
cyanobacteria, green algae, and diatoms, has beewegeimented (Haritash & Kaushik, 2009).

In their research, Haritash and Kaushik specifically examined the role of cyanobacteria (blue
green algae) in breaking down naphthalene. At-togit concentrations, cyanobacteria

metabolize naphthalene into four primary metabolitesaghthol, 4hydroxy-4-tetralone,cis-
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naphthalene dihydrodiol, artthns-naphthalene dihydrodiol. Additionally, the potential of algal
bacterial microcosms, specifibal involving Pseudomonas migulaeand Sphingomonas
yanoikuyae was explored for the degradation of phenanthrene (Haritash & Kaushik, 2009). The
degradation of fluoranthene, pyrene, and their combination u$idprella vulgaris
Scenedesmus platydiscuScenedesmus quadricaudaand Selenastrum capricornutumvas
studied by Ueno, Wada, & Urano (2008). After seven days of treat®ecépricornutunandC.

vulgarisremoved 78% and 48% of PAHS, respectively.

2.5.3 Fungal degradation

Several fungi have been iddied as capable of degrading persistent pollutants (Haritash &
Kaushik, 2009). As noted by Spellman (2008), fungi, like bacteria, can metabolize dissolved
organic matter, playing a critical role in carbon decomposition within the biosphere. Similarly,
Matavulj & Molitoris (2009) found that fungi possess extracellular reiizyme complexes,
enabling them to break down natural polymeric materials through their hyphal systems. These
hyphal structures can rapidly colonize and penetrate substrates, allawieffi¢ient nutrient
transport and redistribution throughout the mycelium.

PAH degradation can be carried out by two types of fungi:ligmmolytic and ligninolytic fungi
(Bamforth & Singleton, 2005). Neligninolytic fungi such asChrysosporium pannom,
Cunninghamella elegansand Aspergillus nigerutilize a cytochrome P450 monooxygenase
enzymemediated oxidative pathway for breaking down PAHs. On the other hand, ligninolytic
fungi like Pleurotus ostreatusnd Antrodia vaillantii produce ligninolytic azymes that help

degrade lignin in wood and other organic materials (Bamforth & Singleton, 2005). The
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ligninolytic enzyme system consists of lignin peroxidases (LP), mangdepsadent
peroxidases (MnP), and laccases (Haritash & Kaushik, 2009).

The degradtion of phenanthrene involves initial oxidation by cytochrome P450 enzymes,
followed by further breakdown using lignin peroxidase enzymes (Bezalel, Hadar, & Cerniglia,
1997). Additionally, Penicillium janthinellumSFU 403, a strain isolated from petroleum
contaminated soils, has been shown to metabolize pyrene (Leitao, 2009). In the early stages of
degradation, it produces compounds such as monophenols, diphenols, dihydrodiols, and quinones.
Pyrene is further broken down through hydroxylation to forpytenol, which is subsequently

converted into 1;6and 1,8pyrenequinones (Wang & Zhao, 2007).

2.5.4 Yeast degradation

Several yeast species can use aromatic compounds as growth substrates, but their ability to
transform aromatic molecules through cometaoliis particularly noteworthy. For example,
some species, like the soil yedstchosporon cutaneumhave specialized energiependent
absorption systems for aromatic compounds such as phenol. Additionally, yeasts are capable of
utilizing aliphatic hydrocebons present in crude oil and petroleum products (Miranda, de Souza,
Gomes, Lovaglio, Lopes, & de Queiroz Sousa, 2007). Notable ailkdizeng yeasts include
Candida lipolytica Candida tropicalis Rhodotorula rubra aurantiagaand Aureobasidium
(formerly Trichosporon pullulans Both Rhodotorula aurantiacandC. ernobiihave shown the

ability to degrade diesel oil.

According to Leelaruji et al., (2013R8ureobasidium pullulansar. melanogenunis a lipolytic

yeast capable of breaking down ndgiene (24.4%), anthracene (37.3%), pyrene (27.3%), and

benzo[a]pyrene (45.95%) through the synthesis of laccase enzymes. Similarly, Hesham et al.
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(2006) identified a yeast strain, AEH, that could degrade naphthalene (5.367i)g L
phenanthrene (5.04 mgd L), and chrysene (1.54 mg 1) within 2, 10, and 10 days, respectively.

In a binary system, these three PAHs can serve as carbon sources for the cometabolic breakdown
of benzo[a]pyrene, with naphthalene being the most efficient.

Yeasts have also been exemrly studied for their ability to remove heavy metals, particularly
through biosorption. For exampl8chizosaccharomyces pombas been shown to effectively
remove copper (Subhashini et al., 2011). According to Wang and Chen (2006), yeasts can
accumulag heavy metals like Cu(ll), Ni(ll), Co(ll), Cd(ll), and Mg(ll), often outperforming
bacteria in this regard. Both live and dead cells of yeast species sUgthertindnera fabianii
Wickerhamomyces anomajumndC. tropicaliscan biosorb Cr(VI) (Bahafidteal., 2011, 2013).

Pichia anomalas another example of a yeast capable of removing Cr(VI).

Additionally, yeast strains lik&. cerevisiagP. guilliermondij Rhodotorula pilimanagYarrowia
lipolytica, andHansenula polymorphhave been shown to reduce(\d) to the less toxic Cr(lll)
(Ksheminska, Honchar, Gayda, & Gonchar, 2006). The chromate resistacguliiermondii

in particular, is linked to its ability to reduce Cr(VI) and facilitate Cr(lll) chelation outside the cell
(Ksheminska et al., 2008Numerous studies have highlighted the effectiveness of immobilized
yeast cells in metal removal, such as the usgcbizosaccharomyces ponfoe copper removal

(Subhashini, Kaliappan, & Velan, 2011).

2.5.5 Protozoa degradation
Fungi, bacteria, and ag are more effective biodegraders than protozoa. However, the presence
of protozoa has been shown to reduce the number of bacteria available for hydrocarbon

degradation, suggesting that their presence in a biodegradation system may not always be
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beneficid (Stapleton & Singh, 2002). Consequently, protozoa do not play as significant an
ecological role in the breakdown of hydrocarbons in the environment compared to algae and
fungi.

2.6. Mechanisms of microbial bioremediation

2.6.1 Enzymatic degradation

Cytochrome P450 hydroxylases play a crucial role in the microbial degradation of chlorinated oill,
polycyclic hydrocarbons (PHs), and other compounds (Van Beilen & Funhoff, 2007). These
enzymes have been isolated from varidt@ndida species, includingCandida apicola, C.
maltosa andC. tropicalis (Scheller et al., 1998). Alkane oxygenases, such as cytochrome P450
enzymes, integral membraneichn alkane hydroxylases (e.g., alkB), membrboend copper
containing methane monooxygenases, and solubl®mimethane monooxygenases, are widely
distributed in both prokaryotes and eukaryotes. They actively participate in alkane degradation

under aerobic conditions (Van Beilen & Funhoff, 2005).

Fungi are effective in PH degradation and offer several advantaggr bacteria due to their
ability to grow on diverse substrates. They produce extracellular enzymes that can penetrate
contaminated soil and degrade pollutants (Messias et al., 2009). The efficiency of fungalenzyme
mediated biodegradation depends ootdes such as nutrient availability, oxygen levels, and
optimal enzymatic conditions, including pH, temperature, chemical structure, partitioning in
growth media, and cellular transport properties (Singh & Ward, 2004). Fungi, having evolved to
break down he irregular structure of lignin, have enhanced their capacity to degrade and
mineralize various organic pollutants. Their extracellular peroxidases initiate PH oxidation

(Zhang et al., 2015).
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Fungal lignin peroxidases directly oxidize certain PHs, whermsasganese peroxidases- co
oxidize them via enzymmediated lignin peroxidation (Li et al., 2014). Novotny et al. (2004)
studied the enzymatic activities of lignin peroxidase (LiP), manganese peroxidase (MnP), and
laccase in the degradation of pyrene anthracene by various ligninolytic fungal species in
liquid and soil cultures. They found that the degradation of these compoundisatmetes
versicolor, Pleurotus ostreatuandPhanerochaete chrysosporiutepends on MnP and laccase
secretion in the soil. Wile fungal degradation of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHS) is
generally slower and less efficient than bacterial degradation, fungi exhibit broad substrate

specificity and the ability to hydroxylate various xenobiotics.

In addition to LiP, MnP, andaccase, other fungal enzymes such as epoxide hydrolases,
cytochrome P450 monooxygenases, dioxygenases, proteases, and lipases have been extensively
studied for their PAH degradation capabilities (Balaji, Arulazhagan, & Ebenezer, 2014). The
extracellularenzyme system of si&spergillusspecies isolated from crude -asibntaminated soil

has demonstrated efficiency in crude oil degradation, highlighting their potential for oil recovery
(Zhang et al., 2016). Jové et al. (2016) evaluated anthracene degrddatioree fungi, both
ligninolytic and norligninolytic, and found thaPhanerochaete chrysosporivaxhibited higher
degradation efficiency thaRleurotus ostreatusand Irpex lacteus Balaji et al. (2014) also
analyzed the ability of various fungal speciesproduce extracellular enzymes such as laccase,

lipase, protease, and peroxidase, further demonstrating their potential in bioremediation.

2.6.2Redoxreaction

Enzymatic oxidation is a process in which pollutant compounds are transformed from a higher

oxidation state to a lower one, reducing their toxicity. During this process, heavy metals lose
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electrons, making them less harmful. This method relies on oxidoreductase enzymes released by
microbes and is particularly effective for remediating dyes, pheaots other pollutants that are
resistant to bacterial degradation (Unuofin, Okoh, & Nwodo, 2019). Oxidative enzymes generate
radicals that break down pollutants into smaller fractions, ultimately formingrhaécular

weight compounds (Unuofin et al., 29).

One key example of an oxidoreductase enzyme is laccase, which catalyzes the oxidation of
aromatic amines (Gangola, Sharma, Bhatt, Khati, & Chaudhary, 2018). Other oxidoreductases,
such as those acting on phenols and polyphenols, facilitate the oedottnolecular oxygen to

water (Kushwaha et al., 2018; Sahay, 2021). Laccase production has been refytexprorus

sp. andLeptosphaerulinap., where it has been shown to contribute to heavy metal degradation

(CopetePertuz et al., 2018; Tian et,a2020).

In contrast, enzymatic reduction involves converting pollutants to a reduced state, making them
insoluble. This process is primarily carried out by obligate and facultative anaerobes and is highly
effective in bioremediating persistent compounagishsas polychlorinated dibengadioxins and
dibenzofurans (Zacharia, 2019). Specific enzymes, such as chrome reductase, catalyze the
reduction of hexavalent chromium to its less toxic trivalent form, while azoreductase breaks down

azo compounds by cleagrazo bonds (Saxena, Kishor, & Bharagava, 2020).

Further research is needed to identify additional microorganisms capable of bioremediating

environmental pollutants and to enhance our understanding of their potential applications.

2.6.3Hydrolysis
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Hydrolyss plays a crucial role in the detoxification of contaminants. Hydrolytic enzymes, such as
esterases and lipases, break down ester bonds in persistent pollutants, reducing their toxicity. This
characteristic makes lipases and esterases promising candatates biodegradation of plastic

waste, organophosphates, and pesticides.

Aryloxyphenoxy propionate (AOPP) herbicides are a highly effective class of herbicides widely
used in agriculture. This group includes fenoxapetyy! (FE), cyhalofogbutyl (CB), haloxyfop
R-methyl (HM), quizalofopp-ethyl (QE), and clodinafepropargyl (CP). The FE hydrolase (Feh)
from Rhodococcugatalyzes the initial step in FE biodegradation by hydrolyzing its ester bond,
converting fenoxapropthyl into fenoxaprop acid (Hou etl., 2011). Feh is also capable of
hydrolyzing CB, HM, and QE into their respective acids. Similarly, the esterase ChbH, found in
Pseudomonas azotoforma@®Z-1, hydrolyzes cyhalofeputyl (CB) into cyhalofop acid (CA)

(Nie et al., 2011).

For amide herbicides, the enzyme arylamidase AmpA, purified fPamacoccussp. FLN-7,
catalyzes the cleavage of amide bonds in herbicides such as propanil, propham, and chlorpropham

(Zhang et al., 2012).

Pyrethroids, a widely used class of insecticides kaown for their high efficacy and low toxicity

to mammals. They are commonly applied in household pest control and agricultural production.
Several pyrethrowdlegrading enzymes, including PytY, PytH, EstP, and Sys410, have been
cloned and characterizedowever, none of these enzymes have demonstrated efficient and stable
pyrethroid degradation (Wang et al., 2009; Li, Wang, & Liu, 2008; Fan et al., 2012). To address
this limitation, Liu et al. (2017) used random mutagenesis and secretory expressiautsctm

develop a mutant variant of Sys410 with enhanced activity and thermostability. This improved
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enzyme achieved a hydrolysis rate exceeding 98%, demonstrating significant potential for

pyrethroid degradation.

2.6.4Conjugation

Horizontal Gene Transf (HGT) and Plasmid Efficiency in Biodegradation

Conjugation enables donor bacteria to transfer plasmids carrying degradation pathway genes (e.g.,
bphCfor PAH degradation) directly to indigenous soil bacteria. This process eliminates the need
for introdwing external microbial strains, as native bacteria are alreadyadegtited to local
environmental conditions (Liu et al.,, 201Rlasmid Backbone and Transfer Efficiency

The structure of the plasmid backbone plays a crucial role in determining conjugagéisnFor
instance, RSF1010 plasmids, which possess independent replication systems, facilitate gene
transfer at rates four orders of magnitude higher thandegstndent pUC19 plasmids in soll

bacteria such a@seudomonas putid&€rosby & Stadler, 2025)

2.6.5Hydroxylation

Hydroxylation is a vital biochemical process in microbial bioremediation, where enzymes
introduce hydroxyl groups-QH) into organic pollutants. This modification enhances their
solubility and reactivity, making them more suscepttbléurther degradation. This mechanism is
particularly effective in breaking down complex aromatic hydrocarbons, such as polycyclic

aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHS), and other persistent environmental contaminants.

37



Mechanism of Hydroxylation

Microbial enzymes, including dioxygenases and cytochrome P450, play key roles in

hydroxylation:

1. DioxygenaseMediated Hydroxylation

Dioxygenases incorporate two oxygen atoms into aromatic rings, foramng

di hydrodi ol i ntermedi at es al,B2I).i gar & Rac

This destabilization initiates further degradation through dehydrogenation and

ring-cleaving pathways.

2. Cytochrome P450 Hydroxylation

Cytochrome P450 enzymes mediate alternative oxidation pathways, producing
trans-dihydrodiols, which undergo fther metabolism into less toxic compounds

(Dell 6Anno et al ., 2021).

Functional Impact

Hydroxylation increases the water solubility of hydrophobic pollutants, facilitating
mi crobi al uptake and enzymatic degradati on

2021).
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This process is a critical step in breaking down recalcitrant compounds, directing them

into central metabolic pathways such as the citric acid cycle.

Examples in Bioremediation

Pseudomonas aeruginosand Klebsiella pneumoniaeutilize dioxygenasenediated

hydroxyl ation to degrade PAHs in marine sec

Fungal oxidoreductases, such as laccases, hydroxylate phenolic pollutants, leading to
polymerization or binding with soil organic matter (Ayilara &dola, 2023; Karigar &

Rao, 2011).

By modifying pollutant structures, hydroxylation enhances their susceptibility to complete
mineralization, making it a key microbial strategy for environmental detoxification (Karigar &

Rao, 2011; Dell 6Anno et al ., 2021)

2.6.6Methylation

Methylation in Metal(loid) Detoxification

Methylation is a key biological mechanism for detoxifying toxic metal(loid)s such as mercury

(Hg) by converting them into methylated derivatives, which are subsequently removed through
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volatilization (Adriano, Wenzel, Vangronsveld, & Bolan, 2004). This process alters the volatility,
solubility, toxicity, and mobility of elements like arsenic (As), mercury (Hg), and selenium (Se),

influencing their environmental behavior.

Chemical vs. Blogical Methylation

While both abiotic (chemical) and biotic (biological) processes contribute to metal(loid)
methylation,biomethylatio® the microbialmediated processis dominant in soils and aquatic

environments. Biomethylation can facilitate metat{jaletoxification by:

Converting toxic elements into methylated forms that can be readily excreted from

microbial cells.

Producing volatile compounds that are released into the atmosphere.

Generating organoarsenicals, which are often less toxic thannwganic counterparts.

Role of Microorganisms and Organic Matter

Soil and sediment microorganisms serve as active methylators of metal(loid)s (Lamb, Ming,
Megharaj, & Naidu, 2009; Mason, 2012). Organic matter acts as a cruetalyl donor,

supporting bth biological and abiotic methylation processes. Specifically:

Low molecular weight fractions of fulvic acid regulate Hg methylation in soils.
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Organic matter and alternative electron acceptors significantly influence Hg methylation

in sediments.

Environmetal Impact of Biomethylation

Biomethylation effectively transforms arsenic (As) into volaglkylarsines allowing for their
release into the atmosphere (Frank, 2020; Thayer, 2012). In dmtvbic and anaerobic
conditions, benthic microbes methylate emig, forming methylarsines and other methylated
arsenic compounds, which contribute to the natural cycling of arsenic in aquatic and terrestrial

ecosystems.

This process plays a crucial role in reducing the toxicity and environmental persistence of

metal(oid)s, highlighting its importance in natural and engineered bioremediation strategies.

This revision enhances clarity, flow, and readability while maintaining scientific accuracy. Let me

know if you need further refinements!

2.6.7Adsorption

Adsorptionin Microbial Biodegradation

Adsorption is a fundamental mechanism in microbial biodegradation, where microorganisms or
immobilized carriers bind pollutants to their surfaces before enzymatic breakdown. This process
plays a crucial role in the initiadtages of bioremediation by concentrating and stabilizing

contaminants, making them more accessible for microbial metabolism.
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Mechanism of Adsorption in Microbial Biodegradation

1. Surface Binding

Microbial cells and immobilized carriers adsorb pollutaht®ugh chemical interactions such as
hydrogen bonding, ionic bonding, and van der Waals forces. For example, bacteria immobilized
on natural carriers like cinnamon and peanut shells effectively adsorb diesel via hydrogen bonds

(Fu, Wang, Bai, Xue, Gao, Hu. & Sun, 2020).

This adsorption process typically followgpaeudesecondorder kinetic model, indicating that

chemical interactions primarily govern the adsorption rate (Fu et al., 2020).

2. Facilitation of Biodegradation

Adsorption enhances biodegin by

i. Concentrating pollutants near microbial ceitaproving their accessibility for enzymatic
degradation.

i. Enabling stepwise breakdowwhere pollutants are first adsorbed, then metabolized into
smaller molecules, and eventually mineralized intoFCé&nd H- O (Betsholtz, Falas,
Svahn, Cimbritz, & Davidsson, 2024; Fu et al., 2020).

i. Synergizing with filtration systemssuch as granular activated carbon filters, where
adsorption and biodegradation may sxtependently or cooperativetlepending on the

pollutant type and environmental conditions (Betsholtz et al., 2024).

Applications in Waste Bioremediation
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i. Immobilized Microbial SystemdBio-carriers enhance both adsorption and biodegradation
efficiency. For instance, immobilized bacteria degraded up9t®4% of diesel waste
with adsorption facilitating subsequent enzymatic breakdown (Fu et al., 2020).

i. Radioactive Waste RemediatiorMicrobial adsorption is employed for removing
radioactive nuclidesfrom contaminated solutions. Optimizing biosorbent properties
improves pollutant binding efficiency, enabling safe removal without generating

secondary pollution (Wang, Zhang, Qiao, Jiang, Xiao, Duan, & Zhao, 2024).

Advantages of Adsorption in Bioremedbat

i. High efficiency in pollutant capture, particularly in the early degradation stages.

Stabilization of contaminantpromoting microbialiptake and enzymatic breakdown.

ii. Costeffective and ecdriendly, offering a sustainable alternative to convamal remediation

techniques.

ii. By serving as afoundational stepin microbial biodegradation, adsorption enhances
pollutant removal and transformation, making it a key strategy in environmental

bioremediation.

2.6.8Solubilization

Solubilization inMicrobial Biodegradation

Solubilization is a key process in microbial biodegradation, enhancing the breakdown of
hydrophobic pollutants by increasing their water solubility. This mechanism is particularly crucial

for degrading persistent contaminants suab polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHsand
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heterocyclic compoundswhich have inherently low aqueous solubility and are resistant to

microbial uptake (Stucki & Alexander, 1987).

Mechanisms of Solubilization

1. Biosurfactant Production

Microorganisms produebiosurfactant® such asglycolipids and lipopeptidés which emulsify
hydrophobic pollutants, forming micelles that disperse them into aqueous solutions. This process
is especially critical for hydrocarbons and petroledsnived pollutants, facilitating tive

microbial degradation.

2. Enzymatic Modification

Microbial enzymes, includingpxygenases and hydrolaseshemically modify pollutants by
introducing polar functional groups(e.g., hydroxyl or carboxyl groups), increasing their
solubility. For instanceBurkholderia xenovoranesmploysoxygenases$o oxidize aromatic rings,

transforming them into watesoluble derivatives suitable for further degradation.

3. Bioavailability Enhancement
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Solubilization counteracts the adsorption of pollutants onto soil [esrtmr clays, which can
hinder biodegradation. Studies indicate that compounds su2kp@sline are less degradable
when adsorbed onto clays, highlighting the importance of solubilization in improving microbial

access to contaminants (Stucki & Alexand€87).

Significance in Bioremediation

i. Increases microbial accesshydrophobic pollutants.
ii. Enhances degradation efficienofy/persistent contaminants.

iii. Overcomes adsorption barrieromoting biodegradation in soil environments.

By improving pollutant solubilitysolubilizationserves as erucial strategyn microbial

bioremediation, enabling the efficient breakdown of environmental contaminants.

2.6.9Cometabolism

Cometabolic Bioremediation

Cometabolic bioremediation occurs wha& microbial enzyme or cofactor, originally produced for

degrading a primary metabolic substrate, also incidentally degrades target contaminants. This
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approach is specifically designed to enhance the breakdowontdminants of concern (COCs)

by stimulaing or augmenting natural microbial processes.

Distinction from Simultaneous Catabolism

Unlike simultaneous catabolismwhere multiple compounds are degraded concurrently to
generate energygometabolismnvolves the unintended transformation of contaminants without

providing the microbe witkenergy or carbon benefits

Advantages of Cometabolic Bioremediation

I. Effective at low contaminant concentratipressen below levels required to sustain
microbial gowth.

il. Capable of reducing contaminants to +u#tect levelsmaking it useful for stringent
remediation goals.

iii. Targets persistent pollutantsicluding chlorinated solvents and hydrocarbpomisat
might not be easily degraded through direct metabdli¢azen, 2010).

iv. By leveraging the fortuitous enzymatic activity of microbes, cometabolic
bioremediationprovides an efficient and sustainable strategy for the removal of

environmental contaminants.
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2.6.10Biostimulation

Biostimulation in Bioremediation

Biostimulation enhances the activity imfdigenous microbeby supplementing the environment
with essential nutrients (e.gnitrogen, phosphorus, potassiymelectron donors, electron
acceptors, biosurfactants, enzymes, and other limiting factors. Tt®dsecelerates microbial

degradationof pollutants, making it an efficient, cestfective, and environmentally friendly

approach (Ojuederie & Babalola, 2017; Ayangbenro & Babalola, 2018).

Advantages of Biostimulation

More effective than bioaugmentatioas indigenous microbes are naturally adapted to the

environment and outcompete introduced stré8@s/ed, Baloo, & Sharma, 2021).

Preserves microbial diversjtynaintaining ecological balance in the remedmatsite (Nivetha et

al., 2023).

Proven effectiveness in heavy metal remediafiowith microbes such a®Bacillus sp.,
Rhodococcussp., Staphylococcus sp., Klebsiella sp., Pseudomonas sp.CianBacter sp.

successfully used in various studies (Nivetha et al., 2023).

Potential Environmental Ca®rns
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Eutrophication riski Excess nutrients can stimulate harmful algal blooms, disrupting aquatic
ecosystems.
Chemical pollutioni If synthetic additives are used, they may introduce secondary pollutants,

counteracting the benefits of bioremediation.

Degite these challenges, biostimulation remaingdely preferred strateggue to itsefficiency

and sustainabilityn enhancing microbiadiriven pollutant degradation.

2.6.11Syntrophy

Syntrophy, derived from the Greek worsg (together) androphe (nourishment), is anetabolic
partnershipin which one microbial species relies on the metabolic byproducts of another for
survival. This mutualistic interactionenables microorganisms to efficiently break down
environmental pollutants bgharing biochenaial tasks preventing the accumulation of toxic

intermediates and maintaining thermodynamically favorable conditions for degradation.

Mechanism of Syntrophy

Crossfeeding: One microbe produces a metabolic product that servessabst#rateor growth
factor for another.Nutritional Interdependencd:he survival and growth of one species depend
on the byproducts, enzymes, or -toetabolitesof its partner.Enhanced Degradationthis
cooperation optimizes pollutant breakdown by facilitatisgquential or paral metabolic

pathways
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Dolfing (2014) described syntrophy as the "critical interdependency between producer and
consumer,” emphasizingsitrole in microbial metabolisnMorris et al. (2013)eferred to it as
"obligately mutualistic metabolisthhighlighting the essential nature of this relathip in
microbial communitiesGoodier (2008andMorris et al. (2013further explored how syntrophy
underpingbacterial symbiosis and biodegradation proceBgef®ostering cooperative interactions,
syntrophic relationships play a crucial rolesimvironmental remediation, anaerobic digestion, and

microbial ecologymaking them a fundamental aspect of sustainable bioremediation strategies.

2.6.12 Biosurfactants production

Bacteria, yeasts, and filamentous fungi can produce a diverse array of chemical molecules with
surface activity, each characterized by different structures. These amphiphilic compounds consist
of a hydrophilic portion, such as acids, peptiddiocs or anions, or monp di-, or
polysaccharides, along with a hydrophobic portion that may include unsaturated or saturated
hydrocarbon chains, fatty acids, or lipids (Banat et al., 2010). Examples of biosurfactants include
lipopeptides, glycolipids, ahproteins. Notable glycolipids include rhamnolipids, trehalose lipids,
sophorolipids, and mannosylerythritol lipids, while lipopeptides include compounds like surfactin
and fungicin (Banat, 2010; Banat, Satpute Cameotra, Patil & Nyayanit, 2014; Doitdda, V
Almeida, & Neves, 2016; Franzetti, Bestetti, Caredda, Colla, & Tamburini, 2008a; Franzetti,
Tamburini, & Cameotra & Singh, 2009; Luna, Santos & Sarubbo, 2Rf6yen & Sabatini,

2011 Santos, Rufino, Luna, Santos & Sarubbo, 201A&dditionally, bioemulsifiers, which are
high-molecularweight polymers made up of lipopolysaccharides, polysaccharides, proteins, or
lipoproteins, include examples like the lipopolysaccharide emulsan and the polysaecharide

protein complex alasan (Neu, ¥9Jzoigwe et al., 2015).
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While biosurfactants are effective in reducing surface and interfacial tensions, bioemulsifiers are
more effective at stabilizing eih-water emulsions, although they have a lesser ability to lower
surface tension than biosurfants (Smyth et al.,, 2010a; Smyth et al., 2010b). Microbial
surfactants can enhance bacterial growth on petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs) by increasing the
surface area between oil and water through emulsification and by improving pseudosolubility
through micdke partitioning (Volkering, Breure, & Rulkens, 1997). This process can increase the
bioavailability of contaminants to degrading microbes in certain conditions. Recent reviews have
highlighted successful applications of biosurfactants in bioremediatiocegges (Mulligan,
2009; Pacwalociniczak et al., 2011; Lawniczak et al., 2013). Lipopeptides fRamillus
circulans(Das et al., 2008) and lipopeptides and pregtarchlipid mixtures from two strains of
Pseudomonas aeruginos@ordoloi & Konwar, 2009) have been shown to ante the

biodegradation of PAHs

2.613Biofilms formation

Biofilms are bacterial communities encased in -peffduced polymeric matrices that are
reversibly attached to inert or biotic surfaces (Costerton, Lewando@skiwell, Korber, &
Lappinscott, 1995). This adaptive mechanism enables microorganisms to better withstand harsh
physical and chemical conditions, facilitates the exchange of metabolites, enhances horizontal
gene transfer, and regulates the redox sfiatieear environment (Gorbushina & Broughton, 2009;
Shemesh, Kolter, & Losick, 2010). The biofiilm matrix is composed of extracellular
polysaccharides (EPSs), proteins, and DNA (Sutherland, 2001; Branda, Vik, Friedman, & Kolter,

2005; Rinaudi & Gonzalez, 20D EPSs play a crucial role in determining the porosity, density,
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water content, charge, hydrophobicity, and mechanical stability of biofilms (Sutherland, 2001;
Branda et al., 2005; Rinaudi & Gonzalez, 2009; Flemming & Wingender, 2010).

Biofilms can be pdicularly beneficial for the bioremediation of petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs)
by increasing the bioavailability of pollutants (Wick, Colangelo, & Harms, 2002; Johnsen &
Karlson, 2004). The formation of biofilms is closely linked to the secretion of padyimer
microorganisms; thus, when biofilms develop on the surface of insoluble hydrocarbons, the
microorganisms involved become highly effective in treating recalcitrant compounds. This is due
to the higher microbial biomass within biofilms compared to dsgubcultures and their ability to
immobilize compounds through adsorption. Additionally, the biofilm lifestyle supports
degradation processes by maintaining optimal conditions near the cells, such as stable pH,
localized solute concentrations, and redoteptial (Singh, DeMarini, Dick, Tabor, Ryan, Linak,

Kobayashi, & Gilmour, 2004).

2.6.14Chemotaxis

Bacterial chemotactic behavior can be either positive (toward a chemical) or negative (away from
a chemical) in response to a gradient. This chemotaxislisved to serve as a balancing
mechanism, enabling bacteria to function optimally by enhancing pollutant bioavailability while
also protecting them from harmful substances. This balance might explain why the naphthalene
degradingPseudomonas putidBpG7was repelled by vapgghase naphthalene at steadste
concentrations that were much lower than those causing positive chemotaxis (Hanzel, Harms, &

Wick, 2010).
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Chemotaxis, the directed movement of microorganisms in response to chemical gradients to find
favorable conditions for growth and survival (Eisenbach & Caplan, 1998; Wadhams & Armitage,
2004; Baker et al., 2006a, b), plays a crucial role in microbial utilization of petroleum
hydrocarbons (PHCs) in soil and water environments (Eisenbach & Capi#i, Wadhams &
Armitage, 2004; Parales & Haddock, 2004; Ford & Harvey, 2007; Strobel et al., 2011). For
instance, the ability of bacteria to detect and move towarllexadecane, gas oil, various
monocyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (MAHS), polycyclic aromhgidrocarbons (PAHSs), and their
nitro-, amine, or chloresubstituted derivatives has been shown to enhance the degradation of
these PHCs (Grimm & Harwood, 1997; Parales, Ditty, & Harwood, 2000; Olson, Castro, Joern,

DuTeau, PiloASmits, 2008; Jeong et a2010).

2.7 Bioremediation of petroleum hydrocarbons
Bioremediation is the process of using biological mechanisms to detoxify, degrade, or transform
contaminants into harmless substances (Azubuike et al., 2016). It is a valuable method for treating
environments contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs), both on land and in marine
settings (Atlas, 1995; Atlas and Cerniglia, 1995; Almeida et al., 2013; Xue et al., 2015; Scoma et
al., 2016; Wang et al., 2016). For microbes to effectively utihesé energyich compounds for
growth and energy, they must first access PHC substrates while mitigating harmful effects.
The extent to which PHCs are susceptible to biodegradation is influenced by three main factors:

1. Microbial properties This includes geetic composition, gene regulation and expression,

surface hydrophobicity, metabolic diversity and adaptability, substrate uptake or adhesion
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mechanisms, tolerance to metals and other toxic substances, chemotaxis, and biofilm
formation (MartinezCheca et la 2007; Bordoloi and Konwar, 2009; Calvo et al., 2009;
Banat et al., 2010).

2. Environmental factorsThese include the availability of terminal electron acceptors,
nutrients, salinity, pressure, temperature, pH, water availability, and osmotic stress
(Botdova et al., 2009; Couling et al., 2010).

3. Hydrocarbon substrate characteristic§his category considers the solubility,
concentration, hydrophobicity, volatility, and molecular weight of the hydrocarbons
(Couling et al., 2010).

The process of PHC remowviay microbial communities is largely dependent on bioavailability
and bioaccessibility. Bioavailability refers to the amount of a contaminant that is freely available
to pass through an organism's cellular membrane from its environment, while bioactessibili
indicates the potential of a contaminant to cross into an organism from its surroundings (Semple
et al., 2007; Dandie et al., 2010). Bioavailability can be assessed through two primary approaches:

1 Chemical methodsThese involve selective extractionitientify the accessible fraction of
specific contaminants (Harmsen, 2007).

1 Biological methodsThese involve exposing organisms to contaminated media to evaluate
the extent of bioavailability.

of bioremediation (Schwartz & Scow, 2001; Tabak et al., 2003; Hamdi et al., 2007b). However,
given the diversity in biological systems, it is important to note that such generalizations may not
apply universally to all iuations (Huesemann, Hausmann, & Fortman, 2004). (Huesemann,

Hausmann, & Fortman, 2004).
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Figure 2.1 Main factors affecting biodegradation of petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs)

Source: Gkorezis et al., 2016
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2.7.1 Remediation Strategies

Ex situand in situ bioremediation techniques have both been applied to restore environments
contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs) (Stroud et al.,, 2007). However, in situ
approaches have gained greater popularity due to their generally lower costs ramel mi
disruption to natural landscapes compared to ex situ methods (Romantschuk et al., 2000). The
assessment of ecological sustainability in in situ bioremediation processes has been thoroughly
reviewed (Pandey et al., 2009), with particular attentioergito natural attenuation (Scow &

Hicks, 2005), as well as biostimulation and bioaugmentation strategies.

2.7.2 Natural attenuation

Natural attenuation has emerged as a viable remediation strategy for soils, estuarine sediments,
and groundwater contamieat with petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs), supported by extensive
research including modeling and field trials (Verginelli & Baciocchi, 2013; Khan & Husain,
2003). Numerous studies have highlighted the critical role of subsurface natural attenuation
processem bioremediation efforts (Devaull, 2007; Lundegard et al., 2008; Pasteris et al., 2002).
This approach has proven effective for the lomgn bioremediation of diesell-contaminated

sites, even in challenging conditions like low temperatures (MargeSich&ner, 2001).

The recovery of the Gulf of Mexico following the Deepwater Horizon disaster illustrates the
potential success of in situ bioremediation through natural attenuation aftesd¢aigeoil spills.

The native microflora of the deep marine €gsiem rapidly adapted to the oil contamination,
leading to the dominance of Oceanospirillales bacteria within the class of Proteobacteria, which
includes known psychrophilic hydrocarbon degraders and microorganisms adapted to

hydrocarborrich environmentg§Hazen et al., 2010).
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2.7.3 Biostimulation

Biostimulation is a method used to enhance the degradation of petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs)
by adding nutrients (such as nitrogen, phosphorus, poultry litter, horse manure, domestic sewage,
rice straw biochar, ral crop residues) and other supplementary agents like biosurfactants and
electron acceptors (e.g., oxygen, chelated Fe(lll), nitrates, and sulfate). These additions create a
more favorable environment for hydrocarbaegrading bacterial communities (Coles al.,

2009; Gallego et al., 2001; MolisBarahona et al., 2004). The effectiveness of these components

is tied to their ability to either enhance the metabolic activity of the indigenous degrading bacteria
or increase the bioavailability of PHCs. Nuttienrichment, in particular, has been shown to
significantly boost the degradation capacity of native microbial communities among various
biostimulants (Delille et al., 2004; Gardédanco et al., 2007; Thomasdiacroix et al., 2002;).

Several studies havdemonstrated that adding biosolids, including inorganic fertilizers rich in
nitrogen and phosphorus, and organic fertilizers to PHCs (such as diesel oil, pyrene, and
phenanthrene) accelerates their degradation both in laboratory settings and fieldtiapgplic
(Carmichael & Pfaender, 1997; Margesin et al., 2003; Sarkar et al., 2005; Xu & Obbard, 2003).
Margesin et al., (2007) observed that the positive impact of fertilization on PHC degradation was
more pronounced with higher levels of initial PHC contaation. Similar results have been
reported for aquatic environments, though caution is necessary to prevent ecological issues like
eutrophication due to excessive nutrient levels (Nikolopoulou & Kalogerakis, 2009).

For oil spill cleanup, an application &f 5% nitrogen by weight of the oil, with a nitrogen to
phosphorus (N) ratio ofi30:1, is generally recommended. Theoretically, converting 1 gram of
hydrocarbon into microbial biomass requires around 150 mg of nitrogen and 30 mg of

phosphorusOptimalC: N ratios for in situ bioremediation have been explored in various studies,
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with proposed ratios such as 100:9:2, 100:10:1, 100:10:5, and 250:10:3 being identified as ideal

for enhancing hydrocarbon degradation in soil (Zawierucha & Malina, 2011).

2.7.4 Biemugmentation
Bioaugmentation is a bioremediation strategy that involves introducing a sufficient number of
bacteria with the necessary catabolic capabilities to facilitate the breakdown of petroleum
hydrocarbons (PHCs) (Paliwal, Puranik, & Purohit, 20I)is process often requires the
addition of one or more of the following: (a) a fa@apted bacterial strain, (b) padapted
microbial consortia, (c) genetically modified bacteria, or (d) catabolic genes carried in a vector for
delivery into native microganisms through conjugation (El Fantroussi & Agathos, 2005; Singer
et al., 2005; Thompson et al., 2005). When implementing bioaugmentation, it is important to
consider local regulations regarding:
1. The introduction of a single strain or a known mixed nmb@bconsortium.
2. The reinoculation of an autochthonous bacterial consortium that has been previously
enriched from polluted soil and cultured with hydrocarbons as the carbon source.
3. The reinoculation of an allochthonous bacterial consortium derived &afifferent PHC
polluted environment (Ueno et al., 2007).
Introducing microbial communities capable of PHC biodegradation to newly contaminated soils
can significantly aid the bioremediation process (Greenwood et al., 2009). Studies have shown
that bioaugrentation can accelerate the bioremediation of soils contaminated with diesel oil and
various heavy metals when appropriate native strains are used (Alisi et al., 2009). Further research
on the potential of indigenous and exogenous microorganisms for emgdidiesel

contaminated clayey and silty soils revealed that native consortia were most effective for silty
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soil, while a mix of native and exogenous consortia proved more effective for clayey soils
(Moliterni, Rodriguez, Fernandez, & Villasenor, 2012).

2.7.5 Plantbacteria synegy for the remediation of petroleum hydrocarbons
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Figure 2.2: PlanBacteria synergy for the Remediation of Petroleum Hydrocarbons

Source: Gkorezis et al., (2016)
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Phytoremediation involves the use of plants and thewcazs®d microorganisms to assimilate,
transform, metabolize, detoxify, and degrade various toxic inorganic and organic compounds,
such as petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs), pesticides, dyes, and solvents, in soil, water,
groundwater, and air (Kabra, Khandar,aytimode, & Govindwar, 2012; Prasad, Freitas,
Fraenzle, Wuenschmann, & Markert, 2010; Wenzel, 2009). Bksdciated bacteria, including
endophytic, phyllospheric, and rhizospheric types, interact with plants in various ways, ranging
from active pathogersnd opportunistic pathogens to symbiotic relationships that benefit both the
plant and the bacteria (Newman & Reynolds, 2004; Weyens et al., 2009).

Plantassociated bacteria, including endophytic, phyllospheric, and rhizospheric types, interact
with plantsin diverse ways. These interactions range from acting as active or opportunistic
pathogens, to residing within the plant for physical protection, and even forming mutually
beneficial relationships with their hoflewman & Reynolds, 2004; Weyens, van detie,
Taghavi, Newman, & Vangronsveld, 2009c)Bacteria equipped with catabolic genes and
enzymes can utilize complex compounds present in petroleum mixtures as energy sources,
enabling the decomposition of petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs) (Das & Cha@@d#h, Rojo,

2009). Several bacterial strains, such Bseudomonas Acinetobacter Mycobacterium
HaemophilusRhodococcusPaenibacillus andRalstonig have been extensively studied for their
capacity to degrade hydrocarbdiiyagi, da Fonseca, & de Callra, 2011).

Although these bacteria can metabolize many hydrocarbons independently, their efficiency is
often limited in bulk soil due to their low abundance. However, microbial activity in the
rhizosphere is 10 to 1,000 times higher than in bulk Baghlighting the crucial role of plants in
enhancing this process (Palmroth, Pichtel, & Puhakka, 2002). Thus, plants and their associated

bacteria work together to drive the ongoing degradation of PHCs.
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PHCs pose significant threats not only to soil bigoato estuarine sediments, which are
biologically rich and sensitive to pollutants (Chapman & Wang, 2001; Daane, Harjono, Zylstra, &
Haggblom, 2001). The ecological importance and vulnerability of these ecosystems have led
researchers to investigate thder@f plant microorganism interactions in degrading PHCs in
estuarine environments. Recent studies have shown that partnerships between salt marsh plants
and bacteria can significantly enhance PHC degradation by increasing the functional diversity of
the AHC-degrading bacterial communityOljveira, Gomes, Almeida, Silva, Silva, & Cunha,

2014).

2.8 Phytoremediation mechanisms

The four key mechanisms of phytoremediation include phytostabilization, phytodegradation,
phytovolatilization, and rhizodegradation (Germida, Frick, & Farrell, 2002). Phytostabilization
involves immobilizing pollutants within the soil by preventing erosieaching, or dispersion, or

by converting contaminants into less bioavailable forms through precipitation in the rhizosphere.
Phytodegradation and rhizodegradation work synergistically, as both plants and microbes use
their enzymatic capabilities to bieadown pollutants. Phytovolatilization is particularly
promising, as it removes pollutants from the site entirely by converting them into gaseous forms,
thus eliminating the need for plant harvesting and disposal (Biloits, 2005). Additionally,
studies have shown that phyllosphere bacteria can metabolize both gaseous and deposited
petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs) (Ali, Khalil, N.M. &-Bhany, 2012; AlAwadhi, Al-Mailem,

Dashti, Hakam, Eliyas, & Radwan, 2012; Waight, Pinyakong, & Luepromchai, 2007,

Yutthanmo, Thongthammachat, Pinphanichakarn, & Luepromchai, 2010); the latter has great
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potential in air cleasup by opening up a new direction of air phytemediation, which is
actually the exploitation of air remediation (Weyens et al., 2015).

Phyllospheric bcteria can establish stable communities after their initial recruitment, despite
constant exposure to airborne populations (Whipps, Hand, Pink, & Bending, 2008). This suggests
that these bacteria undergo specific selection procéRsasogi, Sbodio, Teg¢lSuslow, Coaker,
Leveau & 2012; Vokou, Vareli, Zarali, Karamanoli, Constantinidou, Monokrousos, Halley, &
Sainis, 2012; Vorholt, 2012)Factors such as plant species, leaf age, season, geographical
location, and other environmental conditions are thowghbfluence the organization of these
communities (Muller & Ruppel, 2014; Vokou et al., 2012). Given the diversity in phyllospheric
community structures, further research is needed to investigate the bacterial communities
associated with different planpecies across varying conditions, to better understand their role in
air bioremediation. In these close pldmcteria interactions, plants provide resources and a
habitat for bacteria, which can enhance the effectiveness of phytoremediation in envisonment
contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCSs).

A recent review (Thijs, Sillen, Rineau, Weyens, & Vangronsveld, 2016) emphasizes that
considering metarganisms in their natural contedtse., the host and its microbiome
togethed can deepen our undemstling of plarimicrobial interactions, leading to more effective

and predictable phytoremediation strategies. The following sections will highlight selected case
studies that shed light on PHC degradation through the collaboration of plants, microasganism

and their close interactions.
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2.8.1 Mechanisms for the phytoremediation of petroleum hydrocarbon degradation

Figure: 2.3 Planmicrobe interactions and plagtowth-promoting effects of rhizosphere and
endosphere bacteria

Source: Olivera et al2014
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Degradation is the transformation of a formerly hazardous chemical into a less harmful or
harmless form. Plants and microbes are both directly and indirectly engaged in the breakdown of
petroleum hydrocarbons. Alcohol, acids, carbon dioxide, water are among of the end
products, and they are typically less harmful and persistent in the environment than the parent
molecules Qjuederie & Babalola, 2017pespite the fact that plants and microorganisms may
both degrade petroleum hydrocarbdnglaim that the interaction between plants and
microorganisms (i.e., the rhizosphere effect) is the fundamental mechanism responsible for
petrochemical degradation in phytoremediation efforts

The rhizosphere is the area of soil nearest to a plant's roots,isuiderefore directly influenced

by the root systemAl-Hawash, (2018plants give carbon, energy, nutrients, enzymes, and
occasionally oxygen to microbial communities in the rhizosphere through root exusiages,
alcohol, and acid exudates from tto®ts can account for 120% of annual plant photosynthesis

and supply enough carbon and energy to support a significant number of microorganisms
(example approximately 1%10° vegetative microbes per gram of 3oilin the
rhizosphere.Microbial populations and activity in the rhizosphere are 5 to 100 times higher than in
bulk soil (i.e. soil not in touch with plant roots) due to these exudates.The rhizospheré affect
2020)is a plartinduced increase in microbigopulation that is thought to result in increased

breakdown of organic material in the rhizosphere.

2.8.2 Indirect degradation
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In contrast to the scantevidence available on plants' direct degradation of petroleum
hydrocarbons, there is a substaniatly of information accessible on plants' indirect functions in
petroleum hydrocarbon degradation. These are some of them

A The rhizosphere impact and accelerated comet
root exudates.

A The r elmeslisked with roots that gnight convert organic contaminants

A Plants and their root systems physical and
2.8.3 Root exudates

The rhizosphere effect is caused by a relationship between plants and bacteria called root
exudateqVives-Peris, De Ollas, C., GoOm&zadenas, & PéreZlemente, 2020)The kind and
amount of root exudate produced is determined by the plant's species and stage oBgairiyth.

& Vivanco, (2009)liscovered that the release of total phenolicstHey roots of red mulberry
(Morus rubra) rose steadily throughout the plant's life, with a huge release near the end of the
season, coinciding with leaf senescence.

The kind of root exudate is also likely to vary by location and time (Siciliano & Gerdio@s).
Variables including soil types, nutritional levels, pH, water availability, temperature, oxygen
status, light intensity, and atmospheric carbon dioxide concentration all have an impact on the

kind and quantity of root exudates producBddtz, & Matinoia, 2014)

2.8.4 Cometabolism
When another growtkupporting substrate is available, cometabolism occurs, and a molecule that

cannot sustain microbial development on its own is transformed or destroyed (. Plant exudates,
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for example, can offer enougmergy to sustain a population of bacteria thatnmiabolize
petroleum hydrocarbons. Plant exudates, for example, may have functionednasabolites
during the biodegradation of’C) Pyrene in the rhizosphere of crested wheatgrass, according to

Badri, & Vivanco, (2009).

2.8.5 Plant enzymes involved in phytoremediation

Another indirect function that plants play in the breakdown of petroleum hydrocarbons is the
release of enzymes from their roots. These enzymes can catalyze chemical processes in soil to
convert organic pollutantsKyesitadze, Gordeziani, Khatisashvili, Sadunishvili, & Ramsden,
2001). Plant enzymes were discovered as the causal agents in the transformation of pollutants
combined with silt and soil byschaffner, Messner, Langebartels, andermann, (2002).
Dehalogenase, nitroreductase, peroxidase, laccase, and nitrilase were among the enzyme systems
isolated. These findings imply that plant enzymes may have major geographical and temporal
impacts that reach beyond the plant itself aftbias perishedSchaffner, Messner, Langebartels,

& Sandermann, (2003).

2.8.6 Endophytic Remediation

Bacteria residing within the internal tissues of plants (such as roots, stems, and leaves) have an
advantage over rhizosphere bacteria, as they fasect@mpetition for nutrients and space, and are
better protected from harsh environmental conditions (Schulz, Boyle, & Sieber, 2006).

A variety of culturable endophytic bacteria have been isolated from different plant species,
including crop plants likeugar cane (Loiret, Ortega, Kleiner, Orteégadés, Rodes, & Dong,

2004), wheat (Loiret et al., 2004), and maize (GutieBlez mor a & -Rbhaerot 2001k z
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Endophytes have also been found in the metal hyperaccumulator alpine pennyhtaspi (
caerulescens (Lodewyckx, Mergeay, Vangronsveld, Clijsters, & Van Der Lelie, 2002), tall
Fescue (Malinowski, Alloush, & Belesky, 2000), alhbidopsisseeds (Truyens, Beckers, Thijs,
Weyens, Cuypers, & Vangronsveld, 2015a; Truyens, Beckers, Thijs, Weyens, Cuypers, &
Vangronsveld, 2015b). Additionally, they have been identified in various grass species (Dalton et
al., 2004; Thijs et al., 2014b), woody trees such as oak, ash (Weyens et al., 2009a), sycamore
(Thijs et al., 2014a), poplar (PorteeM®more, Barac, Borreman®eyen, Vangronsveld, van der

Lelie, Campbell, & Moore, 2006; Van der Lelie, Taghavi, Monchy, Schwender, Miller, Ferrieri,
Rogers, Wu, Zhu, Weyens, Vangronsveld, &Newman, 20@8hosa pudicgPandey, Chauhan,

& Jain, 2009), pine seeds (Cankar, Kraighayvnikar, & Rupnik, 2005), and other forest trees

(Pirttila & Frank, 2011).

2.8.7 Transfer of petroleum hydrocarbons to the atmosphere (phytovolatilization)

A plant's natural ability to volatilize pollutants absorbed through its roots can be harnessed to
create a natural astripping pump system. Pollutants like BTEX (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene,
and xylene), TCE (trichloroethylene), vinyl chloride, and carbon tetrachloride are examples that
can be effectively treated with traditional-atripping methods. These substances have a Henry's
constant (KH) greater than 10 atm-m?3 watepair, which allows them to volatilize efficiently.

In contrast, chemicals with lower volatility and a KH less than 10 atm-m3 watéram, such as
phenol and pentachlorophol (PCP), are not suitable for the-siiipping mechanism (Zhang,

Daprato, Nishino, J.C. Spain & Hughes, 2001).

2.9. Factors affecting plantbacteria partnership
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The effectiveness of the plab&cteria relationship is influenced by the genetic divweditboth

the bacteria and the host plant, as well as environmental factors like climate, soil type, and
competing microbial communities. Understanding the intricacies of this relationship is crucial for
optimizing its potential. One approach to enhands #ynergy is bioaugmentation, which
involves adding bacterial cultures to accelerate the biodegradation process. However, the success
of bioaugmentation depends significantly on the ability of the bacterial species to colonize the
plant's root system, athis is essential for forming strong associations and maximizing the
benefits of the remediation process. Additionally, the interaction between plants and bacteria is
shaped by biotic factors (such as pathogens, protozoa, and fungi) and abiotic fachadg@gn

pH, temperature, moisture, and nutrient availability)..

2.9.1 Method of Inoculation

The method of inoculation can significantly influence a microorganism's ability to survive,
colonize, and its potential for bioremediation. The colonization, giersie, and activity of an
introduced microbe in the soil, rhizosphere (root zone), and various parts of the plant (roots and
shoots) are all affected by the inoculation technique used (Afzal, Yousaf, Reichenauer, &
Sessitsch, 2012; Afzal, Khan, Igbal, e, & Khan, 2013). There are four primary methods of
inoculation: (i)seed inoculationwhich involves coating seeds with a pbased slurry in a sugar
solution; (ii) soil inoculation where a bacterial liquid culture is spread on the soil surface along
with irrigation water; (iii) rhizosphere inoculatigrnwhich entails dripping or injecting bacteria
directly into the rhizosphere; and (ifgliar inoculation where bacterial culture is sprayed onto

the surface of the plant or soil.
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Several researchers have evaluated these inoculation methods and shared their findings. Afzal et
al., (2013) conducted a study using ryegrass grown in hydrocadmaminated soil, employing
various inoculation techniques to introduBarkholderia phytofimans PsJN. They discovered

that soil inoculation was particularly effective in promoting plant growth, enhancing hydrocarbon
degradation, and improving phytoremediation outcomes. Additionally, compared to seed
imbibition, soil inoculation oPantoeasp. in conjunction withPseudomonas spielded the most
significant increases in hydrocarbon biodegradation rates and supported better ryegrass growth
(Afzal, 2012). Furthermore, the inoculation of beneficial bacteria into the roots or seeds ef metal
accumulang plants, such as spinach and maize, improved the bioavailability of metals, thereby

enhancing their uptake by the plants (Ahmad, Nadeem, Naveed, & Zahir, 2016; Ali et al., 2013).

2.9.2 Root Colonization by Bacteria

The relationship between plants anacteria is highly specialized (Hussain et al., 2014a, b).
Plants release flavonoids to attract specific bacteria, while bacteria produce nod factors to
recognize their host plants. This interaction fosters a mutualistic relationship, wherein plants
provide carbon substrates (root exudates) to microbes (Bais, Broeckling, & Vivanco, 2008;
Shukla et al., 2011; Thimmaraju, Czymmek, Pare, & Bais, 2008;). In return, microbes exhibit
plant growthpromoting (PGP) characteristics that enhance plant growth undenbwottal and
stressful conditions. To optimize bioremediation processes and promote host plant growth, it is
essential to increase the population of beneficial bacteria in the plant's rhizosphere or on the
surface of its roots.

As previously mentioned, thajection method influences a bacterium's ability to colonize plants,

and a robust population of bacteria in the rhizosphere is crucial for baetssisied
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phytoremediation of contaminants (Afzal et al., 2013). Shukla et al. (2011) noted that beneficial
bacteria need to effectively degrade specific soil contaminants and colonize plant roots to
accelerate the rhizoremediation process, which involves the remediation of rhizosphere soil
through degradation or transformation of contaminants. However, diffdracteria exhibit
varying capacities to colonize plant roots or their internal tissues. For instance, the ability of
Pseudomonas putidstrain PCL1444 to colonize the rhizosphere was found to be 100 times
greater than that oPseudomonas fluorescersran WCS365, attributed to the former's
proficiency in utilizing root exudates fronLolium multiflorum and degrading heavily
contaminated naphthalene soil (Kuiper, Kravchenko, Bloemberg, & Lugtenberg, 2002).
Additionally, Germaine et al. (2009) explored angar relationship in plants inoculated with
Pseudomonas putida

They found thatPseudomonas putidstrain PCL1444 was an excellent colonizer of both the
exterior and interior of roots, capable of degrading naphthalene by up to 40%. Moreover,
inoculated phnts exhibited higher seed germination and transpiration rates compared to
uninoculated control plants. Ahmad et al. (2016) reported that the seed inoculdtiebsélla

and Enterobacterstrains CIk518 and CIK521R, respectively, enhanced maize growth
cadmium (Cdcontaminated soils, as these bacteria demonstrated greater tolerance to high Cd
concentrations and more effective root colonization. Additionally, Cavalca, Corsini, Bachate, &
Andreoni, (2013) observed a 53% increase in arsenic uptakafiowears following inoculation

with Alcaligenessp. strain Dhal. They noted higher colonization of injected bacteria in the
rhizosphere soil of sunflowers. In another study, molecular analysis revealed microbial
community diversity in rhizosphere soil maminated with Cd (Moreira, Marques, Franco,

Rangel, & Castro, 2014).
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The microbial community was found to be effective in the stesrh phytostabilization of Cd in

soil. The above research indicated a high association between root colonization atzhtpollu
degradation/stabilization/extraction, hence this section focuses on root colonization of bacterial
strains utilized in the remediation process. Root colonization is an effective method for

identifying and testing efficient bacterial strains that aithe phytoremediation process.

2.10None oil related heavy metals environmental pollution

Heavy metals are typically defined as metallic elements with atomic numbers greater than 20,
generally excluding alkali and alkaline earth metals. These natuvaltyrring compounds
possess a high density, typically greater than 5 g/cm3, which is at least five times denser than
water. They are among the most persistent pollutants found in soil and water. Heavy metals can
be categorized into two groups based onrtheles in living organisms: essential and non
essential. Essential heavy metals, such as manganese (Mn), iron (Fe), nickel (Ni), and zinc (Zn),
are required for the growth, development, and physiological functions of living organisms. In
contrast, nores®ential heavy metals, including cadmium (Cd), lead (Pb), mercury (Hg), and
arsenic (As), are not necessary for any physiological functions in living organisms (Gohre et al.,

2006).

However, anthropogenic activities such as mining have resulted in eleeatdd of these
contaminants in the environment. By definition, any toxic metal may be called a heavy metal,
irrespective of its atomic mass or density. The classification includes some metalloids, transition

metals, basic metals, lanthanides and actirahesmetals of groups Il to V of the periodic table
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Examples include As, Pb, Hg, Cd, Cr, Co, Ni, Cu, Zn, Se, Al, Cs, Mn, Mo, Sr, U, Be and Bi
(Dietz, & Schnoor, 2001).

Natural and anthropogenic/human sources of heavy metals in soil are the two mass.sSailc
erosion, volcanic activity, urban runoff, and particle aerosols are examples of natural variables,
while metal polishing and electroplating processes, mine extraction operations, textile industries,
and nuclear power are examples of human factdrs.presence of these heavy metals in soil and
water bodies is known to degrade the quality of those soils and waters dramatically. The presence
of metals in soils and streams is thought to be caused by a number of volcanic rocks and volatiles.
This is beause the hydrological material transfer in volcanic strata is aided by the diffusion of
acidic volcanic gases through water permeable rocks. Volcanic activity has been blamed for the
emission of metals like arsenic, mercury, aluminum, rubidium, lead, @sagn, copper, zinc,

and a variety of otherg\(narlal, Cruz, Cunha, & Rodrigues, 2006).

Soil erosion has also been identified as a source of heavy metal pollution. Wind and water are the
two main causes of soil erosion. Sedimbotind heavy metals ateansferred to the soil during
rainfall. While causing erosion, water containing agrochemicals with dangerous metal
concentrations drops this sediméound metal in the soil. Furthermore, some aerosol particles
(fine colloidal particles or water dropleis the air; in other situations, they can be gas) can
contain various contaminants, such as smoke cloud and heavy metals. These heavy metal
containing aerosols often form small particles on leaf surfaces and can penetrate the leaves
through stomataSardar Ali, Hameed, Afza, Fatima, Shakoor, Bharwana, & Tauqeer, 2013).

Metal finishing and electroplating, mining and extraction operations, textiles industries, and
nuclear power are some of the anthropogenic sources of heavy metals in soil. Electrochemical

methods are used to deposit thin protective layers onto prepared metal surfaces during metal
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finishing and electroplating. Toxic metals may be discharged into wastewater effluents if this
happens. This might happen through product rinsing or spillage ampirey of process baths. It's

also been suggested that cleaning process tanks and wastewater treatment can result in large
amounts of wet sludge containing significant levels of hazardous niiétaisar, Jeena, Gangola,

& Singh,.2019).

Mining operations camalso release toxic metals into the environment. Heavy metals are
commonly found in the environment as a result of metal mining and smelting. A substantial
number of harmful metals deposits have been identified in the water, soil, crops, and vegetables
of locations where these operations take place (Wei et al., 2008). Textile industries have also been
identified as important contributors of heavy metal pollution in soil and water.

The dyeing process, which is a major step in such sectors, is considessthéodource of most

of this. Copper, chromium, nickel, and lead, which are all poisonous and carcinogenic, are among
the substances utilized in these dyeing procedures (coloration). Nuclear power plants have been
implicated in the release of heavy metsilgh as copper and zinc into surface soil and water in
some circumstances. Because nuclear power plants take a lot of water to operate, the nuclear
effluent containing heavy metals is discharged into surface and groundwater bodies after the

operation, politing soil and aquatic systems (Hagberget, 20@0Fana, & Okieimen, 2011).

2.11 Dangers of heavy metal pollutants to plant and human life

2.11.1 Effect on human

When untreated or improperly treated heavy medataminated wastewater is released intb soi

and water bodies, it can have numerous health and environmental consequences. Heavy metals

can decrease the diversity of living organisms in aquatic habitats and adversely affect the growth
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of aquatic species, leading to significant issues in biologweatewater treatment systems. The
presence of heavy metal pollution poses a serious threat to soil quality and the plants that grow in
such contaminated soils. As animals and humans consume these plants, heavy metals can
biomagnify and bioaccumulate in th@od chain, resulting in severe health impacts (Saidi, 2010).
Toxic metals in vegetables and maize products can accumulate in the kidneys, potentially leading
to organ dysfunction. Below are some reported effects of heavy metals on human health:
I. Selenium
High levels of selenium, as reported in some studies, have been linked to skeletal
deterioration (osteoporosis) in humans (Abdullahi, 2013).
il. Cadmium
Cadmium is a highly toxic heavy metal that poses significant health risks even at low
concentrations in huams. It has been identified as a carcinogen and a cumulative toxin
(Lin et al., 2005). Londgerm exposure to cadmium can lead to renal dysfunction, while
higher levels may result in obstructive pulmonary disease, cadmium pneumonitis, bone
disorders, osteoafacia, osteoporosis, spontaneous fractures, elevated blood pressure,
and heart failure (Duruibe, Ogwuegbu, & Egwurugwu, 2007). The severity of
symptom$ including nausea, vomiting, stomach cramps, dyspnea, and muscle
weaknesd can vary depending on the lévef exposure to cadmium compounds.
Excessive exposure may lead to pulmonary edema and even death (Duruibe et al., 2007;
INECAR, 2000; Young, 2005).
iii. Copper
Although copper is an essential nutrient for human health, high concentrations in

drinking water hag been associated with liver cirrhosis, anemia, and damage to the liver

74



and kidneys. Children consuming copjgentaminated water may develop anemia,
along with symptoms such as diarrhea, abdominal pain, vomiting, headaches, and
nausea (Salem, Eweida, &rag, 2000; Nolan, 2003).

V. Zinc
Zinc is a crucial component of various enzymes in the human body, including alkaline
phosphatase, superoxide dismutase, alcohol dehydrogenase, and carbonic anhydrase.
However, excessive intake can disrupt physiological systéasling to growth and
reproductive issues. Symptoms of zinc toxicity include diarrhea, vomiting, jaundice
(yellowing of mucous membranes), bloody urine, anemia, renal failure, and liver failure

(Duruibe et al., 2007; Nolan, 2003; INECAR, 2000).

2.11.2 Hfect on Soll

Heavy metals have been associated with significant alterations in soil ecosystems, particularly
affecting plants that grow in contaminated environments. These pollutants can lead to various
detrimental effects, including reduced seed gernanaiower lipid content, decreased enzyme
activity, and stunted plant growth. Specifically, heavy metals such as cadmium, chromium,
copper, mercury, nickel, and lead can inhibit photosynthesis, diminish chlorophyll production,
and impede overall plant delopment GardeaTorresdey, Peralt¥idea, Rosa, & Parsons,
2005). High concentrations of heavy metals in soil can further hinder plant growth and disrupt
uptake processes, leading to physiological and metabolic dysfunctions. This includes symptoms
such ashlorosis, root tip damage, and reduced water and nutrient absorption, as well as impaired

enzyme activity (Sardar et al., 2013).
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2.11.3 Effect on water body

Additionally, wastewater effluents contaminated with heavy metals can significantly impact the
quality of receiving water bodies, with effects varying based on the volume and composition of
the discharged effluent (Owyli, 2003; Akpor & Muchie, 2011). In aquatic environments, elevated
lead levels can reduce dissolved oxygen availability, making juvenildiagpeecies, such as
young fish, particularly vulnerable to lead exposure compared to adult fish. Lead poisoning in
these young fish can result in tail blackening and spiral malformations (European Commission,
2002).

2.12 Mechanisms of metal resistance and detoxification by plant

Heavy metal contamination in soil leads to the accumulation of these metals in plants. Although
heavy metals are toxic to plants, they can resist this toxicity through mseisaaf avoidance
andtolerancgGuo, Jianchu, Pingping, Jieyue, Junyu, Shixuan, & Zhiyong, 2019).

In response to heavy metal stress, many plants have developed strategies of avoidance and
tolerance. Avoidance strategies include altering heavy metal mobility and influencirgpialic
activity through root exudates, as well as isolating and compartmentalizing heavy metals within
cell walls, cell membranes, and vacuolé&njum, Hasanuzzaman, Hossain, Thangavel
Roychoudhury. Gill, Rodrigo, Merlos, Fujita, Duarte, Pereira, & Ahn2&d.4; Wang, Shen, Xu,

Zhu, Li, Zhang, Xie Gong, & Liu, 2015). The primary aim of these mechanisms is to reduce the
amount of heavy metals entering the plant. Additionally, plants have mechanisms to mitigate the
toxicity of heavy metals once inside theissiles, such as chelatiadaved, Akram, Tanwir,

Chaudhary, Ali, Stoltz, & Lindberg, 2017).

2.121 Root exudates
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i. Organic acid

When exposed to heavy metals, plants secrete organic acids such as oxalic acid, citric acid, malic
acid, tartaric acid, and succinic acid in increased amounts. These organic acids typically contain
one or more carboxyl groups, allowing them to chelate yheaetals and form netoxic
compounds that prevent metal uptake by the plant. Research has shown that organic acids
released by the roots Bhyllostachys pubescenan enhance soil phosphorus le€ken, Shafi,

Wang, Wu, Ye, Liu, Zhong, Guo, He, & Li2016). Specifically, phosphate ions can react with

lead to form precipitates, effectively cementing the lead in the soil and preventing its absorption
by roots. Furthermore, during cadmium stress, cadrtalenant rice varieties secrete 1.76 to 2.43
times more organic acids than cadmitgensitive varietiegFu, Yu, Li & Zhang, X. 2018).
Similarly, cadmiumtolerant pepper varieties exhibit significantly higher concentrations of tartaric
acid, oxalic acid, and acetic acid in their roots compared to cadsausitive typeqXin, Huang,

Dai, Liu, Zhou, & Liao, 2014).

ii. Amino acid

The secretion of amino acids from plant roots significantly increases in response to heavy metal
exposure (Xin et al., 2014). For instance, the levels of methionine, lysine, and histidine in rice
roots rise dramatically with increased cadmium (Cd) cor(sfaing, Kuo, Hong, Chang, & Kao,

2016) These root amino acid secretions serve as nutrient sources for rhizosphere microorganisms,
including bacteria, fungi, yeasts, and sulfur bacteria (Wang et al., 2016). In turn, these
microorganisms utilize their own @®tions and metabolites to help protect plant roots from
heavy metal absorption. For example, sulfur bacteria can react with heavy metals to form sulfide

precipitates, which inhibit metal entry into the plaf8allahUd-Din, Farid, Saeed, Ali.,
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Rizwan Taugee& Bukhari, 2017). Additionally, root amino acid secretions chrectly chelate

heavy metals, thereby mitigating their toxic effgetge, Weiss, Wengl.iu, Lu, & Yan, 2013).

iii. Soluble sugar and soluble protein

Under heavy metal stress, plant cells actively uptake certain soluble solutes, including soluble
protans and soluble carbohydrates, to reduce intracellular osmotic potential and support normal
physiological functions (Jia, Yang, & Li, 2012). For instance, in ryegrass and Timothy grass, the
concentrations of soluble sugars and soluble proteins initiadhe@sed with rising cobalt (Co)

levels, before subsequently declining (Patade, Bhargava, & Suprasanna, 2012). This indicates that

soluble sugar and protein content increases as a response to heavy metal stress.

2.122 Subcellular structure

i. Cytoderm

It has functional groups on its surface, including as carboxyl, hydroxyl, amino, and aldehyde, that
can be coupled with metal ions to limit heavy metal transmembrane transit. The lateral root cell of
the radish accounted for 71.08 percent to 80.40 percahedbtal lead in the lateral root under
lead stress (Wang et al.,, 2015). The concentration of zinc in the root cytoderm dropped
dramatically after hemicellulose was removed from the root walls of common cabbage, leaf
lettuce, pepper, tomato, and rice, wéees the accumulation in the shoot increased. Furthermore,
cysteinerich proteins are found in the cytoderm of rice roots to fix lead. Exogenous
administration of nitrogen oxides improves rice and Kandelia cadmium tolerance by increasing
hemicellulose an@ectin content in the root cytoderm.

ii. Cytomembrane
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In plant cytomembranes, various transport proteins are involved in heavy metal transport,
including Heavy Metal ATPase {RTPase), ATPBinding Cassette (ABC) transporters, and
Cation Diffusion Facilitatrs (CDF). A study by Sasaki, Yamaji, and Ma (2014) found that
overexpressing OsHMAS3, a subclass of the HMA family eATHPases, enhanced cadmium
tolerance in rice roots. In contrast, overexpression of NtHMA3a and NtHMAS3b did not improve
tobacco's toleramcto mercury, even though ABC transporters are known to play a significant role

in the plant's response to toxicity (Chang & Shu, 2015).

2.123 Chelation

i. Metallothionein

Metallothionein (MT) is a low molecular weight protein rich in cysteine that metsils. When

plants experience heavy metal stress, it triggers the transcription of mRNA, resulting in the direct
synthesis of MT (Cobbett & Goldsbrough, 2002). The transfer of the SaMT3 gene into
Escherichia colienhanced the cells' tolerance to coppet kad (Gong, Zhou, Yu, Mao, Zhang,
Cheng, & Zhu, 2009).

Phytochelatins (PC) are characterized by large sulfhydryl groups and a strong affinity for heavy
metals. They can be produced in corn and wheat in response to exposure to various substances,
including cadmium, copper, mercury, lead, zinc, silver, strontium, gold, tin, nickel, arsenic, and
selenium. Among these, cadmium, lead, zinc, antimony, silver, mercury, arsenic, copper, tin,
gold, and strontium exhibit the strongest binding capacities to PCbhé@to& Goldsbrough,

2002). Metal ions can form stable chelates with PC, which helps isolate these ions in the vacuole,
thereby reducing the concentration of free metal ions within plant cells.

ii. Reduced glutathione
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Reduced glutathione (GSH) is a derivatiof the amino acids glutamic acid, cysteine, and
glycine. It can chelate heavy metals and mitigate their toxicity by functioning as a (i@and,

Wang, Wu, Wang, Wu, Yang, Chen, Wen, & Liu, 2018). Exogenous GSH has been shown to
enhance the synthesi$ phytochelatins irDianthus chinensignd poplar seedlings, forming a
nontoxic chelate with cadmium that reduces toxicity in plgitsg, Ma, Shi, Liu, Lu, Liu, &

Luo, 2017).

2.13Constructed wetlands (CWS)

Natural wetlands are among the most biologically diverse ecosystems, playing crucial roles such
as nutrient storage and recycling, providing habitats for wildlife, stabilizing shorelines, managing
and buffering natural floods, recharging groundwater, arehtihng pollutants in water.
Constructed wetlands (CWs) are artificial systems designed to replicate the functions of natural
wetlands in specific areas, allowing for management and manipulation to achieve desired
outcomes. CWs offer a cestfective altenative for wastewater treatment, effectively improving
water quality through various physical, chemical, and biological processes. While natural
wetlands have been utilized for water filtration for thousands of years, dating back to ancient
Chinese and Egian practices, the first artificial wetland was established in Australia in 1904.
Currently, the primary use of CWs is for river flow management (Wu & Hu, 2007), with limited
research conducted on their application for treating contaminated river \diatgr (in, Lee, &

Wang, 2001; He, Yan, Kong, Liu, Wu, & Hu, 2007; Zhou & Hosomi, 2008).
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Figure 2.6:Surface flow constructed wetlands wilichhornia crassipegwater hyacinth) in
Langtou near Guangzhou, China.

Source: Vymazal, 2022

2.131 Brief History and development of constructed wetlands

Constructed wetlands (CWs) for wastewater treatment are engineered systems designed to harness
natural processes for the removal of pollutants from wastewater. While CWs utilize many of the
same mechanismsuod in natural wetlands, they do so within a more controlled environment
(Vymazal, 2022).

The first documented designed treatment wetland system was patented in 1901, as noted by
Wallace and Knight (2006). This system was a standard vertical flow coestmetland (CW),

but there is no record of its subsequent development. The concept of built wetland treatment
systems did not reemerge in Germany until the early 1950s, primarily due to the work of K.
Seidel (Vymazal, 2022). In the early 1960s, Seidel ootedl experiments with macrophytes to
improve the efficiency of rural wastewater treatment systems, such as septic and Imhoff tanks.
She utilized highly permeable substrates in modified basins planted with various macrophytes.
The initial stage of her depi was vertical and aerobic to enhance the oxygenation of septic
effluent, while the second stage was horizontal. In the-X8&Ds, her collaboration with R.
Kickuth resulted in the development of a horizontal flow CW known as the "Root Zone Method."

In this system,Phragmites australisvas planted in a filtration bed filled with heavy clay

containing soil. The first fulscale horizontal flow CW was established in LiebenkDtigfresen
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in 1974 for the treatment of municipal wastewater. Although much aktearch on constructed
treatment wetlands in the 1960s concentrated on subsurface systesmal&iBurface (free water
surface) constructed wetlands were also developed in the Netherlands.
In the 1970s, research on artificial wetlands for wastewateatnrent in Europe was
predominantly focused on the Root Zone Method, with most studies taking place in Germany.
Meanwhile, in the United States, the emphasis shifted towards surface flow constructed wetlands,
although subsurface flow technologies were agplored. Notable largscale surface flow
projects included constructed wetlands designed for refinery wastewaters in North Dakota and
municipal wastewaters in the cold climate of Michigan (Kadlec, 2009).
The 1980s and 1990s marked a significant pemodHe rapid expansion of engineered wetlands
for wastewater treatment worldwide. Initially, the technology spread gradually, primarily through
personal sharing of experiences until the early 1980s. However, in the late 1980s and early 1990s,
a series ofriternational conferences dedicated to this technology were organized in Europe, Asia,
Australia, and both North and South America, facilitating its broader adoption and dissemination.
By the end of the 20th century, constructed wetland technology hadematddd across all
continents, encompassing a variety of constructed wetland types. Research in the early 21st
century focused on various design and operational features that could enhance pollutant removal
efficiency (Vymazal, 2021; Wu, Kuschk, Brix, Vyma, & Dong, 2014). Key areas of
investigation included:

1 Operating techniqueshis encompasses methods such as aeration, microbial fuel cells,

and bioaugmentation.
1 Electron donorsldentifying suitable electron donors to assist in the removal of specific

inorganic anions.
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1 Filter materials Selecting materials with enhanced sorption capacity and facilitating
microbial biofilm formation.
1 Bacterial activity Studying the roles of different bacterial groups in pollution removal.
1 Macrophyte selectiarChoosingplant species that can improve pollutant removal.
1 Greenhouse gas emissioiis/aluating how constructed wetlands impact greenhouse gas
emissions.
1 Pharmaceuticals and personal care produkssessing the effectiveness of constructed
wetlands in removing tlse contaminants.
In the context of sustainable water management in urban areas, constructed wetlands are gaining
attention as part of the circular economy and "sponge" city concept. According to Masi, Rizzo,
and Regelsberger (2018), constructed wetlands etectively treat sewage, greywater,
stormwater runoff, and overflow, while also facilitating water recycling within urban settings.
Additionally, they play a significant role in Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS).
Stefanakis (2019) further higbhted the potential of artificial wetlands for wastewater treatment,
noting their promising integration into urban and peban environments, aligning seamlessly

with the concepts of sponge cities and the circular economy.

2.132 Types of constructed wiands

Fonder and Headley (2010) provided the most comprehensive classification of constructed
treatment wetlands, identifying three key characteristics of these systems: the presence of
macrophytes, watdogged or saturated substrate conditions for astl@art of the time, and the
inflow of contaminated water containing constituents to be removed. Constructed wetlands can be

categorized into surface flow CWs (also known as free water surface CWs) and subsurface flow
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CWs, based on the primary locationvediter within the system. Within subsurface flow systems,

the flow direction further classifies them into horizontal or vertical types.

2. 133 Surface flow wetlands free or water surface constructed wetlands (FWS CWS)

A surface flow (SF) wetland consists a shallow basin, a substrate (such as soil or another
medium) to support the roots of vegetation, and a water control device to maintain a shallow
depth of water (see Figure 5). In these systems, the water surface is higher than the substrate. SF
wetlands resemble natural marshes, offering habitat for wildlife, aesthetic benefits, and effective
water treatment. The neaurface layer of SF wetlands is typically aerobic, while the deeper
waters and substrate are usually anaerobic. These wetlands arerdgmsed for stormwater
management, as well as for remediating mine drainage and agricultural runoff. SF wetlands are
also referred to as free water surface wetlands or aerobic wetlands when utilized for mine
drainage.

The advantages of SF wetlands in@dudw capital and operational costs, along with ease of
installation, management, and maintenance. However, a notable drawback is that SF systems

typically require a larger land area compared to other wetland systems.

2.134 CWs with FreeFloating Macrophytes

Freefloating macrophytes vary significantly in size and habitat, ranging from large plants with
extensive leaves and roots, suchEashhornia crassipegwater hyacinth; see Figure 1), to tiny
plants with microscopic roots, like members of ttemnaeae family (duckweeds, including
Lemnaspp., Sporadela polyrhizaand Wolffia spp.) (Osti, Henares, & Camargo, 2018). These

freefloating plants are highly prolific and are among the fagjesiving plants globally. While
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frost-sensitive species likE. crassipesandPistia stratiotesare limited to tropical and subtropical
regions and do not thrive in temperate or cold climdtesjnaceadsee Figure 6) have a much
broader geographic distribution due to their ability to withstand mild cold (Kum&@u&a,

2019).

In the late 1970s and early 1980s, extensive research on constructed wetlands featuring free
floating macrophytes revealed that these systems had high operating and maintenance costs.
Additionally, the frequent need for plant harvesting amgposal limited their widespread use
(Ozimek & Czupry, Nski, 2003). Due to their ability to be easily dispersed by wind or birds,

duckweed can naturally establish itself in all types of surface flow artificial wetlands

2.135 CW with submerged macrophyts

The roots of submerged macrophytes (see Figure 5) are anchored in the substrate, with the entire
plant submerged in water. While these plants primarily obtain nutrients from the sediments,
research has indicated that some species can also absorb sdirieetty from the water column

(Kochi, Freitas, Maranho, Juneau, & Gomes, 202@ubmerged macrophytes thrive only in
well-oxygenated environments with low concentrations of suspended solids, as high levels can
hinder the penetration of photosynthefligaactive radiation (PAR), which is essential for
effective photosynthesis. Therefore, submerged macrophytes are recommended for use in
artificial wetlands designed for tertiary treatmediag, Wang, He, ZhuYang, Fang, & Yang,

2024).

2.136 CWs with enrergent macrophytes
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A typical surface flow constructed wetland (CW) with emergent macrophytes (see Figure 9)
consists of a shallow basin or a series of basins featuring02€m of rooting soil and a water

depth ranging from 10 to 60 cm, along with a degreevth of macrophytes (Figure 9). The most
commonly used plants in this type of CW includleragmites australigcommon reed)Typha

spp. (cattails), an&cirpus/Schoenoplectspp. (bulrushes) (Vymazal, 2013). The configuration

of plant stalks and littecombined with the shallow water depth and low flow velocity, regulates
water flow and maintains plaipw conditions, particularly in long, narrow channels.

Most surface flow constructed wetlands feature aerated zones, particularly near the water surface,
due to air diffusion and the oxygen produced by the photosynthetic activities of algae and
cyanobacteria. Anoxic and even anaerobic conditions may develop at the bottom, especially

within the layer of decomposing plant material.

.2.137 CWs with floating mats of emergent macrophytes

This represents the latest evolution in constructed wetland (CW) technology, integrating a
traditional CW system with a pond (Van de Moortel, Meers, De Pauw, & Tack, 2010). These
systems feature a floating platform, typicaftyade of plastic, on which plants are anchored,
giving them the appearance of floating islands from a distance. Similar to other types of CWs, the
plants develop deep and extensive root systems within the underlying water column (Stefanakis et
al., 2014; Taner & Headley, 2011). The design allows the system to remain unaffected by
fluctuations in water levels, as the porous plastic base and the plants float on the water surface.
Floating treatment wetlands (FTWs) have been effectively used to purify watavens,
channels, lakes, and other aquatic environments, as well as for treating runoff, residential, and

municipal wastewater (Van de Moortel et al., 2010; Stefanakis et al., 2014).
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2.13.8CWs with trees

The use of constructed wetlands with trees fostexaater treatment is uncommon; yet, there are
several excellent instances of such treatment wetlahdsodium distichumbald cypress)
Melaleuca quinquenervigpaper bark tea tree) or mangroves, which may be utilized to treat salty
(waste)waters (Huang, Yuan, Yang, & Yar2§l19, were the tree species employed in created

wetlands.

2.13.9Horizontal subsurface flow constructed wetlands (HSF CWSs)

Constructed wiands with a subsurface flow can be divided into horizontal (HF CWs) and
vertical (V CWSs) categories based on the flow direction (VF CWs). The HF CWs are fed
constantly, whereas the VF CWs are supplied on a more irregular basis. In HF CWs, the feeding
mode provides anoxic/anaerobic redox conditions in the filter media, whereas in VF CWs, the
redox conditions are aerobic (Vymazal, 2022).In Europe, HSF CWs are more widely utilized than
in the United States (Stefanakis & Tsihrintzis, 2009a). Basins with Ignaaterial are generally
planted with common reedsPlfragmites australjs or other species like Typhdafifolia,
angustifolig and Scirpus (e.glacustris, californicuy (Vymazal, 2011). Rocks of various origins

and compositions are used as the substtiibke FWS CWs, there is no water surface exposed

to the atmosphere in this CW type; the water level is kel 8m below the surface of the gravel
layer, and water runs via the pores of the substrate media, coming into touch with the media
grains, planhroots, and associated biofilm (Stefanakis et al., 2014). As a result, in this CW type,

the health hazards associated with probable human contact with the wastewater and mosquito
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difficulties are minimal (Kadlec & Wallace, 2009). The thickness of thetsatbslayer varies

from 30 to 80 cm (Akratos & Tsihrintzis, 2007; Kadlec & Wallace, 2009).

2.13.10Horizontal Flow Constructed Wetlands

Mechanically processed wastewater runs slowly under the surface of a porous filter bed seeded
with emergent macrophytes HF CWs (Figures 14 and 15). The wastewater passes through a
network of aerobic, anoxic, and anaerobic zones as it passes through the filter material. The
aerobic zones are confined to a small area proximal to the roots and rhizomes, which leak oxygen
into the ground (Vymazal, 2001).

To avoid leaking into the groundwater, the filter bed is separated from the surrounding area by an
impermeable barrier; in most cases, a plastic liner. Swiveling elbows or flexible hoses, or plastic
pipes that may be kept place by a chain, are used to keep the water level ifiltdrebed in the

outflow sump

The bed of a constructed wetland is typically lined with an impermeablengetrane and
sloped (13%) to facilitate water flow. In Free Water Surface (FWS) constduavetlands,
achieving uniform wastewater distribution across the width at the inflow point is essential for
optimal system function (Akratos & Tsihrintzis, 2007). Additionally, implementing-feeging

of wastewater along the length of the wetland hsenbshown to enhance performance (Akratos

& Tsihrintzis, 2007; Stefanakis, Akratos, and Tsihrintzis, 2011a). Compared to FWS constructed
wetlands, Horizontal Subsurface Flow (HSF) systems require less space but may incur higher
initial costs (Kadlec & Wadice, 2009; Stefanakis et al., 2014).

This type of constructed wetland (CW) has proven highly effective for treating municipal

wastewater, achieving significant removal of suspended solids (SS) and organic matter (BOD5),
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while offering moderate removal ofutrients such as nitrogen and phosphorus (Akratos &
Tsihrintzis, 2007; Vymazal, 2007; Kadlec & Wallace, 2009; Stefanakis et al., 2014). Several
strategies have been proposed to enhance system performance, including effluent recirculation
(Stefanakis & Tsihintzis, 2009a), stefeeding of wastewater (Stefanakis et al., 2011a), raising
water levels (Stefanakis & Tsihrintzis, 2009a), and using zeolite gravity filters for effluent
treatment (Stefanakis, Akratos, Gikas, & Tsihrintzis, 2009a). Horizontal Subs¥faw (HSF)

CWs have also been applied to treat various industrial wastewaters, including mine drainage,
dairy, swine, olive mill effluents, landfill leachate, cork processing effluent, contaminated

groundwater, hydrocarbons, and more (Vymazal, 2009).

2.13.11Vertical Flow constructed wetlands (VFCWS)

Flow in the vertical direction

Constructed wetlands are typically made out of a porous material bed through which water flows
vertically. This category of CWs encompasses a wide range of hydrologic mep#sfertical
subsurface flow built wetlands may be divided into three types: down flow, up flow, and fill and
drain (Fonder, & Headley, 2010).

The most common type of vertical flow constructed wetland (CW) is thedfeeeage downflow

unit, where the olgt is located at the base of the filter bed. Wastewater is intermittently supplied
in batches to the surface of the filter bed, with a new batch introduced only after the previous one
has fully percolated through the bed. This intermittent supply allowsif to disperse through

the empty bed, making the filter primarily aerobic. To prevent stiaititing, the wastewater is
evenly distributed across the filter surface using a network of pipes with multiple diffusers. The

influent distribution pipes cabe positioned on or above the filter bed's surface, buried within the
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coarse filter material, or placed behind an insulating mulch layer in colder climates (Fonder &
Headley, 2010). This technique was developed by Dr. Seidel in Germany in tHEO®0is]

originally to oxidize the anaerobic effluent from a septic tank.

2.13.12Free drain down flow cws

Free drain downflow constructed wetlands (CWs) require less surface area compared to
horizontal flow (HF) CWs, with a typical requirement of 4 m2 pepulation equivalent, as
specified in Standard DW/A 262A (2018) and ONORM B 2505 (2009). In France, downflow
vertical flow (VF) systems are used for treating raw sewage through-atége VF approach,

known as the "French system."” The first stage facuwsepartial removal of organic matter and
nitrification while also treating sludge. The second stage further removes organics and enhances
nitrification. This system is designed with an area of 1.2 m?2 per population equivalent for the first

stage and 0.82 for the second stage (Molle, Boutin, Merlin, & lwema, 2005).

2.13.13Vertical up flow

The up flow system is the second most common form of vertical subsurface flow system. The
wastewater is dispersed to the bottom of the filter and then travelstlp fitiration bed surface

in this system. The outflow might be below or above the surface of the bed. Upflow vertical built
wetlands were first used in Brazil in the 198@s'filtering soil Due to the saturation of the filter

bed, this system is empleg considerably less often than down flow systems and, in general,
offers the similar treatment conditions as horizontal flow CWs.

Combining the advantages of different systems, various types of artificial wetlands can achieve

higher treatment efficiencyMost hybrid constructed wetlands incorporate both vertical and
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horizontal filtration stages. The vertidabrizontal filter system was first developed in the late
1950s and early 1960s, though hybrid systems were initially adopted in only a few cakes. In t
1980s, hybrid artificial wetlands were introduced in France and the United Kingdom, and today,
they are in use in many countries worldwide. While hybrid constructed wetlands require expert
design, they can largely be built using locally available maerivith communities trained for
operation and maintenance. The treated effluent can be safely discharged into receiving water

bodies or reused for purposes like irrigation and aquaculture.

2.13.14Advantages of Constructed Wetlands

1. CWs are generallytightforward to construct and run, and they provide treatment that is
resistant to flow changes and pollutant concentrations. They look to be a perfect solution,
particularly for small communities and settlements, as well as for onsite treatment, where
the current need for effective wastewater treatment is great. General effluent discharge
standards (e.g., BOD5 30 mg/L, COD 100 mg/L, total nitrogen 15 mg/L) can be met with
CWs plants, and even higheguality effluents can be produced (Kadlec & Wallac€)20
Stefanakis, et al., 2014).

2. Although traditional treatment methods have been providing successful wastewater
treatment for decades, they do have some drawbacks. Because these facilities have an
industrial aspect and are unpleasant, they are typicaitdd distant from residential
areas. Large and complicated mechanical equipment, including as aeration ventilators and
pumps, are used extensively in centralized facilities, while-ranawable resources

(concrete and steel) are used extensively in thestoaction of basins, tanks, and
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equipment. This means that, despite the fact that the goal is to be environmentally
friendly, the building of such facilities might be costly and +eowironmentally friendly
(wastewater treatment).

. Pumps are the sole mecieal equipment used to carry water from one stage to the next,
which can be avoided with correct design and use of the installation area's topography.
Furthermore, typical treatment facilities are endrggnsive devices that require a
significant amounof energy to operate.

. Facilities with a lot of complicated mechanical parts and equipment may have a lot of
maintenance requirements. As a result, such facilities’ operating costs are similarly
substantial.

. On the contrary, the principal advantage of CMhfs is likely to be their low operational
costs. The energy input required in CWs is very low, typically merely for the pumps that
may be present in the facility. Renewable energy sources are employed by plants to meet
the energy requirements for theamment processes (solar, wind energy). At the same
time, maintenance requirements are modest because the operation of a CW facility is
virtually selfcontained; at full operation, a typical maintenance scheme is one monthly
visit to the site.

In contrastd conventional facilities, where specialized people is required, the CW facility
may require significantly fewer skilled workers. Operating costs of CW facilities can be
up to 90% lower than conventional plants, according to global experience from numerous
countries and professionals. Furthermore, unlike conventional treatment plants, CWs do

not require the addition of any chemical ingredients to function.
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7. Furthermore, there are no ‘pyoducts from the process in CWs. Within the system,
produced sludge acowlates. Conventional treatment plants, on the other hand, produce
significant amounts of extra sludge on a regular basis. In order to be further used, this
extra sludge must be handled, dewatered, and stabilized. Despite the fact that sludge
accounts fojjust a tiny percentage of total treated volume8%d), its management and
processing can account for up to 50% of total facility expenditures (Stefanakis et al.,

2014).

2.13.15Disadvantages of Constructed Wetlands

Despite the many advantages of consadovetlands (CWSs), there are certain drawbacks that
must be considered. A key challenge is that CWs require a larger land area compared to
traditional treatment facilities. Although ongoing research aims to reduce the footprint of CW
systems and improvéneir desigd such as through the use of vertical flow systems and, more
recently, aerated syste&Ws still require significantly more space (approximately 3 to 10
times more) than conventional systems (Stefanakis et al., 2014).

Additionally, poor design calead to issues such as odor problems and the emergence of a water
surface in subsurface systems. However, it's important to note that when CWs are properly
designed and constructed, they do not produce odors. Since wetland technology is still relatively
new, CW systems are sometimes perceived as a "black box," with simple regression equations
often used for design purposes (Button, Nivala, Weber, Aubron, & Muller, 2014).

However, it is widely recognized that the majority of pollutant removal proces§a&/'snrely on
microbial activity (Faulwetter et al., 2009). This suggests that a deeper understanding of the

fundamental processes occurring within these systems is essential for achieving optimal design
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and performance (Stefanakis et al., 2014). As a reGult design continues to rely heavily on
empirical data and professional expertise, contributing to the lack of universally accepted design
guidelines for CW systems.

Optimal performance is typically reached after one or two years of operation, oncaritsegpé

fully established, though seasonal variations in efficiency may occur. It is worth noting that the
scientific community has been actively addressing these challenges, and increased research over
the past 145 years has helped mitigate many ofsthassues, with further improvements

anticipated.

2.13.16The importance of plants in CWs environment

In constructed wetlands (CWSs), the growing biomass, particularly aquatic macrophytes, plays a
crucial role in interacting with the CW environment to rem@ollutants and purify wastewater.

The aerial parts of these plants, including roots, stems, and leaves, provide substrates and
attachment sites for metabolically active microbial communities within CW systems. In
subsurface flow constructed wetlands FSSNs), especially in horizontal subsurface flow
systems (HSSIEWS), the roots of emergent macrophytes facilitate oxygen transfer to the
rhizosphere through diffusion. This is particularly important in HES¥s, where oxygen levels

are often limited, whicltan constrain key oxidative processes such as nitrification and nutrient
transformationgSun, Xu, Wu, Wang, Zhuang, G. & Bai, 2019).

Constructed wetland (CW) plants can transfer between 5 to 45 g ge©day per m2, depending

on oxygen demand and pladensity (Bia, Davie&lbuquerque, & Randerson, 2012; Sun et al.,
2019). These plants offer protection by providing insulation against freezing in winter, preventing

substrate cloggirdy especially in vertical subsurface flow CWs (VSEW)d and ensuring bed
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stability. They also create optimal conditions for physical processes like filtration, regulate
hydrodynamic properties such as flow rate, support wildlife, and enhance the aesthetic appeal of
CW systems. When selecting plant species for CWs, criterfaasicesilience to harsh climates

and tolerance to eutrophic, acidic, hypoxic, and waterlogged conditions are important
considerations (Wu, Zhang, Hao, Guo, Hu, Liang & Fan, 2015). Plants contribute to contaminant
treatment through processes like absomtisio-immobilization, and biosorption. The dynamic

role of vegetation highlights the significance of phytoremediation (botanical bioremediation) in

removing heavy metals from CW ecosystems (Zhu, Huang, Ho, Wang, L. & Yang, 2017).

Figure 2.7 Constructed wetland (Ironbridge, Florida) planted
with Nuphar luteaspatterdock), designed for tertiary treatment
of 800,000 PE in Orlando, Florida.

Source: Vymazal, 2022
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Figure 2:8.Surface flow CW with submerged macrophytes (mostlyriophyllum spicatum
water milfoil) in Montréal, Canada.

Source: Vymazal, 2022

Figure 2.9.Surface flow CW with emergent plant&léocharis sphacelatatall spikerush).
Otorohanga, New Zealand.
Source: Vymazal, 2022
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Figure 2.10Schematic representation ¢ddting treatment wetlands.
Source: Stefanakis, 2016
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Figure 2.11 horizontal flow constructed wetland

Source: Rajitha et al., (2019)

Figure 2.12 Distribution zone filled with large stones and the filtration bed filled with crushed
rocks(48 mm) before planting. HF CWCQ§g ejkovice,

Source: Vymazal, 2022
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Figure2.13Constructed wetl and with a horizontal

Source: Vymazal, 2022

Figure 2.14Horizontal subsurface flow CW, Freethorpe, United Kingdom, for 900 PE. The early
CWs were built as a single bed.

Source: Vymazal, 2022

Figure 2.15Surface flow CW at Ironbridge. Tertiary treatment for the city of Orlando, Florida.

Source: Vymazal, 2022
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Figure 2.16vertical flow constructed wetland

Source: Rajith&t al.,(2019)

2.14. Sustainable character of constructed wetlands

Based on the above discussion, it is evident that constructed wetland (CW) systems possess
various properties that enhance their ecological value as a treatment approach. Often regarded as
long-term solutions, CWs are characterized by low energy consumatid the use of natural
materials such as gravel, soil, sand, and plants. One of the largest initiatives employing wetland
technology is the Everglades restoration project, which utilizes CWs to filter nutrients from

agricultural runoff into the Everglad€Wu, Zhang, Ngo, Guo, Hu, LiangFanJ..& Liu, 2015).

2.14 .1 Health

Health considerations are essential as they influence the risk associated with exposure to
pathogenic microorganisms and hazardous chemicals. Constructed wetland (CW) systems have
demonstrated effectiveness in pathogen removal (Kadlec & Wallace, 2009; Stefanakis et al.,
2014). In vertical flow constructed wetlands (VFCWSs), eliminatiates can reach up to 99.99
percent (Stefanakis et al., 2014), while high removal rates in free rwateface (FWS)
constructed wetlands are attributed to direct UV radiation and disinfection (Kadlec & Wallace,

2009).
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2.14 .2 Environmental protection

Environmental protection and the preservation of natural resources are key priorities in
constructed wédnd (CW) systems. By ensuring effective treatment and high removal efficiency,
these systems minimize the pollution that reaches final recipients, such as surface and

groundwater bodies, thereby reducing the risk of degradation to ecosystems andiéguatic |

2.14.3 Energy viability

Minimizing energy consumption in constructed wetland (CW) facilities conserves natural
resources and decreases pollution, particularly when the energy sourcaesewable, such as

fossil fuels. This approach contributieslower greenhouse gas emissions £§0CH,, and NO),
enhancing the overall environmental benefits of CW systems (Langergraber, 2013; Stefanakis et

al., 2014).

2.14.4 Ecological friendly

Assessing the ecological impact and global warming potential afugawastewater treatment
methods requires quantifying gas emissions throughout both the construction and operational
phases. Research indicates that constructed wetland (CW) systems have a slightly lower
environmental impact during construction compareadnventional technologies like activated
sludge and trickling filters, but show a significantly reduced impact during operation (Georges,

Thornton, & Sadler, 2009).

2.14.5 Cost effective

101



The cost of a treatment method is a crucial factor in assessirgustainability. During the
construction phase of constructed wetlands (CWSs), key expenses include earthworks (such as
basin excavation and fill), filter media used as substrates, plants, and the bottom liner (e.g.,
geomembrane/geotextile) (Kadlec & Waka 2009; Stefanakis et al., 2014).

Labor costs can vary significantly from one country to another. Generally, CW facilities are
comparable in cost or somewhat cheaper to construct than traditional treatment plants
(Langergraber, 2013; Stefanakis et a12). However, the most significant economic advantage

of CWs lies in their substantially lower operating and maintenance costs, which result from
reduced energy consumption and less reliance on technical equipment (Brix, 1999; Dixon et al.,

2003; Langergaber,2013; Stefanakis et al., 2014).

2.14.6 Public acceptibity

Constructed wetland (CW) facilities are often more favorably received by the public due to their
green, aesthetically pleasing design compared to conventional treatment plants. Many
organizaions, including industries and municigalivate partnerships, opt for CW technology to
treat wastewater generated-gite. This choice enhances their environmental profile and aligns

with their corporate social responsibility strategies by promotingisabla practices.

2.15. Removal of oil from water using constructed wetlands
For many years, experts have grappled with the challenge of removing oil from water. However,
recent scientific advancements have made it possible to addresstdodgng issues. By

combining various types of rogblonizing endophytic bacteria, phytoresietion has

102



demonstrated potential in eliminating oil content and hydrocarbons from soils (Olson, Ford,
Smith, & Fernandez, 2004; Pilgmits, 2005; Dzantor, 2007).

Constructed wetlands have proven effective in removing not only oils but also pestiaides an
heavy metals (such as copper, zinc, and nickel), as well as various organic and inorganic wastes
from both soil and water bodies. Phytoremediation has recently been implemented in Pakistan to
address oil contamination from industrial discharges of dfestd and crude oil, leveraging the
plantmicrobe interactions present in constructed wetlands (Afza et al., 2012; Afza et al., 2013,
Fatima, Afzal, Imran, & Khan, 2015).

Researchers in China (Ji, Sun, & Ni, 2007), the United States (MGuide, HeatleyKaranfil,
Rodgers & Myers, 2003), Malaysia (Darajeh, Idris, Masoumi, Nourani, Truong, & Sairi, 2016),
and other countries have successfully utilized constructed wetlands to remove oil from water. In
China, surface flow constructed wetlands have showranable potential in reducing mineral

oil content in water by promoting the growth of various oxylgsfing bacteria due to the oxygen
generated near plant roots (Ji et al., 2007). Additionally, researchers at the National Institute for
Biotechnology and @netic Engineering (NIBGE) in Faisalabad, Pakistan, have effectively
removed diesel oil from contaminated soils.

Afzal (2013) demonstrated that using ryegrass plants in combination with the plant-growth
promoting bacterial strain Burkholderia phytofirmdsIN can significantly enhance the growth

of ryegrass in soils contaminated with various pollutants, facilitating the degradation of these
contaminants (Afzal et al., 2013).

In the United States, a specific type of constructed wetland system known & reserosis
constructed wetlands has been employed to remove salt from water for irrigation purposes.

Similarly, in Malaysia, a novel phytoremediation device called the floating Vetiver system has
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been utilized to treat palm oil mill effluents Darajeh et aD16). Darajeh et al., (2016) used
Vetiver grass as the plant source for the removal of palm oil effluents, capitalizing on its superior
ability to absorb and break down water pollutants (Truong, 2008). In Singapore, subsurface flow

constructed wetlandsave been used to treat effluents from wastewater.

2.16. Heavy metal uptake by wetlands plants and microrganisms

2.16.1 Plants

Wetlands are defined by Amler, Schmidt, & Menz (2015) as areas where water remains long
enough for plants and animalsadapt to saturated conditions. Mahdavi, Salehi, Granger, Amani,
Brisco, & Huang (2018) categorized wetland plants into four groups: emergent, surface floating,
rooted leaves, and submerged macrophytes. According to Tiner (2016) and Mahdavi et al. (2018),
emergent and surfaedoating plants absorb heavy metals through their roots, while
euhydrophytes (plants with completely submerged leaves or both floating and submerged leaves)
absorb heavy metals through both their leaves and roots.

Mahdavi et al. (2018also observed that rooted floatiHepved taxa depend more on their roots

for heavy metal absorption, whereas submerged taxa have a lesser reliance on roots. As plants
become more submerged and their shoot structure simplifies, the tendency to utilisef@hoo
heavy metal absorption increases. Submerged rooted plants can collect metals from both water
and sediments, while rootless plants can only extract metals from water. In cases of heavy metal

foliar absorption, passive aqueous phase transfer oceorgythcuticle fissures or stomata to the
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cell wall and ultimately the plasmalemma (Perdtdea, Lopez, Narayan, Saupe, & Gardea
Torresdey, 2009).

High concentrations of copper were identified in active growth areas, such as stem apices and
immature leave, which act as copper sinks. Copper is an essential trace element in
photosynthesis, particularly within the biochemical processes of photosystem | and cytochrome,
further indicating copper translocation in plants (Perdltiea et al., 2009). The resehecs
concluded that heavy metals are absorbed and translocated by plants before being excreted.

This phenomenon explains why wetland plants can accumulate heavy metals in their tissues at
concentrations up to 200,000 times greater than those found instmeunding environment

(Hu, Niu, & Chen, 2017; Schreck, Xiong, & Niazi, 2017; Shahid, Dumat, Khalid, S., Schreck,
Xiong, & Niazi, (2017.). These findings align with those of Perdlidea et al. (2009), who
reported that metals accumulated in aquaticitplat levels exceeding those in the external
medium under experimental conditions. Myriophyllum spicatum has been shown to absorb
mercury when grown in sediments containing organic or inorganic mercury compounds (Shahid
et al., 2017).

Shahid et al. (2017summarized the metal absorption process in the shoots and leaves of
submerged plants as follows: (I) The Apparent Free Space (AFS), comprising Water Free Space
(WFS) and Donnaan Free Space (DFS), allows for passive ion penetration (primarily cation
exchamge) into the peripheral area (DFS). (ii) Active ion absorption occurs in the cytoplasm,
including autonomous mobility of various ions. (iii) Active secretion of ions takes place from the
cytoplasm into the vacuole. (iv) lon translocation occurs in the lsgmp an active mechanism

that transports ions from cell to cell via plasmodesmata in the cytoplasm.
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PeraltaVidea et al. (2009) further demonstrated that a natural papyrus wetland between Lake
George, Uganda, and the river carrying heavy metals fromtdellaigs upstream at the Kilembe

mines effectively prevented heavy metals from reaching the lake. Consequently, this protection
helped avoid heavy metal accumulation in the biota through the food web, safeguarding the lake's
fisheries. Heavy metals weretained in the wetland's sediments, water, and vegetation.

While heavy metals are predominantly absorbed by sediments, macrophytes can also absorb these
metals through their roots and shoots. During the growth season, macrophyte communities can
accumulatea substantial metal burden, which is released when the plants reach senescence and
die. Some macrophytes can tolerate high metal concentrations in their body mass without
suffering growth issues. According to Tangahu, Sheikh, Abdullah, Basri, Idris, Aauodr
Mukhlisin (2011), species such &gphaand Schenoplectusxhibit greater tolerance than others.
Although the mechanisms underlying metal tolerance and absorption are not fully understood,
sediment chemistfy specifically pH, redox potential, and orga matte® has been found to

influence the entire process.

2.16.2 Phytoplankton

Bastian and Hammer, (202@8jscovered that phytoplankton significantly influences heavy metal
dynamics in wetlands. For instance, zinc absorption by cyanobacteria reducethtcaiions

from 21 to 8 mg Zn/l in a Hneter area (Rauf, Javed, & Jabeen, 2019). Under alkaline
conditions, algae have the capacity to accumulate uranium (Ur), zinc (Zn), copper (Cu), nickel

(Ni), and radiur226 (Ra226) in their tissues (Rauf, Javed,J&been, 2019).

2.16.3 Microorganisms
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Microorganisms eliminate heavy metals from wetlands through two primary mechanisms. The
first mechanism involves a metabolistependent uptake of metals into their cells at low
concentrations, as some toxic metal i@esve as micronutrients for the microbes. The second
mechanism is bigorption, a passive adsorption process that binds metal ions to extracellular
charged materials or cell walls.

Hydrophilic heavy metal ions are thought to traverse the hydrophobiarefia biomembrane
through a "shuttle" process known as facilitated diffusion (or -imestiated transport) in
microorganisms. In this process, a receptor molecule, such as a protein on the outer membrane
surface, binds to a metal ion (Chaalal, Zekri, &is| 2005).

The metal ion is then released into the cytosol, where it is likely retained through interaction with
a thiol molecule, as the hydrophilic metaceptor complex diffuses across the membrane. The
receptor subsequently diffuses back to the oppasirface of the membrane, where it can bind to
another metal ion. However, if the metal complex is Hpadlible, a much faster process of direct
diffusion can occur. This direct diffusion differs from assisted diffusion not only in its speed but
also inthe fact that the ligand is delivered directly into the cytosol (Chaalal, et al., 2005).

2.16.4 Fauna

Heavy metals are eliminated through the stomach or detoxified in the liver, kidney, and spleen by
a group of higksulfur proteins called metallothioneiriBhese proteins are produced in organisms

in response to heavy metal exposure (Yin, Wang, Lv, & Chen, 2019). Such defenses allow
organisms to cope with relatively high levels of heavy metals in the food chain and sediments.
Toxicity occurs when the intalad metals exceeds the body's capacity to produce metallothionein,

a phenomenon referred to as overflow.
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2.16.5 Animals

In contrast, animals have not evolved the ability to tolerate free metal ions in water that come into
contact with their gills or othexxposed biomembranes, such as skin. Copper (Cu(ll)) ions bind to
marine phytoplankton with a log bl stability constant in the range df2]10ndicating that
complexation occurs via protein and carboxylic acid groups (Rehman, Nazir, Irshad, Tabhir,
Rehman,Islam, & Wahab, 2021). Cu is then transported across the biomembranes by a carrier
protein through facilitated diffusion, where it binds to a thiol (possibly glutathione) in the cytosol
or on the inner surface of the membrane to formpCu?

Heavy metal remval from polluted wastewater in a wetland can be aided by plant uptake,
microorganisms associated with the surface of roots and sediments, and immobilization
mechanisms. These mechanisms include adsorption eexahrange sites, chelation with organic

mater, incorporation into lattice structures, and precipitation into insoluble compounds.

2.17. The mechanism and fate of heavy metals in constructed wetland system

Once a heavy metal enters a wetland, it can undergo a variety of dynamic changes, refjardless
whet her the water is stagnant or flowing (G2m
metal can transition between different compartments, moving from water to sediments, biota, or

suspended particles, and vice versa.

2.17.1 Sedimentation andlocculation
The sedimentation process is closely linked to the hydrological flow patterns of wetlands.
Particles that are denser than water will settle in calm waters. Sedimentation rates can be

measured using vertical accretion (cm/year) and mass aatimnu(g/ms3/year). Observations
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have shown that wetland accretion rates can range from nearly zero in wetlands with minimal
sediment input to over 1.5 cm/year in those that receive substantial sediment. In floodplain
wetlands and those receiving agricudturunoff, accumulation rates exceeding 5000 g/m3/year
have been reported (Pourhakkak, Taghizadeh, Taghizadeh, Ghaedi, & Haghdoust, 2021).

Flocs are formed when clay and organic mineral particles, which possess an electrical charge on
their surfaces, combe. These flocs settle more rapidly in wetlands than individual particles (Fox,
Hill, Milligan, & Boldrin, 2004). Other types of suspended patrticles, including heavy metals, can
also be adsorbed by flocs. Factors such as increased pH, turbulence, suspetiged
concentration, ionic strength, and high algal density facilitate flocculation in wetlands. Under
conditions of high pH, low turbulence, and high concentrations, smaller particles tend to
flocculate more readily than larger ones. Additionally, bigitkwaters and salinity play a
significant role in enhancing sedimentation and flocculation due to their higher surface area. The
positive electrical charge of iron and aluminum hydrous oxides is essential for neutralizing the
negative charges of colloidpérticles, leading to aggregation and sedimentation.

Sedimentation is not a straightforward physical response to comprehend. It is preceded by other
processes, such as complexation, precipitation, arpfempitation. Essentially, sedimentation is

a physcal process that occurs after these mechanisms have aggregated heavy metals into
sufficiently large particles that can sink. In this manner, heavy metals are removed from

wastewater and trapped in wetland sediments, ultimately protecting the aquatstezoosy

2.17.2 Adsorption
Heavy metals are electrostatically attracted to clay and organic materials found in sediments

(Patrick, Gambrell, & Khalid, 1990). Once adsorbed onto humic or clay colloids, heavy metals
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remain as metal atoms, unlike organic comtents, which degrade over time. Their speciation

may change as the organic compounds that bind them decompose or as sediment conditions
fluctuate. Various factors determine the quantity of metal ions adsorbed through cation exchange

or nonspecific adsgation, including the properties of the metals themselves (such as valence,
radius, degree of hydration, and coordination with oxygen) and the ptgfsooical environment

(including pH and redox state). The nature of the adsorbent medium (which incluties bo
permanent and pldependent charge compiorming ligands) and the amounts and
characteristics of other metals and soluble 1
More than 50% of pollutants, such as heavy metals, can be readily adsorbeoaditulate

matter in wetlands, thus removing them from the water component through sedimentation
(Muller, 1988). In wetland soils and sediments, the selectivity of clay minerals and hydrous oxide
adsorbents for divalent metals typically follows the or&@®>Cu>Zn>Ni>Cd, although some
variations exist among different minerals and under changing pH conditions. For peat, the
selectivity order has been shown to be Pb>Cu>Cd=2Zn>Ca. Generally, Pb and Cu are the most
firmly adsorbed metals, while Zn and Cd astamed less strongly, indicating that the latter

met als are more |l abile and bioavailable (DNbrc
The adsorption of metal ions onto solids is often described by the Langmuir or Freundlich
adsorption isotherm equations. The Langmuir equation lmanused to characterize metal
adsorption onto manganese oxide for a limited range of metal concentrations (approximately one
order of magnitude) (DNbrowski, 2001). Howeve
the underlying adsorption mechanisras,they both assume a uniform distribution of adsorption

sites on the adsorbent and no interactions between adsorbed ions (Pourhakkak, Taghizadeh,

Taghizadeh, Ghaedi, & Haghdoust, 2021).
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Wetland plants utilize their internal gas spaces, known as aerenctoytnansport oxygen from

their shoots to their root rhizomes. This oxygen is subsequently released into the reduced
environment through the roots and rhizomes. Such oxidized conditions promote the precipitation
of Fe®% and Mn& oxyhydroxides, which canlso absorb other phytotoxic heavy metals present

in the wetland's water compartment (Pourhakkak et al.,2021).

2.17.3 Coprecipitation

Heavy metal ceprecipitation with secondary minerals, such as Fe, Al, and Mn hydrous oxides,
plays a crucial role in thadsorptive processes within wetland sediments. In the presence of Fe
oxides, metals like Cu, Mn, Mo, Ni, V, and Zn tend tepcecipitate, while Mn oxides facilitate

the coprecipitation of Co, Fe, Ni, Pb, and Zn. Initially, Fe(lll) precipitates as stgelatinous
forms, primarily goethite. However, ferrihydrite is more prone to dissolution under conditions of
reduced Eh or pH. As a scavenger, ferrihydritgpreripitates with various ions and effectively
sorbs both cations and anions, particularly geeetals, due to its extensive surface area,
including ions like HP@w or HLPO' and AsQ¥w.

In reducing circumstaneess, the reduction of sulfate to sulfide results in the formation of pyrite
(FeS), releasing HS, which subsequently interacts with ¢-eto produce FeS and FgeShe
oxidation of sulfides, such as pyrite, leads to the acidification of wetland soils, causing the
reintroduction of heavy metals into the solution.

The biogeochemical transformations of Fe and Mn are facilitated by specializedehasich as
Thiobacillus ferroxidansand Metallogenumspp. Coatings on soil patrticles, void fills, and

concentric nodules are examples of Fe and Mn oxides. Although these oxides are mineralogically
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distinct, they are often intermingled with clay and lusncolloids, forming part of the clegized
fraction.
The following heavy metals are commonly observed in soil sedimenfsecpitated with
secondary minerals (Siposito, 1983):

1 Fe oxidesV, Mn, Ni, Cu, Zn, Mo

1 Mn oxides Fe, Co, Ni, Zn, Pb

1 Ca carbonated/, Mo, Fe, Ni, Co, Cd

1 Clay mineralsV, Ni, Co, Cr, Zn, Gu, Pb, T, Mn, Fe
When hydrous Mn and Fe oxides dissolve under reducing conditions, the concentrations of
various additional elements in the sediment solution are likely to increase. In gleyedi¢p#yio
flooded) soils, elements like Cu, Co, Ni, Fe, V, and Mn exhibit greater bioavailability compared
to drained wetland soils. In contrast, metals such as Cu, B, Co, Mo, and Zn do not undergo redox
reactions; instead, they are coprecipitated by hydoxiges. Additionally, in wetlands draining
limestone catchment areas, heavy metagbraxipitation on carbonates, predominantly CaG©

significant, with Cd undergoing chemisorption in the calcite crystal structure, substituting for Ca.

2.17.4Precipitation

Precipitation is one of the most important methods for removing metals from wetlandwater and
depositing them in sediments. One of several mechanisms limiting heavy metal bioavailability in
many aquatic habitats is the production of insoluidavy metal precipitates. The solubility
product Ksp of the metal species involved, the pH of the wetland, and the concentration of metal

ions and related anions all influence precipitation. The dynamic equilibriug{sy!¥?* (aq) + X
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can be used to depiptecipitation from a saturated solution of a sparingly soluble heavy metal
salt (aq). KSP = [N1] is the constant that governs this equilibrium.

[X-]% i.e., the rate of metal ion removal in the form of a precipitate equals the rate of metal ion
dissolution from the precipitate at equilibrium. Precipitation happens when the cation and anion
concentrations are sufficient that their product surpasses Ksp.

Metal carbonates, hydroxides, and sulphides precipitate in reducing circumstances, and their
precipitation is pHdependent. Sulphides are distinguished by the fact that they are insoluble at
neutral pH and hence accumulate in freshwater wetlands sediments. The partial pressyre of CO
has an effect on the solubility of carbonates. In the presenc®gpfthe solubility of PbC@can

be raised several fol@ourgouin, 2000).

2.17.5 Cation and Anion Exchange

Between the counter ions that balance the surface charge on sediment colloids and the ions
present in wetland water, ion exchange can occur. €atixchange, which involves the
substitution of a hydrogen ion for a metal, is driven by the negative charges on the sediment
colloids. The cation exchange capacity (CEC), measured in cmolc/kg, defines the extent to which
sediment elements can function asti@an exchangers. Although sediment organic matter is
present in much smaller amounts1(Q%) than clays, it has a higher capacity and plays a crucial
role in adsorption processes in most soils (80 percent).

There are two types of negative charges founthersurfaces of sediment colloids:

(a) Permanent charges resulting from the isomorphic substitution of a-\laleaice ion for a

component of a clay mineral.
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(b) Charges on Fe, Al, Mn, Si, and organic colloids that are positive at pH levels below their
isoelectric points and negative at pH levels above their isoelectric points, making them pH
dependent. Generally, clay and organic colloids are negatively charged in alkaline conditions,
while hydrous Fe and Al oxides have high isoelectric points (> ptn8) thus tend to be
positively charged in most situations. Increasing soil pH, at least up to neutrality, usually raises
the CEC of most colloids. The dissociation of protons from carboxyl and phenolic groups in
humic polymers within the sediment organiatter fraction leads to a negative charge.

The term "cation exchange" refers to the movement of ions between the colloid surface (double
diffuse layer) of the wetlands and the surrounding water. With the exceptiori, ofviich
behaves like a trivalent ionthe relative replacing power of an anion on the cation exchange
complex is influenced by its valence, hydrated diameter, and the type and concentration of other
ions in the water. Higher valence ions exhibit a greater degree of adsorption. For inskalece, w
K* and Nd have the same valence] I more likely to replace Na+ due to Nalarger hydrated

size.

On the cation exchange complex of metal cations, the generally reported relative order of
replaceability IS Li+=Na+>K+=NH4 +>Rb+>Cs+>Mg2+>Ca2+>Sr2-&2B
+>La3+=A13+>Tn4+. The heavy metals are replaced in the following sequence for particular
sediment componen(Bergaya, Lagaly, & Vayer, 2006)

Ca>Pb>Cu>Mg>Cd>Zn Montmorillonite clay

Pb>Cu>Zn>Ni>Cd>Co>SPMg ferrihydrite

Pb>Cu>Cd>=Zn>Ca in peat

When anionsare attracted to positive charges on sediment colloids, anion exchange occurs.

Because Fe and Al hydrous oxides are frequently positively charged, they are the most common
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sites for anion exchange in sediments. Anion exchange capacity in most sedinmmes than

cation exchange capacity. Some anions, such asaN@Cl, are little adsorbed, whereas others,
such as BHPOy are heavily adsorbed. At typical sediment pH levels, some organic pesticides, such
as phenoxyalkanoic acid herbicides, exist as ions and are adsorbed to some extent through

hydrous oxides andbonding to humic polymers.

2.17.6 Complexation

Heavy metalions replace one or more coordinated water molecules in the coordination sphere
during the complexation process, often with additional nucleophilic groups or ligands. This
complexation process regulates heavy metal ion speciation in water, influencailgeaetivity

in organic materials like humic, tannic, and fulvic acids (HA, TA, and FA).

To develop realistic models of heavy metal speciation in natural waters, a comprehensive
understanding of heavy metalganic interactions is essential. The overayative charge of
colloidal particles significantly influences cation adsorption on organic compounds. Various
parameters, such as redox potential and pH, affect this process. However, the nature of HA and
FA presents significant challenges due to theilygispersity and chemical variability.
Consequently, multiple theories have been proposed to address their interactions with heavy
metals (Loftsson, Hreinsdottir, & Masson, 2007).

Our capacity to measure, represent, and interpret complexation equilibga fram a simple
‘Scatchard’ model with a 1:1 metal site stoichiometry and no site/site interactions to more complex
1:1 and 1:2 complexes that account for electrostatic site/site interactions and explicitly consider
the characteristics of the solutiomdacomplex phases. Heterogeneous complexants exhibit at

least three distinct characteristics:
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(i) Their polyfunctionality, meaning they possess multiple complexing sites of varying
characteristicen the same physical structure.

(i) The polyelectrolyticnature of their enzymes, which can lead to high electric charge densities
due to numerous dissociable functional groups per physical entity.

Varma, Deshpande, and Kennedy (2004) demonstrated that the extremely alkaline organic and
saline waters of the wethdlake ecotone of the Lake Georgeward System in Western Uganda
mitigated heavy metal contamination from a dormant copper mine at Kilembe and from cobalt
stockpile tailings in Kasese. The primary ions in wetiii@ water are Na CO;*" and Cl,
alongside significant concentrations of Knd Md"* (Filella, 2008). Consequently, total dissolved
solids, conductivity, and salindywhich quantitatively assess ionic species in véame
elevated, as are water hardness (Cg@@d alkalinity.

The comparativig high ion concentration increases the ionic strength of the water, which reflects
the electrical field present. The "chemical activity" is calculated as the product of the ionic
concentration and the "activity coefficient.” In such water, activity cdefits are typically less

than 1 (whereas they are 1 in dilute solutions), resulting in chemical activities that are lower than
the ionic concentration for any given ionic species (e.g?’’Givhen the activity of a species in
water is lower than its coeatration, it suggests that the species cannot function independently
and is influenced by the presence of other ions in the water.

As a result, the presence of other ions reduces the effective concentration of the species. Thus, the
dissolved ionic speciein the wetland$ake ecotone can create ionic interference witf"Cu
decreasing its effective concentration. The water also exhibits high levels of iron (Fe, 4.83 mg/l)
and organic matter (COD, 307 mg/l). Copper interacts with iron oxide/organic splleatling to

its precipitation in micromole per kg amounts (Varma, Deshpande, & Kennedy, 2004). The
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precipitation of iron oxide/hydroxide on colloids and suspended particles plays a crucial role in
reducing the concentration of metal ions (e.g2*Clihe water has a pH range of 8 to 10, within
which CU#* hydrolysis products are formed.

CU* + H,0) = CuOH + H'

CU* + 2H,0 = Cu(OH)0** 2H,"

2CU* +2H,0 = Cy(OH)O, +2H"

The effective concentration of Cu is further diminished by the hydrolysis processgoned
earlier. Copper exhibits a strong affinity for organisms, solid phases, and organic materials
(Varma, Deshpande, & Kennedy, 2004). Consequently, the lake experiences eutrophication,
characterized by a high concentration of organic moleculegdtates the chemical activity of
metallic ions through chelation, a specific type of complexation. Chelation involves the binding of
a single metal ion to a single ligand that possesses two or more electron donor sites. The most
robust interactions formety cupric ions occur with intermediate electron donors (O, N, P)
present in dissolved organic matter. This complexation significantly influences the chemical and

biological behavior of copper.

2.17.7 Oxidation/Reduction

The redox state of heavy metals solution is a crucial speciation parameter, as it can
significantly influence their toxicity, adsorptive behavior, and transg8aiachetko, Ferri,
Marchionni, Kambolis, Safonova, Milne, & Sa, 2013his redox state is contingent upon the
presence of #ier anoxic or oxic conditions within the wetlands. Microorganisms, such as
Thiobacillus spp., facilitate the oxidation of sulfides. In instances of pollution resulting from

tailings of metalliferous mining, particles of ore minerals in the soils, sudPb8s ZnS, and
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CuFeS2, oxidize and release metal cations IiKé' Bf*, Zn** and Cd" into the sediment upon
adsorption.

Certain organic pollutant molecules on the soil surface may undergo photolytic degradation due to
exposure to UV wavelengths durittge daytime, which can release the metals that were initially
deposited on them. The activity of oxygenase enzymes secreted by microorganisms promotes the
oxidation of organic contaminants. Under reducing conditions, fluctuations in the redox potential

(Eh) facilitate the precipit@&n of metals as metal sulfides.

CHAPTER THREE

MATERIALS AND METHODS

3.1 Collection of samples

3.1.1 Soil
The soil samplesisedfor this study are (i) uncontaminated soil (ii) contaminated soil through

simulation.

3.1.2 Lhcontaminated soil sample
The uncontaminated soil sample was collected from the back of Okemini Naval barrack,

Rumuolumini, in Obio Akpor Local Government area of Rivers State (this site is not known to be

118



polluted with petroleum hydrocarbon or bgyaothe industrial pollutants. @face soils (€20
cm) were randomly collected using a shovel. It was bulked to form a composite samfilerand
transported to laboratory h& soil sample was dried, and sieved through a 2 mm mesh to ensured

uniformity. Sieved amples were stored in plastic bottles and covered with stoppers until analysis

3.1.3 Source of crude Oil

The crude oil type that was used for this work, was Bonny light crude oil etitkiom the Port
HarcourtRefineryCompany Limited Eleme, Rivers State. The crude oil was collected in twenty
five liters (25 L) plastic container and stored at room temperature in the laboratory until when it

wasused.

3.2 Sample pollution

3.2.1Water sample pollution with heavy metals

A liter (1 L) of dionized water was polluted with fixed concentrations of heavy metals (Zn, Cu, Ni
and Pb) by dissolving their hydrated salts Zp38,0, CuSQ.5H,0, Ni(NOs),6H,O and
Pb(NG;), respectively to achieve concentrations above the maximum pévhaidimits for
discharge waste water effluent into Nigerian environment as shown in Table 3.1 (lyavia
Federal Ministry of Environment (NFME)L992). An equivalent of 10 L was obtained and stored

in a 10 L clean and dried container. A 100 mtloé solution was added to a kg of the crude oll
polluted soil, thoroughly mixed with a hand trowel to create a heavy metal and crude oil polluted

soil.
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Table 3.1: Respective concentrations of heavy metals in constituted polluted soil sardples an

their FME permissible limits in soil

Metals Exp onc. (mg/l) Limit for agric. land Limit for nonagric. land

(mg/l)* (NFME, 1992)  (mg/l)* (NFME, 1992)

Zn 39.4 5.0 0.03
Ni 10.2 0.2 0.2
Cu 29.4 1.0 4. 0¢/ |
Pb 11.2 0.05 1. 8¢/ 1|

Key: Exp. cond experimental concentration
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3.2.2Soll pollution

Uncontaminated soil obtained as stated in Section 3.1 above was polluted using method adopted
by Adieze, Orji, Nwabueze, & Onyeze, (2012). The crude oil was dissolved in acgtbpead

mixed with 10% of total soil. The crude oil laddered soil which served as the stock was added to
the bulk of the soil and mixed with heavy metals laddered distilled water to obtain the final
concentrations of 3% (30 g/kg), 7% (70 g/kg) and 1000 (d/kg) crude oil and heavy metals (Zn

= 39.4 mg/l, Ni = 10.2 mg/l, CU = 29.4 mg/l and PB = 11.2 mg/l) in the soil. The mixed crude oil
enriched soil and heavy metals was stirred several times for 2 days to remove acetoneefAdieze

al., 2012).

3.3 Plant selection

A total of eight (8)native plant specieselected based on their prevalence and survival in
contaminated sitesvere screened for their ability to tolerate crude oil (iexperimental
concentrations), heavy metals pollution (concaman as shown in table 3.1) and for their
tolerance to wetland environment (Preliminary stage). Of the screened plants, the best two (2)
were selected for further studies. The criteria for selection of potential phytoremediator and heavy
metals accumulat plant species were based on frequency of occurrence in contaminated sites
and densities of the species invegetating contaminated sites, ease of propagation (ability of

their seedlings to grow in a contaminated soil, vegetative propagation), astructires.

3.3.1 Plant identification

Selected plants for preliminary studies were taken to University of Portharcourt, Faculty of

Science, Department of Plant Science and Biotechnology. The plants were identified by Dr.
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Ekeke, Chimezie a specialistptant taxonomy in charge of University of Port Harcourt reference

herbarium for research ageérmplasm conservation sectiohthe department.

Table 3.2 Plant species used for the study and their scientific and English name

Scientific name

English name

Brachiaria distachyoideStapf,

Signalgrass

Cyperus dichrostachyudochst. ex A. Rich African nut sedge

Kalanchoe pinnatdLam.) Pers

Panicum maximurdacq

Mimosa pudicd.

Paspalum conjugatuiid.J.Bergius

Mariscus rotundus

Mariscus ligularis(L.)

Cathedral bellsAir plant, Life plant,
Miracle leaf, Goethe plant or love bust
Guinea grass

Sensitive Plant, Sleepy planTouch
me-not orShameplant

Crab grass

Purple nutsedgeNut grass or Red nt
sedge

Swamp flat sedge
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3.3.2 Seedlings preparation

Seedlings of plants to be screen for their heavy metals accumulation and phytoremediation of
crude oil pollution abilities were planted into an uncontaminated soil (100 g) in a perforated
transparent polythene bag 40.5 x 25cm and then transferred into a black ornamental
polyethylene bag measuring 29 x59 cm containing 3 kg of soil contaminated with heavy metals
and crude oil of various experimental concentrations.

The concentrations of crude oil pollution were 3%, 7% and a@&while that of heavy metals

were as stated in table 3.1 respectively. The eight plants species under investigation were planted
each in a separate ornamental polythene bag containing soil of different concentrations of crude
oil pollutant but the sameoncentrations of heavy metals as stated in table 3.1 above. The total
experimentaketup was made up tienty-eight (28) ornamental polythene bag with tweityr

(24) containing eight (8) plants in three (3) different treatments with different cortaamgred%o,

7% and 10%) of crude oil and heavy metal pollutants, while eight (8) were unpolluted control for
each of the eight (8) plants and three (3) containing polluted soil onlpwtidny plant and one
control (1) ornamental bag without polluted soilfhis set up served to determine the effect of

microorganisms and natural attenuation on the pollutants.

3.3.3 Preliminary screening of plants species for tolerance to crude oil and heavy metals in
wetland soil
The preliminary study was carried out in a greenhouse and involved the screening of eight (8)

different species of plants for tolerance to different concentrations of crude oil and heavy metals
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pollutants in the CW soil. Two (2) plants were selected frioenpreliminary study based on their
tolerance to contaminants (heavy metals and crude oil). The protocols for selection of heavy
metals and crude oil tolerant plant species involved the determination of the following plant
growth indices;

1. Pl ant sdghts hoot he

2. Plantsdé | eaf width and,
3. Pl antsd total bi omass (wet weight)
3.3.4 Determination of crude oil and heavy

selected plants
The plant that exhibited the begblerance for pollutants in experimental set @gt®on 3.3.3
were further subjected to soil sample polluted with heavy metals and 12% crudeheil.

experimental protocelare shown below in Table 3.3.
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Table 3.3: Experimental set up for the preliminary study for the selection of test plants in

response to hydrocarbon and heavy metals pollution

Treatment

Purpose

Unpolluted soil +plants

Crude oil polluted soil (3%

+ plants+ heavy metals

Crude oil pollutedsoil (7%)

+ plants+ heavy metals

Crude oil polluted soil (10%

+ plants+ heavy metals

Crude oil polluted soil (12%

+ plant + heavy metals

Control 1

Effect of 3% crude oil anc 8

heavy metals on th
different species of plants
Effect of 7% crude oil anc 8
heavy metals on th
different species of plants
Effect of 10% crude oi 8
and heavy metals on tt

different species of plants

Effect of 12% crude oil +

heavy metals on th
selected plant from th

above experimental set ug
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3.4 Microbiological analysis
Soil samples were obtained from the set up in Table 3.3 on the eight (8) week of study for
determination of total heterotrophic microorganisms and hydrocarbon utilizing species.

() Enumeration of total heterotrophic microorganisms
Microbial populations in the soil samples were assayed by standard plate count teakimgue
the soil from control as shown in Table 3The total aerobic heterotrophic culturable microbial
popuations present in the soil samples during the study were estihgtspread plate techniques
according tdPelcza& Chan (977).
A 10-fold serial dilution of soil sample suspension was prepared by weighing out 10 g of saill
sample into 90 ml of sterile stilled water in sterile 20 ml test tube. This constituted & 10
dilution. The soil suspension was vigorously shaken for 3 minutes by hand and was allowed to
stand for 30 seconds. Then using a sterile 1 ml pipette, 1 ml was removed from the middle of the
suspension and transferred into a 9 ml sterile distilled water to achiéwdildfion. This process
was repeated until 10dilution was obtained. After the serial dilutions, aliquots (0.1 ml) of
dilutions 10° to 10® were plated in duplicate on nutrteagar (Oxoid) plates supplemented with
fulcin (500 mg/l) an antifungal agent, and on sabourauds dextrose agar (SDA) plates
suppl emented with streptomycin (5 g/ ml) for
and total fungal counts, respeetly. The plates were incubated at 30&2espectively for 24
hrfor bacterial counts and three (&ys for fungal counts after which colonies were counted and
average counts recorded and used for the calculation of colony forming units per gram (cfu/g) of

soil.
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(i) Isolation and Enumeration of hydrocarbon utilizing species

This was done by ohining one (1) gram of soil sample from each ornamental bag containg
polluted soil with different treatments as shown in Table 3.3, mixed and stiaed
homogenenityliquot (0.1 ml) of appropriate dilutions (o 10°%) of soil samples were plated

in duplicate onto a mineral salts (MS) medium ugshggmehod of Okpokwasili & Amanchukwu,
(1988). Sterile filter paper (Whatman No. 1) was aseptically saturated witle cil (Bonny

light) and placed unto the covers of the inoculated inverted plates and then incubat@difoyrs3

at 30+2C. Hydrocarbon from the crude oil saturated filter paper will supply in vapour phase to
the surface of the agar plate as sole souircarbon. Colonies were counted from duplicate plates
and the average counts were recorded and used for the calculation of colony forming units per
gram (Cfu/g) of the soil. Colonies of hydrocarbon utilizing species from the contaminated soil and
rhizosphee of the selected plants were selected based on their colonial characteristics from the
mineral salts (MS) agar plates. The isolates were purified by streaking on nutrieAapgand
sabround dextrose agaBA) plates for bacterial and fungal isolatespectively, which were

then transferred onto nutrient agar and SDA slant in Bijou bottles and storé€ ah 4

refrigerator for further studies.

3.4.1 Biochemical characterization and identification of hydrocarbon utilizing bacteria and
non-hydrocarbon utilizing species

Hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial species isolated from the mineral salt agar plates with crude oil as
sole carbon source were stored on nutrient agar slants in Bijou bottles and kept in a refrigerator

for further studiesThey were examed for their biochemical and morphological characteristics.
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The colonial appearance of the isolates was examined and noted. Gram staining procedure as
described byGerhardt et al., (198Iwas performed to determine the cellular morphologies and
gram reactions of the isolates. Other tests that were performed includes motility test, catalase test,
citrate utilization test, indole test, oxidase test, oxidative fermentative utilization afsglugrea
test, methyl red (MR) test and voge®skauer (VP) test.
Characterization of the isolates follmwed the
bacteriology(Holt, 1994).
The various biochemical tests were caroedfollowing the pr@edures outlined below:

0) Motility test
A semi solid agar medium was stab inoculated with the test organism; the inoculated medium was
incubated at 30 for 48 hrs. The medium was examined every 6 hrs. Diffuse hazy growth that
spread throughout the mediumdicated positive result for motility, while a negative result
showed growth confined to the line of inoculation.

(i) Catalase test
A few colonies of the test organism were emulsified in three drops of distilled water on a clean
glass slide placed in a pettish. Two drops of hydrogen peroxide®4 (3%) were added to the
emulsified colonies. Immediate generation of gas bubbles indicated a positive reaction.

(iii) Citrate utilization test
Si mmonds citrates agar sl ant o mtedwitlsacsuspensios a p p e C
of 24h culture of the test organism using a wire loop, and incubated for seven days. A change of
colour in the agar from green to blue colour indicated alkaline reaction arising from citrate

utilization.
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(iv) Indole test
The test orgaism was grown in peptone wateralG0 Af t er 24h growth, a f
reagent were added to the 24h culture in peptone water. Observation of a red ring above the
peptone water showed that the test is positive for insole production.

(V) Oxidase test
A few drops of one percent aqueous solution of tetramé&dpfienylenediamine hydrochloride
was used to moisten a filter paper in a petri dish. With a glass rod, a colony of the test culture was
collected and smeared on the moistened filter paper. Poopbderation produced within-50
seconds indicated a positive oxidase test.

(vi)  Oxidative/fermentative (O/F) utilization of glucose
Aseptically, 1 ml of sterile 10% glucose solution (sterilized by filtration) was added to four test
tubes each containing9 it er i | e Hugh and Leifsonds medium
1% glucose. The tubes were then stairulated in duplicate with bacterial culture, retaining two
unrinoculated tubes as control tubes. Vaseline was used to cover one of the inatwbditzde
tubes and one control to discourage oxidative utilization of sugar. The tubes were incubated for 4
days at 37C. Production of acid in the culture indicated by change of the medium from blue to
yellow was observed daily. Yellow colouration in thpen tubes only, suggested oxidative
utilization of the sugar while acid production in the sealed and open tubes suggested a
fermentative reaction.

(vi)  Methyl red (MR) test
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The test organism was grown in a medium containing peptone apotélsium hydrogen
phosphate pHPO, at 30C. After five daysdé growth, a few c

the culture. Observation of a red colour indicated a positive (acid) reaction.

(vii)  Urease test

The entire slant surface of ¢shige wabinocwatedwts en o s
a suspension on 24 h culture of the test organism using a wire loop, and incubatéifat 20

h. A change of colour to repink indicated a positive test.

(viii) Vogesproskauer (VP) test

About 2ml of the medium used for methyldréest was inoculated with the test organism and
incubated at 3. After 48 h, 1 ml of 10% potassium hydroxide was added and then left at room
temperature for 1 h. Development of pink colour indicated a positive result, while no colour

development was nagve.

3.4.2 Fungal isolationand identification

The fungal isolate®btained from sectior3.4 (i) were identified based on their cultural and
morphological characteristics, including colony growth patterns, conidial morphology, and
pigmentation, as described byafinta, Shehu, Abdulganiyyu, Rabe, & Usman (2013)
Additionally, the identification processilized the method outlined Ryeleke& Manga(2008)
employing cotton blue in lactophenol stain. A drop of the stain was placed on a clean slide, and a
small portion of aerial mycelia from representative fungal cultures was carefully removed using a
mounting needle. The mycelia were transferred into the stain and evenly spread on the slide. A

cover slip was gently placed over the preparation with light pressure to remove any air bubbles.
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The slide was then mounted and examined under a light microsaogexd® and x40 objective
lenses. The observed morphological features of the fungi were identified with reference to the
guidelines provided byAdebayeTayo, Odu, Esen& Okonko(2012)Qnuorah, Ifeanyi,&
Ugochukwu (2015andSamson& Varga (2007).

3.4.3Molecular identification of hydrocarbon utililzing bacterial isolates

3.4.3.1 Bacterial genomic DNA extraction

Total DNA extractionand isolates identificatioan hydrocarbon utilizingsolatesobtaired from
section3.4 (i) were carried out at Nucleometrix Molecular Laboratory, Yengoa, Bayelsa State.
The method as described Baitou & Nei, (198, was adopted for molecular identification of
isolates Five milliliters of an overnight broth culture tfe bacterial isolate in Luria Bertani (LB)

was spun at 14000 rpm for 3 min. The cells wersuspended in 500 ul of normal saline and
heated at 9% for 20 min. The heated bacterial suspension was cooled on ice and spun for 3 min
at 14000 rpm. The supetant containing the DNA was transferred to a 1.5 ml microcentrifuge

tube and stored a20°C for other downstream reactions.

3.4.3.2DNA quantification

The extracted genomic DNAbtainedas described above was quantified using the Nanodrop
1000 spectrophotometer. The software of the equipment was lunched by double clicking on the
Nanodrop icon. The equipment was initialized with 2 ul of sterile distilled water and blanked
using normal satie. Two microlitre of the extracted DNA was loaded onto the lower pedestal, the
upper pedestal was brought down to contact the extracted DNA on the lower pedestal. The DNA

concentration was measured by clicking on the
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3.4.3.316S rRNA Amplification

The 16s RRNA region of the rRNA genes of the isolates were amplified using the 27F: 5'
AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG3 6 and LGOTIACCTTGTTACGACTI3 d pri mer s
on an ABI 9700 Applied Biosystems thermal cycler at a final volume of ®@ofitres for 35

cycles. The PCR mix included: The X2 Dream Taq Master mix supplied by Ingaba, South Africa
(Taq polymerase, DNTPs, MgClI), the primers at a concentration of 0.4M and the extracted DNA

as template. The PCR conditions were as follows: Indehaturation, 95°C for 5 minutes;
denaturation, 95°C for 30 seconds; annealing, 52°C for 30 seconds; extension, 72°C for 30
seconds for 35 cycles and final extension, 72°C for 5 minutes. The product was resolved on a 1%

agarose gel at 120V for 15 miestand visualized on a UV transilluminator.

3.4.3.4Sequencing

Sequencing was done using the BigDye Terminator kit on a 3510 ABI sequencer by Ingaba
Biotechnological, Pretoria South Africa. The sequencing was done at a final volume of 10 ul, the
componerd include 0.25 uBigDye® terminator v1.1/v3.1, 2.25 ul of 5 x BigDye sequencing
buffer, 10 uM Primer PCR primer, and1® ng PCR template per 100 bp. The sequencing

conditions were as follows 32 cycles of 96°C for 10 s, 55°C for 5 s and 60°C for 4 min.

3.4.3.5Phylogenetic Analysis
Obtained sequences were edited using the bioinformatics algorithm Trace edit, similar sequences

were downloaded from the National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI) data base
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using BLASTN. These sequences were alignesing ClustalX. The evolutionary history was
inferred using the Neighbaloining method in MEGA 6.0 (Saitou & Nei, 1987). The bootstrap
consensus tree inferred from 500 replicates (Felsenstein, 1985) was taken to represent the
evolutionary history of théaxa analysed. The evolutionary distances were computed using the

JukesCantor method (Jukes & Cantor 1969).

3.44 Preparation and standardization of bacterial inocula

Suspension of the hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial species isolates obtaidedcadbed above,

were inoculated into 10ml sterile normal saline contained in 20 ml sterile test tubes. The
suspension was shaken for five minutes to evenly distribute the organisms and then transferred
into a sterile 500 ml conical flask containing 190 sikrile salt broth (Okpokwasili &
Amanchukwu, 1988) containing 1% Bonny light crude oil, this mixture was incubated on a rotary
shaker (150 rpm) at room temperature of 2&for five days (Odokuma & Dickson, 2003). The

pH of the cultures was monitoredcamaintained at between772 by adjusting the cultunsith

standard phosphate buffer.

To obtain the inocula, aliquots of the final cultures was centrifuged at 10,000 x g for 20 minutes.
The supernatants were discarded and the cell pellets collectecaahddawice in 20ml of sterile

tap water. After washing, the cell pellets were resuspended in 100 ml sterile distilled water and
adjusted to final OD of 0.40 at 660 nm (population betwe&r@bcfu/ml). The suspension was
used for toxicity assay for theoil amendments (native soap, poultry droppings and combination

of both) used for the work.
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3.4.5Toxicity assay for native soap poultry manure and combination of both on microbial
growth

The concentration of native soap that supported the optimaltlygrofvhydrocarbon utilizing
bacterial isolates was determined by preparing different concentrétizn$0% and 30%)of the
native soapn six (6) different conical flask containing 10% crude oil v/v in deionized water
polluted with heavy metals as statedtable 3.1. The setups were inoculated with standardized
isolates ofhydrocarbon utilizing isolates from semt 3.4 (ii) This mixture was incubated on a
rotary shaker (150 rpm) at room temperature of 284#2r ten (10) days (Odokuma and Dickson,
2003).The pH of the cultures was monitored and maintained at betw&eh by adjusting the
culturewith standard phosphate buffer.

Optical densite®f the culturesvere taken and recorded at day 0, 2, 4, 6 and 8 respectively. The
same procedure was adopted lgdrocarbon and heavy metals tolerating fuiogi1l2 days and
their cfu/l taken at intervals of 0, 3, 6, 9 and d&ysrespectively. The same procedure that was
adopted forsection 3.4.5above was applied for the determination of the concentration ofrpoult
droppings and combination of poultry droppings and native soap that supported the maximum

microbial growth.

3.4.6Biosurfactant production

3.4.6.1Screening of bacterial isolates for biosurfactant production.

I. Preparation and standardizatiosf microbial inocula
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Hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial obtained in section 3.4 were screened for biosurfactant
production. Theisolates Pseudomonaspp Acinobacterspp Enterobacterspp Alicaligenes
spp., Pantoeapp.,Bacillus spp.,and Microccusspp..),stored on agar slants were subcultured on
nutrient broth and incubated on a shaker (150 rpm) 4@ 86 24 h and aliquots of the cultures
were centrifuged at 10,000 x g for 20 minutes after which the supernatants were discarded, the
cell pellets was hamsted and washed twice in 20ml of sterile tap water. After washing, the cell
pellets were resuspended in 10 ml sterile physiological saline (0.85% NaCl) contained in 20 ml
sterile test tubes. The procedure was used to standardized the bacterial inocula.

il. Inoculation of culture broth for biosurfactant production
Suspension of 24 h culture of the hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial species was dispensed into a 10
ml sterile physiological saline (0.85% NacCl) contained in a 20ml sterile test. tUbes
suspension out 16 CFU/mI) was shaken for five minutes to evenly distribute the organisms
and then transferred into a sterile 250ml conical flasks containing 90ml of sterile modified
mineral salt medium (Okpokwasili &Amanchukwu, 1988) with 1.0% (v/v)/ Bonny ligidemoil
as sole carbon source. This mixture was placed on a shaker (150 rpm) and incubated at room,
temperature of 28£Z for seven days. To obtain the crude biosurfactant, aliquots of the final
cultures were centrifuged at 10,000 x g for 10 minutes. The supernatants obtained were

subsequently used in a dropllapsing test.

3.4.6.2Drop collapse assay
Screening of bios@actant production was performed using the qualitative -dodlapse test
(Bodour &Miller-Maier ,1998; Batista, Mounteer, Amorim, & Totola, 2006.). Bonny light crude

oil was used in this test and were all carried out in duplicateswells of a polystyree 96 well
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micropl ate | id (Corning Incorporated, Uni ted St
sample and left to dry for 24 h at 25°C. Filtered-teH ee supernatant (5 ¢€L)
center of the oil coated well. The results wererded after 12 min and considered positive for
biosurfactant production when the oil drop will be flat. Those that gave rounded drops were
scored negative, an indication of the absence of biosurfactant production (Youssef, Duncan,

Nagle, Savage, Knapp, ®icinerney, 2004).

3.5THE SECOND PHASE

3.5.1Plants response to various polluted soil amendments

The plant species that showed the best tolerance to ctQéfe oil and heavy metalsfter
experimental set as described in table %8s skected forfurther studies in 1% crude oiland
heavymetals polluted soil. Where none of the plants survived, the one that exhibited the highest
survival with timein the highest pollutant concentratiovas selected. The selected plant was
subjected to various amemént to determine their effects in enhancing bioremediation of the
polluted soil samples. The protocols to determine the effect of various amendments to crude oil

and heavy metal polluted C¥bils are as shown in Table hdlow.
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Table 3.4 Different amendment on 10% crude oil and heavy metals polluted soils and their
purpose

Treatment Purpose

UPS + SP Only control

PS (CO + HM+S) Only effect of microorganisms on remediation of 1
polluted soil

PS +SP Effect of crude oil and heavy metals on i

selected plants growth.

PS+ NS+ SP Effect of amendment with natural soap
indigenous hydrocarbon utilizin
microorganisms and phytoremediation of crt
oil and bioaccumulation of heavy metals
selected plants

PS+ PD + SP Effect of poultry droppings on indigenot
hydrocarbon utilizing microorganisms al
phytoremediation  of hydrocarbons a
bioaccumulation of heavy metals by selec
plants

PS+ NS +PD + SP Combined effects of nativ soap and poultr
droppings on indigenous hydrocarbon utilizi
microorganisms and phytoremediation
hydrocarbons and bioaccumulation of hes¢
metals in selected plants

Effect of native soap on bioremediation
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PS + NS hydrocarbons and bioaccumulation of hes
metals by microorganisms.
Effect of poultry droppings on bioremediation
PS + PD hydrocarbons and bioaccumulation of hes

metals by microorganism.

KEY:

UPS Y Unpolluted soil, PS Y Polluted soi
HM Y Henavwl, SP Y Selected plants, NS Y
(manure). OB Y Ornamental bag
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3.5.2 Experimental design

3.5.3Constructed hybrid wetland (CHW) design and operation

A vertical surface flow hybrid constructed wetlands system (CWS) was designed for this study,
comprising two cylindrical container troughs. Each trough represents a constructed wetland
system, incorporating essential components like polluted soil, gramel, waterlogged soil,
simulating reaworld CWS conditions. The first trough is positioned 128 cm above the second,
allowing gravitational water flow when the connecting tap is opened. Each container has a
capacity of 25 liters. The first CWS contains ptad soil amended with 1% natural soap solution,
while the second contains unpolluted soil, also treated with 1% natural soap solution and
bioaugmented with hydrocarbarilizing microorganisms (bacteria and fungi) previously
isolated, as described in Sect3.7.2, subsection ii. Both CWS units were planted Réablpalum
conjugatumthe plant that demonstrated the most desirable traits in preliminary tests as shown in
Tables 3.2 and 3.4.

A 50-liter reservoir was constructed to manually control and did&ilegual volumes of heavy
metatladen water into the constructed wetlands. Water flow was regulated through inlet and
outlet valves, allowing for controlled water movement in and out of the vertical surface
constructed wetlands via a 50 mm polyvinyl chderi(PVC) pipe. The retention time for the
remediation process in each CWS was 30 days. After this period, the treated water was directed
into the second CWS for further treatment by opening the second inlet valve. Following an
additional 30 days of treatmg the outlet valve was opened to collect the remediated water,
which had undergone microbial and phytoremediation, into a conical flask.

The collected water was transferred into a dry glass container with a screw cap and sent to the

laboratory for analsis. Every 30 days, both the treated water and 5 g of soil sediment samples
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were taken from various parts of the first constructed wetland. These samples were thoroughly
mixed to create a homogeneous sediment mixture, accurately representing the seiltsadine

CWS. The samples were then taken to the laboratory for analysis of residual crude oil and heavy
metal concentrations.

The samples analysis for this study were carried out by Aigberua Ayotunde of Analytical Concept
LTD, headquartered at PoultryoRd, near the 2nd Railway, Odani Green City, Elelenwo, Port

Harcourt, Rivers State. The diagram of the constructed wetland is displayed below:
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3.6. SAMPLE ANALYSIS

Plant samples destructively harvested and soil sanolgsfrom constructed hybrid wetland in
section 3.5.3 were assayed for the following;

i. Plant growth characteristics performance was determined at every four (4) weeks for twenty
four (24) weeks

ii. Crude oil and heavy metal removal was also determined as stated above.

3.6. 1.Physicochemical analysis of soil samples
The soil samples for physicochemical analysis were first air dried after collection, and sieved
through a 2 mm mesh, stored in covepaktic bottles until ready for analysis. Methods that were

used for the determination of the properties are as follows:

0] Particle size
This was carried out using standard sieves for sand and gravel fractions and pipette analysis for

the mud (dt and clay) fraction according to the procedures outlined by Folk (1974).

(i)  Soil pH

pH of the soil was determined based on the modified method of Mc Lean (1982). 5 g of soil
sample was weighed into 20ml test tube containing 12.5 ml distilled,waée suspension was
stirred and allowed to stand for 30 minutes after which the pH of the supernatant liquid was
determined using Corning pH meter (model 7)

(i)  Phosphorus
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Available phosphorus was determined using thethod of ISO Standard No. 3&2987 of
International @ganization for Standardizatid2({19.
(iv) Total nitrogen
Total nitrogen was determined using the macro Kjeldahl method of Walkley & Bl&34).
Nitrogen here was oxidized and converted into ammonium with an acid and quantity
ammonium produced was determined by distillation with an alkali. The process was carried out in
two stages.
(1) Digestion of soil with HSOy4 to convert nitrogen to ammonium.
(2) Determination of quantity of ammonium using the medthodRA, (1993)
Into adry 500 ml macrekjeldahl flask was weighed 10 g of air dried soil. To the flask, 20 ml
of water was added and swirled for 5 mins. The flask was then allowed to stand for 30mins.
Then, 10 g KSQO,, 1 g CuSQ@5H,0, 0.1 g Se and 30 ml conc,$0D, were addd and mixed
by swirling motion. The flask was heated cautiously in a fume chamber with interSmittent
swirling motion. The flask was then heated cautiously in a fume chamber with intermittent
swirling until the digest turns light green or gray in colouratiteg was continued from this
stage for another one hour. The flask then was allowed to cool and then slowly, while shaking
flask, 100 ml of tap water was added, and solution was transferred to a clean flask for
distillation. As much as possible, sand dess were retained in the digestion flask during
transfer. The sand residues were washed with 50 ml aliquots until 280 ml solution was
obtained.
Into a 500 ml flask on which the 150 ml level has been marked, 50 ml of 4% boric gBi0sfH
solution am 3 drops of mixed indicators were added. The flask was then placed under the

condenser of the distillation apparatus so that the end of the condenser dipped into the solution
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inside. A small piece of litmus paper was dropped into the flask containingdjltited digest.

Then 125 ml of 45% of NaOH was added to the flask carefully by pouring down the side of the
flask so that alkali reached the bottom of the flask without mixing appreciably with the digest.
The flask was then attached to condenser and simiolenix the contents. The litmus paper will
now show that the solution is alkaline. The solution was then distilled, regulating the heat to
minimize bumping, until about 150 ml of the distillate was collected. The distillate was then
titrated with 0.05 NH,SO,. The colour changed from green through grayakle to pink. A blank

was prepared and titrated as adopted by the method of Behzadimoghadam & Feizi, (2019)
Calculation:

Milliequivalents of N in the sample = ml 0.05 N H25@sedi blank value x ormality of
H,SO4.

Total % N =ml 0.05 N H2S0O4 x normality x F

Where F = Correction factor = 0.14

(v) Organic carbon

Organic carbon was measured using modified Walkley & Black method (1938), which is based

on the exothermic heating and oxidation of orgamatter with potassium dichromate and
concentrated sulphuric acid, followed by bditkation with ferrous ammonium sulphate using
phenyta mi ne as indicator. The soil samples were -
sieve. Then 1 g of soil was waed into 500ml conical flask, into which 10 mhb®&,0O;

wasadded and gently swirled, immediately followed by addition of 20ml of concentrg®€a H

with about 250ml distilled water. To the content of the conical flask was added 10ml of

concentrated kPO, and 1ml of 0.5% diphenyl amine which gave a blue colouration. The chromic
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acid not used up in the oxidation was titrated with 0.4 N E&F60. A colour change from deep
blue to green indicated the end point. A blank which contained all the reagentghmuit\soil
was prepared. The blank usually takes 25 ml of 0.4 N RE&5&D to reach the end point.
Calculation:
% organic carbon = (¥ V, x 0.003/W) x 100 x F

V1 = volume of N. KCrO; (i.e. 10 ml)
V7 =Volume of N. FeSO4.74D used in titration

W = weight of air dried soll

F = correction factor (usually 1.33)

Organic matter = Percentage (%) organic matter is equal to organic carbon (%) x 1.724

3.6.2Plants analysis from preliminary studies
Samples of potted plants from Table @:8re destructively haested from the ornamental bags,
and were assayed at various times during the study as described lmeldetermine plant's

performances from the polluted soil samples.

36.21Esti mati on of plantdés performance

(i) Selections of plants tolerant to different concentrations of crudearal heavy metals
pollutions

Each of the eight different species of plant was grown for studies in a separate ornamental

polyethylene bag. The same eight (8) species of plants were yadpiar the selection studies

based on the protocols aepiously described iffable 3.3.
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The seedlings that survived and showed the highest tolerance to various concentrations of crude
oil and heavy metal polluted soil (3%, 7% and 10%Jeselected 150 days after planting (DAP)
andwere subjected téurther studies (percentage survival) in 12% crude oil pollution with the
concentrations of heavy metals remaining the same as in previous cases.

(i) Measurement of plantsd height

P | a mshod &eighwas measured from the shoot base to the apical tip using a meter rule at
intervals of 30 to 150 DAP. All the measurements were carried out at the same intervals and
concurrently

(iii) Measurement of plantsd biomass

Plants whose shoot height had been measweré from the soil level carefull uprooted and
washed with tap water. Theet weight (g) of each plant wameasured and recorded. (Merkl et

al., 2005). This exercise was performed using two (2) replicate potted plants each athosen
random.

(iv) Evaluationofpl ant 6s response to stress

The method adopted bi{age, Kochler, & Stitzel, (2004) was employed ewaluating the
response of the plants to the stress from the crude oil and heavy metals contaminants soil. Plants
whose weights were less than 25% of thein tor o | pl antds weight wer e

susceptible, and higher than 50% as tolerant.

3.6.2.2Percentage performances of shoot length, root length, wet weight and leaf size of test
plants
1. Plant growth characteristics/ performance was determinedeatfour (4) weeks for twenty

four (24) weeks
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2. Crude oil and heavy metal removal was also determined as stated above
The formula below was used to calculate the percentage performance of the measured parameters

in comparison to that of the seedlings & thfferent plants at day 0O;

Xii Xo x100
Xo
Where Xoi seedling (shoot length, root length, wet weight and leaf size) at day 0

Xi - plant (shoot length, root length, weeight and leaf size) at day t

3.6.3 Sample analysis fronthe constructed lybrid wetland
Paspalum conjugaturwhich was the plant thagave the best toleranakiring the preliminary
sturdies was distructively harvested from tbeastructed hybrid wetland (CHWW) section 3.12.1

and the following parameters were detetermineoudined below;

3.6.3.1 Metals in the soil and plant tissue

(). Soil sample preparation and digestion procedure

Soil samplesrom constructed hybrid wetland from section 3.%@re prepared and digested
according to USEPA Method 3050b, as described by Aktaruzzaman, Fakhruddin, Chowdhury,
Fardous, & Alam (2013). A 25 g soil sample was oderd at 95°C for 48 hours and then
ground into a fine powder using a pestle and mortaxt,N& g of the powdered sediment sample
was placed in a conical flask, and 15 ml of 1M HN@as added. This was followed by the
addition of 30 ml of distilled water, and the mixture was left to stand for 24 hours. After-the 24

hour period, additional difed water was added to bring the total weight of the solution to 150 g.
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The sample was then centrifuged and filtered using Whatman No. 41 filter paper. The resulting
filtrates were analyzed using Atomic Absorption Spectroscopy (AAS).

(if) Plant sample geparation and digestion procedure

Plant samples were digested with nitric acid for heavy metal determination following the method
of DB53/T 2882009, as described by Allen, Grimshaw, & Rowland (1986). Upon collection, the
samples were first rinsed withp water. The cleaned samples were thedraad, cut into small
pieces, and placed in an oven at 60°C for 24 hours until fully dried. After drying, the samples
were ground and homogenized into a fine powder using an electric grinder. The powdered

sampla were stored in airtight containers to prevent exposure to moisture.

3.6.3.2 Residual heavy metals in water sample from hybrid constructed wetland

Treated water from the constructed hybrid wetlan&ection 3.5.2ywas collected in a 1000 mL
conical flak at 3@day intervals over a period of 150 days. For each water sample, 100 mL was
acidified with 20 mL of nitric acid. The acidified mixture was digested in a fume cupboard at
100°C for one hour until a clear solution formed and the volume reduced tb. Zfter cooling,

the mixture was transferred to a 100 mL volumetric flask, diluted with deionized water, and made
up to the 100 mL mark. The solution was filtered using filter paper and analyzed for lead, copper,

zinc, and nickel using an Atomic Absorpti®pectrophotomet@SJ,2012)

3.6.3.3 Heavy metal concentrations in plant samples

Atomic Absorption Spectroscopy (AAS) (Model: A@8401F, Shimadzu, made in Australia), was

used for the determination of heavy metals in plant tissues. To provide elemeiiic spe
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wavelengths, a light beam from a lamp whose cathode is made of the element being dktermine

was passed through the flame.

I. Extraction and determination of residual crude oil concentration in soil samples.

Soxhlet extraction, following EPA Methd®W-846 3540 as described by Adeniji, Okoh, & Okoh
(2017), was used for extracting and determining residual crude oil in soil samples. This analysis
was conducted at intervals of 0, 30, 60, 90, 120, and 150 days after planting (DAP) for both
vegetated andam-vegetated polluted soil samples. 2 g of dried, crushed soil sample, sieved
through a 0.5 mm sieve, was weighed into a clean extraction container. Then, 10 ml of pentane
was added to the sample, thoroughly mixed, and allowed to settle. The mixturerefafiyca
filtered into a clean extraction bottle using filter paper placed in a Buchner funnel. The extract

was then concentrated to 2 ml before being transferred for further cleanup and separation.

il. Column cleanup and separation

The technique of column &deup was employed to separate organic analytes from interfering
substances of varying polarity that may have beeaxtacted with the analytes as adopted by
Zemo, O'Reilly, Mohler, TiwarnMagaw, Synowiec, (2013). This step is crucial when using
infraredbased and gravimetric methods, as these are highly sensitive tpetmoleum
interferences. However, it is less commonly applied in gas chromatogoagby methods
because skilled analysts can typically identify the presence of interfering compounds.

The cleanup protocol involved preparing a slurry of 2 g of activated silica gel in 10 ml of

methylene chloride, which was then placed into a chromatographic column (10 mm I.D. x 250
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mm length) containing 1 cm of moderately packed glass wool at the bottom. &nOlayer of
sodium sulfate was added to the top, and the column was washed with 10 ml of methylene
chloride. Preelution of the column was done using 20 ml of pentane, which was allowed to flow
through until the liquid level was just above the sodiutfasailayer.

Next, 1 ml of the extracted sample was applied to the column. The stopcock was opened, and the
eluant was collected using a 10 ml graduated cylinder. Pentane was add2dnhiricrements

before the sodium sulfate layer was exposed to ad,&1b0 ml of the eluant containing the
aliphatic fraction was collected. The column was then further eluted widtmllincrements of a

1:1 mixture of acetone and methylene chloride. A precisely measured voluriEOahBof the

eluant containing the aroi@fraction was collected.

For polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) analysis using gas chromatography, the aromatic
fraction was concentrated to 1 ml. The residual oil in the soil sample was determined using Gas
Chromatography with a Flame lonizatioretector (GCFID), utilizing a GC recorder connected

to an HP Pentium Il MMX computer.

iii. GC analysis

The concentrated aromatic fraction obtained was transferred into a labeled glass vial with a
Teflon rubber crimp cap for gas chromatography (GC) analysis, following the method described
by Frysinger, Gai nes, & Reddy ( f2tieOc@ngentratétls i n g
sample was injected through a rubber septum into the GC column. Separation occurred as the
vaporized components partitioned between the gas and liquid phases. The samples were detected
automatically as they emerged from the column byRfaene lonization Detector (FID), which

measured the retention tidhalefined as the time in minutes between the sample injection and the
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recording of the chromatographic peak. The FID response was dependent on the composition of

the vapor.

3.6.3.4TPH in hybrid constructed wetland water

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (UEPA) Method 1664 was used to determine Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) in water from a constructed hybrid wetland. A 250 ml water
sample was measured into a separatory funmeld the container was rinsed with
dichloromethane. Next, 25 ml of dichloromethane was added to the 250 ml water sample, and the
mixture was vigorously shaken to ensure thorough extraction of organic materials. The organic
extract was then collected into raceiving container (vial) by passing it through a column
containing cotton wool, silica gel, and anhydrous sodium sulfate.

The silica gel facilitated the cleanup of the extract by preventing the passage of debris, while the
anhydrous sodium sulfate actad a dehydrating agent, removing any remaining moisture from
the sample since the two liquids were immiscible. The collected organic extract was then injected
into a gas chromatograph. Using a hypodermic syringe, 1 uL of the concentrated sample extract
wasintroduced through a rubber septum into the chromatograph column. The various fractions of
aliphatic compounds (G840) were detected automatically as they emerged from the column by
the Flame lonization Detector (FID), which responded based on the atiopad the vapor.

The results were reported in ppm or/ingvhich are equivalent units.

3.5 Statistical analysis
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Statistical tools used for this study are SPSS version 22 and Microsoft Excel 2010.The mean and
standard error (SE) values of two (n = 2)(or= 3) replicates was calculated and the difference
between treatments tested by a-wsnay ANOVA. I f the difference wa
t-test comparisons was carried out to determine where the difference in sample means lie. The

expresginod icant 6, as udediicrmlt Iseé gtne Xti ,c amefee rad

CHAPTER FOUR

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1 Results
4.1.1 Physicochemical and microbiological characteristics of unpolluted soil sample
Table 4.1 Shows the result of the physicamical and microbiological characteristics of the

unpolluted soil sample.

4.1.2 Preliminary assessment of plants tolerance to polluted wetland soil

The Resul ts of assessment of pl antso tol er a
concentrations of cde oil and heavy metals (Zn =8mg/l, Ni = 1mg/l, Cu = 3mg/l, Pb = 0.2mg/l)

are shown in Tables 4.2 4.7. Table 4.2 shows th&rachiaria distachyoidesStapf was not

affected much when its experiment indices are compared to the control. This means that there was

no significant difference between the experiment and control study

When subjected to 7% crude oil and heavy metals pollution as shown in Z&)8.

distachyoidesStapf exhibited less tolerance to the toxic effect of the pollutants. As the time of

planting increases the difference between the experiment indices and control become more
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apparent and at day 150, the colour of the leave becanosvighlgreen indicating that the plant

is overwhelmed by the toxic effect of the pollutants.

Table 4.4 shows that at 10% crude oil and heavy metal polliomlistachyoideStapf stopped
growing from the time of planting and died within 30 days aftanohg which indicated that it
was not a plant of choice for the study

Table 4. Physicochemical and microbiological characteristics of unpolluted soil sample

Soil parameters Values in soil

(1) physicochemical

Sand 47.3%

Silt 27.7%

Clay 23.0%

Texture Loamy soil

Organic matter 4,500mg/kg or 0.45%
Organic carbon 6,500mg/kg or 0.65%
Total nitrogen 1,800mg/kg or 0.18%
Available phosphorous 7,982 mg/kg or 0.80%
pH 7.16
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Table 4.bMicrobiological charactestics of unpolluted sosample

Soil parameters Values in soil
Total heterotrophic bacterial count 3.4 x 10 Cfu/g soil
Hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial count 4.6 x 16 Cfu/g soil

% heterotrophic bacterial that are hydrocart 1.35%

utilizers

Total fungal count 1.5 x 1d Cfu/g soil
Hydrocarborutilizing fungal count 0.9 x 16 Cfu/g soil
% fungi that are hydrocarbon utilizers 6%
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Table 4.EMicrobiological charactestics of polluted soil sample

Soil parameters Values in soil
Total heterotrophic bacteriabunt 3.4 x 10 Cfu/g soil
Hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial count 4.6 x 16 Cfu/g soil

% heterotrophic bacterial that are hydrocart 1.35%

utilizers

Total fungal count 1.5 x 1d Cfu/g soil
Hydrocarbon utilizing fungal count 0.9 x 16 Cfu/g soil
% fungi that are hydrocarbon utilizers 6%
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Table 4.2: Effect of crude oil (3%) and heavy metals polluted soiB.odistachyoidesStapf

growth indices in wetland

Time SL (%) RL (%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.
30 23.66 51.28 16.67 61.53 16.67 33.33 0.00 100 G G

60 79.39 158.16 75.00 176.92 75.00 133.33 100 150

90 127.77 208.57 141.67 269.24 125 326.67 150 150

120 194.66 397.14 158.33 376.92 216.67 440.00 150 150

G O O O
® O O O

150 251.90 401.43 216.67 384.61 308.33 373.33 150 150

Key: Exp.i Experimental, Conti Control, SLT Shoot length, RL(%) i Percentagdrkoot
length, Wt(%) 1 Percentag&Vet weight, LW(%) i Percentagéeave width, LCi Leave

colour, Gi Green colour
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Table 4.3B. distachyoideStapf in 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soll

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp.Cont
30 19.08 51.28 33.33 6154 25.00 33.33 0.00 100 G G
60 41.22 158.16 33.33 176.92 58.33 133.33 100 150 G G
90 89.31 283.57 75.00 269.27 133.33 326.67 150 150 G G
120 140.45 397.14 135.33 276.92 158.33 440.00 150 150 G G
150 148.70 401.43 138.33 384.61 161.00 373.33 150 150 YG G
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Table 4.4B. distachyoideStapf in 10% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soll

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.

30 1.53 51.29 0.00 61.53 8.33 33.33 0.00 100 GY G
60 153 158.17 8.33 176.92 8.13 133.33 0.00 150 D G

90 1.53 28357 8.33 269.24 6.11 326.67 0.00 150 D G
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Tble 4.5 shows thayperus dichrostachyudochst. ex A. Rich has a high tolerance to 3% crude
oil and heavy metals pollution. The percentage growth indices of the experimental and control

study showed no significant difference since the ratio of both is within 50% range.

When subjected to 7% noentration of crude oil and fixed heavy metal as shown in Table 4.6,
the toxc effect of the pollutants seeto be overbearing 08. dichrostachyusiochst. ex A. Rich
30 days after planting. After 90 days, it started showing signs of dying bledkies @irning

greenish yellow

The results from Table 4.7 shows that the seedlingS.alichrostachyuddochst. ex A. Rich

couldndét grow in 10% crude oil and faremld conc

not suitable as the right choice of plaot §tudy.
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Table 4.5:C. dichrostachyusiochst. ex A. Rich. in 3% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland

soll

Time SL (%) RL (%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont
30 8.40 43.70 18.15 18.18 58.37 87.50 0.00 0.00 G G

60 53.79 120.57 75.00 54.75 314.29 350.00 0.00 0.00 G

90 128.03 213.48 118.75 109.1C 385.71 487.51 25.00 25.00 G

120 188.64 263.83 118.75 136.64 457.14 625.00 150 150.00 G

Q@ O O ®©

150 253.33 340.43 118.75 200.0C 557.14 762.50 275 275 G
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Table 4.6: C. dichrostachyusiochst. ex A. Rich. in 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland

soll

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW(%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. ExpCont
30 17.61 43.70 0.00 18.18 28.57 87.50 0.00 25 G G

60 36.39 120.57 54.55 54.75 68.21 350.0C 0.00 25 G

G
90 58.73 213.48 93.75 109.10 142.86 487.5C 25 25 G G
120 92.12 263.83 118.75 136.36 160.00 625.0C 25 150 GY G

G

150 136.21 340.43 118.25 200.00 169.00 762.5C 25 275 GY

Key: GYi Greenish yellow colour
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Table 4.7:C. dichrostachyusiochst. ex A. Rich. in 10% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland

soll

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW(%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. zxp.Cont
30 2.27 43.93 0.00 18.18 1.29 8750 0.00 25 D G
60 2.27 120.57 0.00 54.75 0.57 350.00 0.00 25 D G
Key: Di Dead
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In Table 4.8 Kalanchoe pinnata (Lam.) Pergas able to grow in 3% crude oil and heavy metal
pollution. The percentage growth indices of the experimental and control study showed no

significant difference since the ratio of both is within 50% range.

At exposure to 7% crude oil and fixed heavy aletas shown in Table 4.8 pinnata (Lam.)
Pers showed poor percentage growth indices when the experimental and control studies were

compared. Growth stop and the plant leaves turned greenish yellow from day 120 after planting.

Table 4.10 shows that 3fays after planting the seedlingskofpinnata (Lam.) Persx 10% crude

oi | and fixed heavy metals polluted soil, [

the study
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Table 4.8 K. pinnata(Lam.) Pers in 3% crude oil heavy meatablluted wetland soll

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.
30 10.71 4737 1224 47.06 6.94 32.35 3333 3333 G G

60 22.62 76.81 1578 64.79 1539 51.32 33.33 33.33

90 53.74 126.41 24.18 107.25 28.01 72.47 33.33 66.57

120 79.01 201.18 48.21 174.42 53.10 103.74 33.33 66.67

® O O ©
® O O ®©

150 91.24 284.37 71.53 209.22 74.21 186.41 66.57 66.67
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Table 4.9 K. pinnata (Lam.) Perg 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.
30 9.82 47.37 6.24 47.06 5.94 32.35 33.33 3333 G G

60 16.62 76.81 15.78 64.79 12.74 51.32 33.33 3333 G

G
90 24.31 126.41 21.82 107.25 31.01 72.47 33.33 66.57 G G
120 49.01 201.18 32.21 174.42 38.35 103.74 33.33 66.67 GY G

G

150 63.62 284.37 71.53 209.22 47.21 186.41 66.57 66.67 GY
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Table 4.10K. pinnata (Lam.) Persr 10% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soll

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.

30 3.41 47.37 0.00 47.06 241 3235 0.00 33.33 D G

60 3.41 76.81 0.00 64.79 1.17 32.13 0.00 33.33 D G
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Table 4.11 shows that at 3 % crude oil and heavy metals polllR@micum maximundacq
percentage growth indices showed no significant difference between the control and experimental

studies. This is an indication that it was able to withstand toxic effects of the pollutants
P. maximumlacq started showing sign of stress 30 days piiting when exposed to 7% crude
oil and heavy metals pollution as shown in Table 4.12 and by day 120 after planting, percentage

growth indices became significant when the experimental and control studies are compared

In Table 4.13P. maximumlacq ded within 30 days of exposure to 10% crude oil and heavy

metals pollution, which is an indication that this plant is not suitable as a choice for this study
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Table 4.11P. maximundacq in 3% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.

30 26.25 58,50 3.85 2462 5.61 49.60 2.0 20 G G

60 125.62 190.71 59.62 71.78 80.80 147.60 2.0 2.0

90 167.50 381.42 71.32 135.21 258.43 311.50 2.0 2.0

120 240.06 410.20 73.51 138.33 302.80 357.59 2.0 2.0

® O O ®©
® O O ©

150 282.31 432.51 76.72 138.35 321.42 407.47 2.0 2.0
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Table 4.12.P. maximumdacq in 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.

30 21.72 58,50 3.25 2462 5.01 49.60 2.0 20 G G
60 39.11 190.71 25.46 71.78 68.12 147.60 2.0 20 G G
90 62.31 381.42 41.32 135.21 105.27 311.50 2.0 20 G G
120 8493 410.20 41.51 138.33 152.41 357.59 2.0 20 GY G
G

150 96.41 432.51 48.22 138.35 223.42 407.47 2.0 20 GY
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Table 4.13P. maximundacq in 10% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soill

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.

30 5.47 58.50 0.00 24.62 3.43 4960 0.00 20 D G

60 5.47 190.71 0.00 7178 217 14760 0.00 20 D G
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Table 4.14 shows that throughout the planting duration of 150 days, percentage growth indices
showed no significant difference between the control and experimental studies. Almost all the
experimental measured parameters showed 50% ratio when the exparianeincontrol studies

were compared

Mimosa pudica. could not stand the stress due to the combined toxic effect of the pollutants at a
concentration of 7% crude oil and heavy metals as shown by Table 4.15. This plant started
showing extreme stress with30 days after planting under this environmental conditions and this

indicated by the colour of the leaves which turned yellowish green. They died from 120 days after

planting which shows that it is not a suitable choice for this study
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Table4.14:M. pudicaL. in 3% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil)

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW(%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont
30 22.58 46.15 7.70 21.42 23.07 3529 20 20 G G
60 89.94 102.88 46.15 64.28 115.38 141.18 20 20 G G
90 154.84 345.19 57.69 101.79 223.08 335.29 20 20 G G
120 272.04 496.15 88.46 141.07 292.23 423.52 20 20 G G
150 465.60 638.46 125.00 198.93 392.31 588.24 20 20 G G
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Table 4.15M. pudicaL. in 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW(%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont
30 13.98 46.15 7.69 21.42 15.38 35.29 20 20 YG G
60 30.17 102.88 13.45 64.28 30.77 141.18 20 20 YG

90 32.84 345.19 13.08 101.79 30.52 335.29 20 20 YG

G
G
120 32.85 496.15 13.69 141.07 23.54 423.52 20 20 D G
G

150 3291 638.46 13.70 198.93 21.72 588.24 20 20 D

Di death
M. pudicaL. in 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soulld not survive. At day 120, it

died and stiopped growing, while the control grew and was ever green
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Table 4.16 shows like other plants used for this study Rlagpalum conjugatur®?.J. Bergius
thrived excellently at a pollutants concentration of 3% crude oil and heavy metals pollution. The
percentage growth indices showed no significant difference between the control and experimental
studies because almost dtlet experimental measured parameters showed 50% ratio when the

experimental and control studies are compared.

The experimental plants show consistently lower growth in terms of shoot length, root length,
plant weight, and leaf width compared to contra@ré. However, the leaf color remains green in
both groups, indicating no severe nutrient deficiencies. The observed differences highlight the
importance of optimal growing conditions for plant development and suggest that the
experimental conditions arefsoptimal for maximizing plant growth. This is an indication that at

an increased pollutant concentration of 7% crude oil and heavy metals pollution, the percentage
growth indices which is approximately 50% and above, showed that this plant can tolerate

pdlutants at the above stated concentration.

The table above showed that the experimental conditions resulted in significantly lowering
growth rates across all measured parameters compared to the control group. The data suggests
that the experimental plantare subjected to stress factors (10% crude oil and heavy metals
pollution) limiting their growth potential. However, the persistent green color of the leaves
indicates that these conditions are not causing severe nutrient deficiencies. The data lfiom the
suggested that at this pollutants concentration, though other measured parameters were affected,

Paspalum conjugatuid.J. Bergius met the requirements of choice for this study
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Table 4.16P. conjugatunP.J. Bergius in 3% crude oil heavy metals potluteetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC (%)

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp.Cont

30 17.70 32.28 13.04 23.08 15.38 23.08 0.00 0.00 G G
60 74.34 189.76 26.09 38.48 27.27 6153 9.10 9.10 G G
90 168.40 270.87 56.52 61.53 81.81 146.15 26.67 26.27

G
120 283.05 343.31 69.57 96.15 127.27 176.92 26.67 26.67 G
G

O o ©

150 322.12 469.29 69.57 96.15 166.67 223.08 26.67 26.67
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Table 4.17P. conjugatunP.J. Bergius in 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.
30 15.31 32.28 13.04 23.08 18.18 23.08 0.00 0.00 G G

60 51.33 189.76 13.04 38.46 36.36 61.53 9.10 9.10

G
90 137.17 270.87 34.78 61.53 54.54 146.15 27.67 27.67 G
120 194.69 343.31 47.87 96.15 109.10 176.91 27.67 27.67 G

G

® O O ®©

150 252.21 469.29 65.22 96.15 107.69 223.08 27.67 27.67
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Table 4.18:P. conjugatuni.J. Bergius in 10% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW(%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.
30 7.07 32.28 8.04 23.08 9.10 23.08 3.15 0.00 G G
60 39.82 189.76 13.04 3846 11.18 6153 510 9.10G G
90 51.76 270.87 16.78 61.53 36.27 146.15 8.18 27.67 G G
120 72.79 243.31 18.83 96.15 48.23 176.92 11.18 27.67 G G
150 91.93 469.26 18.82 96.15 63.55 223.08 11.18 27.63 G G
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Like all previously assayed plantdariscus rotundusvas able to show positive response to 3%
crude oil and heavy metals pollution within 150 days after planting. The percentage growth
indices at this pollution concentration between the experimental and control is 50% and above

and indication that this plant can stand the stress of the pollutiig abncentration

From the above tabléimosa pudical could not stand the stress due to the combined toxic
effect of the pollutants at a concentration of 7% crude oil and heavy metals. This plant started
showing extreme stress within 90 days aftenfitey and this in indicated by the colour of the
leaves which turned yellowish green. After this time, growth stopped due to the toxic effect of the
pollutant which seem to have overwhelmed the plant. The growth indices dropped far below the

accepted value

The above table shows thisliariscus rotunduslied within 30 days of exposure to 10% of the

above stated pollutants which is an indication that this plant is not suitable as a choice for this

study
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Table 4.19M. rotundusin 3% crude oil heavy ptals polluted wetland soll

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW(%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont
30 46.43 110.81 13.51 29.73 120.83 188.46 25 25 G G
60 136.43 187.84 81.08 94.59 180.76 261.54 25 25 G G
90 210.00 331.10 137.84 175.68 291.67 350.00 25 25 G G
120 367.14 431.08 145.95 202.70 379.17 480.77 25 25 G G
150 457.14 602.70 197.80 202.70 525.00 715.38 25 25 G G
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Table 4.20M. rotundusin 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont.  Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp Cont
30 17.14 110.81 8.11 29.73 70.83 188.42 25 25 G G

60 87.86 187.84 48.65 94.59 111.67 261.54 25 25 G
90 89.51 331.40 54.57 175.68 115.00 350.00 25 25 YG

120 91.00 431.08 57.84 202.70 118.33 480.00 25 25 YG

O 0 O o0

150 9186 602.70 58.75 202.70 119.00 715.38 25 25 YG
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Table 4.21M. rotundusin 10% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont.

30 12.86 110.81 1.11 29.73 13.10 188.46 5.0 25 D G

60 12.82 187.84 1.12 9459 8.06 26154 5.0 25 D G
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Table 4.22 shows like other plants used for this studyMaatscus ligularis(L.) tolerated at a
pollutants concentration of 3% crude oil and heavy metals pollution. The percentage growth
indices showed no significant difference between the control and experimental studies because
almost all the experimental measured parametevwed 50% ratio when the experimental and

control studies are compared

The above table showed that at an increased pollutant concentration of 7% crude oil and heavy
metals,M. ligularis (L.) started to exhibit non tolerance to the pollutant toxicity. Thisiarked

by reduction in the growth percentage index which is far below 50% when the experimental data
are compared to the control. After day 120 of planting, the leaves of the plants started showing
greenish yellow coloration, which is an indicationstrfiess due to toxic impact of the pollutants

on the plants.

The above table shows traiM. ligularis(L.) died within 60 days of planting them in 10% of the

above stated pollutants concentration which is an indication that this plant is nbtesaga

choice for this study
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Table 4.22M. ligularis (L.) in 3% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC
(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont
30 10.70 57.14 8.70 34.52 15.00 38.8¢0.25 025 G G

60 16.56 81.37 10.97 57.42 20.33 64.4. 0.25 0.25

90 53.00 126.67 37.74 80.64 48.33 94.4.0.25 0.25

120 91.70 290.47 87.10 96.77 92.00 138.8¢ 0.25 0.25

® O O ©
®Q O O ®©

150 129.58 382.54 87.10 103.23 102 288.8¢ 0.25 0.25
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Table 4.23M. ligularis (L.) in 7% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soil

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont
30 10.07 57.14 38.71 3452 1381 38.89 0.25 0.25 G G
60 17.30 81.39 1136 5742 21.02 64.44 0.25 0.25 G G
90 46.38 126.67 35.74 80.64 44.26 9444 0.25 0.25 G G
120 52.96 290.97 36.26  96.77 45.33 138.89 0.25 0.25 G G
150 59.48 382.00 36.26 103.23 47.00 288.89 0.25 0.25 GY G
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Table 4.24M. ligularis (L.) in 10% crude oil heavy metals polluted wetland soill

Time SL(%) RL(%) Wt (%) LW (%) LC

(days) Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont. Exp. Cont

30 2.11 57.14 0.00 34.52 3.25 6.89 0.00 025 GY G

60 5.90 81.39 1.67 57.42 5.63 18.44 0.25 0.25 D G

90 5.90 126.67 1.67 80.64 3.85 19.02 0.25 025 D G
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4.1.3Percentage performances of shoot length, root length, wet weigh and leave size of study
plants at 10% crude oil and heavy metal polluted soil.

Figure 4.1lillustrates percentage (%) shoot length of eight plants (A to H) over-daybperiod,

with measurements taken at-88y intervals. The data reveals distinct growth patterns among the
plants. Plat F displays the most dramatic percentage shoot length increase growth followed by
Plant A which shows minimal and consistent increase in shoot length. Similarly, plant B mirrors
this pattern but both could not tolerate the toxic effects of the pollutamaslong growth period.

Plant C, D, G and H show initial growth in shoot length but the growth ceases, remaining flat at O
for the rest of the period. Plant E shows no growth throughout the entire period, as the value
remains at O from the beginningttee end.

Figure 4.2represents the % Root length of eight plants (Plant A to Plant H) subjected to 10% and
fixed concentrations heavy metals polluted soil over five time intervals: 30, 60, 90, 120, and 150
days. The recorded values show measurements, emdvalues indicate either no measurable
growth or that the plants are no longer growing. Plant A, B, C, D, E, F, G and H initially showed
no root growth but Plant F shows significant growth across all time points. Plant B, Plant C, Plant
D, and Plant E di not show any significant growth throughout the entire period, as all recorded
values are zero. The line graph created from this data, time (in days) catlseand the growth
measurements on theaxis. The line for Plant F show a steady upward trémdicating its
continuous growth over the observation period, while the lines for Plants A, G, and H rise initially
and then flatten out, indicating the cessation of growth. Plants B, C, D, and E would have flat
lines at zero, showing no growth at alldaghout the period. The graph visually demonstrate
Plant F's strong growth compared to the other plants, which either stopped growing early or did

not grow at all.
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Figure 4.1 Shoot length (%) of the study plants performance in 10% crude oil with fixed
concentration of heavy metals

Key: Plant(A {Brachiaria distachyoidesStapf B {Cyperus dichrostachyusdochst ex A Rich, C
Kalanchoepinnata(Lam.) Pers D Panicum maximumJacq E qMimosa pudical, FqPaspalum

conjugatunP.J. Bergius G Mariscusrotundus H Mariscus ligularis L.)
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Fig. 4. 2 Root length (%) of the study plants performance in 10% crude oil with fixed

concetration of heavy metals.
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Figure 4.3illustrates the % wet weigh gain patterns of eight different plantso(K)tover a

period of 150 days. Each plant exhibits distinct growth behavior, which is tracked at five time
intervals: 30, 60, 90, 120, and 150 days. Thexig represents the growth (possibly height or
biomass), and the-axis represents the time in days.

Plant A and G shows similar wet weight with plant A showing better tolerance but both showed
no weight gain at day 120 an indication that they were overwhelmed by the toxic effect of the
pollutants. Plant B displays very limited weight gain and by dayt $@oped growing entirely, as
shown by a flat line at zero for the remainder of the period. Plant C exhibits a similar trend to
Plant B. Plant D follows a comparable pattern as exhibited by A and B. Plant E showed no
growth throughout the observation jeel; and indication that it could not survive the toxic effect

of the pollutant at 7%. Plant F, on the other hand, exhibits continuous and substantial weight
gain. This plant shows the most significant growth out of all the plants in the dataset. The flat
lines of Plants A, B, C, D, G, and H after day 90, and Plant E throughout the period, indicate the
cessation or lack of growtfihis suggests a varied response among the plants, with Plant F likely

being the most tolerant or adaptable to these conditions.

The growth patterns of dig plants (A to H) in figure 4.4ver a 156day period shows that plant

F demonstrates the best performance in terms of leaf width growth in the presence of crude oil
and heavy metals, showing a significant and sustained increase ovePlamieA and Plant E

initially show some growth but then decline to 0%, indicating ptessensitivity or inability to

sustain growth after an initial respon&ants B, C, D, G, and Bhow no growth in leaf width,
suggesting they may not tolerate the combination of crude oil and heavy metals or are not suitable
for growth in such conditionsThis suggests a varied response among the plants, with Plant F

likely being the most tolerant or adaptable to these conditions.
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Figure 4.3: wet weigh (%) of the study plants performance in 10% crude oil with fixed

concentration of heavy metals
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4.1.4 Plant of choice for the study

Based on the outcome of the preliminary stuRgspalum conjugatur®.J. Bergius was the plant

of choice. Table 4.148 showed that although the experimental conditions resulted in
significantly lowering growth rates across all measured parameters compared to the control group.
However, the persistent green color of thavies indicated that these conditions are not causing
severe nutrient deficiencies though measured parameters were affected but their tolerance to the
maximum pollutant concentration used for this study superseded that of other plants species used

for this study.

4.1.5 Biochemical identification of bacterial and fungal isolates

In this section, the TabléFables 4.254.29)list the names of bacterial and fungal genera inferred
from traditional biochemical tests. These tests involve studyingntetbolic properties of
bacteria, such as their ability to metabolize specific substrates or produce certain enzymes, to
narrow down the potential identification of the bacteria. Fungal identification was based on

hyphal and spore observation, pigmentatiad ability to ferment some carbohydrates.
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Table 4.25: Biochemical characterization and probable identity of heterotrophic bacterial isolates

Code organisms Grams Shp Pg Es Mt Ct Ox Vp Mr Ur O/F Ci In
reaction

M1  Arthrobacter + rod - - - + - - - + o+ - -
spp.

M2  Agrobacterium - rod - - + 4+ + - - +  +- o+ o+
spp.

M3  Flavobacterium - rod + - - + + - - - +- o+ -
spp.

M4  Corynebacterium - plm + - - + - - - -+ 4+ -
spp.

M5  Mycobacterium - rod + - - + + - - - - - -
spp.

M6  Rhodococcus  + sph + - - + + - - - 4 4+ -
spp.

M7  Flavobacterium - rod + - - + o+ - - - +- o+ -
spp.

M8  Agrobacterium - rod - - + + + - - + +- + 4+
spp.

M9  Corynebacteriunm - plm + - - + - - - -+ o+ -
Spp

M10 Rhodococcus  + sph + - - + + - - - 4 + -
spp.
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M11

N12

M13

M14

M15

M16

M17

M18

M19

M20

M21

M22

M23

Agrobacterium

spp.

Corynebacteriunr
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Flavobacterium
spp.
Flavobacterium
spp.
Rhodococcus
spp.
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spp.
Acinetobacter
spp.
Enterobacter
spp.
Arthrobacter
spp.
Rhizobiunspp.
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Rhodococcus
spp.
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-

—_(
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197

—_(

—_

—_(

—_(

-

-

-

—_

—

+/-

+/-

+/-

+/-

+/-

-

+/-

—_(

Ll

-

Ll

Ll

Ll

Ll



M24

M25

M26

M27

M28

M29

M30

M31

M32

M33

M34

M35

spp.
Micrococcus
spp.
Rhizobiunmspp
Rhizobiunmspp
Arthrobacter
spp.
Micrococcus
spp.
Pseudomonas
spp.
Pseudomonas
spp.
Alcaligenesspp.
Bacillusspp.
Rhizobiunspp.
Erwinia spp.

Enterobacter

SpPpP.

-

-

-

-

-

—_(

-

—_(

cocci y
rod vy
rod vy
rod vy
cocci y
rod vy
rod vy
rod ¢
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rod vy
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rod w
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-
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Key: Es 1 EndosporeGs § Gram stainShp  ShapePg 1 PigmentationMt. 1 Mortality;

Ct. 4 Catalase tesOx. q Oxidase Vp. 7 VogesproskauerMR. 3 Methyl Red Ur. 4 Ureaseg
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O/F. 4 OxidationFermentationCi. § Citrate utilization In.  Indole; C  Cream; W qWhite;
Y qYellow; plm + Pleomorphic shape, sph Spherical shape
Table 4.26: Biochemical characterization and probable identity of hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial

(HUB) isolates

S/N  organisms GS Shp Pg Es Mt Ct Ox VP MR Ur O/F Ci In

M1  Pseudomonas T rod y - + + + 1 1 + 1 + 1
spp.

M2  Acinetobacter T rod woo- T + 1 1 1 1 1 + 4+
spp.

M3  Enterobacter + rod woo- + + + 1 + + 4+ + 1
spp.

M4  Alcaligenes 1 rod c - + + + 1 + + 4+ + 1
spp.

M5  Erwiniaspp. T rod y - + 1 1 + 1 1 + + 1

M6  Bacillusspp. T rod c + + + + 1 1 + 0 [

M7  Micrococcus + cocci y - - + - - + - + - -
spp.

M9  Pseudomonas 1 rod y - + o+ o+ 1 1 + 0 + 1
spp.

M10 Erwiniaspp. T rod y - + 1T 1 + 1 1 + + 1

M11 Micrococcus + cocci y @ - - + - - + - + - -
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Table 4.27 Morphological and biochemical characteristics and probable identity of fungal isolates

Code Isolate

Type of Type of Sucrose Maltose

pigmentation

hyphae spore fermenter fermenter
F1  Penicillium sepatate Smooth T T green
spp. conidiophore
F2 Mucorspp. aseptate smooth T T brown
F3 Aspergillus  septate  Smooth T T black
spp. chain
conidiophore
F4  Fusarium septate oval T T white
spp.
F5 Candidaspp. Yeast absent + + cream
form
F6 Microsporum septate Smooth T T reddish
spp. macrocondia brown.
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Table 4.28: Morphological and biochemical characteristics and probable identity of hydrocarbon

utilizing fungal isolatesrom pollutedsoil sample

S/N Isolate Type of Type of Sucrose Maltose pigmentation
hyphae spore fermenter fermenter
G1 Penicillium sepatate Smooth T T green
spp. conidiophore
G2 Aspergillus septate Smooth T T black
spp. chain

conidiophore

G3 Fusarium  septate Oval T T white

Spp.
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Table 4.29: Percentage occurrence of different heterotrophic bacteria isolates

S/N Organism Frequency % Occurrence
1 Arthrobacterspp. iii 14.29
2 Agrobacteriunspp. i 8.57

3 Flavobacteriunspp. i 11.42
4 Corynebacteriunspp. i 8.63

5 Mycobacteriunspp. [ 2.86

6 Rhodococcuspp. iii 11.42
7 Acinetobactespp. [ 2.85

8 Enterobacterspp. i 5.71

9 Pseudomonaspp. i 5.71
10 Alcaligensspp. i 5.71
11  Erwinia 9p. [ 2.85
12  Bacillus spp. [ 2.85
13 Micrococcusspp. ii 5.71
14  Rhizobiumspp. iii 11.42

Total 35 100.00
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4.1.6 Molecular identified of isolated (bacteria) strains

The obtained 16s rRNA sequence from the isolate produced an exact match during the megablast
search for highly similar sequences from the NCBI-remtundant nucleotide (nr/nt) database.

The 16S rRNA of the isolates showed a percentage similarity to spieeies at 100%. The
evolutionary distances computed using the Jastor method were in agreement with the
phylogenetic placement of the 16S rRNA of the isolates withirPdeidomonas, Acinetobacter,
Enterobacter, Pantoaand Lysinibacillus, Kocuria g and revealed a closely relatedness to
Pseudomonas xiamenensis, Acinetobacter baumanii, Enterobacter cloacae, Pantoa disgersa,

Lysinibacillus fusiformisndKocuriapalustris(Figure. 4.5).

204



Figure 4.5 Agarose gel electrophoresis showing the plasmid bands. lkAnghowing the
16SrRNAbandsat 1500bpwhile lane L represents th@€@bp moleculaladder
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4.1.7 Genome of each hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial isolate

>M1_27-F_H08 P_23.abl
TGCCTGGTAGTGGGGGATAACGTCCGGAAACGGGCGCTAATACCGCGTACGTCCTACGGGAGAAAGCAGC
CTTCGGACCTTGCGCTATCAGATGAGCCCAGGTCGGATTAGCTAGTAGGTGAGGTAATGGCTCACCTAGGC
TCGTAACTGGTCTGAGAGGATGATCAGTCACACTGGAACTGAGACACGGTCCAGACTCCTACGGGAGGCA
TGGGGAATATTGGACAATGGGGGCAACCCTGATCCAGCCATGCCGCGTGTGTGAAGAAGGTCTTCGGATTH(
GCACTTTAAGTTGGGAGGAAGGGCTTTAGGTTAATACCCTGAAGTTTTGACGTTACCAACAGAATAAGCACC
AACTCTGTGCCAGCAGCCGCGGTAATACNGAAALCGTTAATCGGAATTACTGGGCGTAAAGCGCGCGTA
GGTGGTTCAGTAAGATGGGTGTGAAATCCCCGGGCTTAACCTGGGAACTGCTTTCATAACTGCTGAGCTAG
GGTAGAGGGTAGTGGAATTTCCTGTGTAGCGGTGAAATGCGTAGATATAGGAAGGAACACCAGTGGCGAAC
ACTACCTGGACTGATACTGACACTGAGGTGCGAAAGCGTGGGGAGCAAACACEATTAGRIBACC

GCCGTAAACG

>M2_27F_CO1L_07.abl
GGCAACCTACCCTATAGTTTGGGATAACTCCGGGAAACCGGGGCTAATACCGAATAATCTCTTTTGCTTCAT
AAGACTGAAAGACGGTTTCGGCTGTCGCTATAGGATGGGCCCGCGGCGCATTAGCTAGTTGGTGAGGTAA
CACCAAGGCGACGATGCGTAGCCGACCTGAGAGGGTGATCGGCCACACTGGGACTGAGACACGGCCCAG
ACGGGAGGCAGCAGTAGGGAATCRRIGAGCGAAAGCCTGATGGAGCAACGCCGCGTGAGTGAAGAAGG
TTTTCGGATCGTAAAACTCTGTTGTAAGGGAAGAACAAGTACAGTAGTAACTGGCTGTACCTTGACGGTACC
AGAAAGCCACGGCTAACTACGTGCCAGCAGCCGCGGTAATACGTAGGTGGCAAGCGTTGTCCGGAATTAT
GTAAAGCGCGCGCAGGCGGTCCTTTAAGTCTGATGTGAAAGCCCACGAGTEHEINGTERAACT
GGGGGACTTGAGTGCAGAAGAGGAAAGTGGAATTCCAAGTGTAGCGGTGAAATGCGTAGAGATTTGGAGG
CCAGTGGCGAAGGCGACTTTCTGGTCTGTAACTGACGCTGAGGCGCGAAAGCGTGGGGAGCAAACAGGAT

ACCCTGCTA
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>M3 _907R_D07_10.ab1l (reversed)
CGTGGACTACCAGGGTATCTAATCCTGTTTGCTCCCCACAGRECGTAETCTTCGTCCAGGGGGCC
GCCTTCGCCACCGGTATTCCTCCAGATCTCTACGCATTTCACCGCTACACCTGGAATTCTACCCCCCTCTAC
CAAGCCTGCCAGTTTCAAATGCAGTTCCCAGGTTAAGCCCGGGGATTTCACATCTGACTTAACAGACCGCC
CGCTTTACGCCCAGTAATTCCGATTAACGCTTGCACCCTCCGTATTACCGCGGCTGCTGGTABCGGAGTTAG
CTTCTTCTGCGGGTAACGTCAATCGGCAAGGTTATTAACCTTGCCGCCTTCCTCCCCGCTGAAAGTACTTTA
GAAGGCCTTCTTCATACACGCGGCATGGCTGCATCAGGCTTGCGCCCATTGTGCAATATTCCCCACTGCTG
GTAGGAGTCTGGACCGTGTCTCAGTTCCAGTGTGGCTGGTCATCCTCTCAGACCAGCTAGGGATCGTCGC(
GAGCCGTTACCCCACCTAOMGCCCATCTGGGCACATCCGATGGTGTGAGGCCCGAAGGTCCCCCACTTT!

TCTTGCGACGTTATGCGGTATTAGCTACCGTTTCCAGTAGTTATCCCCCTCCATCGGGCAGTTTCCCAG

>M4_907R_CO06_09.ab1l (reversed)
ATACGTGAGTACCCTGCCCTTGACTCTGGGATAAAGCCCGGGAAACTGGGGTCTAATACTGGATGCTACAT
CGCATGGTGGTGTGTGGAAAAGGGTTTTACTGGTCTTGGATGGGCTCACGGCCTATCAGCTTGTTTGGTGA
TGGCTCACCAAGGCGACGACGGGGTAGCCGGCCTGAGAGGGTGACCGGCCACACTGGGACTGAGACACC
GACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAGTGGHBBABABAATGGGCGAAAGCCTGATGCAGCGACGCCGCGTGAGGG
ATGACGGCCTTCGGGTTGTAAACCTCTTTCAGCAGGGAAGAAGCCACAAGTGACGGTACCTGCAGAAGAAC
GGCTAACTACGTGCCAGCAGCCGCGGTAATACGTAGGGCGCAAGCGTTGTCCGGAATTATTGGGCGTAAA
CGTAGGCGGTTTGTCGCGTCTGCTGTGAAAGCCCGGGGCTTAACCCCGGCRAUGIRHBEMIMGRAT
AGTGCAGTAGGGGAGACTGGAATTCCTGGTGTAGCGGTGAATGCGCAGATATCAGGAGGAACACCGATGG
GGCAGGTCTCTGGGCTGTTACTGACGCTGAGGAGCGAAAGCATGGGGAGCGAACAGGATTAGATACCCTC

CCATGCCGTAAA
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>M5 907R_EO06 A _15.abl (reversed)
GGGAAACTGCCTGATGGAGAGGGATAACTACTTGGAARIBTAGTATAATGTCGCAAGACCAAAGA
AGGGGGACCTTCGGACCTCTTGCCATCAGAATGTGCCCAGATGGGATTAGCTAGTAGGTGGGGTAACGGC
AGGCGACGATCCCTAGCTGGTCTGAGAGGATGACCAGCCACACTGGAACTGAGACACGGTCCAGACTCCT
AGGCAGCAGTGGAGAATATTGCACAATGGGCGCAAGCCTGATGCAGCCATGCCGCGTGTATGAAGAAGGC
GGTTGTAAAGTACTTTCAGCGGGGAGGAAGGTGTTGAGGTTAATAACCTCAGCAATTGACGTTACCCGCAG
AGCACCGGCTAACTCCGTGCCAGCAGCCGCGGTAATACGGAGGGTGCAAGCGTTAATCGGAATTACTGGG
AGCGCACGCAGGCGGTCTGTCAAGTCGGATGTGAAATCCCCGGGCTCAACCTGGGAACTGCATTCGAAAC
GGCTAGAGTCTTGTAGAGGGGGGTAGAATGIGTAGCGGTGAAATGCGTAGAGATCTGGAGGAATACCGG
TGGCGAAGGCGGCCCCCTGGACAAAGACTGACGCTCAGGTGCGAAAGCGTGGGGAGCAAACAGGATTAG.

CTGGTAGTCCAC

>M6_907#R_A_01l1.abl (reversed)
TCGGAACGTGCCCAGTAGCGGGGGGATAACTACTCGAAAGAGTGGCTAATACCGCATACGCCCTACGGGE
GGGGGGATCGCAAGACCACTATTGGAGCGGCCGATATCGGATTAGCTAGTTGGTGGGGTAAAGGCTCACC
AGGCAACGATCCGTAGCTGGTTTGAGAGGACGACCAGCCACACTGGGACTGAGACACGGCCCAGACTCCT
AGGCAGCAGTGGGGAATTTTGGACAATGGGGGAAACCCTGATCCAGCCATCCCGCGTGTATGATGAAGGC
GGTTGTAAAGTACTTTTGGCAGAGAAGAAAAGGTATCTCCTAATRAGGRGAIGGTATCTGCAGAATAA
GCACCGGCTAACTACGTGCCAGCAGCCGCGGTAATACGTAGGGTGCAAGCGTTAATCGGAATTACTGGGC
GCGTGTGTAGGCGGTTCGGAAAGAAAGATGTGAAATCCCAGGGCTCAACCTTGGAACTGCATTTTTAACTG
CTAGAGTATGTCAGAGGGGGGTAGAATTCCACGTGTAGCAGTGAAATGCGTAGATATGTGGAGGAATACCC
CGAAGCAGCCCCCTGGGATAATACTGACGCTCAGACACGAAAGCGTGGGGAGCAAACAGGATTAGATACC

TAGTCCACG
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>M7_27F D06.abl
TCTGCCTATTAGTGGGGGACAACATCTCGAAAGGGATGCTAATACCGCATACGTCCTACGGGAGAAAGCAC
TCTTCGGACCTTGCGCTAATAGATGAGCCTAAGTCGGATTAGCTAGTTGGTGGGGTAAAGGCCTACCAAGE
ATCTGTAGEGGTCTGAGAGGATGATCCGCCACACTGGGACTGAGACACGGCCCAGACTCCTACGGGAGGC
GTGGGGAATATTGGACAATGGGGGGAACCCTGATCCAGCCATGCCGCGTGTGTGAAGAAGGCCTTATGGT
AGCACTTTAAGCGAGGAGGAGGCTACTTTAGTTAATACCTAGAGATAGTGGACGTTACTCGCAGAATAAGC/
CTAACTCTGTGCCAGCAGCCGCGGTAATACAGREEGIGIAATCGGATTTACTGGGCGTAAAGCGTGCG
TAGGCGGCTTATTAAGTCGGATGTGAAATCCCCGAGCTTAACTTGGGAATTGCATTCGATACTGGTGAGCT!
ATGGGAGAGGATGGTAGAATTCCAGGTGTAGCGGTGAAATGCGTAGAGATCTGGAGGAATACCGATGGCG
CAGCCATCTGGCCTAATACTGACGCTGAGGTACGAAAGCATGGGGAGCAAACAGGATBEITACCCTGG
ATGCCGTAA

Key:M1-M7 ' | sol ates identification number
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M1 Pseudomonas xiamenensis

MT793226 Pseudomonas xiamenensis

— CP091173 Acinetobacter baumannii

89

—— M7 Acinetobacter baumannii

— [ (654883 Enterobacter cloacae

—— M5 Enterobacter cloacae

—— EU476054 Alcaligenes cloacae

86

—— M6 Alcaligenes cloacae

—— M3 Pantoea dispersa

96

L____MZ7562882 Pantoea dispersa

——M_2 Lysinibacillus fusiformis

—— OM967334 Lysinibacillus fusiformis

—— M4 Kocuria palustris

— OM986904 Kocuria palustris

Figure4.6 phylogentic tree
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In Table 4.30 lists the actual molecular identities of the isolates. Molecular identification
techniques, such as DNA sequencing, provide a more accurajgresise way of identifying
bacteria by analyzing their genetic material. This Table highlights the potential discrepancies
between traditional biochemical identification methods and more accurate molecular
identification techniques. It suggests that whilechemical tests may provide an initial indication

of the identity of bacterial isolates, molecular methods are often necessary for precise and reliable

identification
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Table 4.30: Molecular equivalent of biochemical identified hydrocathibzing bacteria (HUB)

isolates

[IN

Probable identity of

isolates from biochemice

Molecular identity of isolate

tests
M1 Pseudomonaspp. Pseudomonas xiamenensis
M2  Bacillusspp. Lysinibacillus fusiformis
M3  Erwinia spp. Pantoa dispersa
M4  Micrococcusspp Kocuria palus
M5  Enterobacteispp. Enterobacter cloacae
M6 Alcaligensspp. Alcaligenes cloacae
M7  Acinetobactespp Acinetobactor baumanii
Key

[IN T Isolate identification number
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Table 4.32 detailed the biosurfactant productiapabilities of various organisms, along with the
degree of production and the average size of the collapse drop they produce. The column lists the
different bacterial species or organisms being studied. The presence of a "+" sign indicates that
the orgarsm is capable of producing biosurfactants. Biosurfactants are molecules produced by
microorganisms that have surfactant properties, meaning they can reduce surface tension between
two liquids or a liquid and a solid.

This column describes the level of hiofactant production by each organism. It's categorized as
high, moderate, or low. This column provides the average size of the collapse drop produced by
each organism, measured in millimeters. The collapse drop refers to the size of the drop formed
when abiosurfactant collapses a bubble or foam.

Pseudomonas xiamenenpi®duces biosurfactants at a high degree and generates collapse drops
with an average size of 3.4 micinetobacter baumannalso produces biosurfactants, but at a

low degree, and the calpse drops it produces are smaller, with an average size of 1.6 mm.
Lysinibacillus fusiformigproduces biosurfactants at a low degree as well, with collapse drops

slightly smaller than those dicinetobacter baumanniaveraging 1.5 mm.
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4.1.8Drop collapse assay
Table 4:31: Biosurfactant production ability of different hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial isolates

from the polluted soil sample

Organism Biosurfactant Degree of Av. Size of

Production Production Collapse Drop
(mm)

Pseudomonas xiameamss + High 3.4

Acinetobacter baumannii + Low 1.6

Alcaligenes cloacae + Moderate 2.2

Enterobacter cloacae + Moderate 2.0

Pantoea dispersa + Moderate 2.4

Lysinibacillus fusiformis  + Low 1.5

Kocuria palus + Moderate 2.6
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Table4.32 provides insight into how pollutants, specifically heavy metals and crude oil, influence
the populations of heterotrophic bacteria and fungi in soil samples over a period of six months.

At the beginning of the experiment (time 0), the average THB@tanuhe polluted soil (Exp.) is

2.8 x 16 cfu/g, while in the unpolluted soil (Cont.), it is 3.4 x®Xu/g. Over the course of six
months, the THBC count in the polluted soil decreases, indicating a negative impact of pollutants.
However, it's notabl¢hat the THBC count in the unpolluted soil also decreases over time. The
TFC count in the polluted soil shows fluctuations over time, while the TFC count in the

unpolluted soil remains relatively stable.
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Table 4.32: Effect of pollutants (heavy metals and crude oil (10%)) on mean total heterotrophic

bacterial count (THBC) and mean total fungal counts (TFC) in polluted soil samples

Time Mean THBC Time Mean TFC

(days)  Exp. x16cfulg  Cont. x1%fu/g (days) Expx1Ccfulg Cont.x1%&fu/g

0 2.8 3.4 3 1.2 1.2
2 2.4 2.8 6 0.9 15
4 15 3.1 9 0.6 0.8
6 13 3.6 12 11 1.3
8 1.6 3.3 1113 3.2
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4.1.9 Toxicology assay of native soap, poultry droppings and combinatioof both on HUB

and HUF isolates from polluted soll

Figure 4.7highlights that HUB counts were consistent across all concentrations (1%, 10% and
30%) of natural soap (NS) during Day 1 and 2. However, starting from Day 3 and continuing until
Day 6, concenation (A representing 1%) exhibited the highest HUB counts, indicating its
superiority in supporting HUB growth over other concentrations during this period. The figure
suggests that the 1% concentration of NS (native soap) yielded the highest andasignific
differenthydrocarbon utilizing bacteri@lount compared to concentrations B and C.

In summary, these results highlight the effectiveness of the 1% concentration of NS in promoting
higherhydrocarbon utilizing bacteriglounts, as evidenced by itgsificant difference from other

concentrations.
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Figure 4.7Growth response of hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial (HUB R @éu/g) in different

concentrations of native soap solution
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Table 4.33 indicates that all the concentrations gageificant different effects on the THUF
counts. However, by size, concentration A (1% NS) had the highest effect (that is resulted to

highest THUFC counts).

Figure 4.8illustrates the variation in Heterotrophic Utilizing Fungal (HUF) counts across three
different concentrations over the course of several days. Upon critical examination of the figure, it
becomes apparent that the HUF counts fluctuated with an increase and subsequent decrease as the
duration of time (days) progressed.

Initially, from Day 4to Day 6, the HUF counts exhibited distinct differences among the three
concentrations. This suggests that the concentrations had varying effects on fungal growth during
this period. The fluctuations observed in HUF counts over time indicate dynamiceshing
fungal populations, with counts increasing initially and then decreasing.

The critical examination of this figure underscores the dynamic nature of fungal growth in
response to different concentrations of the natural soap (NS) over time. It subhagedise
effectiveness of each concentration in promoting fungal growth may vary depending on the
duration of exposure. Further analysis and interpretation of such trends are crucial for
understanding the temporal dynamics of fungal populations and ojpigneenditions for their

growth.
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Table 4.33:Effect of different Concentrations of native soap on hydrocarbon utilizing fungi

isolates from soil polluted with crude oil and heavy metals

Tukey HSD Test for Effect of Concentration of Native soa|

THUFCx1d Cfulg

Concentration of nati Subset

soap alone N 1 2 3

C (30%) 21 1.7286

B (10%) 21 2.6429

A (1%) 21 3.4000
Sig. 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Figure 4.8Growth response of Hydrocarbon utilizing Fungi (HUF % @fu/g) in different

concentrations of native soap solution
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Table 4.34 presents the results of a Tukey Honestly Significant Difference (HSD) test for the
effect of different time points (days) on Total Heterotrophic Utilizing Bacterial CdiHuC)
measured in units of $@FU/g for samples treated with Poultry Dropping (PD). The table allows
for comparative HUBC counts between different time points. For example, there is no significant
difference in HUBC counts between Day 1 and Day 6 (p189), but there is a trend towards
significance between Day 1 and Day 2 (p = 0.068). The results suggest a trend where HUBC
counts may increase over time, with some potential differences between specific time points.
However, further investigation or addmal data may be needed to confirm these trends

conclusively.

Figure 4.9allows the comparison of HUB counts between different time points. For example,

there is no significant difference in HUBC counts between Day 1 and Day 6 (p = 0.109), but there
is atrend towards significance between Day 1 and Day 2 (p = 0.068). The results suggest a trend
where HUB counts may increase over time, with some potential differences between specific time

points.
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Table 4.34: Effect of Different Concentrations ajuRry Droppings On Hydrocarbon Utilizing

Bacteria Isolatefrom soil polluted with crude oil and heavy metals

Tukey HSD Test for Effect of Time (Day

on THUBCx1G Cfu/g for Poultry Dropping

Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2
Control 9 2.4667
Day 1 9 3.2000 3.2000
Day 6 9 3.5000 3.5000
Day 5 9 3.8667 3.8667
Day 2 9 4.0333
Day 4 9 4.3000
Day 3 9 4.5000
Sig. .068 109
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Figure 4.9Growth response of Hydrocarbon utilizing Bacteria (HUB X @fu/g) in different

concentrations of poultry dropping

224



Table 4.35 presents the results of a Tukey Honestly Significant Difference (HSD) test for the
effect of different time points (days) on Total Heterotrophic Utilizing Fungal Counts (THUFC)
measured in units of @FU/g for samples treated with Poultry Dropping (PD). The table allows
you to compare THUFC counts between different time points. For example, there is no significant
difference in THUFC counts between Day 1 and Day 6 (p = 0.@622)here is a trend towards
significance between Day 1 and Day 3 (p = 0.127).

In summary, this table provides insights into the variation in THUFC counts over different time

points, suggesting potential trends that may not reach statistical significance.

Figure 4.16shows consistent competition among the three different concentrations to produce the
highest average THUB counts per day. However, concentration A (1%) remained the best
concentration over time. The results show that at lower concentratensnvironment is milder

and will encourage more growth but at higher concentration, microbial count increases but due to
heat and change in environment, some will either stop growing, go into non cultural state or die.
The effect of PD concentration igtistically significant for HUBC (p < 0.05) but not for THUFC

(p > 0.05). This suggests that varying the concentration of PD significantly affects bacterial
counts but not fungal counts. The effect of time is significant for both THUBC and THUFC (p <
0.05. This indicates that the duration of time significantly influences both bacterial and fungal
counts.

The interaction between time and PD concentration is not statistically significant for either
THUBC or THUFC (p > 0.05). This suggests that the comdieffect of PD concentration and

time does not significantly influence bacterial or fungal counts.
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Table 4.35: Effect of Different Concentrations of Poultry Droppings On Hydrocarbon Utilizing

Fungi Isolatesrom soil polluted with crude oil and heavy tals

Tukey HSD Test for Effect of Time (Da)

on THUFCx10 Cfu/g for Poultry Dropping

Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2
Control 9 1.4333
Day 6 9 2.2667 2.2667
Day 2 9 2.3667 2.3667
Day 1 9 2.6000 2.6000
Day 5 9 2.7000 2.7000
Day 3 9 3.0000
Day 4 9 3.0667
Sig. 127 .622
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Figure 4.10Growth response of Hydrocarbon utilizing Fungi (HUF ¥ ©du/g) in different

concentrations of poultry droppings
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Table 4.36 presents the results of a Tukey Honestly Significant Difference (HSD)rtéisé

effect of different concentrations of a combined mixture of Poultry Dropping (PD) and Natural
Soap (NS) on Total Heterotrophic Utilizing Bacterial Counts (THUBC) measured in units of 10"6
CFU/qg.

The Tukey HSD test results reveal significant diffexes in THUBC counts between the different
concentrations of the combined mixture of PD and NS. Specifically, concentration B (5% PD +
5% NS) has a significantly higher mean THUBC count compared to concentration A (0.5% PD +
0.5% NS). However, there is sgnificant difference between concentrations C (15% PD + 15%
NS) and A (0.5% PD + 0.5% NS).

In summary, the results suggest that the concentration of the combined mixture of PD and NS
significantly affects THUBC counts, with concentration B resultingighér counts compared to

concentration A.
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Table 4.36: Effect of different combined concentrations of natural soap (NS) and poultry
droppings (PD) on hydrocarbon utilizing bacteria isoldtem soil polluted with crude oil and

heavy metals

Tukey Test for the Effect of Concentration of PD and
Combined for THUBCx1%Cfu/g
Combined concentratis Subset

of poultry dropping an

natural soap N 1 2

C (15% + 15%) 21 2.1286

A (0.5% + 0.5%) 21 2.5929

B (5% + 5%) 21 3.4000
Sig. 299 1.000
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concentrations of combined native soap and poultry droppings
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Table 4.37 presents the results of a Tukey Honestly Significant Difference (HSD)rtéisé

effect of different time points (Days) on Total Heterotrophic Utilizing Fungal Counts (THUFC)
measured in units of 2@FU/g for samples treated with a combination of Poultry Dropping (PD)
and Natural Soap (NS). The table allows you to compareHEtbunts between different time
points. For example, there is no significant difference in THUFC counts between Day 1 and Day
6 (p = 0.071), Day 1 and Day 5 (p = 0.093), or Day 2 and Day 3 (p = 0.286). The results suggest
that there may be some variation THUFC counts over time, but these differences are not
statistically significant at the chosen significance level (0.05).

In summary, this table provides insights into the variation in THUFC counts over different time
points for samples treated with angoination of PD and NS, suggesting potential trends that may

not reach statistical significance.
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Table 4.37: Effect of Different Combined Concentrations of natural soap (NS) and Poultry
Droppings (PD) On Hydrocarbon Utilizing Fungi Isolatemm Soil Polluted with Crude Oil and

Heavy Metals

Tukey HSD Test for the Effect of Time (Days)

THUFCx1d Cfu/g for PD and NS combined

Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2 3
Control 9 2.0433
Day 6 9 2.5333 2.5333
Day 1 9 2.9333 2.9333 2.9333
Day 5 9 3.0333 3.0333 3.0333
Day 2 9 3.4333 3.4333 3.4333
Day 4 9 3.8667 3.8667
Day 3 9 4.0000
Sig. 071 .093 .286
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4.1.10Paspalum conjugatumP.J. Bergius responses to wetland polluted soil amended with

1% poultry droppings, 1% native soap and combined 1% poultry droppings and 1% native

soap

Figure 4.13ighlights that the combination representedP3#NS+SFBhows the most significant

effect on shoot length growth, whild®S+PD+SP has less pronounced growth, and
PS+NS+PD+SPshows moderate but consistent growthrom the figure, the PS+NS
outperformed the other combinations over the

increasing the shoot length increased with time.

Figure 4.14ndicates that treatment set up BS+NS+SPresulted in the most consisteand

positive root length growth by the end of theanénth period, while the other two treatments

experience more fluctuations but recover to similar levels.
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Figure 4.1®. conjugatumP.J. Bergius shoot response to wetland soil polluted with 10%
crude oil and heavy metals (Cu, Pb, Zn and Ni) with different amendments of poultry

droppings, natural soap and combination of both
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Figure 4.15hows similaPS+NS+SP performed significantly better in the leaf size at the second
and third month but all combinations performed equally from fourth month until the end of the
experiment. It is important to note that PS+PD+SP and PS+NSSPRembinations produced
same leaf sizes for the various mont@wserall, the treatmerRS+NS+SFseems to result in the
most consistent and positive root length growth by the end of-thengéh period, while the other

two treatments experience more fludgtaas but recover to similar levels.

Figure 4.16shows thaPS+NS+SRreatment combination has the strongest effect on wet weight
of the plant, while the other two treatments demonstrate more variability and slower overall
increase in wet weight over timerom the figure, PS+NS+SP performed significantly better in

the wet weight increase than other treatment combinations.
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droppings, natural soap and combination of both
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4.1.11 ®diment sample(s) from hybridconstruction wetland with different soil amendments

Based on Table 4.38, the Tukey HSD test results for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH)
content in sediment samples from the hybrid construction wetland analysis compares TPH levels
across different time gnts. The table indicates that there are significant differences in TPH
content between any of the time points (Days 30, 60, 90, 120, 150) and the Control group
(baseline) because the means appeared separately in distinct subsets.

In summary, the Tukey H3 test results suggest that there are significant differences in TPH
content among sediment samples collected at different time points (Days 30, 60, 90, 120, 150)
compared to the Control group. This indicates variability in TPH levels in the sedimenesampl

over the observed time period.

Figure 4.17shows that all treatments result in a decline in TPH concentrations over time,
indicating effective remediation. The control group shows the highest TPH concentrations
throughout, confirming the effectivenes$ the amendment®S + NS + PLT (Yellow) This
combination shows the most significant reduction in TPH, reaching the lowest residual levels,
suggesting a synergistic effect of multiple amendments. This is followe8 byNS +PDr PLT

(Grey)y PS + NS (Gren) and PS + PD + NS (Orang&hese combinations also show substantial
TPH reduction, with PS + NS performing slightly better than PS + PD +PSS$.PD (Yellow)

and PS + PD + PLT (PurpleJThese treatments are moderately effective, with PS + PD + PLT
showving a gradual decrease in TPPS + PLT (Red) and PS (Bluélhese treatments show less
TPH reduction compared to others, indicating that plants alone or polluted soil alone are less

effective.

240



Table 4.38: Residual concentration of total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) in the soil sediments

from hybrid constructed wetland

Tukey HSD Test for TPH (mg/kg) content in sediment sample from hybrid consti

wetland
Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2 3 4 5 6
Day 150 24 246.0325
Day 120 24 429.5375
Day 90 24 651.3963
Day 60 24 801.7487
Day 30 24 951.1813
Control 3 1361.2500
Sig. 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Figure 4.17 Residual concentration of total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) in the soil sediments

from hybrid constructed wetlanith different soil amendments.
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Table 4.39 shows the Tukey HSD test results for Zinc (Zn) content in sediment samples from the
hybrid construction wetland. The analysis compares Zn levels across different time points (Day
30, Day 60, Day 90, Day 120, and Day 150) as well as a Control group.-Vdlegs for the
comparisons between different time points and the Control group vary. FdSDand Day 120,

the pvalues are 0.172 and 0.233, respectively, which are greater than the typical significance
level of 0.05. This indicates that Zn levels at these time points are not significantly different from
the Control group. However, for the etitime points (Day 90, Day 60, and Day 30), theajues

are all 1.000, indicating no statistically significant differences in Zn content among them.

The Tukey HSD test results suggest that means within the same subsets (Day 150 and Day 120)
have no sigriicant difference between them, but they are significantly different from means in
other subsets. This implies that there are significant differences in Zn content between Day 150
and Day 120 compared to the other time points and the Control group, whemficant

differences are observed among the other time points

Figure 4.18shows that all treatments, except the control, show a decline in zinc concentration
over time, indicating effective remediation. The control group has the highest zinc caticestr
throughout, emphasizing the impact of the amendmd?d®.+ NS + PLT (Yellow) This
combination initially shows a decline, but later concentrations stabilize, suggesting most
effectiveness reduction over tinfeS + NS + PD +PLT (CyanThis treatmenshows a consistent
reduction, reaching the lowest zinc levels by day 150, indicating effectivedomgremediation.

PS + PD + NS (Red) and PS + PD + PLT (Purpl®)ese combinations show moderate
reductions, with PS + PD + PLT showing some fluctuatiét$s+ PD (Yellow) and PS + NS
(Blue): These treatments also show a decline, with PS + PD reaching lower zinc levels than PS +
NS. PS + PLT (Green) Shows a gradual edline in zinc concentration, suggesting the
effectiveness of plants alonBS (Orange)The polluted soil alone shows the least reduction,

highlighting the necessity of amendments for effective zinc remediation.
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Table 4.39: Residual concentration of Zifdn) in the soil sediments from hybrid constructed

wetland

Tukey HSD Test for Zn (mg/kg) content in sediment sample from F

construction wetland

Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2 3 4 5
Day 150 24 42.2338
Day 120 24 43.2363 43.2363
Day 90 24 44.1750
Day 60 24 47.4588
Day 30 24 50.4625
Control 3 56.7500
Sig. 172 233 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Figure 4.18 Residual concentration of Zinc (mg/kg) in the soil sediments from hybrid constructed

wetland
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Table 4.40 indicatethat the Tukey HSD test results for Lead (Pb) content in sediment samples
from the hybrid construction wetland. Thevalues for the comparisons between different time
points and the Control group vary. For Day 150, Day 120, and Day 90;vhkeigs are A.75,

0.247, and 0.428, respectively, which are greater than the typical significance level of 0.05. This
indicates that Pb levels at these time points are significantly different from the Control group.
However, for Day 30 is not significantly differentofn Day 60 but are significantly different

from the control

In figure 4.19all treatments result in a decline in Pb concentrations over time from the wetland
soil sediment, indicating effective lead remediation. The control group (polluted soil without
amendments) consistently shows the highest Pb concentrations, highliglgimgedéssity of
amendmentsS + PD + NS (OrangeThis combination shows a significant and steady decrease
in Pb concentration, reaching the lowest levels by day 150, suggesting a highly effective
remediation strategy?S + PD + PLT (GreenThis treatmenalso shows a consistent reduction in

Pb concentration, although not as pronounced as PS + NS #PBL¥.PD + NS + PLT (Cyan)

This combination shows a notable reduction, particularly after day 60, indicating that the synergy
between poultry droppings anmdhtural soap is beneficiaPS + NS + PLT (Yellold Shows a
moderate reduction, but not as effective as combinations including poultry drogp$igsPD
(Purple) Demonstrates a significant decline, suggesting that poultry droppings alone are quite
effedive in reducing Pb concentratioBS + NS (Skey blue)Shows a gradual decrease in Pb
concentration, but less effective compared to combinations including plants or poultry droppings.
PS + PLT (Navy blue)Shows the least reduction among the combinechdments, indicating
plants alone are less effective than other combinatP8Grey) The polluted soil alone shows

the least reduction in Pb concentration, emphasizing the need for amendments for effective
remediation.
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Table 4.40: Residual concentratioh Lead (pb) in the soil sediments from hybrid constructed

wetland

Tukey HSD Test for Pb (mg/kg) content in sediment sample

hybrid construction wetland

Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2 3 4
Day 150 24 10.3088
Day 120 24 11.3088 11.3088
Day 90 24 12.2338
Day 60 24 13.4613
Day30 24 14.2463
Control 3 15.6100
Sig.

175 247 428 1.000
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Figure 4.19 Residual concentration of Lead (mg/kg) in the soil sediments from hybrid

constructed wetland
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Table 4.41 shows that based the Tukey HSD test results for Nickel (Ni) content in sediment
samples from the hybrid construction wetland. Day 150 and Day 90 have the same effect but Day
120 is significantly different from Day 150. All days have significantly different effects frem th

control.

In figure 4.20 all treatments show a decline in Ni concentrations over time, indicating effective
remediation. The control group (polluted soil without amendments) consistently shows the
highest Ni concentrations, highlighting the impact @f ¥iarious amendments.

PS + NS + PLT (Green)This combination shows a significant and steady decrease in Ni
concentration, reaching the lowest levels by day 150, suggesting a highly effective remediation
strategy.PS + PD + PLT (Purple)This treatment ats shows a consistent reduction in Ni
concentration, although not as pronounced as PS + PD + NS +H3.F PD + NS + PLT
(Cyan) This combination shows a notable reduction, particularly after day 60, indicating that the
synergy between poultry droppingsdamatural soap is benefici®S + PD+ NS (Brown) Shows

a moderate reduction, but not as effective as combinations including poultry dropisng<?D
(Purple) Demonstrates a significant decline, suggesting that poultry droppings alone are quite
effecive in reducing Ni concentration®S + NS (Green)Shows a gradual decrease in Ni
concentration, but less effective compared to combinations including plants or poultry droppings.
PS + PLT (Blue) Shows the least reduction among the combined amendmmaditating plants

alone are less effective than other combinati®$.(Grey) The polluted soil alone shows the
least reduction in Ni concentration, emphasizing the need for amendments for effective

remediation.
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Table 4.41: Residual concentration of nicka) in the soil sediments from hybrid constructed

wetland

Tukey HSD Test for Ni (mg/kg) content in sediment sample from h

construction wetland

Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2 3 4 5
Day 150 24 7.2150
Day 90 24 8.1038 8.1038
Day 120 24 8.5237 8.5237
Day 60 24 9.4387 9.4387
Day 30 24 10.1600
Control 3 11.7500
Sig. .289 916 .258 524 1.000
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Figure 4.20 Residual concentration of Nickel (mg/kg) in the soil sediments from hybrid

constructed wetland
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Table 4.42highlights that based on the Tukey HSD test results for Copper (Cu) content in
sediment samples from the hybrid construction wetland. The Copper content was not significantly
different on Days 90, 120, and 150. Day 60 and 90 had no significant differeinsigruficantly
different from Day 120 and 150 to the control.

Table 4.45 indicates significant effects for all contaminants (TPH, Zn, Pb, Ni, Cu) across the
factors Time (Days). This significance is denoted by tiwalpes being less than 0.05 (the cmose
significance level). Not all main effects (Sample) and interaction effects (Days * Sample) are
statistically significant for all contaminants. Specifically, thegtues for Nickel (Ni) and Copper

(Cu) in the main effect of Sample and their interactath Days (* Sample) are both above 0.05,
indicating that these effects are not statistically significant. Thesigmificant pvalues suggest

that the levels of Nickel and Copper in sediment samples are not significantly influenced by the
specific sam|es tested or the interaction between sample types and time.

The partial eta squared values indicate the proportion of variance in the dependent variables
explained by the significant independent variables and their interactions. Higher values suggest
larger effect sizes. For instance, TPH shows a particularly strong effect size with a partial eta
squared of 1.000, indicating that the variables and interactions accounted for all the variance in
TPH levels.

Figure 4.21presents the result of tests of betwseabjects effects for sediment samples from a
hybrid construction wetland, focusing on various contaminants including Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons (TPH), Zinc (Zn), Lead (Pb), Nickel (Ni), and Copper (Cu), measured in units of
mg/kg.

In summary, while sigficant effects are observed for most contaminants, Nickel and Copper
levels in sediment samples from the hybrid construction wetland are not significantly influenced
by the specific samples tested or the interaction between sample types and time. diisisoues!

the variability in contaminant dynamics and highlights the need for further investigation into the

factors affecting Nickel and Copper concentrations in the wetland sediment.
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Table 4.42: Residual concentration of copper (cu) in the soil sedifrentshybrid constructed

wetland

Tukey HSD for Cu (mg/kg) content in a sediment sample

hybrid construction wetland

Subset
Time (Days)N 1 2 3 4
Day 120 24 25.3700
Day 150 24 25.5913
Day 90 24 26.0713 26.0713
Day 60 24 27.2950
Day 30 24 29.6325
Control 3 32.1433
Sig. 555 .050 1.000 1.000
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Figure 4.21 Residual concentration of copper (cu) in the soil sediments from hybrid constructed

wetland
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4.1.12Water samples from constructed hybrid wetland

Table 4.43presents the HSD (Honestly Significant Difference) test for THC (Total Hydrocarbon)
content in water samples from the hybrid construction wetland, analyzed across different days,
yielded the following results: These results suggest that there are signditfarences in THC
content across the different days analyzed in the water samples from the hybrid construction
wetland

Figure 4.22shows the Total Hydrocarbon Content (THC) in water samples from a constructed
hybrid wetland over time, ranging from thentrol day to 180 days. The decrease in THC content
slows down, with the values stabilizing around 100 mg/L. This suggests that while the system
continues to reduce THC, the rate of removal declines as the remaining hydrocarbons become
harder to degrader @re present in trace, suggesting significant differences in THC content across

the different days analyzed in the water samples from the hybrid construction wetland
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Table 4.43THC (mg/kg) content in water sampl®m hybrid constructiomwetland

HSD Test for THC(mg/kg) content in water sample from hybrid construction wetland

Days for analysis of water samples from constructed hybrid wetland

N Subset
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Day 150 3 14.8700
180.00 3 16.6200
Day 120 3 86.8200
Day 90 3 163.4600
Day 60 3 433.2700
Day 30 3 685.2600
Control 3 1211.2600
Sig. 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

256



1200.00-

1000.00-

800.00-]

600.007]

400.007

200.00+

Estimated Marginal Means of THC (mg/kg)

.00+

1 1 I 1 I 1 |
Control Day 30 Day 60 Day 90 Day120  Day150 180.00
Days for analysis of water samples from constructed hybrid wetland

Figure 4.22THC content in water sampleofn hybrid construction wetland
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Table 4.44 presents the Tukey HSD (Honestly Significant Difference) test for Pb (Lead) content
in water samples from the hybrid construction wetland, analyzed across different days, yielded the
following results: there are significant differences in Pbt@onbetween the subsets analyzed on
different days in the water samples from the hybrid construction wetland. Pb content in the
samples on Days 150 and 180 are significantly lower than those of Days 30 and control. This

simply shows that Pb content deelswith time.

Figuret.23hows that Pb concentration starts at the highest level with a significant and steady
decline in Pb concentration over time. This suggests that the hybrid wetland system is effectively
reducing the Pb content in the water througtechanisms such as phytoremediation,
sedimentation, and microbial action. This final phase of the curve indicates that the constructed
wetland has achieved a neaomplete removal of Pb from the water. The consistent decline in Pb
concentration across tinpwints suggests that there is a significant difference in Pb content from
the control to the final sampling point (Day 180). The steep drop, especially between Days 30 and

90, shows marked changes that is statistically significant.
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Table 4.44Corcentration of Pb content in water sample from hybrid construction wetland
Tukey HSD Test for Pb (mg/kg) content in water sal

from hybrid construction wetland

Days for analysis « Subset

water samples fro

constructed hybri

wetland N 1 2
Day 180 3 .0010

Day 150 3 .0020

Day 90 3 .3480  .3480
Day 120 3 3510  .3510
Day 60 3 4220 4220
Day 30 3 .6870
Control 3 .8100
Sig. 205 137
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Figure 4.23 Concentration of Pb (mg/kg) content in water sample from hybrid construction

wetland
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In table 4.45 the Tukey HSD (Honestly Significant Difference) test for Cu (Copper) content in
water samples from the hybrid construction wetland, analyzed across different days, yielded the
following results:

The pvalues for the comparisons between subsee 0.989, 0.059, and 0.994, respectively.
These pvalues indicate that there are significant differences in Cu content between subset 1 and
subset 2 for Day 120, with subset 1 having a higher Cu content. However, there are no significant
differences beteen subsets for Day 90 and Day 30. Therefore, there are significant differences in
Cu content between subsets analyzed on Day 120, but not on Day 30 and Day 90 in the water

samples from the hybrid construction wetland.

Figure 4.24epresents the concertiom of Cu (Copper) in water samples from a hybrid
constructed wetland over time, shows fluctuations in Cu levels which could be due to
experimental error. The concentration drops significantly. This indicates an initial sharp decrease
in Cu levels, likelydue to the early effectiveness of the hybrid wetland in reducing Cu content
through processes like sorption, phytoremediation, or sedimentation. The figure shows both
significant decreases and increases in Cu concentration over time, with notablensbdis 20

(sharp decrease) amrhy 150(sharp increase). While the data presents substantial variability, the

early decline and late recovery suggest potential signifaiffietences across time points.

261



Table 4.45Concentration of Cu content in wasample from hybrid construction wetland

Days for analysis « Subset

water samples fro

constructed hybr

wetland N 1 2 3
180.00 3 1140

Day 120 3 1580

Day 60 3 1630

Day 90 3 1980  .1980

Day 30 3 .2310 .2310

Day 150 3 .7400 .7400
Control 3 .8430
Sig. .989 .059 .994
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Figure 4.24Concentration Cu (mg/kg) content in water sample from hybrid construction wetland
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Table 4.46 shows the Tukey HSD test results for Nickel (Ni) content in sediment samples from
the hybrid construction wetland. Day 150 and Day 90 have the same effect but Day 120 is
significantly different from Day 150. All days have significantly different effects from the

control.

Figure4.25epresents the concentration of Ni (Nickel) in water samples d&rbgbrid constructed
wetland over time, shows consistent decline of Ni with little fluctuation. The concentration drops
significantly which is an indication of the efectiveness of the hybrid wetland in reducing Ni
content through processes like sorptiphytoremediation, or sedimentation. The figure shows
significant decreases Ni concentration over time, with potential significant differences across time

points
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Table 4.46Concentration of Ni (mg/kg) content in water sample from hybrid coctsbn

wetland

Days Days for heaw Subset
metal concentration

plant tissues used i

phytoremediation N 1 2 3 4 5
Day 150 24 7.2150
Day 90 24 8.1038 8.1038
Day 120 24 8.5237 8.5237
Day 60 24 9.4387 9.4387
Day 30 24 10.1600
Control 3 11.7500
Sig. .289 916 .258 524 1.000
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Figure 4.25Concentration of Ni (mg/kg) content in water sample from hybrid construction

wetland
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4.1.13Havy metal concentration in plant tissue used for phytoremediation iconstructed

hybrid wetland system microcosm studgs.

Table 4.47 showsTukey HSD Test for Zn (mg/kg) content in plant tissue used for
phytoremediation in hybrid construction wetland. Zn (Zinc) ConteRt iconjugatumP. J.
Bergiustissue used for phytoremiation microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetl&inre

are no significant differences in Zn content among the different days of heavy metal concentration
analysis in plant tissues used for phytoremediation (Days 30 and 60) when compared to the
contol group. The control group is not in the same subset with Days 90, 120, 150, and 180
indicating that there is a significant difference in Zn content between any pair of days and the
control group. These results suggest that the Zn content in planstissestfor phytoremediation
significantly vary across some days of heavy metal concentration analysis in the hybrid

construction wetland.

Figure 4.26shows This suggests that the plants are progressively accumulating more zinc over

time. The figure showssignificant increase in Zn content of the plant tissue over time, with

potential significant differences across time points
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Table 4.47:Zn content inPaspalum conjugaturR.J. Bergiudissue used for phytoremediation

microcosm studies in hybricbnstructed wetla

Days for heavy met Subset

concentration in pla

tissues used f

phytoremediation N 1 2 3 4 5
Control 3 48.2100

Day 30 3 48.7500

Day 60 3 49.3600

Day 90 3 52.3800

Day 120 3 58.2000

Day 150 3 62.0100

Day 180 3 64.7300
Sig. .140 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Figure 4.26 Zn (mg/kg) content in plant tissue used for phytoremediation microcosm studies in a

hybrid constructed wetland
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Table 4.48 shows Tukey HSD Test for Pb (mg/kg) contentplant tissue used for
Phytoremediation in Hybrid Construction Wetlarithe Tukey HSD Test for Lead (Pb) content in
plant tissue used for phytoremediation in the hybrid construction wetland yielded the following
results: There are no significant differenae®b content among Day 30 and control, Day 30 and

60 and Day 120 and 150 of heavy metal concentration analysis in plant tissues used for
phytoremediation. However, Day 180 and 90 are significantly different from every other day

while the highest Pb contewas remediate on Day 180.

Figure 4.27highlights that Pb content in plaifP conjugatumP.J. Bergiugissues used for

phytoremediation significantly increase with longer days of heavy metal concentration analysis in

the hybrid construction wetland.
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Table 4.48:Pb content inP conjugatumP.J.Bergiugissue used for phytoremediat

microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland

Days for heavy met Subset

concentration in pla

tissues used f

phytoremediation N 1 2 3 4 5
Control 3 9.0200

Day 30 3 10.2800 10.2800

Day 60 3 11.2100

Day 90 3 12.6200

Day 120 3 14.6800

Day 150 3 15.7300

Day 180 3 17.5100
Sig. .089 .318 1.000 .207 1.000
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Figure 4.27 Pb (mg/kg) content if?. conjugatunP.J.Bergiudissue used for phytoremediation

microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland
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Table 49 presents Tukey HSD Test for Ni (mg/kg) content in plant tissue used for
phytoremediation in hybrid construction wetlanthe results show that there was siigaint
difference in the amount of Ni remediated on Days 150 and 180 compared to control. This also
indicates that time has significant effect on quantity of Ni absorbed by the plant tissuesTable 4.49:
Ni content inP. conjugatunP.J. Bergiugissue usedor phytoremediation microcosm studies in

hybrid constructed wetland
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Table 4.49 Ni (mg/kg) content inP conjugatumP.J.Bergiugissue used for phytoremediation

microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland

Days for heavy met Subset
concentration in pla

tissues used f

phytoremediation N 1 2
Control 3 1.8000

Day 30 3 2.2800

Day 60 3 2.9600 2.9600
Day 90 3 3.0800 3.0800
Day 120 3 3.1900 3.1900
Day 150 3 3.8400
Day 180 3 4.3100
Sig. .051 .061
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Fiure 4.28 Ni (mg/kg) content iR. conjugatumP.J. Bergiugissue used for phytoremediation

microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland
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Table 50 shows Tukey HSD Test for Cu (mg/kg) conter.itonjugatumP.J. Bergiudissue

used for phytoremediation imybrid construction wetlan@ihe Tukey HSD Test for Copper (Cu)
content in plant tissue used for phytoremediation in the hybrid construction wetland yielded the
following results: There is significant difference in Cu content between the control gro@agnd

30 (p = 0.146), Day 30, 60 and 90 (p = 0.170), Day 90, 120 and 150 (p = 0.277), Day 120, 150
and 180 (p = 0.164). These results suggest that there are no significant differences in Cu content
in plant tissues across different close time points butfgignt different exists when compared to

the control group.
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Table 4.50:Cu Content inP. conjugatumP.J. Bergiustissue used for phytoremediation

microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland

Days for heavy met Subset

concentration in pla

tissues used f

phytoremediation N 1 2 3 4 5
Control 3 7.3800

Day 30 3 8.5200 8.5200

Day 60 3 9.3800 9.3800

Day 90 3 9.6200 9.6200 9.6200

Day 120 3 10.3500 10.3500 10.3500
Day 150 3 10.9200 10.9200
Day 180 3 11.4600
Sig. 146 170 277 .075 .164
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Figure 4.29 Cu (mg/kg) content ifP. conjugatunP.J. Bergiugissue used for phytoremediation

microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland
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4.2 Discussion

The analysis of the unpolluted soil sample usetthis study revealed the following composition:
sand content of 47.3%, silt content of 27.3%, and clay content of 23%. Additionally, the soil had
an organic carbon content of 0.65%, organic matter content of 0.45%, total nitrogen of 0.18%,
available phosphas content of 0.80%, and a pH level of 7.16.

These findings align with previous reports by Ogundola, Bvenura & Afolayan, (2018); Lindsay,
(2001); Mohammed and Yusif, (2020); Umeugokwe, Ugwu, Umeugochukwu, Uzoh, Obalum,
Ddamulira, & Alenoma (2021); Jin, HiKhan, Zhang, Yang, Jia & Sun (2021). They have all
documented varying levels of sand, silt, clay, organic matter, organic carbon, total nitrogen, and
available phosphorus in loamy soil. The study also indicates that the percentage of hydrocarbon
utilizing bacteria in the soil sample is 1.35%. This result is consistent with the earlier work of
Ogbonna, Douglas, & Awari (2020), who observed that unpolluted soils generally have a lower
percentage of hydrocarbautilizing bacteria compared to polluted soils.

The soil s average tot al het e fdulgrwhile the averdge c t e r i
hydrocarborutilizing bacteria (HUB) count was 4.6 x %16fu/g. Additionally, the total fungal

count was 1.5 x f0cfu/g, and the average hydrocarhatilizing fungi (HUF) count was 0.9 x

10 cfulg. These findings align with the previous studies by Soludo, Orji, Anaukwu, Anyaoha,
Ajogwu, & Eze (2024) and Eze, Owunna, & Avoaja (2013). They reported that heterotrophic
bacterial and fungal counts in unpolluted gare higher than those in polluted soil. Both studies,
along with others, have documented varying average THB, HUB, THF, and HUF counts in

unpolluted and hydrocarbepolluted soils.
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The ability of various hydrocarbeutilizing bacteria isolated from eerimental soil samples

polluted with crude oil and heavy metals was assessed for biosurfactant production. Each isolate
was assigned a A+0 sign, i ndicating i1its capac
signs given to an isolate reflects théatwe amount of biosurfactant it produced compared to

other isolates. This assessment revealed that all isolates from the crym@luteld soil
demonstrated the ability to produce biosurfactants.

Biosurfactant production waslassified into three levelshigh, moderate, low and based on
gualitative or quantitative assessments conducted in laboratory experiments. Each bacterium is
categorized according to its respective level of biosurfactant production (an indirect assessment)
which is based onthe sipef col | apse drop size and assigned
60+++06 for high. The resul t Psebdoraonas gi@merfentiasm t hi s
the highest collapse drop size indicating highest producer of biosurfactant among the hydrocarbon
utilizer isolates. This is in agreement with the previous workBasthipan, Preetham, Machuca,
Rahman, Murugan, & Rajasekar (20BHber6rChavez, Lépia, & Déziel (2005) Kaskatepe,

Yildiz, Gumustas, & Ozkan (2015)Sarafin, Donio, Velmurugan, Michaelbabu, & Citarasu

(2014) They all agreed thaPseudomonasspp. exhibited a higher level of biosurfactant
production compared to most bacteria. They alsanadid that biosurfactants produced by
Pseudomonaspecies were more effective in crude oil degraddiadhi & Gokhale (2016);

Okore, Nwaehiri, Mbanefo, Ogbulie, Ugenyi, Ogbuka, Ejele. & Okwujiako (28tfApugh no
comparative study was carried out by sbeauthors, they all agreed thatAcinetobacter
baumannii, Pantoea dispersa, Enterobacter cloacae and Kocuria paloduces moderate
biosurfactants. The study Padhi & Gokhalsuggested that althoudtantoea disperspossess a

significant potential forbiotechnological applications, that these species are less commonly
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studied for biosurfactant production compared to the others mentioned. However, some studies
indicate their potential in specific environmental conditions, highlighting the diversity in
biosurfactarfproducing capabilities among different bacterial geneealhi and Gokhale, (2016);

in their study identifiedEnterobacter cloacaas a predominant microorganism in a mixed culture
isolated from petrochemical sludge. Their research highlighted ability to degrade
hydrocarbons, suggesting its potential role in the bioremediation of crud®ntdminated
environments. Result from this study indicated thgdinibacillus fusiformisand Acinetobacter
baumanniishowed low drop size which is iimé with the works oPacwaP §oci ni cz ak,
PiotrowskaSeget, & Cameotra, 201Ekprasert, Kanakai, & Yosprasong, 2Q2@asileva
Tonkova & Gesheva, 2007). Their research highlighted that wtileetobacter baumanndan
produce biosurfactants, the drection levels were not as high as those observed in other bacterial
species such &acillus subtilisandPseudomonas aeruginobait this finding is in contrast with

the reports of Ndlovu, Rautenbach, Vosloo, Khan, & Khan, (2017); they reported that
Acinetobacter baumanniwas capable of producing substantial amounts of biosurfactants,
particularly under optimized conditions, and effectively degraded hydrocarbons while Rosenberg
& Ron, (1999) found that certain strains Adinetobacter baumannwere prolific biosurfactant

producers, particularly emulsan, which was effective in hydrocarbon degradation.

Preliminary study orBrachiaria distachyoidesStapf (African foxtail grass) shows that it was
tolerant to 3% crude oil and heavy metals pollused. At 7% crude oil and heavy metals
polluted wetlandsoil Brachiaria distachyoidesStapf exhibited reduced tolerance to this
concentration of pollution, although there was a substantial growth but the measured values

reduced when the experimental setupswcompared to the control. This observation is in
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agreement with the study by Merkl, Schuligeft, & Infante, (2004).They found that
Brachiaria specie could tolerate crude oil concentrations within the range of 0%, 3%, and 5%
without significant advers effects. According to their findings, concentrations above this
threshold resulted in decreased photosynthetic efficiency and biomass production. The result
from this study shows thd&rachiaria distachyoideStapf could not survive 10% crude oil and
heavy metals pollution but the study by Robsetal (2013), reported thaBrachiaria specie
showed high potential on heavy metal phytoextraction indicating that the inability of this plant to
grow at the stimulated pollutants concentrations may not beetiudt of heavy metals but rather

the 10% concentration of crude oil. These findings nideehiaria distachyoideStapf not to

be a plant of choice for this study.

The preliminary studies show th@yperus dichrostachyudochst. ex A. Rich. was toleratat 3%

crude oil and fixed heavy metal polluted soil. This observation is in contrast with the previous
findings of Chakravarty & Deka, (2021); Budhadev, Rubul, & Sabitry, (2012); Ighovie & Edwin,
(2012) They found thatyperus dichrostachyusas effectivan remediating crude oil and heavy
metals at different levels of crude oil and heavy metals concentrations. Results from this studies
showed thaCyperus dichrostachyudochst. ex A. Rich (nutsedge) is slightly tolerant to 7% and
highly susceptible to 10%rude oil and heavy metals and as a result, could not survive at this
concentration. Though studies @yperus dichrostachyuslochst. ex A as a phytoremediator
plant for the remediation of crude oil and heavy metals polluted soil is sketchy, but a wtudy b
Sunday & Aboh, (2012) shows that crude oil amended @Wiperussp., andAxonopussp.
worked together to reduce hydrocarbon by 59%. Neverthefessopussp. andCyperussp.

were responsible for 47% and 48% of the hydrocarbon reduction, respectivayreikiew by
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Ariyachandra, Alwis, & Wimalasiri, (2023)showed thatCyperus rotundusan extract and
accumulate As, Cd, Pb, Rb, Sn, and Zn in its roots and shoots when the soil is heavily
contaminated with the aforementioned heavy metals. Furtheri@gpeeus rotundusighlights

the potential for heavy metal remediation using this plant species while highlighting the
significant importance of bioconcentration factors and translocation factors to various heavy
metals. For future phytoremediation researchpetys rotundus may be found to be a potential
hyperaccumulator and phytostabilizer for the majority of heavy metals.

The inability of C. dichrostachyuso grow at above 7% concentration of crude oil and heavy
metals could be attributed to the overwhelmtogic effect of crude oil at above 7% and not
heavy metals present in the pollution. This is in agreement with the review by Ariyachandra et al.
(2023) as described above. Though a good phytoaccumulator and phytoremediator plant, the
inability to grow in D% crude oil and hevy mdtapolluted wetland soil could be as a result of

toxic effect of the hydrocarbon instead of heavy metals.

The studies on growth responsekalanchoe pinnata (Lam.) Pe €athedral bellsAir plant,

Life plant, Miracle leaf, Goethe plant or Love bush) to 3% crude oil and heavy pollution showed

that the experimental to control ratio at this concentration was approximately above 50%
indicating good tolerance to the toxic effects of the palitd. At exposure of 7% pollutant
concentration, a lower tolerance was observed and growth stopped. This shovikalathetioe

pinnata (Lam.) Perc oul dnodt survive the toxicity of 10¢9
metals pollution. Research specifigatin Kalanchoe pinnata (Lam.) Peras a phytoremediator

plant for the remediation of crude -@oblluted soil appears to be less commonly documented

compared to its use for heavy metal remediation. These observations are in agreement with the
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previous stuyg of Ubogu & Odokuma, (2019). They screened the following plant spéeges
mays, Telfairaoccidentalis, Saccharum officinarum, Kalanchoe pinnata, Phaseolus vulgaris,
Arachis hypogaea, Phragmitis australis, Azolla pinnata Eichornia crasssipefor their ability

to grow and tolerate 0, 1, 3 and 6% w/w crude oil contamination for addp@eriod to
determine the influence afrude oilon plant germination, height, root length, leaf area growth
and survival/death time. Among the nine plants tested Bnlgrassipes, P. australiand S.
officinarumsurvived for the 12@ay period of the study at 6% w/w contamination. The survival
of these plants in eitontaminated soils indicates that they could be used for rhizoremediation in
the Niger Delta. The fact th#&talanchoe pinnatavas among the screened plants and could not
grow when subjected to 6% crude oil pollution, shows that it is not a good phytoremediatior plant.
The fact that the studies by Odoemelam & Ukpe, (2008grreal Romero, Robles Camargo, &
Costa, (2023); collectively highlight the potential oKalanchoe pinnataas an effective
phytoremediator for various heavy metaintaminated soils, shows that its inability to tolerate
10% crude oil and heavy metals pollution may not be attributed to ¢éserpre of heavy metals
pollution but rather its ability to tolerate the toxic effect of crude oil at that concentration. For not
being able to survive the 10% concentration of crude oil and heavy nicaddsichoe pinnata

was not a plant of choice for bemediation

The results obtained whefPanicum maximumJacq (Guinea grags was subjected to
concentrations of 3%, 7% and 10% crude oil and heavy metals polluted soil during the
preliminary studies show that the plant was tolerant to 3% pollutant contamtrtit non
tolerant to higher concentrations of the pollutants. The studamcum maximundacq as a

phytoremediator plant for remediation of crude oil polluted solil is sketchiibasou, Ouattara,
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& Coulibaly, (2020)focused on the phytoextractionpegity of Panicum maximurto accumulate
heavy metals such as lead (Pb), cadmium (Cd), nickel (Ni), zinc (Zn), and copper (Cu) in a
controlled environment. The results indicated tRahicum maximuneffectively accumulates
these metals, suggesting its pat@nfor use in phytoremediation strategies but no mention of
crude oil was made. Therefore, high crude oil contamination significantly inhibited the growth
and physiological activities d?Panicum antidotalea species within thBanicumgenus which is

in agreement with the findings of this study. Although the effect of heavy metals on the plants
were not studied, but the study by Fakayode & Onianwa (2002) foun®.thaaximunmhad high
accumulation factors for Cr, Cd, Ni, and Mn in the lkeja IndustriahtEsin Lagos, Nigeria.
Messou et al. (2020); Nwadinigwe & Ugwu, (2018); Coulibaly, (2020), all agreedPthat
maximumaccumulate Pb, Cd, Ni, Zn, and Cu in a controlled environment and demonstrated that
P. maximumhas the capacity to clean up sites contetdd with these heavy metals. This
indicates its potential for use in cleaning up heavy niduted environments therefore its ARon
survival in 7% and 10% crude oil and heavy metal pollution cannot be attributed to the presence
of heavy metals but rathehe high concentration of crude oil. Based on the findings from the
preliminary study onPanicum maximumJacq, death of plant when subjected to higher
concentrations of the pollutants, was due to its-tadgrance to high concentration of crude oil

rathe thar heavy metals and as a result, it was not a plant of choit@oi@mediation

The growth response dimosa pudicd.. (Sensitive Plant, Sleepy Plaiftouchme-not orShame
plant) to 3%,7% and 10% concentrations of crude oil and heavy metals shbated gave a
positive response to 3% but 7% and 10% exhibited a negative response to phytotoxocity. Thirty

(30) days after planting in 7% pollutant concentration, the plant stopped responding to measured
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growth indices. This observation is in agreemeith the previous work of Kamble & Bhosle,
(2012). They found thaflimosa pudicacould tolerate crudeil contamination up to 6.2% (w/w).

Also Ahalya, Ramachandra, & Kanamadi, (2008)aluated the effectiveness Mfmosa pudica

in the phytoremediation dfieavy metals. They reported that the plant demonstrated significant
uptake of metals such as lead (Pb), cadmium (Cd), and zinc (Zn) and showed a tolerance to metal
concentrations up to 100 mg/kg for Pb, 50 mg/kg for Cd, and 200 mg/kg for Zn. Toxic Bffects
HydrocarbonsNutrient imbalance anphototoxicity among other factors could be responsible for
Mimosa pudicanot being able to tolerate high level of crude oil and heavy metals polluted soil

therefore was na plant of choice for bioremediation

The results of the growth responseRafspalum conjugaturR.J.BergiusCrab grassjo 3%, 7%

and 10% of crude oil and heavy metals polluted soil during preliminary studies show that they
were tolerant to the toxic effect of the pollutants at the apptigdlysconcentrations although at

10% crude oil and heavy mental concentration, there were impairment to growth indices but
observation from the study, showed that the leaves of the plant were still green throughout the
study period but could not grow whesubjected to a higher concentration of 12%. These
observations are in agreement with the previous studies by Fadliah, Yadi, Didy, & Mohamad,
(2020)Adesuyi, Njoku, Akinola, & Jolaoso, (2018)n their comparative studies involving
different plants they fawd thatPaspalum conjugatursignificantly reduced the total petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPH) in the soil even at a 15% crude oil concentration. The plant showed good
growth and resilience, contributing to the degradation of hydrocarbons. The study alsodbserve
that Paspalum conjugatuns a good phytoacumulator of heavy metals. Also the studydho,

Zibigha, & Odogu, (2009)xhowed that at varying degrees of crude oil contamination (0.00, 2.50,
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5.00, 7.50, 10.00, 12.50, and 15.00%) on the growtRaspalum srobiculatum a prevalent
weed in NigeriaPlant heightwetweight, and leaf area were significantly decreased as a result of
the varying degrees of crude oil pollution. The effect grew as the contamination level rose (for
example, the leaf area decreasetn 68.47 cm2 in the control to 34.07 cm2 in the 15.00% level

of contamination). The plant's dry weights did not significantly decrease as a result of the
pollution. Erute, Zibigha, & Odogu, (2009)reported that 15% crude oil pollution had
insignificantreduction in the dry weights d?aspalum scrobiculatunin contrast, the study by
PazAlberto, Sigua, Baui, & Prudente, (200'8ported thaPaspalum conjugatur. was the least
phtytoaccumulator of Pb amongst four plants studied, while the study by yhd#sal. (2019)

who carried out a comparative study involving many plant species to monitored the distribution of
Cd, Cr, Cu, Ni, Pb and Zn in plants of Lagos lagoon wetlands in Nigeria reportdeagsium

v a g i n aobtinad dhe highest Cu concenivatand also a good phytoaccumulator plant for the
above mentioned heavy metalBaspalum conjugatur®.J. Bergius was the plant of choice for
this study because of its ability to tolerate 10% crude oil and heavy metal concentration as applied

to the study.

The results of the growth responseMdriscus rotundugNutgrass or Purple nutsedge) during the
preliminary studies shows thitariscus rotundugxhibited the tolerance to 3%, 7% crude oil and
heavy metal pollution but could not tolerate the toxic eftéd 0% concentration of crude oil and
heavy metals. This is in contrast with the previous work of Basumatary, Saikia, & Bordoloi,
(2012). They examined the use@yperus rotundugnut grass) from the family Cyperaceae for
the remediation of crude oil (5, 4.08, 6.1, 8.15, and 10.2%) impacted soil and at the end of 180

days, result showed that plant biomass and heights decreased to 26 and 21.9%, respectively, in the
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presence of crude oiC. rotunduscould cause a reduction in TOG content and tolenatéecoil
pollution up to the concentration of 10.2%. The reductions in TOG for the unvegetated pots were
4.4%, 5.6%, 6.6%, 7.6%, and 9.6% for treatments A, B, C, D, and E, in that order, demonstrating
the plant species' suitability for phytoremediation.scAlNwaichi, Chukwuere, Abosi, &
Onukwuru, (2021), demonstrated that purple nutsedge is a good pytoremediator and
pytoaccumulator plant after planting it on a crude oil and heavy metals impacted (though the
concentration of the pollutant was not stated) samples collected from Koi#tdom community,
Oyigbo, Rivers state, Nigerialhe result also indicated thaflariscus rotundusis a good
phytoaccumul ator plant which i s i nArigaghargi@me nt
et al. (2023); Chukwuma, Aruorivwooghene, Nwaichi, & Monanu, (2020). Their review
highlighted thatC. rotundusamong other plants has a high capacity for absorbing and
accumulating heavy metals from contaminated soils. They found signifldéerences in metal
concentrations between control and tested samples, indicating the plant's sensitivity to heavy
metal pollution. The study emphasizes tGatotunduscan be used for bioremediation in polluted
habitats. Aryagt al.(2016) reported thayperus vaginatygrom the family Cyperaceae have been
used in constructed wetlands to alter the biogeochemistry of waterlogged soils through removal of
heavy metals from the water bodies. Ajuru & Nmom, (2020); in their review, they reported that
Mariscus rotundus amongst other plant species are widely studied and recommended for

phytoremediation for crude oil and heavy metals polluted soils.

The results of the growth responseMdriscus ligularisL. (umbrella sedge) to 3%, 7% and 10%

of crude oil and hevy metals polluted soil in a microcosm hybrid constructed wetland system
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during preliminary studies showed that showed katiscus ligularisL. like other plant species

used for this study was tolerant to 3% crude oil and heavy metals pollution.

Resuts obtained from the growth response studies further showed that the growth indices of the
experimental setup have negative trends when compared to the control at 7% crude oil and heavy
metal pollution. The toxic effect of the pollutants overwhelivatiscus ligularisL at 120 and

150 days after planting under 7% crude oil and heavy metal pollution become more noticeable
through the colour of the plant leaves. At 10% concentration of the pollutariscus ligularis

(L.) could not grow. This is in agreemt with the studies by Abednego, Pappoe, Armah, & Ato,
(2013). In their study investigating the phytoremediation potential of indigenous Ghanaian grass
and grasdike species grown on used motor oil contaminated soils, they foundvidn@dcus
ligularis had the lowest total hydrocarbon content (THC) uptake and percentage degradation of
hydrocarbons compared to other tested plants HBathriochloa bladhii and Torulinium
odoratum They did, however, come to the conclusion Mariscus ligulariswas less stcessful

than the other plants at phytoremediating soil contaminated with used motor oil. Four plant
specied Mariscus alternifolius, Fimbristylis ferruginea, Schwenkia americamal Spermacoce
ocymoided were found to be successful in remediating heavyamebntamination in soll
polluted by crude oil, according to a study on heavy metals tolerance conducted by Chukwuma et
al., (2020).F. ferruginearemoved cadmium and chromium the best after the cleanup period, with
removal rates of 70.3% and 93.8%, respety. M. alternifoliushad the highest clearance rate of
lead (89.0%)S. ocymoidegestored lead levels by 65.07%, whilke alternifolius, F. ferruginea,

andS. americanaecovered lead levels by 145.47%, 27.18%, and 353.36%, respectively. All four
plants helped to restore the contaminated bk study concludes that these plants are effective

for heavy metal removal in crude -@blluted soils and are recommended fdufa remediation
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efforts. Due to these finding$/. ligularis like the other seven plants with the exception of

Paspalum conjugatuid.J. Bergiugould not be plants of choice for this study.

The response of hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial in differententrations of native soap solution

was assessed for a period of six day®e result suggests that lower concentration (1%) of native
soap supported the growth of the test organisms more significantly than higher concentrations
greater than 10%. This ia agreement with the previous work of Olajuyigbe, Adelsyela, &
Adedayo, (2017); whose study on Black soap concluded that the minimum inhibitory
concentration foKlebsiella pneumoniaandEnterococcus faecalisnged between 0.125 mg/mL

and 2 mg/mL Saphylococcus aureu®.25 4) mg/mL, Escherichia coli(0.125 4) mg/mL This

means that higher concentration of the soap results in the death of the studied bacteria. Also the
study byWemedo, Amadi, Nedie, & Olaolu, (201&greed that the high concentaatiof soap

leads to higher significant mortality rate in the study organisms. Also the previous study by
Anoliefo, Ikhajiagbe, Okoye, & Omoregie, (201@&noliefo et al. (2019), found that 1% w/v

local soapin-water caused an increase in rise of surEd®e chemicals following the
application of soap treatments, including rhamnolipids, trehalolipids, sophorolipids, emulsan,
liposan, and surfactin which led to increase in the polluted soil's microbial consortia resulting to a

general decrease in the sotbtal petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) concentrations.

The assessment of growth response of hydrocarbon utilizing fungi in different concentrations of
the native soap was also carried oie result illustrates that the efficacy of native soap on
fungal gravth varies with concentration and time, showing the highest growth at lower

concentrations followed by a decline, while higher concentrations maintain a stable but lower
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effectiveness on fungal growth. These observations are in contrast with the preuthudys
Fasola, Aponmade, & Aponjolosun, (2020he result from their study shows that at a native
soap concentration of 0.5, 1.0, 1.5 and 2.0 mL were found to have significant antifungal effect on
all the four fungi at all volumes. The result highligtite importance of optimizing concentration

for maximum fungal growth while avoiding potential toxicity or inhibitory effects.

The growth response of hydrocarbon utilizing bacterial (HUB) species in different concentrations
of poultry dropping (poultry mame) was assessell.was observed that the treatment with 1%
poultry dropping concentration resulted in a significant increase in bacterial species growth. The
results indicate that the 1% concentration of poultry droppings is the most effective trefatment
increase in bacterial species growth. The 10% concentration also shows a beneficial effect but is
less effective than the 1% concentration. The 30% concentration has the least effect, indicating
that higher concentrations might not proportionallyéase efficacy and could potentially have
adverse effects. These observations are in contrast with the previous wahegf Sun, Wang,

Peng, Wang, LinYang, Hua,& Wu, (2023) They observed that high concentrations of chicken
manure resulted in disth microbial profiles. Alsalin, H., Zhang, Yan, Yang, Fang, Li, Shao,
Wang , Yue, Wang , Cheng, Shi, & Qin, (202%gang, Ashworth, DeBruyn, Willett, Durso,
Cook, & Owens, (2019); AustaZ Martinez, and Harmel, (20Déney all studied the impact of
poultry manure application on soil microbial communities and found that high concentrations of
poultry manure altered the complexity and structure of both bacterial and fungal networks,
enhancing the abundance of certain keystone taxa which play crucial rolasient cycling.

Also the study byOkafor, Orji, Agu, Awah, Okeke, Okafor, & Okoro, (201&)ntrasted the

findings of this work. They studied the impact of poultry droppings in the bioremediation of crude
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oil-polluted soil was evaluated. Different congatibns of the poultry droppings (10%, 30%, and

50%) were also studied and the result obtained from this study shows that the microbial growth
rate increased as the concentration of the poultry droppings increased. The reason for the contrast
in observed esults could be among other factors due to concentration of the pollutants at which
this study was carried. At 10% crude oil with heavy metals pollution, 30% percent poultry manure
could be detrimental to the growth of HUB due to heat released to ther@meint from its

breakdown which might result in additional stress on the bacteria resulting to their death.

Growth response of Hydrocarbon utilizing Fungi (HUF) in different concentrations of poultry
droppings showed that all responses decline, with itffeeh concentration group showing a more
rapid decrease. The graph shows that low concentrations (1%) of poultry droppings lead to the
highest and most sustained response, whereas higher concentrations (10% and 30%) show an
initial positive response folloed by a decline. This pattern is consistent with the findings from
Naowasarn & Leungprasert, (2016) Their research demonstrated that the addition of poultry
droppings though the concentration was not highlighted, at low concentrations crude of oll
pollution (5%) improved the degradation rates of hydrocarbons in contaminated soil. Their study
also noted an increase in the population of hydrocadegnading organisms, suggesting that
poultry droppings provide essential nutrients that stimulate microbialtigrowhe findings by
Okafor et al. (2016)Co0, Oviasogie, & Ikhajiagbe, (2022Ekpo & Nya, (2012xontrast to the

above findings.In their study they found that high concentrations of organic amendments,
including poultry droppings, significantly enhamt the growth and activity of hydrocarbon

degrading microorganisms.
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The growth response of hydrocarbon utilizing bacteria (HUB and hydrocarbon utilizing fungi
(HUF) in different combined concentrations of natural soap (NS) and poultry droppings (PD) over
six days for bacteria and 21days for HUF, shows that all groups showed a decline, the study
shows that the combination (0.5% + 0.5%) to most significantly support the growth of HUB
followed by (5% +5%) combination, with the highest concentration (15% +) Ebf#wing the
steepest drop. Although the analysis of the growth response of hydrocaittzomg bacteria
(HUB) in various combined concentrations of natural soap (NS) and poultry droppings (PD) is
limited, the findings of Akpokodje & Hilary (2019) aligwith this observation. In their study,
"Bioremediation of Hydrocarbon Contaminated Soil: Assessment of Compost Manure and
Organic Soap,'they reported that the growth and activity of hydrocaregrading bacteria
significantly increased when low to modé&r concentrations of poultry manure were combined

with natural soap.

Paspalum conjugaturR.J. Bergius growth response to measured parameters (shoot length, root
length, weight and leave size) in hybrid constructed wetland soil polluted with 10% craael oil

heavy metals (Cu, Pb, Zn and Ni) treated with different amendments of poultry droppings (1%),
natural soap (1%) and combination of both (1%). Result obtained indicates that combination of
natural soap andPaspalum conjugatuni.J. Bergius S + NS + PI) at the pollutants
concentrations show a continuous increase reaching the hiBaspalum conjugatuni.J.

Bergius measured growth parameters, suggesting the best performance among the treatments.
This implies that natural soap in combination wiBaspalm conjugatumP.J. Bergius
significantly aids in mitigating the pollutants' negative effects. In contrast, although poultry

manure was not used, but the study by Akpokodje and Hilary demonstrated that the combination
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of compost manure and organic soageetively degraded total hydrocarbon content (THC) from
957.21 mg/kg to 154.36 mg/kg in contaminated soil. The results indicated significant
improvements in soil physical characteristics and vegetative growth in treated samples compared
to controls.

The conbination of natural soap, poultry droppings &a$spalum conjugaturi.J. BergiusRS +

NS + PD + PLYJ shows steady growth, indicating that the combination of natural soap and
poultry droppings works well but slightly less effectively than natural soapeaadPaspalum
conjugatumP.J. Bergius combined. This observation is in agreement with the previous studies by
Akpokodje &Hilary, (2019) who demonstrated that the combination of compost manure and
organic soap effectively degraded total hydrocarbon coraed vegetative growth in treated
samples compared to controls. The benefits of combining natural soap and organic amendments
to enhance nutrient availability, improve soil structure, and promote microbial activity, thereby
supporting better plant growtim contaminated soils. This contrast could be because of the
difference in the concentrations of pollutants in which the phytoremediation plants were
subjected. A 10% crude oil and heavy metals polluted soil by all standard is a heavily polluted
soil envionment and the addition of poultry manure may add to the toxicity of the soil initially of
which may wane off with time due to natural attenuation, after which addition of organic manure
will play a significant role in all measured plant growth paramefés. is in agreement with the
review by Saharan, Singh, Goyat, Umar, Ibrahim, Akbar, & Baskoutas, (2023); who stated that
the choice of cleanup technique depends on the types of contamination, since a poor choice may

hinder high removal efficiency.
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The residual concentration of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbon (TPH) in soil sediments from hybrid
constructed wetlands polluted with crude oil and heavy metals and phytoremediated over 150
days with various amendments: poultry droppings (PD), natural soap (N89Y,(Plar), and
combinations of these shows that all treatments resulted in a decline in TPH concentrations over
time with phytoremediation of the polluted soil sample with combined effect of natural soap and
plant Paspalum conjugatu@.J.Bergius) S + NS+ PLT) shows the most significant reduction

in TPH than all other treatments, suggesting a synergistic effect of multiple amendments. This
finding is in line with the previous studies by Hoang, Lamb, Sarkar, Seshadri, Lam, Vinu, Bolan,
(2022). This studyssessed the effects of a synthetic surfactant (Tritd00¥ and a triterpenoid
saponin (from red ash leaves, Alphitonia excelsa) on plant growth and TPH biodegradation in the
rhizosphere of two native wild species (a shrub, Hakea prostrata, and aGjrasss, truncata).
Results obtained shows that at high concentration of TritahfOOX dramatically inhibited the
growth of the two plants under study (reducing biomass and photosynthesis) and the microbial
activity in the rhizosphere. In contrast, saporimanistration greatly boosted TPH elimination

(up to 60% in C. truncata at 1000 mg/kg due to greater plant growth and related microbial activity
in the rhizosphere). Their study demonstrated that natural soap reduced TPH concentrations more
effectively than poultry manure in soil contaminated with high levels of crude oil; plants treated
with natural soap showed improved physiological parameters, including increased chlorophyll
content and better overall health and enhanced degradation of hydrocarbotisilvvdsdato the
improved solubilization of oil by natural soap, facilitating microbial degradation processes.
Phytoremediation treatment with combination of poultry dropping and natural B&ap PD +
NS)and natural soap alone (PS + NS) resuhieslbstantial TPH reduction, with PS + PD + NS

performing slightly better PS + NS. This finding is in agreement with the studies of Akpokodje &
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Uguru, (2019). They reported that combined application of poultry manure and natural soap

showed a more subsiizal decrease in TPH levels than natural soap alone.

Treatment with poultry droppings alone (PS + PD) and with combination of plant and poultry
droppings (PS + PD + PLT), results showed thate treatments are moderately effective, with

PS + PD + PLT showing a more gradual decrease in TPH than the former. This is in agreement
with the previous work o¥White, Wolf, Thoma, & Reynolds, (2006\\ccording to their research

on plant selection ansbil amendments from a field study, the TPH levels in vegetated fertilized
plots at six months were considerably lower than those invagetated, noifertilized plots.
Elevated numbers of bacteria, fungi, and PAH degraders were seen following the gfowth
vegetation and the addition of fertilizer.

Treatment with plant alonég + PLT) and without amendment (PS alpsbbwed the least TPH
reduction compared to others, indicating that plants alone or polluted soil (hydrocarbon degrading
microorganisms f@sent in polluted soil and natural attenuation) alone are less effective. This
finding is in line with the previous work of Chikere, Azubuike, & Fubara, ((2017). The study
assessed the natural attenuation of crudealiited soil without any organic dnorganic
amendments while the results indicated that there was minimal reduction in TPH levels over time
in the untreated soil. The limited degradation was attributed to the lack of nutrient availability and
microbial activity that typically aid in the éakdown of hydrocarbons.

Determination of residual concentration of zinc (Zn), Nickel (Ni) Copper (Cu) and Lead (Pb)
(mg/kg) in the soil sediments from hybrid constructed wetland showed that phytoremediation
with combined treatment of poultry manure aratunal soap S + PD + NS + PLTjnitially

shows a decline, but later concentrations stabilize, suggesting initial effectiveness but potential

296



limitations over time. Phytoremediation with natural soap a([@®&+ NS + PLT)gave the most
significant redugbn among all treatment options, indicating effective loergn remediation.

This finding is in contrast with the study aNuana, Okieimen, & Imborvungu, (2010);
Akpokodje & Uguru, (2019); Ogunwande, Adebayo, & Akinpelu, (2020). Their studies examined
the impact of combining poultry manure and natural soap on the phytoremediation efficiency of
heavy crude oipolluted soil using different pytoremdiator plants and the results demonstrated
that the combination treatment significantly reduced heavy metal miwatens, including
arsenic (As), mercury (Hg), and cadmium (Cd), nickel (Ni), zinc (Zn), and copper (Cu) in the soil
compared to other treatments. The combination of organic nutrients from poultry manure and the
surfactant properties of natural soap ioyad the bioavailability of heavy metals, facilitating

their uptake by the plants and leading to effective remediation.

Phytoremediation treatment with poultry droppings ofl$ (+ PD + PLT) and remediation with
combined poultry droppings and natural s¢@p + PD + NSyhowed moderate reductions, with

PS + PD + PLT showing some higher reduction. Treatment of the soil sample with poultry
droppings aloneRS + PD) and natural soap alone (PS + NS), thes¢ments also showed a
decline, with PS + PD reachynlower zinc levels than PS + NS. Treatment vispalum
conjugatum P.J. Bergius aloneP§S + PLT), Shows a gradual decline in heavy metals
concentration, suggesting the effectiveness of plants alone which is in agreement with the studies
by Sherameti &Vama (2011)Morel, Chaineau, Schiavon, & Lichtfouse, (199@)their chapter

"The Role of Plants in the Remediation of Contaminated Soils," the authors discuss how plants

can significantly alter the fate of pollutants in soils. They highlight that phytatation, through
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the uptake of pollutants and the release of root exudates, can enhance the degradation of organic

pollutants, leading to a reduction in contaminant levels over time.

Polluted soil without any treatmer®$), showedhe least reduction,idghlighting the necessity of
amendments for effective zinc remediation. This is in agreement with the previous studies by
Gao, Faheem, & Yu, (2022Wwhose work on bibliometric analysis of contaminated soll
remediation research found that amendments amgatrior enhancing soil health, stabilizing
contaminants, and improving soil structucecalle, Becerril, & Garbisu, (20200, Han, Liu, &

Wang, (2022) Michaetigolima, Abbey, & Ifelebuegu, (2022Morel et al., (1999)oncluded

that biological remedtaon methods like phytoremediation and vermiremediation, often combined

with organic amendments, are effective in recovering soil health and ecosystem service

Total hydrocarbon (THC) content in water sample from microcosm hybrid construction wetland
was cetermined and the results showed tHEC levels drop significantly over time, with a sharp
decrease between the control and day 30 (down to around 800 mg/kg), continuing to decrease
steadily to near zero by day 150 and maintaining low levels up to dayrh8Gharp decline in

THC concentration suggests effective phytoremediation. The combination of plants and natural
soap significantly enhanced the degradation and removal of hydrocarbons from the water. This is
in agreement with the previous studies ob&Ku, Abbey, & Ifelebuegu, (2022)his systematic

review discusses various remediation methods foicamtaminated soils, emphasizing the
effectiveness of combining plabased treatments with natural surfactants like sdépang Son

et al., (2022)jn their study titled "Plantlerived saponin enhances biodegradation of petroleum

hydrocarbons in the rhizosphere of native wild plants,” the authors found that the combination of
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plant roots and saponins significantly improved the biodegradation of petrdigdmocarbons,
highlighting the synergistic effect of these natural surfactants in remediation processes. The
authors highlight that such combinations can significantly enhance the degradation of
hydrocarbons in contaminated environments. This is consigiéim the rapid decrease in THC

observed in the figure.

The results indicate that natural amendments, such as natural soaps and organic matter (poultry
droppings), can enhance microbial activity and hydrocarbon degradation, supporting the observed
trend of decreasing THC levels. This finding aligns with the study by Eze & Nwankwo (2023),
who evaluated the effectiveness of compost manure and organic soap on hydrocarbon degradation
in petroleumcontaminated solil. It is also consistent with the researdh #allah, Goutx, Mille,

& Bertrand (1990), which investigated the production of emulsifying agents by marine bacteria,
emphasizing the role of surfactants in enhancing hydrocarbon biodegradation. Although not
directly focused on plargoap combinationshis earlier work helps to understand how surfactants

can facilitate the degradation process. Their findings showed that the combination of compost
manure and organic soap significantly reduced total hydrocarbon content, highlighting the
potential of this pproach for effective soil remediation.

Furthermore, the results demonstrate that combining plants with natural amendments substantially
improves the efficiency of hydrocarbon removal from contaminated sites, supporting the
enhanced treatment efficacy obsel in the graph. This is in line with the findings of Uloaku et

al. (2022). In their systematic review, they discuss various methods for remediating oil
contaminated soils, including the use of pldatived surfactants, and their effectiveness in

promoing hydrocarbon degradation. The authors emphasize the role of microbial consortia in the
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rhizosphere for breaking down hydrocarbons, which can be further boosted by plant exudates and
natural amendments. This supports the observed steady decline in Vel€ ds microbial

activity facilitates hydrocarbon breakdown.

The concentration of lead (Pb mg/kg) content in water sample from hybrid construction wetland
was determined and results showed thate was a significant decline in Pb concentration, the
steady decline in Pb concentration demonstrates the effectiveness of the phytoremediation by
hybrid constructed wetland in removing lead from crude oil and heavy metals polluted water and
soil. This agreed with the previous study of Kadlec & Wallace (200B¢ofan & Sheoran,
(2006); they demonstrated that the dynamics of heavy metal removal in wetlands often show
rapid initial uptake, followed by a slower, more stable phase as the system reaches
equilibrium.The significant reduction in Pb levels within thestfi90 days suggests that the
phytoremediation process is most effective during the initial period. The marked drop between
Day 120 and Day 150 indicates a critical phase in the remediation process, possibly due to
enhanced microbial activity, plant growtbr other biogeochemical processes. By Day 180, Pb
levels are almost undetectable, showing the -kengn effectiveness and sustainability of the
phytoremediation system in reducing heavy metal contamination in water. The above observation
aligned with theprevious works of Vymazal, (2010Matagi, Swai, & Mugabe, (1998);
Marchand, Mench, Jacob, & Otte, (2010);Ye, Whiting, Lin, Lytle, Qian, & Terry, (2001); Gikas,
Ranieri, & Tchobanoglous, (2013);Sullivan, Moran, & Otte, (2004). They all demonstrated tha
Longterm studies indicate that sustained phytoremediation efforts can lead to significant
reductions in contaminant levels, although the rate of removal may decrease over time as

contaminant availability diminishes. The study by Faulwetter, Gagnon,b8tmdChazarenc,
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Burr, Brisson, & Stein, (2009). also demonstrated that the interaction of plants, microbes, and the
abiotic environment in constructed wetlands facilitates complex biogeochemical processes that

contribute to the removal of heavy metals.

The concentration of copper (Cu) (mg/kg) in water samples from a hybrid constructed wetland
was measured, revealing a significant decrease in Cu levels within the first 30 days, indicating
rapid initial uptake and removal of Cu from the water. However,rafdday 150, a noticeable

spike occurred, with Cu concentration rising to approximately 0.70 mg/kg. This increase could be
due to several factors, such as the release of Cu from sediment, disturbances within the wetland
system, or seasonal effects that uefice biological activity in the wetland. This observation
aligns with the findings of Kadlec & Wallace (2008), who noted that heavy metals might be
released from sediments under certain conditions, leading to temporary spikes in metal
concentrations in # water column. After the spike, a sharp decline followed, with Cu
concentration dropping to around 0.05 mg/kg by Day 180. This trend is consistent with the studies
of Almuktar, Abed, & Scholz (2018) and Pik8mits (2005), who conducted loitgrm research

on phytoremediation. They demonstrated that constructed wetlands can significantly reduce heavy
metal concentrations over time, though regular monitoring and maintenance are required to

manage fluctuations.

The concentration of nickel (Ni) (mg/kg) in vestsamples from a hybrid constructed wetland was
monitored over a period of 180 days, showing a slow but steady decline, reaching near zero by the
end of the study. This trend indicates that the phytoremediation process in the constructed wetland

was effetive in reducing Ni contamination over time. Constructed wetlands arekm@in for
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their capacity to remove heavy metals from contaminated water through mechanisms such as
sedimentation, adsorption, and plant uptake. This finding aligns with previalissstincluding

those by Vymazal et al. (2010), Ali et al. (2013), Kadlec and Wallace (2009), and Marchand et al.
(2010), which reported that hybrid constructed wetlands exhibit high removal efficiency for heavy
metals like Cd, Ni, Pb, Cu, Cr, and Zn.

Zinc (Zn mg/kg) content in plant tissue used for phytoremediation microcosm studies in the
hybrid constructed wetlanghows that Zn concentration in plant tissues increases from
approximately 48 mg/kg at the control stage to around 65 mg/kg by day 180.eRuisrtdicates

that the plants are progressively accumulating zinc over time, which is a characteristic outcome of
effective phytoremediation. Phytoremediation is a welkumented method for the removal of
heavy metals from contaminated environments. Blaséd in this process absorb metals through
their roots and accumulate them in their tissues which was documented through the previous work
of Vymazal, (2010); Vymazal et al. (2010) which discussed the mechanisms by which plants
absorb and accumulate hgametals, supporting the observed increase in Zn concentration in
plant tissues over time. Hybrid constructed wetlands combine the benefits of different types of
wetlands, enhancing their capacity to treat contaminants, including heavy metals. The previous
work of Vymazal, (2010)Wiessner, Kuschk, Buddhawong, Stottmeister, Mattusch, & Kastner,
(2006); Kropfelov§, Vymazal, Gvehla, & Gt2cho:
Pauw, (2007); Maine, M. A., Sune, N., Hadad, H., Sanchez, G., and Bddet2006); Maine,

Sune, Hadad, Sanchez, & Bonetto, (2006); Maine, Sufie, Hadad, Sanchez & Bonetto, (2009);
highlighted the effectiveness of hybrid constructed wetlands in treating various pollutants,
including heavy metals like zinc, through plant uptedech is in line with observation from this

study. The progressive increase in Zn concentration in plant tissues is consistent with the plants’
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ability to accumulate heavy metals over time, which is crucial for effective phytoremediation, this
is in agreerant with the previous study of Yadav, (2010). This article discussed how plants
tolerated and accumulated heavy metals, emphasizing the increase in metal concentration in plant
tissues as observed in the study. The {tlependent increase in heavy metahaantration in

plant tissues is typical in phytoremediation studies, as plants gradually absorb and accumulate
metals from the environment. The previous study of Sam€gkaerman, Stepien, & Kempers,
(2004), supports the tim#ependent accumulation of hgametals in plant tissues, which is
consistent with the trend observed in the study, Different plant species have varying capacities to
accumulate heavy metals, and the choice of species can significantly impact the phytoremediation
process.Ali, Khan, & Sajad, (2013) in their e v i e Rhytooemedidtion of heavy metals
concept s an tighlgipad lthe onadrtancerofssélecting appropriate plant species for
effective phytoremediation, supporting the trend of increasing Zn concentration in plaes 8ss

observed in this study.

The lead Pb mg/kg) content inPaspalum conjugatumP.J. Bergiustissue used for
phytoremediation microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland polluted with crude oil and
heavy metals was determined and the results shioaighie concentration of Pb in the plant
tissues increases significantly from the control stage to day 180 of the study. This trend indicates
that the plants are progressively accumulating lead over time, which is consistent with effective
phytoremediationThis observation can be explained from the factphgtoremediation involves

using plants to absorb, concentrate, and remove contaminants from the environment. The
observed increase in Pb concentration in plant tissues over time aligns with thenglames'

capacity to take up and sequester heavy metals from contaminated soils and water. This agreed
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with the previous studies of SamedRgmerman et al, (2004) who agreed that the capacity of
plants to accumulate lead is wdlbcumented stating that t&n plant species are particularly
effective at uptake of lead from contaminated environments and storing it in their tissues. Also the
study byPeijnenburg, Baerselman, De Groot, Jager, Leenders, Posthuma, & Van Veen, (2000);
provides evidence of the taydependent accumulation of heavy metals in plant tissues,
supporting the trend observed in the graph while the study ey &lli, (2013 which reviewed

and discussed the importance of plant selection in phytoremediation projects, highlighted the

species that are particularly effective at accumulating heavy metals such as lead.

Nickel (Ni) content inPaspalum conjugatuni.J. Bergiustissue used for phytoremediation
microcosm studies in hybrid constructed wetland polluted with crude oil and heavy metals was
determined and the results showed thafmg/kg) content in plant tissue increases with time is
consistent with the findings from sewérstudies on the phytoremediation of heavy metals in
constructed wetl ands. The studies by Mihailov
reported that certain hyperaccumulator plants show significant increases in nickel concentration in
their tissues over time, particularly in the later stages of growth. Tangahu, Sheikh Abdullah,
Basri, Idris, Anuar, & Mukhlisin, (2011) highlighted that plants |Beassica junceand Pteris

vittata accumulate metals progressively, with peak accumulation oftearrorg just before
flowering or during full vegetative growtiMcNear Jr, Chaney, & Sparks, (201®&und that
Alyssum mural@nd other nickel hyperaccumulators increase metal concentration in their tissues
consistently over time, with the highest levsipically observed at maturity. Soet al. (2019)
emphasized the importance of monitoring metal accumulation at different growth stages to

optimize harvest times for maximum metal uptake wiSleuri, Hatamian, & Tesfamariam,
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(2019); Song, Wang, Zhai, GHao, Shi, Lian, Chen, Shen, & Chen, (2022)powed that species
like Sedumalfredii and Phytolacca acinosademonstrate steady increases in heavy metal
concentrations in their tissues over time, suggesting that extended growth periods enhance

phytoremediabn efficiency.

The ability of plants to absorb and translocate heavy metals from contaminated water or sediment
into their aboveground biomass leads to the gradual increase in Ni concentration within their
tissues. Research has shown that certain macrophyte speciesassBistia stratiotesand
Eichhornia crassipesare particularly effective in removing heavy metals like nickel from
wastewater through phytoremediation. Additionally, the hybrid nature of constructed weétlands
which integrates different wetland types, Is&s vertical and horizontal fl@dwprovides a variety

of environmental conditions and supports diverse plant species. This combination enhances the
overall efficiency of heavy metal removal; as different plants can accumulate a broader range of

contaminants

The copper (Cu) content iRaspalum conjugatun®.J. Bergius tissues was measured during
phytoremediation microcosm studies in a hybrid constructed wetland polluted with crude oil and
heavy metals. The results showed a progressive increase in Cu (rogdegntration in plant
tissues over time. This finding aligns with previous studies, which demonstrated that Cu content
in plant tissues tends to rise throughout the phytoremediation process in hybrid constructed
wetlands. This trend can be attributed toe tnature of phytoremediation, where plants
continuously absorb heavy metals from the contaminated environment, leading to cumulative

uptake by the roots and translocation to aerial parts of the plant. As the plants continue to extract

305



Cu from the soil owater, the concentration within their tissues increases. This observation is
consistent with the work of Ali et al. (2013), whose review on the mechanisms of heavy metal
uptake by plants supports the idea that metal accumulation in plant tissues typicafiges over

time during phytoremediation.

Certain plants are capable of hyperaccumulating heavy metals, and their efficiency may improve
with prolonged exposure. As the phytoremediation process continues, these plants can adapt to
the contaminated cortthns, leading to higher concentrations of heavy metals, including Cu,
within their tissues. This is in agreement with studies by Chaney, Angle, Broadhurst, Peters,
Tappero, & Sparks (2007); Pilgdmits (2005); Kumar (1995); and Salt, Blaylock, Kumar,
Duslkenkov, Ensley, Chet, & Raskin (1995). These studies collectively enhance our understanding
of how specific plant species can be used to remediate heavy-poktdéd soils through
hyperaccumulation. They also emphasize the importance of selecting spltatilspecies and

optimizing conditions to maximize the effectiveness of phytoremediation.

CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Conclusion

This study shows that hybrid constructed wetlands are a promising technology for the remediation
of environments contaminated with crude oil and heavy metals, offering a balance of
effectiveness, sustainability, and ce$ficiency throughenhanced contamant removal the

combination of different types of wetland systems (e.g., vertical and horizontal flow) in hybrid
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constructed wetlands improves the efficiency of contaminant removal compared tesgsigha
wetlands. Synergistic Effects; The integratioh various physical, chemical, and biological
processes in hybrid systems enhances the degradation and uptake of pollutants, leading to better
overall treatment performance. Utilizing a variety of plant species in hybrid wetlands supports the
breakdown and absorption of both organic and inorganic pollutants, improving the
phytoremediation potential. Hybrid wetlands promote diverse microbial communities that
contribute to the biodegradation of hydrocarbons and the transformation and immobilization of
heavy netals. These systems are considered sustainable andffecsive solutions for the
treatment of polluted soils, leveraging natural processes to achieve high levels of pollutant

removal.

It also shows that plants differ in their susceptibility or otheewtb crude oil and heavy metals
polluted soil. These studies collectively highlight the effectivene$s obnjugatum P.J. Bergius
among the eight (8) plants selected for this study as the most effective phytoremediator and
pytoaccumultor plant becausé its ability to tolerate combined effects of 10% crude oil and
heavy metals pollution, demonstrating its potential and insynegy with microorganisms able to
reduce hydrocarbon contamination and its ability to tolerate varying levels of crude oil pollution,
thereby promoting soil recovery.Molecular studies show tRaeudomonas xiamenensis,
Acinetobacter baumanii, Alcaligenes cloacae, Enterobacter cloacae, Pantoa dispersa, Pantoa
dispersa, Lysinibacillus fusiformis, Kocuriapalwerethe hydrocarbon utilizerisolated from the
impacted soil used for this study, while the fungi Remicilliumspp.,Aspergillusspp.,Fusarium

spp. The study highlighted th&seudomonasamenensigjave the best result for biosurfactant

production, other bacteria lik&cinetobater, Enterobactey and Pantoeaalso show significant
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capabilities, albeit with varying efficiencies. Each bacterium has unique traits that make them

suitable for specific applications in bioremediation and industrial processes.

The results from the studshows that amendment with lower concentrations of poultry droppings
(1% and 10%) are more effective in supporting the growth of tested bacterial species. Higher
concentration (30%) showed a less effectiveness in the support of the growth of testeal bacteri
species, this is likely due to potential toxicity or its inhibitory effects. This highlights the
importance of optimizing poultry dropping concentrations for effective use in agricultural or
environmental applications. These studies collectively demaiasthat while natural soap and
poultry manure each have beneficial effects on the growth of remediator plants in crude oil and
heavy metals polluted soil, their combined application generally will show synergistic effects,
leading to significant improveemts in plant weight, shoot length, root length, and leaf size. The
addition of plants to the combined treatment provides the best overall results for both plant
growth and soil remediation but these studies highlight the effectiveness of using najueaidoa
plants in a constructed wetland system to enhance the phytoremediation process, particularly in
reducing TPH levels in heavy crude-pilluted soils. The combination of natural soap and plant
roots improves hydrocarbon solubility, bioavailabilityydamicrobial activity, leading to more
effective remediation outcomes. The study also points to the fact that although the combined
synergistic of poultry manure, natural soap and plants are well documented, the concentration of
the pollutants can imposdimiting factor to the growth of the plants and microorganisms. This is
because the result from the study shows a negative response from the plant and microorganisms at

a high concentration (10%) of crude oil and heavy metals when amended with poultnge man
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The study reveals the effectiveness of using combined treatment of natural soap and plants in a
constructed wetland system to enhance the phytoremediation process, particularly in reducing
TPH levels in high concentration (10%) of crude oil and hemstals polluted soil. The
combination of natural soap and plant roots improves hydrocarbon solubility, bioavailability, and
microbial activity, leading to more effective remediation outcomes. These studies highlight the
significant role of natural soap ienhancing the phytoremediation process, particularly in the
reduction of heavy metals in crude-pilluted soils. The surfactant properties of natural soap
improve the bioavailability and mobility of heavy metals, facilitating their uptake by plants and
leading to more effective remediation outcomes. Also illustrated by the study was the effective
reduction of total hydrocarbon (THC) content in water samples from a hybrid constructed wetland
phytoremediated with plants and natural soap. The significaméase in THC levels over time
highlights the efficiency of this combined treatment strategy. The observed trends are supported
by recent literature that emphasizes the benefits of phytoremediation, especially when combined
with natural amendments, for emiting the degradation and removal of hydrocarbons from

contaminated environments.

Increase in heavy metals (Ni, Cu, Zn and Pb) content in the plant tissues used for
phytoremediation microcosm studies was observed and this highlights the effectivetiess of

hybrid constructed wetland system in removing these heavy metals from the contaminated
environment. However, it also raises concerns about their toxicity, biomass production, and the

proper disposal of the harvested plant biomass.

5.2 Recommendatios
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The results obtained from this study recommends the use of hybrid constructed wetland for the
treatment of soil and water bodies polluted with crude oil and heavy metals. The study also
suggests the use &f. conjugatumP.J. Bergiusas a phtoremediatoangl due to its numerous
advantages over some grasses which includes ability to tolerate high concentration (10%) crude
oil and heavy metals pollution, high growth rate, easy to propagate and ability to tolerate dual
environmental conditions because it danve well in both normal and waterlogged soils and

requiring little or no fertilizer for its proliferation.

This study recommends that every industry in Niger Delta and Nigeria as a whole involved in
production of goods and services should adopt thdéadetogies applied in this study for the
treatment of their waste and effluents before

bodies.

In alignment with the Millennium Development Goals (MDGSs) established by the United Nations
in 2000, which aimed to address global challenges by 2015, this study focuses on Goal 7 of the
MDG agenda. It is recommended that policymakers in this country meple and enforce
environmental regulations requiring all production industries to adopt the use of hybrid
constructed wetland systems for treating waste and effluents before their release into the
environment. These systems are @f&tctive, environmently friendly, easy to operate and
maintain, require minimal technical expertise, and support sustainable development. Enforcing
such a policy would contribute to achieving Goal 7 of the MDGs, which seeks to ensure

environmental sustainability by integraginsustainable development principles into policies,
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reducing biodiversity loss, and improving access to safe drinking water and sanitation (U.N.,

2015).

This study also tends to suggest that in event of pollution of the environment (land or water) with

high concentration of crude oil and or heavy metals, amendment of the impacted site with native

soap should be the first procedure followed by other amendments such as biostimulation through

the use of organic fertilizer such as poultry manure and plarfungher research is needed to

optimize the phytoremediation process and address these potential implications.

5.3 Contributions to knowledge

These studies collectively demonstrate that hybrid constructed desiggtemis highly
effective in treatingvarious types of waste pollution, including effluent discharge from
production industries as well as hydrocarb@md heavy metatontaminated soils. It is,
therefore, recommended that every industry discharging effluents into the environment should
instdl such a system before releasing wastewater into water bodies or soil.

This comprehensive study has revealed Bespalum conjugaturR.J. Bergius is an effective
phytoremediator and phytoaccumulator plant, capable of thriving in both wetland #saddry
conditions.

Molecular studies from this work reveals thAseudomonas xiamenenshicinetobacter
baumannij Alcaligenes cloacgeEnterobacter cloacgePantoea dispersaLysinibacillus
fusiformis andKocuria palustriswere the hydrocarbedegrading beteria isolated from the
impacted soil and plant rhizosphere. Many of these microorganisms are rare in the

environment and produce high yields of biosurfactants, which are crucial for the remediation
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of crude oilcontaminated soilThese rare bacteria,properly harnessed could be of immense
importance in remediation of impacted ennvironments.

iv. This study indicates that concentrations of soap and poultry manure above 10% should be
avoided in the biostimulation process, as they may inhibit the growth afy ma
microorganisms involved in bioremediation. The findings also reveal that 1% native soap and
1% poultry manure resulted in the optimal microbial growth, followed by 10% native soap

and 10% poultry manure.
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APPENDICES

PART OF NUCLEOMETRIX LAB FOR MOLECULAR STUDIES IN BAYELSA STATE
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PURE CULTURE OF HUB MICROBIAL ISOLATES ON A SLANT OF BIGUBOTTLE
READY TO BE SENT FOR MOLECULAR ANALYSIS AT NUCLEOMETRIX

MOLECULAR RESEARCH LAB., YENEGOA , BALYELSA STATE

CULTURE PLATE SHOWING DIFFERENT FUNGAL ISOLATES FROM THE STUDY

POLLUTED SOIL SAMPLE IN AN SDA MEDIUM
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HUF ISOLATES

HYDROCARBON UTILIZING FUNGI ISOLATES FROM POLLUTED SOIL SAMPLE
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WORKING IN ENVIRONMENTAL MICROBIOLOGY LAB IN UNIVERSITY OF

PORTHARCOURT

-

MICROBIAL ANALYSIS OF SOIL SAMPLES IN UNIPORT POSTGRADUATE

ENVIRONMENTAL LAB
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EFFECT OF POLLUTANT ON ONE OF THE PLANTS AFTER 3 MONTHS DURBNTHE

PRELIMINARY STUDIES RESULTING TO THEIR DEATH

PRELIMINARY STUDIES AT 10% POLLUTANT CONCENTRATION
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PRELIMINARY GROWTH IN 3% CRUDE OIL AND FIXED HEAVY METALS

CONCENTRATIONS STUDIES AT 3 MONTHS.
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THE SAME SECTION OF THE GREENHOUSE BUT IN DIFFERENT POLLUTANT

CONCENTRATION

PART OF THE PRELIMINARY STUDIES IN THE GREENHOUSE
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PLANTS GROWTH IN THE GREENHOUSE DURING THE PRELIMINARY STUDIES
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ONE OF THE PLANTSUSED FOR THE STUDY FROM A POLLUTED WETLAND AT THE

BACK OF AGIP OIL COMPANY IN PORTHARCOURT

ONE OF THE PLANTS FOR STUDY HARVESTED FROM A HYDROCARBON POLLUTED

WETLAND AT THE BACK OF AGIP OIL COMPANY PORTHARCOURT
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HYDROCARBON POLLUTED SOIL WHERE ONE OHHE PLANTS FOR STUDY WAS

HARVESTED FOR STUDY

SEEDLING PREPARATION BEFORE INSERTING INTO THE ORNAMENTAL BAGS

CONTAINING THE POLLUTED SOIL
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