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3.1 Introduction

Grape is the largest fruit crop in the world and its production is increasing. The respective
annual worldwide production accounts for about 78 million tonnes (FAO, 2015), ~80%
of which is used to make wine. The main by-product of wine-making is grape marc, also
known as grape bagasse or grape pomace, which consists of a mixture of the stalks, pressed
skins, disrupted cells from grape pulp, and the seeds that remain after pressing the grapes
to obtain the stum or grape juice. The grape marc represents almost 20% by weight of the
total grape input. If the stalks are removed from the grapes before processing, the residue
consists of 40% seeds and 60% skin and pulp. Winery waste pressed with the stalks com-
prises of 30% stalks, 30% seeds and 40% skin and pulp, with slight differences depending
on the grape variety.

Traditionally, grape marc has been used to produce pomace brandy spirits (orujo, grap-
pa, zivania, torkdlypélinka, etc.). Nowadays a relative small fraction of the grape marc pro-
duced during the winemaking process in the wine industry is used to produce ethanol, ex-
tract organic acids and produce grape seed oil and other food ingredients (Alvarez-Casas
et al., 2014; Fontana et al., 2013; Negro et al., 2003). Grape marc is easily silaged due to its
high acidity, and therefore it has been used as fodder to feed livestock, although the high
lignin content makes it rather indigestible (Kammerer et al., 2005).

This by-product is potentially a very valuable resource that could be used as a nutrient-
rich organic soil amendment. However, overproduction at local scale in small geographic
areas has led to inappropriate disposal of the material on agricultural land. Moreover,
application of the untreated raw material can damage crops owing to the release of ex-
cessive amounts of phytotoxic polyphenols to soils (Inderjit, 1996). Phenolic compounds
are responsible for the phytotoxic and antimicrobial activity of the grape marc, including
negative effects on the physical, chemical and biological properties of the soil, phytotoxic
effects on crops and potential groundwater pollution (Barbera et al., 2013).

Earthworms can partially digest polyphenols (Hattenschwiler and Vitousek, 2000); thus
the agronomic problems associated with the application of the grape marc to soil can be
minimized or eliminated by vermicomposting (Dominguez et al., 2010).
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On the other hand, polyphenols (secondary plant metabolites that are one of the most
widely occurring groups of phytochemicals) have well known human health-promoting ef-
fects and other properties in different biological and food systems (Fontana et al., 2013; Aizpu-
rua-Olaizola et al., 2015). The average distribution of polyphenolic compounds in grape marc
is about 1% in the pulp, 5% in the skin, and a large proportion, ca. 60%, in the seeds (Yilmaz
and Toledo, 2004). Indeed, an interest has been expressed to recover these polyphenols and use
them as functional compounds in the pharmaceutical, cosmetics and food industries (Alvarez-
Casas et al., 2014; Fontana et al., 2013; Makris et al., 2007; El Gharras, 2009; Quideau et al., 2011).

One option could be to use vermicomposting process as a pretreatment for grape marc
in order to extract polyphenols and minimize agronomic problems associated with the ap-
plication of grape marc to soil (Dominguez et al., 2010, 2014). The grape seeds can also be
easily obtained and processed to recover polyphenols, fatty acids, seed oil, and other bio-
active compounds (Patent no. ES2533501, Dominguez et al., 2015). Other final products
derived from the vermicomposting process include large numbers of earthworms that can
be processed as fish bait and as a source of animal feed protein. The grape marc-derived
vermicompost can be used as a rich-source of enzymes to improve soil biochemical per-
formance and to detoxify pesticide-contaminated soils (Fig. 3.1).
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FIGURE 3.1 Vermicomposting of grape marc yields an organic fertiliser and grape seeds as a source of bioactive
compounds. The process reduces by more than a half the amount of waste, and it transforms grape marc into a high
quality, nutrient and microbial rich, polyphenol-free organic fertilizer. Sieving the material separates the vermicompost
from grape seeds, eliminates the polyphenol-associated phytotoxicity from the vermicompost, and enables them to be
easily processed to obtain different bioactive compounds, such as polyphenol-rich extracts and fatty acid-rich seed oil.
These coproducts can be directly extracted for use in the pharmaceutical, cosmetics, and food industries. During the
process, very large numbers of earthworms are obtained and represent a source of animal protein. The grape marc-
derived vermicompost is also as a rich-source of enzymes that could be used to improve soil biochemical performance
and to detoxify pesticide-contaminated soils.
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3.2 Basis and Principles of Vermicomposting

The processing of organic waste by earthworms, known as vermicomposting, is a rapid
technique for transforming dead organic matter into vermicompost. Vermicompost-
ing is a biooxidative process in which detritivorous earthworms interact intensively with
microorganisms, and this way affecting strongly decomposition processes, accelerat-
ing the stabilization of organic matter and greatly modifying its physical, chemical and
biological properties (Dominguez, 2004; Dominguez, 2011; Dominguez and Gomez-
Brandon, 2012, 2013). Although microorganisms produce the enzymes that cause the
biochemical decomposition of organic matter, earthworms are the key drivers of the pro-
cess. Earthworms participate in the indirect stimulation of microbial populations through
fragmentation and ingestion of fresh organic matter, which yields a larger surface area
available for microbial colonization and alters drastically biological activity. Earthworms
modify microbial biomass and activity through stimulation, digestion and dispersion in
casts, while they interact closely with other biological components of the vermicompost-
ing system. As a result, they affect the structure of microbiome and microfaunal commu-
nities (Dominguez et al., 2003; Lores et al., 2006).

The vermicomposting process includes two different phases in relation to earthworm
activity (Fig. 3.2):

1. An active phase during which earthworms ingest and process the organic waste,
thereby modifying its physical state and microbial composition (Lores et al., 2006;
Gémez-Brandon et al., 2011a; Aira et al., 2015, 2016); and
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FIGURE 3.2 The vermicomposting process includes two different phases in relation to earthworm activity: (1) an
active phase during which earthworms ingest and process the organic waste, through gut-associated processes
(GAPs), thereby modifying its physical state and microbial composition; and (2) a maturation phase, during which
the microorganisms take over the decomposition of the earthworm-processed waste through cast associated
processes (CAPs).
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2. A maturation-like phase marked by the displacement of the earthworms toward
fresher layers of undigested organic waste, during which the microorganisms take
over the decomposition of the earthworm-processed waste (Dominguez et al., 2010;
Dominguez and Gémez-Brandén, 2012).

The length of the active phase is variable and depends on the species and density of
earthworms (the main drivers of the process), as well as the rates at which they ingest and
process the organic waste (Aira and Dominguez, 2008).

The effect of earthworms on the decomposition of organic waste during the vermicom-
posting process is, in the first instance, due to gut-associated processes (GAPs). These pro-
cesses include all the modifications that the decaying organic matter and the microorgan-
isms undergo during intestinal transit. They also include the addition of sugars, enzymes
and other substances, modification of the structural and functional diversity of the mi-
crobial communities and their activity, modification of the microfaunal populations and
homogenization. Finally, they include the intrinsic processes of digestion, assimilation
and production of mucus and excretory substances, such as urea and ammonia, which
constitute a readily-assimilable pool of nutrients for microorganisms (Fig. 3.2). Decom-
position of the dead organic matter is enhanced by the action of endosymbiotic microbes
that reside in the earthworms’ guts and produce extracellular enzymes. The latter degrade
cellulose and phenolic compounds (Aira et al., 2006; Dominguez et al., 2010) and thus en-
hance further the degradation of ingested material. Many of the microorganisms that pass
through the earthworm gut appear to be transient. However, others react well to the anoxic,
moist environment inside the earthworm gut and become active. This results in complex
mutualistic relationships, in which the functional diversity of the microbial communities
is modified as a result of selection for microorganisms capable of anaerobic metabolism
(Drake and Horn, 2007). Members of the genus Acidovorax are thought to degrade pro-
teins, allowing the host earthworm to reabsorb nitrogenous compounds that would other-
wise be excreted (Schramm et al., 2003). Some earthworm gut-associated microbes, such
as Streptomyces, are known to produce cellulases, which would help the earthworm host
to degrade plant residues. Other physical modifications of the substrate caused by the dig-
ging activities of earthworms, such as aeration and homogenization of the substrate, also
favour microbial activity and further enhance decomposition (Dominguez, 2004).

On completion of GAPs, the earthworm casts produced undergo cast associated pro-
cesses (CAPs), which are more closely associated with aging processes (days to weeks), the
action of the microbiota and microfauna present in the substrate and with the physical
modification of the egested materials (Aira et al., 2008). During these processes, the earth-
worms exert mainly indirect effects derived from the GAPs (Fig. 3.2). In vermicomposting
systems, earthworm casts are mixed with other material not ingested by the earthworms,
which is largely dependent on the heterogeneity of the organic waste, and the final vermi-
compost consists of a mixture of the two different fractions. During this aging process, the
vermicompost will reach an optimum stage in terms of biological properties promoting
plant growth and suppressing plant diseases (Dominguez and Edwards, 2011a).
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Vermicompost, the end product of vermicomposting, is a finely divided and porous
peat-like material with a high water-holding capacity. It also contains many nutrients in
forms that are readily taken up by plants (Dominguez and Edwards, 2011a). At the end
of the vermicomposting process, the vermicompost can be easily separated from the re-
maining and more recalcitrant fractions of the material.

From the point of view of its commercial development and application, vermicompost-
ing (like any other biological treatment of organic wastes) can be considered as a two-step
processes. In the first step, the organic waste is converted into nontoxic products, thus
eliminating or reducing human pathogen content and the concentrations of heavy met-
als and organic pollutants. In a later step, the new stable product can be converted into a
valuable organic soil amendment with greatly increased microbial activities and humifi-
cation of the organic material, which enhances the presence of plant growth promoters.
The main criterion used in deciding on the treatment or processing strategy should be the
“quality” of the organic waste. “Nonproper” residues may only need to be stabilized, to
eliminate their contaminating potential, whereas “proper” residues can be transformed
into a valuable organic soil amendment. Examples of nonproper waste include the or-
ganic fraction of municipal solid waste and sewage sludge, due to its heterogeneous and
highly variable composition, as well as their high concentration of human pathogens and
inorganic and organic contaminants. In this case, the aim of the treatment is the rapid
stabilization of the material and regular composting is probably a better solution than ver-
micomposting. In this respect, grape marc can be considered as a “proper” waste, because
it does not contain pollutants, it has a homogeneous composition and contains a good
balance of nutrients. Thus, the aim of processing is to obtain a good quality organic soil
amendment with biofertilizing and bioplaguicide properties, for which vermicomposting
is probably the best choice.

3.3 Vermicomposting of Grape Bagasse: a Case Study

Different types of grape bagasse derived from white and red winemaking were processed
in pilot-scale vermireactors (6 m?) housed in a greenhouse, using the earthworm species
Eisenia andrei, commonly known as redworm. E. andrei is an epigeic earthworm (Oli-
gochaeta, Lumbricidae) with a worldwide distribution and is tolerant to a wide range
of temperature and moisture conditions (Dominguez et al., 2005; Dominguez and Ed-
wards, 2011b). It is the most common earthworm in vermicomposting facilities world-
wide, and is often confused or wrongly cited as its close relative, Eisenia fetida. At the start
of the trials, the initial earthworm population density was 214 + 26 individuals/m?. The
grape bagasse was placed in the vermireactor in successive layers through time, for pro-
cessing by the earthworms. Population density and biomass of earthworms were deter-
mined periodically. Samples of the processed grape bagasse and the vermicompost were
periodically collected and analyzed to determine their chemical and biological properties
(Dominguez et al., 2014).
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3.3.1 Production of Earthworm Biomass

Vermicomposting typically refers to the use of epigeic earthworms to process and convert
organic wastes and by-products into valuable biofertilizers, while vermiculture refers to
the activity of breeding earthworms. In either case, earthworms are both the foundation
and a final product of the operation. Earthworms can be commercialized as fishing bait,
for vermicomposting purposes and as a source of animal protein. The market for earth-
worms as fishing bait is quite large, well established and is mainly supplied by traditional,
relatively small earthworm farms. It mainly involves the earthworm species E. fetida (tiger
worm) and E. andrei (redworm). Production of vermicomposts and earthworm protein for
animal feed or other purposes may be complementary and produced in the same vermi-
composting systems.

In a case study (Dominguez et al., 2014), before adding the grape bagasse, the initial
earthworm biomass in the vermireactor was 58 + 15 g fresh weight (fw)/m?, correspond-
ing to an earthworm population density of 214 + 26 individuals m~2, including 19 + 3 ma-
ture earthworms/m?, 215 + 37 juveniles m~2 and 63 + 18 cocoons m~2, (Fig. 3.3). After the
addition of 158 kg fw of grape marc, the density and biomass of earthworms increased
continuously and significantly during 70 days, reaching a maximum earthworm density
of 556 + 47 individuals/m? with an earthworm biomass of 213 + 17 g fw/m?. After the ad-
dition of a new layer of grape marc (150 kg fw), the population density and the earthworm
biomass increased further and more rapidly, reaching values of 2655 + 80 individuals/m?,
representing an earthworm biomass of 958 + 23 g fw/m?, after 28 days. After one year of
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FIGURE 3.3 Production of earthworm biomass and evolution of earthworm density during vermicomposting of grape
marc.
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continuous functioning of the vermireactor fed with grape marc, the earthworm density
reached maximum values up to almost 16000 earthworms/m?, and earthworm biomass of
almost 5 kg/m? (Fig. 3.3).

At this case study, the initial population of earthworms in the vermireactor was quite
low, and although it increased considerably as a consequence of the input of organic mat-
ter from the grape marc, it was far from its maximum capacity. As E. andrei lives in envi-
ronments where the same material acts as the substrate and the food, the availability of
this material improves the conditions for earthworm growth and reproduction, and leads
to the presence of high numbers of earthworms. When large quantities of organic mat-
ter are available, the density of epigeic earthworms can be very high, for example, up to
8,000 individuals/m? in cow manure and 14,600 individuals/m? in pig manure (Monroy
et al., 2006). Therefore, grape marc appears to be an excellent substrate for feeding earth-
worms and provides sufficient energy to sustain very large populations (Fig. 3.3).

Sources of animal protein are becoming more and more scarce, thus new sources of
protein are needed to replace the fishmeal used in poultry, fish, swine, cattle and other
animal feed. The average dry weight of earthworms is about 15%-20% of the fresh weight
(representing the entire carcass weight after complete dehydration). Studies describing
the nutritional components of the tissues of different species of earthworms are scarce
(see review in Edwards and Niederer, 2011). Zhenjun et al. (1997) studied the chemical
composition of the earthworm species E. foetida in comparison with other common ani-
mal feeds. The closely related species E. fetida (Savigny, 1826) and E. andrei Bouché, 1972
are those most commonly used for the management of organic wastes. This is happen-
ing because they are ubiquitous and distributed worldwide, they have short life cycles,
a wide temperature and moisture tolerance range and are resilient to handling (Domin-
guez, 2004). They were first described as different morphotypes of E. fetida according
to differences in body pigmentation (André, 1963), and Bouché (1972) gave them sub
specific status, naming them E. foetida foetida and E. foetida unicolour. Although many
authors now accept E. foetida and E. andrei as different species, older literature and even
abundant current literature refer to these species collectively as E. fetida or E. foetida (an
erroneous emendation of the original E. fetida). In short, E. foetida is a misnomer that
may refer to either E. andrei or E. fetida. However, as the tissue composition of other
earthworm species is quite similar and both species are morphologically similar, the
data from Zhenjun et al. (1997) can be considered a good reference for the composition
of the vermicomposting earthworms. These authors reported that the protein content
of the earthworm meal was 54.6%, that is, higher than Chinese fishmeal, hen eggs, and
soybean meal. They also reported that the essential amino acid contents of earthworm
meal compares well with those of fishmeal, hen egg, and raw cow milk, with the lysine
content of earthworm meal being higher than all of the aforementioned ones. In ad-
dition, they denoted that the crude fat content of earthworm meal is lower than that
of fishmeal, but higher than that of soybean meal and corn meal, and that, except for
corn meal, earthworm meal has the highest metabolic energy content (2.99 kcal/g) of
the foods and feeds tested.
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The composition of earthworm tissues does not differ greatly from that of many inver-
tebrate tissues. Protein accounts for the largest fraction of the dry weight (60%—-70% dw)
depending on the earthworm species, types, feeding, and experimental treatments. The
essential amino acid profile of earthworm tissues compares well with that from other tis-
sues currently used to produce animal feed. The mean amounts of essential amino acids
were also satisfactory, particularly in terms of lysine and the combinations of methionine
and cysteine, phenylalanine and tyrosine, all of which are important components of ani-
mal feeds (Sabine, 1983).

Earthworm tissues contain fats (6%-11% dw) with a preponderance of long-chain fatty
acids, many of which nonruminant animals cannot synthesize. They also have an ade-
quate mineral content, whereas they contain an excellent range of vitamins and are rich
in niacin, which is a valuable component of good animal feeds. The body tissues contain
carbohydrates (5%-21% dw) and minerals (2%-3% dw), too (Edwards and Niederer, 2011).

A few available studies of the economics of earthworm protein production have indi-
cated that this process is more profitable when carried out in large vermicomposting facil-
ities. The most important criterion is that production of earthworm meal for feed protein
must be economically viable, although the value of the vermicompost produced in the
vermicomposting system can also be taken into account. Currently, the main limitations
of earthworm-protein production are the labour-intensive harvesting process, and the
clean-up process involving emptying the gut content of the earthworms. The first remains
the main economic barrier for the successful commercial earthworm-protein production
destined to animal feed, although this could be resolved by developing adequate technol-
ogy for separating earthworms from vermicompost. The second is not a problem when
earthworms are cultured in safe plant material, such as grape marc and earthworms can
be processed with their gut contents.

3.3.2 Vermihumus of Grape Marc: Biofertilizer and Bioplaguicide

Vermicomposting has been proven to be useful for the treatment of grape marc derived
from red winemaking (Nogales et al., 2005; Romero et al., 2007) and white winemaking
(Gomez-Brandén et al., 2010, 2011b). In the referred case study (Dominguez et al., 2014),
the changes in the earthworm population and the chemical and biological parameters
indicated that the vermicomposting process was optimal and rendered good quality ver-
micompost. The chemical and biochemical properties and the microbial activity of the
final vermicompost obtained after vermicomposting of different types of grape marc are
summarized in Table 3.1.

During vermicomposting of grape marc, earthworm activity reduce the abundance of
bacteria and fungi and the microbial activity, and also some enzymatic activities such pro-
tease and cellulase. The changes in microbial communities are accompanied by a reduc-
tion in the labile C pool and the cellulose content. These results indicate that earthworms
played a key role in the stabilization of the grape marc, via its effects on organic matter
decomposition and microbial biomass and activity (Gémez-Brandén et al., 2011b).



Chapter 3  Vermicomposting of Winemaking By-Products 63

Table 3.1 Range of Chemical Properties and Microbial Activity of Vermicompost

Derived From Grape Marc.

Grape Marc Vermicompost

pH 7.1-7.8
Electrical conductivity (mS/cm?) 0.1-0.2
Organic matter (%) 72-90
Total carbon (g/kg dw) 350-500
Total nitrogen (g/kg dw) 12-42
C/N ratio 10-40
Total phosphorus (g/kg dw) 1-10
Total potassium (g/kg dw) 5-18
Total calcium (g/kg dw) 5-25
Total magnesium (g/kg dw) 1-5
Total sulphur (g/kg dw) 1-8
Total iron (g/kg dw) 1-10
Total manganese (g/kg dw) 0.05-2.5
Total boron (mg/kg dw) 4-40
Total molybdenum (mg/kg dw) 1-30
Basal respiration (mgO, kg/OMh) 30-200
Lignin (g/kg dw) 300-800
Cellulose (g/kg' dw) 35-200
Hemicellulose (g/kg dw) 10-150
Total polyphenols (mg/g dw) 5-25

Data correspond to mean values of vermicompost derived from different types of grape marc.

Earthworms exert beneficial physical, chemical and biological effects on soils, which
can increase plant growth and crop yields in both natural and agroecosystems. These ben-
eficial effects have been attributed to improved soil structure and soil physical properties,
greater availability of mineral nutrients to plants, enhancement of mycorrhizal infection,
control of plant parasitic nematode populations, increased microbial populations, and
biologically active metabolites, such as plant growth regulators and humates.

Vermicompost is a nutrient-rich, microbiologically active organic amendment that
results from the interactions between earthworms and microorganisms during the break-
down of organic matter. It is a stabilized, finely divided peat-like material with a low C:N
ratio, high porosity and high water-holding capacity, in which most nutrients are present
in forms that are readily taken up by plants (Dominguez, 2004). When added to soil or
plant growth media, this complex mixture of earthworm faeces, humified organic matter,
and microorganisms increases germination, growth, flowering, fruit production, and ac-
celerates the development of a wide range of plant species. The enhanced plant growth
may be attributed to various direct and indirect mechanisms, including biologically medi-
ated mechanisms, such as the supply of plant-growth regulating substances and improve-
ments in soil biological functions (Lazcano and Dominguez, 2011; Gémez-Brandén and
Dominguez, 2014).
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Vermicompost has been found to provide manifold benefits when used as a total or
partial substitute for mineral fertilizer in peat-based potting media and as a soil amend-
ment in field studies (Lazcano and Dominguez, 2011). Vermicompost significantly stimu-
lates the growth of a wide range of plant species, including several horticultural crops,
such as tomato, garlic, aubergine, strawberry, sweet corn, green gram, aromatic, and me-
dicinal plants, cereals, such as sorghum and rice, fruit crops, such as banana and papaya,
ornamentals, such as geranium, marigolds, petunia, chrysanthemum, and poinsettia, and
finally trees, such as acacia, eucalyptus, and pine trees (Lazcano and Dominguez, 2011;
Arancon and Edwards, 2011; Arancon et al., 2011; Jack, 2011).

Likewise, vermicomposting leachates or vermicompost water-extracts, used as sub-
strate amendments or foliar sprays, have also been shown to promote growth of different
plants. Positive effects of vermicompost include stimulation of seed germination, stimu-
lation of vegetative growth, thus increasing shoot, leaf area and root development, and
stimulation of plant flowering, thus increasing the number and biomass of the flowers and
fruit produced. In addition to increasing plant growth and productivity, vermicompost
may also increase the nutritional quality of vegetable crops.

The advantages of using vermicompost as a soil amendment include its potential to
maintain soil organic matter, foster nutrient availability, suppress plant diseases and in-
crease soil microbial abundance and activity. In addition to increasing microbial biomass,
vermicompost amendments enhance microbial activity and promote the establishment of
a specific microbial community in the rhizosphere of different plants supplemented with
mineral fertilizers or other types of organic fertilizers, such as manure (Aira et al., 2010).
Moreover, microbial communities in vermicompost are metabolically more diverse than
those in animal manures (Aira et al., 2007b) and can be incorporated, at least in the short-
term, to soils (Lores et al., 2006; Aira et al., 2010; Lazcano et al., 2012).

The activities of several soil enzymes have been shown to increase after the addition
to soils of vermicompost at rates equivalent to mineral fertilizers. Soil microorganisms
degrade organic matter via production of a variety of extracellular enzymes, and input
of organic matter will be accompanied by higher enzymatic activity. There is also a quite
large body of scientific evidence regarding the positive effects of vermicomposts on the
suppression of plant diseases. Nevertheless, a more detailed understanding of the mecha-
nisms involved and the main factors influencing the suppressive effects is required. Vermi-
composts can reduce the incidence and abundance of plant-parasitic nematodes in soil.
They can also decrease the incidence of arthropod pests, lower populations of these pests,
and lessen damage to plants growing in the amended soils (Edwards et al., 2011).

3.3.3 Polyphenols and Fatty Acids From Grape Seeds

Splitting the grape seeds at some time during the vermicomposting process eliminates
the polyphenol-associated phytotoxicity from the vermicompost and also leaves the seeds
ready to be processed in order to extract the polyphenols along with other bioactive com-
pounds of interest.



Chapter 3  Vermicomposting of Winemaking By-Products 65

Grape seeds account for on average of 17% fresh weight and 45% dry weight of the
grape marc (Maier et al., 2009; Fernandes et al., 2013). Considering an estimated reduction
close to 60% of the initial biomass associated with the raw material (whole grape marc)
due to the vermicomposting process, the initial seed density increases by a factor of 2.5,
from about 170 g of seeds to 450 g of seeds per kilogram of fresh material. The remain-
ing biomass is the excellent vermihumus produced in the bioassisted process. The earth-
worms continue the biotransformation process and represent a useful source of animal
protein, as mentioned earlier.

The composition of grape seeds (w/w) is 40% fibre, 16% oil, 11% protein, 7% polyphe-
nolic compounds, and other substances like sugars and minerals (Garcia-Jares et al., 2015).
Polyphenols and fatty acids are the bioactive compounds of greatest interest due to their
well-known associated health effects.

The polyphenolic profile of a hydromethanolic extract of white grape seeds, obtained
with Pressurized Liquid Extraction (PLE) and analyzed by Liquid Chromatography tan-
dem Mass Spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) is shown in Fig. 3.4. Flavanol monomers (cate-
chin, epicatechin, galocatechin, and epigallocatechin) are usually the most abundant
compounds, followed by procyanidins (dimers, trimers, and more highly polimerized
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FIGURE 3.4 Bioactive compounds extracted from grape seeds. Left: Polyphenolic profile by liquid chromatography
coupled to tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) of a hydromethanolic extract obtained by Pressurized Liquid
Extraction (PLE) of grape seeds. Right: Fatty acids profile by gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS) of an
ethyl acetate extract obtained by Matrix Solid Phase Dispersion (MSPD) of grape seeds.
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procyanidins). Simple phenolic acids (such as gallic, protocatechuic, and caftaric) are
present to a much lower extent (Fig. 3.4), and esters of gallic acid and the flavan-3-ol
residues are sometimes found, too. Lack of stilbenes and minimum concentrations
of flavonols (quercetin and its derivatives) are other typical compositional features of
grape seeds extracts (Di Lecce et al., 2014; Garcia-Jares et al., 2015). Apart from the obvi-
ous difference between seeds from white and red grapes (the absence of anthocyanins
in the former); systematic approaches to the characterization of polyphenols from seeds
according to the grape variety are scarce (Rockenbach et al., 2012; Cheng, 2011), particu-
larly regarding seeds from white grapes (Di Lecce et al., 2014; Garcia-Jares et al., 2015;
Lachman et al., 2013).

Some studies have shown varietal differences in the phenolic composition of grape
seed extracts, which would constitute a starting point for a selective exploitation of the
seeds obtained from monovarietal winemaking wastes. However, the varietal differences
are slight enough to allow, when desired, extraction of polyphenols from this winemak-
ing coproduct, independently of the grape variety. This is an interesting option from an
industrial point of view. The polyphenolic content of grape marc and seeds from the same
varieties of white grapes have also been compared (Garcia-Jares et al., 2015; Alvarez-Casas
et al., 2016), showing that the concentration of polyphenols in seeds is about 5-9 higher
than in grape marc.

The oil content of grape seeds varies from 8% to 20% on a dry matter basis. In grape-
seed oil, linoleic acid (18:2) is the most abundant fatty acid, followed by oleic acid (18:1),
stearic acid (18:0), and palmitic acid (C16:0) (Fig. 3.4). Fig. 3.4 shows a grape seeds ex-
tract obtained by Matrix Solid Phase Dispersion (MSPD), eluted with ethyl acetate, and
analyzed by Gas Chromatography—Mass Spectrometry (GC-MS). The fatty acid profile
is quite constant regardless of the grape variety (Lutterodt et al., 2011; Prado et al., 2012;
Sabir et al., 2012; Fernandes et al., 2013), although it can be affected by the ripeness of
the grape and peaks prior to veraison (the onset of ripening) and remains constant until
harvest (Rubio et al., 2009). Linoleic acid, a polyunsaturated fatty acid (PUFA) and an es-
sential fatty acid belonging to the omega-6 group, is important in the development and
maintenance of the nervous system and physiological functions in humans. Oleic acid is
a monounsaturated omega-9 fatty acid (MUFA) that is essential in human nutrition and
helps to reduce levels of LDL-cholesterol, total cholesterol and the glycemic index (Rubio
etal., 2009). Stearic and palmitic are saturated fatty acids that can be used to produce de-
tergents, soaps and other cosmetic products.

The grape seeds obtained as a coproduct of the vermicomposting of winemaking
by-products can therefore be processed to produce extracts containing large amounts
of unsaturated fatty acids and polyphenols, along with tocopherols (Goktiirk Baydar
etal., 2007). Such extracts can be used to obtain natural antioxidants and edible vegetable
oil. The beneficial effects of these products are due to the large amounts of unsaturated
fatty acids, as well as to the antioxidants that they contain (tocopherols and polyphenolic
compounds), which may serve as dietary sources of natural antioxidants to prevent dis-
eases and promote human health.



Chapter 3  Vermicomposting of Winemaking By-Products 67

3.3.4 Grape Marc-Derived Vermicompost: a Rich-Source of Enzymes
to Improve Soil Biochemical Performance

The European Union has identified biodiversity decline, compaction, contamination, ero-
sion, landslides, organic matter decline, salinization, and sealing as key environmental threats
leading to soil deterioration (Jones et al., 2012). Among these, contamination is probably of
most concern to human health, as humans are important vectors of soil contamination and,
in turn, biological receptors of soil toxicants. In agroecosystems, inputs of pesticides and fer-
tilizers represent the main hazard to soil quality, jeopardizing its capacity for crop production
and maintenance of healthy ecosystem. Soil is an important sink for agricultural pesticides.
The environmental fate and toxicity of the pesticides are determined by a wide variety of soil
physicochemical and biological processes. The scientific literature provides many examples
demonstrating the negative impact of agrochemicals on nontarget organisms inhabiting both
belowground and aboveground ecosystems (Newman et al., 2006; Desneux et al., 2007). Fur-
thermore, diffuse contamination represents a serious hazard to natural resources of critical
concern to public health, such as groundwater and surface waters (Malaj et al., 2014). Despite
the environmental risks associated with pesticides, their use is required and generalized to
reduce crop damage by pests. Indeed, global pesticide consumption has increased gradually
since 2007, despite the introduction of integrated pest management strategies and geneti-
cally modified crops (Peshin and Zhang, 2014). On the other hand, expansion of biofuel crops
in tropical areas threatens not only the ecosystem structure, but also soil biodiversity due to
excessive use of agrochemicals (Schiesari and Grillitsch, 2011).

Many biotechnological approaches have been developed to reduce soil degradation by
agrochemicals (Megharaj et al., 2011). However, attention is now turning toward the use
of environmentally friendly and low-cost methodologies that guarantee long-term main-
tenance of soil quality and reduce diffuse contamination. In this context, vermicompost
provides a unique opportunity to develop a sustainable approach for improving the (bio)
chemical quality of contaminated soils. Vermicompost is a finely divided peat-like mate-
rial with a low C:N ratio and high content of humic substances. This biologically active
material is produced from organic waste in a mesophilic biooxidative process in which
microorganisms and earthworms play a cooperative role as decomposers (Dominguez,
2011). Historically, vermicompost has been used as an excellent natural fertilizer with a
high moisture-holding capacity able to increase soil porosity, aeration and drainage, and
which ultimately improves soil quality and plant growth. In the last decade, there has been
a growing interest in the use of vermicompost for the bioremediation of contaminated
soils. For instance, Romero et al. (2010) observed that the herbicide diuron degraded more
rapidly in soils treated with grape marc-derived vermicompost. In addition to the stimula-
tory effect of vermicompost on pesticide microbial degraders, physicochemical properties
also govern the partitioning of pesticides between vermicompost and soil. A soil column
experiment showed that grape marc-derived vermicompost added to topsoil significant-
ly reduced the vertical movement of diuron, imidacloprid and their metabolites in soil
(Ferndndez-Bayo et al., 2015). These authors attributed the reduced leaching capacity to
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the high adsorption of pesticides to organic matter of vermicompost. Indeed, addition of
this type of vermicompost to soils with a low organic matter content increased the half-life
of diuron (Romero et al., 2010).

Vermicompost is also a rich-source of active enzymes with a high potential to recover
soil biogeochemical processes. Pesticides are known to strongly affect many extracellular
soil enzyme activities involved in C-, N-, S-, and P-cycling (Gianfreda and Rao, 2008). This
impact is mainly the result of a direct interaction between the pesticide and microbes,
leading to changes in microbial activity and biomass. Although pesticides may cause an
increase of certain enzyme activities, most of them lead to a decrease in microbial activity
with a concomitant reduction of extracellular enzyme activities (Riah et al., 2014). This
is the case with organophosphorus pesticides, which are one of the main types of agro-
chemicals used in agriculture worldwide. Organophosphorus pesticides inhibit microbial
activity, as indicated by the reduced dehydrogenase activity (Riah et al., 2014). Although
some studies have shown that addition of organic wastes to soil stimulates microbial ac-
tivity and biomass, this approach has some limitations, such as the environmental risks
of certain organic wastes, such as grape mark residues (highly phytotoxic polyphenolic
compounds) or a selective stimulatory effect on extracellular enzyme activities.

Vermicomposting dramatically changes microbial communities relative to the original
raw material (Aira et al., 2007a; Gomez-Brandoén et al., 2010; Zhang et al., 2000). However,
little is known about the distribution, stability and reactivity of vermicompost-specific en-
zymes, and the key question that arises is whether vermicompost addition to soil leads
to an extra loading of active extracellular enzyme activities to the original soil enzymatic
burden. Although some studies have demonstrated a significant increase in soil enzyme
activities in vermicompost-amended soils, probably as a result of proliferation of native
microbial communities, it is not clear whether the enzyme cocktail from vermicompost
makes a significant contribution to soil biochemical performance. To address this ques-
tion, our research group has recently focused on the enzymatic characterization of fresh
vermicomposts obtained from two raw materials: grape marc and horse manure.

Traditionally, measurement of soil extracellular enzyme activities often involves two
main approaches: extraction of enzymes using appropriate buffers and preparation of
soil-water suspensions (Sinsabaugh et al., 2000; Deng et al., 2013; Nannipieri et al., 2002).
Although both methods may be valid, depending on the initial question or hypothesis of
the study, soil-water suspensions provide more representative samples of the different
forms in which enzymes occur in the soil system. Soil biochemists agree that enzymes
may be dispersed in soil in three main forms: intracellularly in living and resting cells, free
in soil solution, and extracellularly associated with soil organo-mineral complexes (Nan-
nipieri et al., 2002). Therefore, use of soil-water suspension together with the appropriate
substrates (e.g., lipid soluble surrogates) provides information about the total enzyme ac-
tivity in the soil sample. This methodological approach has been reproduced with vermi-
compost samples and the procedure used to obtain water-vermicompost suspensions in
order to determine a series of enzyme activities using a spectrophotometric microplate
format (Sanchez-Hernandez et al., 2015) is depicted in Fig. 3.5. In this study, the variations
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FIGURE 3.5 Preparation of vermicompost:water suspensions (3% w/v) using a Potter-Elvehjem tissue grinder. Aliquots
of the extract were poured in 96-wells flat microplate for colorimetric measuring of multiple enzyme activities. Graphs
show the mean (zSE, n = 6) activity of C-, P- and N-cycling enzyme activities in grape marc- and horse manure-derived
vermicomposts. Peroxidase and laccase activities were determined as indexes of oxidative potential of vermicomposts,
whereas dehydrogenase and catalase activities were determined as indicators of vermicompost microbial activity.
Abbreviations: CbE, carboxylesterase; Glu, B-glucosidase; AcP, acid phosphatase; AlP, alkaline phosphatase; Lac, laccase;
Perox, peroxidase; Ure, urease; Prot, protease; AryS, arylsulfatase; Cat, catalase; and Dehy, dehydrogenase. Different
letters between types of vermicompost denotes significant difference (P < 0.05, Wilcoxon test).
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in enzyme activities were highly dependent on the type of vermicompost. C- and P-cy-
cling enzyme activities were significantly higher in the grape marc-derived vermicompost
than those in the horse manure-derived vermicompost. Conversely, urease, arylsulfatase,
and the intracellular enzyme activities dehydrogenase and catalase, which are common
indicators of microbial activity, were higher in the horse manure-derived vermicompost
(Fig. 3.5). Although more evidence is required before solid conclusions can be reached
about this marked vermicompost-specific variation in enzyme activity, the nature of the
initial raw material may play a key role. Horse manure is the result of mechanical, chemical,
and enzymatical treatment of a plant-derived material in the digestive tract of an herbivo-
rous. This microbial-rich material was further modified by the joint action of earthworms
and microorganisms during vermicomposting. Therefore, this double digestive process
could explain the higher microbial activity compared with the grape marc-derived vermi-
compost, where enzymatic processes took place only during vermicomposting. Digestion
of proteins and S-containing compounds by the horse gastrointestinal tract would form
simpler molecules, thus accounting for the higher N-cycling enzyme and arylsulfatase ac-
tivities in the vermicompost obtained from this manure, probably due to enhancement of
these extracellular enzymes of microbial origin. The presence of materials (e.g., cellulose
and lignin) resistant to digestion, in the grape marc would explain the higher activity of
both peroxidases and laccases in the vermicompost compared with those observed in the
horse manure-derived vermicompost.

The levels of enzyme activities in fresh grape marc-derived vermicompost are some-
what higher than those usually detected in soils. For example, the activities (mean + SD)
of B-glucosidase, urease, acid phosphatase, and catalase measured in agricultural Andisols
were 2.5 = 0.4 pmol h™' g7! dry mass, 26.2 + 13.8 umol NH; h~! g7! dry mass,
5.4+0.9 umol h~! g~! dry mass and 7.5 + 1.5 mmol H,0, h~! g~! dry mass (personal comm.,
Sanchez-Hernandez, J.C.), whereas the activities (mean + SE) of these enzymes measured
in grape marc-derived vermicompost were 29.4 + 3.2, 78.5+£12.2,16.3 £ 2.0 and 103.4 + 12.2
(Fig. 3.5). The marked difference between both types of samples may be mainly due to the
organic matter content in the vermicompost that binds extracellular enzymes, thereby pre-
venting their degradation. Interestingly, the dehydrogenase activity was higher in the agri-
cultural Andisols (0.80 + 0.11 pmol INTF h~! g~! dry mass) than in grape marc-derived ver-
micompost (0.18 +0.02 umol INTF h~! g~! dry mass). The aerobic microbiota must therefore
contribute more significantly to extracellular enzyme activities observed in vermicompost,
which is supported by a higher catalase activity. These interesting data encourage further
research on the impact of the vermicompost enzymes on the biochemical performance of
pesticide-contaminated soils, in addition to its known microbial stimulatory effect.

3.3.5 Pesticide Detoxifying Enzymes in Grape Marc-Derived
Vermicompost

In the last decade, there has been a growing interest in using vermicompost as a low-cost
and environment friendly technology to improve soil quality in contaminated land. The
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carboxylesterase (CbE) activity. Organophosphorus pesticides may be bound to either organic matter present in
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dichlorvos. Median inhibition concentrations (ICs) for both pesticides after 30 min incubation were in the range of
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physicochemical and biological properties of vermicompost are compatible with bio-
remediation because it provides a cocktail of potentially contaminating degraders (mi-
crobes and extracellular enzymes), as well as a high organic matter content is able to bind
both organic and inorganic pollutants (Fernandez-Bayo et al., 2015; Romero et al., 2010).
However, our understanding of how vermicompost enzymes may degrade organic con-
taminants, such as pesticides remains limited.

In the bioremediation of contaminated soils, extracellular enzymes belonging to oxi-
doreductase and hydrolase groups can potentially break down a wide range of xenobiot-
ics, such as polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons and phenolic compounds (Rao et al., 2014).
Due to the high levels of activity of these enzymes found in vermicompost (Fig. 3.5), a
comparable detoxification capacity is expected with these organic amendments. The use
of carboxylesterase activity (CbE, EC 3.1.1.1) as an enzymatic system to remove organo-
phosphorus pesticides from soil has been proposed, showing that earthworms play a key
role in this bioremediation system (Sanchez-Hernandez et al., 2014, 2015). Indeed, these
esterases play a pivotal role in the detoxification of organophosphorus, carbamates, and
synthetic pyrethroids in animals (Sogorb and Vilanova, 2002; Wheelock et al., 2008). In the
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case of organophosphorus (OP) pesticides, the highly toxic “oxon” (oxygen analogs) me-
tabolites bind stoichiometrically to the active site of CbEs. In this phosphorylated state,
the enzyme is no longer active while at the same time, the OP is not bioavailable to other
biological targets, such as microorganisms or other extracellular enzymes. The activity of
both endogeic (Aporrectodea caliginosa) and anecic (Lumbricus terrestris) earthworm spe-
cies enhanced soil CbE activity, which is very sensitive to inhibition by OP pesticides (San-
chez-Hernandez et al., 2014, 2015). Grape marc-derived vermicompost (i.e., the product
from casting activity of epigeic earthworm species) is also a rich source of CbEs (Fig. 3.5),
and the question therefore arises as to whether vermicompost CbE activity is a detoxifying
system that could remove toxicologically active OP pesticides from soil. Fig. 3.6 shows a
conceptual model whereby CbE activity in grape marc-derived vermicompost may act as
a molecular scavenger contributing to inactivate OP pesticides in soil.

Vermicompost organic matter is a source of binding sites for OP pesticides and their
hydrophobic metabolites. Some studies with hydrophobic pesticides, such as diuron or
imidacloprid, have shown that their persistence in soil increased with the addition of ver-
micompost (Ferndndez-Bayo et al., 2015). In soil, and probably also in vermicompost, OP
pesticides are degraded to their toxic “oxon” metabolites by chemical hydrolysis and mi-
crobial activity (Racke, 1993). Accordingly, a wide variety of bacteria and fungi species are
able to break down OP pesticides (Singh, 2008). In this conceptual model, extracellular
CbE activity, which can be released from microorganisms and earthworm gastrointesti-
nal epithelium, inactivates OP toxicity in a way similar to that occurring in animals (Max-
well, 1992). Carboxylesterases would therefore act as exogenous bioscavengers for these
pesticides. Indeed, in vitro inhibition assays of vermicompost CbE activity in the presence
of both chlorpyrifos-oxon and dichlorvos revealed that CbE activity was sensitive to inhi-
bition by both OPs, displaying median inhibition concentration (ICsp) in the range of uM
(Fig. 3.6). However, inhibition kinetic curves suggest that this noncatalytic detoxification
system is highly dependent on the type of OP. Physicochemical features of OPs, such as
partitive properties (e.g., log Koc) could be determinant in inhibiting CbE activity, because
those OPs with high log Ky are expected to bind strongly to organic matter rather than
being available to inhibit CbE activity. Pending further studies, the addition of vermicom-
post to OP-contaminated soils, or agricultural soils receiving periodic OP treatments is
expected to reduce the toxicity of these agrochemicals by the action of chemical (organic
matter) and biochemical (CbEs) factors in vermicompost.

3.4 Conclusions

Vermicomposting of grape marc has proven to be a very useful procedure that yields an
organic fertiliser and grape seeds as a source of bioactive compounds. The process reduces
the biomass of the initial raw grape marc by more than a half, it transforms the most la-
bile parts of the grape marc into a high quality, nutrient and microbial rich, polyphenol-
free organic fertilizer. Sieving the material separates the fertilizer (vermicompost) from
a residue that mainly contains grape seeds, and eliminates the polyphenol-associated
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phytotoxicity from the vermicompost and enables them to be easily processed to obtain
different bioactive compounds, such as polyphenol-rich extracts and also fatty acid-rich
seed oil. These coproducts can be directly extracted for use in the pharmaceutical, cos-
metics, and food industries. During vermicomposting of grape marc very large numbers
of earthworms are obtained and they have applications as fish bait, as a source of animal
feed protein, as soil pollutant accumulators, and as a source of vermiceuticals (i.e., earth-
worm-derived pharmaceutically active compounds) and even human food. The grape
marc-derived vermicompost is also as a rich-source of enzymes that could be used to
improve soil biochemical performance and to detoxify pesticide-contaminated soils. The
vermicomposting procedure described herein is effective, simple, environment friendly
and sustainable, while it can be easily scaled up for industrial applications, yielding a vari-
ety of value added products from the grape marc.

Acknowledgments

This research was financially supported by projects CN2012/305, GPC2014/035 and GPC2016/043 (Xunta
de Galicia, Spain), PEII-2014-001-P (Junta de Castilla-La Mancha), and CTM2013-42540-R and CTM2014-
53915-R (Ministerio de Economia y Competitividad).

References

Aira, M., Monroy, E, Dominguez, J., 2006. Eisenia fetida (Oligochaeta, Lumbricidae) activates fungal
growth, triggering cellulose decomposition during vermicomposting. Microb. Ecol. 52, 738-747.

Aira, M., Monroy, E, Dominguez, J., 2007a. Eisenia fetida (Oligochaeta: Lumbricidae) modifies the
structure and physiological capabilities of microbial communities improving carbon mineralization
during vermicomposting of pig manure. Microb. Ecol. 54, 662-671.

Aira, M., Monroy, E, Dominguez, J., 2007b. Earthworms strongly modify microbial biomass and activity
triggering enzymatic activities during vermicomposting independently of the application rates of pig
slurry. Sci. Total Environ. 385, 252-261.

Aira, M., Dominguez, J., 2008. Optimizing vermicomposting of animal wastes: effects of dose of manure
application on carbon loss and microbial stabilization. J. Environ. Manage. 88, 1525-1529.

Aira, M., Sampedro, L., Monroy, E, Dominguez, J., 2008. Detritivorous earthworms directly modify the
structure, thus altering the functioning of a microdecomposer food web. Soil Biol. Biochem. 40,
2511-2516.

Aira, M., Gémez-Branddn, M., Lazcano, C., Bdath, E., Dominguez, J., 2010. Plant genotype strongly
modifies the structure and growth of maize rhizosphere microbial communities. Soil Biol. Biochem.
42,2276-2281.

Aira, M., Bybee, S., Pérez-Losada, M., Dominguez, J., 2015. Feeding on microbiomes: effects of detritivory
on the taxonomic and phylogenetic bacterial composition of animal manures. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol.
91, fivl17.

Aira, M., Olcina, J., Pérez-Losada, M., Dominguez, J., 2016. Characterization of the bacterial communities
of casts from Eisenia andrei fed with different substrates. Appl. Soil Ecol. 98, 103-111.

Aizpurua-Olaizola, O., Ormazabal, M., Vallejo, A., Olivares, M., Navarro, P, Etxebarria, N., Usobiaga, A.,
2015. Optimization of supercritical fluid consecutive extractions of fatty acids and polyphenols from
Vitis vinifera grape wastes. J. Food Sci. 80, 101-107.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0050

74 HANDBOOK OF GRAPE PROCESSING BY-PRODUCTS

Alvarez-Casas, M., Garcia-Jares, C., Llompart, M., Lores, M., 2014. Effect of experimental parameters in the
pressurized solvent extraction of polyphenolic compounds from white grape marc. Food Chem. 157,
524-532.

Alvarez-Casas, M., Pdjaro, M., Lores, M., Garcia-Jares, C., 2016. Characterization of grape marcs from
native and foreign white varieties grown in north-western Spain by their polyphenolic composition
and antioxidant activity. Eur. Food Res. Technol. 242, 655-665.

Arancon, N., Edwards, C.A., 2011. The use of vermicomposts as soil amendments for production of field
crops. In: Edwards, C.A., Arancon, N.Q., Sherman, R.L. (Eds.), Vermiculture Technology: Earthworms,
Organic Waste and Environmental Management. CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp. 129-152.

Arancon, N., Edwards, C.A., Webster, K.A., Buckerfield, J.C., 2011. The potential of vermicomposts as plant
growth media for greenhouse crop production. In: Edwards, C.A., Arancon, N.Q., Sherman, R.L. (Eds.),
Vermiculture Technology: Earthworms, Organic Waste and Environmental Management. CRC Press,
Boca Raton, pp. 103-128.

Barbera, A.C., Maucieri, C., Cavallaro, V,, Ioppolo, A., Spagna, G., 2013. Effects of spreading olive mill
wastewater on soil properties and crops, a review. Agr. Water Manage. 19, 43-53.

Cheng, VJ., 2011. Evaluation of the bioactivity of New Zealand wine by-products. Masters’ of Food Science.
University of Otago, Otago, New Zealand.

Desneux, N., Decourtye, A., Delpuech, J.M., 2007. The sublethal effects of pesticides on beneficial
arthropods. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 52, 81-106.

Deng, S., Popova, LE., Dick, L., Dick, R., 2013. Bench scale and microplate format assay of soil enzyme
activities using spectroscopic and fluorometric approaches. Appl. Soil Ecol. 64, 84-90.

Di Lecce, G., Arranz, S., Jauregui, O., Tresserra-Rimbau, A., Quifwer-Rada, P, Lamuela-Raventés, M., 2014.
Phenolic profiling of the skin, pulp and seeds of Albarifio grapes using hybrid quadrupole time-of-
flight and triple-quadrupole mass spectrometry. Food Chem. 145, 874-882.

Dominguez, J., 2011. The microbiology of vermicomposting. In: Edwards, C.A., Arancon, N.Q., Sherman,
R.L. (Eds.), Vermiculture Technology: Earthworms, Organic Waste and Environmental Management.
CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp. 51-63.

Dominguez, J., Parmelee, R.W., Edwards, C.A., 2003. Interactions between Eisenia andrei (Oligochaeta)
and nematode populations during vermicomposting. Pedobiologia 47, 53—-60.

Dominguez, J., 2004. State of the art and new perspectives on vermicomposting research. In: Edwards,
C.A. (Ed.), Earthworm Ecology. CRC Press, Boca Raton, Florida, pp. 401-424.

Dominguez, J., Ferreiro, A., Velando, A., 2005. Are Eisenia fetida (Savigny, 1826) and Eisenia andrei Bouché,
1972 (Oligochaeta, Lumbricidae) different biological species? Pedobiologia 49, 81-87.

Dominguez, J., Aira, M., Gémez-Brandén, M., 2010. Vermicomposting: earthworms enhance the work
of microbes. In: Insam, H., Franke-Whittle, I., Goberna, M. (Eds.), Microbes at Work. Springer, Berlin
Heidelberg, pp. 93-114.

Dominguez, J., Edwards, C.A., 2011a. Relationships between composting and vermicomposting:
relative values of the products. In: Edwards, C.A., Arancon, N.Q., Sherman, R.L. (Eds.), Vermiculture
Technology: Earthworms, Organic Waste and Environmental Management. CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp.
11-26.

Dominguez, J., Edwards, C.A., 2011b. Biology and ecology of earthworm species used for
vermicomposting. In: Edwards, C.A., Arancon, N.Q., Sherman, R.L. (Eds.), Vermiculture Technology:
Earthworms, Organic Waste and Environmental Management. CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp. 27-40.

Dominguez, J., Gémez-Brandén, M., 2012. Vermicomposting: composting with earthworms to recycle
organic wastes. In: Kumar, S., Bharti, A. (Eds.), Management of Organic Waste. Intech Open Science,
Rijeka, Croacia, pp. 29-48.

Dominguez, J., Gémez-Brandén, M., 2013. The influence of earthworms on nutrient dynamics during the
process of vermicomposting. Waste Manage. Res. 31, 859-868.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0135

Chapter 3  Vermicomposting of Winemaking By-Products 75

Dominguez, J., Martinez-Cordeiro, H., Alvarez Casas, M., Lores, M., 2014. Vermicomposting grape marc
yields high quality organic biofertilizer and bioactive polyphenols. Waste Manage. Res. 32, 1235-1240.

Dominguez, J., Lores, M., Alvarez Casas, M., Martinez-Cordeiro, H., 2015. Procedimiento parala obtencién
y aislamiento de un fertilizante orgdnico y de semillas de uva a partir de residuos de uva. Patent
number: ES2533501. 30/11/2015. Universidade de Vigo y Universidade de Santiago de Compostela.
Spain.

Drake, H.L., Horn, M.A., 2007. As the worm turns: the earthworm gut as a transient habitat for soil
microbial biomes. Annu. Rev. Microbiol. 61 (169), 189.

Edwards, C.A., Niederer, A., 2011. The production of earthworm protein for animal feed from organic
wastes. In: Edwards, C.A., Arancon, N.Q., Sherman, R.L. (Eds.), Vermiculture Technology: Earthworms,
Organic Waste and Environmental Management. CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp. 323-334.

Edwards, C.A., Askar, A.M., Vasko-Bennett, M.A., Arancon, N., 2011. Suppression of arthropod pests and
plant parasitic nematodes by vermicomposts and aqueous extracts from vermicomposts. In: Edwards,
C.A., Arancon, N.Q., Sherman, R.L. (Eds.), Vermiculture Technology: Earthworms, Organic Waste and
Environmental Management. CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp. 209-234.

El Gharras, H., 2009. Polyphenols: food sources, properties and applications—a review. Int. J. Food Sci.
Tech. 44, 2512-2518.

FAO. FAO STAT 2015 [Internet]. Available from: http://faostat.fao.org

Fernandes, L., Casal, S., Cruz, R., Pereira, J.A., Ramalhosa, E., 2013. Seed oils of ten traditional Portuguese
grape varieties with interesting chemical and antioxidant properties. Food Res. Int. 50, 161-166.

Ferndndez-Bayo, J.D., Nogales, R., Romero, E., 2015. Winery vermicomposts to control the leaching of
diuron, imidacloprid and their metabolites: Role of dissolved organic carbon content. J. Environ. Sci.
H B 50, 190-200.

Fontana, A.R., Antoniolli, A., Bottini, R., 2013. Grape pomace as a sustainable source of bioactive
compounds: extraction, characterization, and biotechnological applications of phenolics. J. Agr. Food
Chem. 61, 8987-9003.

Garcia-Jares, C., Vazquez, A., Lamas, J.P, Pdjaro, M., Alvarez-Casas, M., Lores, M., 2015. Antioxidant white
grape seed phenolics: pressurized liquid extracts from different varieties. Antioxidants 4, 737-749.

Gianfreda, L., Rao, M.A., 2008. Interactions between xenobiotics and microbial and enzymatic soil activity.
Crit. Rev. Env. Sci. Tec. 38, 269-310.

Goktiirk Baydar, N., Ozkan, G., Cetin, E.S., 2007. Characterization of grape seed and pomace oil extracts.
Grasas Aceites 58, 29-33.

Goémez-Brandén, M., Lazcano, C., Lores, M., Dominguez, J., 2010. Detritivorous earthworms modify
microbial community structure and accelerate plant residue decomposition. Appl. Soil Ecol. 44,
237-244.

Goémez-Branddn, M., Aira, M., Lores, M., Dominguez, J., 2011a. Changes in microbial community
structure and function during vermicomposting of pig slurry. Bioresource Technol. 102, 4171-4178.

Goémez-Brandén, M., Lazcano, C., Lores, M., Dominguez, J., 2011b. Short-term stabilization of grape marc
through earthwormes. J. Hazard Mater. 187, 291-295.

Goémez-Branddn, M., Dominguez, J., 2014. Changes of microbial communities during the
vermicomposting process and after application to the soil. Crit. Rev. Env. Sci. Tec. 44, 1289-1312.

Haéttenschwiler, S., Vitousek, PM., 2000. The role of polyphenols in terrestrial ecosystem nutrient cycling.
Trends Ecol. Evol. 15, 238-243.

Inderjit, 1996. Plant phenolics in allelopathy. Bot. Rev. 62, 186-202.

Jack, A.L., 2011. The suppression of plant pathogens by vermicomposts. In: Edwards, C.A., Arancon,
N.Q., Sherman, R.L. (Eds.), Vermiculture Technology: Earthworms, Organic Waste and Environmental
Management. CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp. 165-183.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0160
http://faostat.fao.org/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0225

76 HANDBOOK OF GRAPE PROCESSING BY-PRODUCTS

Jones, A., Panagos, P, Barceld, S., Bouraoui, E, Bosco, C., Dewitte, O., Gardi, C., Hervds, J., Hiederer, R.,
Jeffery, S., Montanarella, L., Penizek, V,, T6th, G., Van Den Eeckhaut, M., Van Liedekerke, M., Verheijen,
F,Yigini, Y., 2012. The state of soil in Europe—A contribution of the JRC to the European Environment
Agency’s Environment State and Outlook Report. European Commission, 80 pp.

Kammerer, D., Schieber, A., Carle, R., 2005. Characterization and recovery of phenolic compounds from
grape pomace: a review. J. Appl. Bot. Food Qual. 79, 189-196.

Lachman, J., Hejtmédnkovd, A., Hejtmdnkovd, K., Hornickov4, S., Piveca, V,, Skala, O., Dedina, M., Pribyl,
J., 2013. Towards complex utilisation of winemaking residues: characterisation of grape seeds by total
phenols, tocols and essential elements content as a by-product of winemaking. Ind. Crop Prod. 49,
445-453.

Lazcano, C., Dominguez, J., 2011. The use of vermicompost in sustainable agriculture: impact on plant
growth and soil fertility. In: Miransari, M. (Ed.), Soil Nutrients. Nova Science Publishers, New York,
pp. 230-254.

Lazcano, C., Revilla, P, Gémez-Brandén, M., Dominguez, J., 2012. Short-term effects of organic and
inorganic fertilizers on soil microbial community structure and function. Biol. Fert. Soils 49,
723-733.

Lores, M., Gémez-Brandoén, M., Pérez-Diaz, D., Dominguez, J., 2006. Using FAME profiles for the
characterization of animal wastes and vermicomposts. Soil Biol. Biochem. 38, 2993-2996.

Lutterodt, H., Slavin, M., Whent, M., Turner, E., Yu, L., 2011. Fatty acid composition, oxidative stability,
antioxidant and antiproliferative properties of selected cold-pressed grape seed oils and flour. Food
Chem. 128, 391-399.

Maier, T., Schieber, A., Kammerer, D.R., Carle, R., 2009. Residues of grape (Vitis vinifera L.) seed oil
production as a valuable source of phenolic antioxidants. Food Chem. 112, 551-559.

Malaj, E., von der Ohe, PC., Grote, M., Kiihne, R., Mondy, C.P, Usseglio-Polatera, P, Brack, W., Schéfer, R.B.,
2014. Organic chemicals jeopardize the health of freshwater ecosystems on the continental scale. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 111, 9549-9554.

Makris, D.P, Boskou, G., Andrikopoulos, N.K., 2007. Polyphenolic content and in vitro antioxidant
characteristics of wine industry and other agri-food solid waste extracts. J. Food Compos. Anal. 20,
125-132.

Maxwell, D.M., 1992. The specificity of carboxylesterase protection against the toxicity of
organophosphorus compounds. Toxicol. Appl. Pharm. 114, 306-312.

Megharaj, M., Ramakrishnan, B., Venkateswarlu, K., Sethunathan, N., Naidu, R., 2011. Bioremediation
approaches for organic pollutants: a critical perspective. Environ. Int. 37, 1362-1375.

Monroy, E, Aira, M., Dominguez, J., Velando, A., 2006. Seasonal population dynamics of Eisenia fetida
(Savigny, 1826) (Oligochaeta, Lumbricidae) in the field. C R Biol. 329, 912-915.

Nannipieri, P, Kandeler, E., Ruggiero, P, 2002. Enzyme activities and microbiological and biochemical
processes in soil. In: Burns, R.G., Dick, R.P. (Eds.), Enzymes in the Environment: Activity, Ecology, and
Applications. Marcel Dekker Inc, New York, pp. 1-33.

Negro, C., Tommasi, L., Miceli, A., 2003. Phenolic compounds and antioxidant activity from red grape
marc extracts. Bioresource Technol. 87, 41-44.

Newman, M.C., Crane, M., Holloway, G., 2006. Does pesticide risk assessment in the European Union
assess long-term effects? Rev. Environ. Contam. T 187, 1-65.

Nogales, R., Cifuentes, C., Benitez, E., 2005. Vermicomposting of winery wastes: a laboratory study.
J. Environ. Sci. Heal. B 40, 659-673.

Peshin, R., Zhang, W,, 2014. Integrated pest management and pesticide use. Pimentel, D., Peshin, R. (Eds.),
Integrated Pest Management, Pesticide Problems, Vol. 3, Springer, New York, pp. 1-46.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0310

Chapter 3 e Vermicomposting of Winemaking By-Products 77

Prado, J.M., Dalmolin, I., Carareto, N.D.D., Basso, R.C., Meirelles, A.J.A., Vladimir Oliveira, J., Batista, E.A.C.,
Meireles, M.A.A., 2012. Supercritical fluid extraction of grape seed: process scale-up, extract chemical
composition and economic evaluation. J. Food Eng. 109, 249-257.

Quideau, S., Deffieux, D., Douat-Casassus, C., Pouységu, L., 2011. Plant polyphenols: chemical properties,
biological activities, and synthesis. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 50, 586-621.

Racke, K.D,, 1993. Environmental fate of chlorpyrifos. Rev. Environ. Contam. T 131, 1-154.

Rao, M.A., Scelza, R., Acevedo, E, Diez, M.C., Gianfreda, L., 2014. Enzymes as useful tools for
environmental purposes. Chemosphere 107, 145-162.

Riah, W, Laval, K., Laroche-Ajzenberg, E., Mougin, C., Latour, X., Trinsoutrot-Gattin, I., 2014. Effects of
pesticides on soil enzymes: a review. Environ. Chem. Lett. 12, 257-273.

Rubio, M., Alvarez-Orti, M., Alvarruiz, A., Fernandez, E., Pardo, J.E., 2009. Characterization of oil obtained
from grape seeds collected during berry development. J. Agric. Food Chem. 57 (7),
2812-2815.

Rockenbach, LI, Jungfer, E., Ritter, C., Santiago-Schiibel, B., Thiele, B., Fett, R., Galensa, R., 2012.
Characterization of flavan-3-ols in seeds of grape pomace by CE, HPLC-DAD-MSn and LC-ESI- FTICR-
MS. Food Res. Int. 48, 848-855.

Romero, E., Plaza, C., Senesi, N., Nogales, R., Polo, A., 2007. Humic acid-like fractions in raw and
vermicomposted winery and distillery wastes. Geoderma 139, 397-406.

Romero, E., Ferndndez-Bayo, J., Diaz, ].M.C., Nogales, R., 2010. Enzyme activities and diuron persistence
in soil amended with vermicompost derived from spent grape marc and treated with urea. Appl. Soil
Ecol. 44, 198-204.

Sabine, J.R., 1983. Earthworms as a source of food and drugs. In: Satchell, J.E. (Ed.), Earthworm Ecology.
Chapman and Hall, London, pp. 285-296.

Sabir, A., Unver, A., Kara, Z., 2012. The fatty acid and tocopherol constituents of the seed oil extracted from
21 grape varieties (Vitis spp). J. Sci. Food Agr. 92, 1982-1987.

Sanchez-Hernandez, J.C,, Aira, M., Dominguez, J., 2014. Extracellular pesticide detoxification in the
gastrointestinal tract of the earthworm Aporrectodea caliginosa. Soil Biol. Biochem. 79, 1-4.

Sanchez-Hernandez, J.C., Notario del Pino, J., Dominguez, J., 2015. Earthworm-induced carboxylesterase
activity in soil: assessing the potential for detoxification and monitoring organophosphorus pesticides.
Ecotox. Environ. Safe. 122, 303-312.

Schiesari, L., Grillitsch, B., 2011. Pesticides meet megadiversity in the expansion of biofuel crops. Front.
Ecol. Environ. 9, 215-221.

Schramm, A., Davidson, S.K., Dodsworth, J.A., Drake, H.L., Stahl, D.A., Dubilier, N., 2003. Acidovorax-like
symbionts in the nephridia of earthworms. Environ. Microbiol. 5, 804-809.

Singh, B.K., 2008. Organophosphorus-degrading bacteria: ecology and industrial applications. Nat. Rev.
Microbiol. 7, 156-164.

Sinsabaugh, R.L., Reynolds, H., Long, T.M., 2000. Rapid assay for amidohydrolase (urease) activity in
environmental samples. Soil. Biol. Biochem. 32, 2095-2097.

Sogorb, M.A., Vilanova, E., 2002. Enzymes involved in the detoxification of organophosphorus, carbamate
and pyrethroid insecticides through hydrolysis. Toxicol. Lett. 128, 215-228.

Yilmaz, Y., Toledo, R.T., 2004. Major flavonoids in grape seeds and skins: antioxidant capacity of catechin,
epicatechin, and gallic acid. J. Agr. Food Chem. 52, 255-260.

Zhang, B.G., Li, G.T., Shen, T.S., Wang, ].K., Sun, Z., 2000. Changes in microbial biomass C, N, and P and
enzyme activities in soil incubated with the earthworms Metaphire guillelmi or Eisenia fetida. Soil Biol.
Biochem. 32, 2055-2062.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0405

78 HANDBOOK OF GRAPE PROCESSING BY-PRODUCTS

Zhenjun, S., Xianchun, L., Lihui, S., Chunyang, S., 1997. Earthworm as a potential protein resource. Ecol.
Food Nutr. 36, 221-236.

Further Reading

Cordova, EM., Watson, R.R., 2014. Food and supplement polyphenol action in cancer recurrence. In: Wat-
son, R.R,, Preedy, V.R,, Zibadj, S. (Eds.), Polyphenols in Human Health and Disease. Academic Press,
Massachusetts, pp. 191-205.

Rombaut, N., Savoire, R., Thomasset, B., Castello, J., Van Hecke, E., Lanoisellé, J.L., 2014. Optimization
of oil yield and oil total phenolic content during grape seed cold screw pressing. Ind. Crop Prod. 63,
26-33.

Wheelock, C.E., Phillips, B.M., Anderson, B.S., Miller, J.L., Miller, M.J., Hammock, B.D., 2008. Applications
of carboxylesterase activity in environmental monitoring and toxicity identification evaluations (TIEs).
Rev. Environ. Contam. T 195, 117-178.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/B978-0-12-809870-7.00003-X/ref0425

