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Featured Application: This work can contribute to the knowledge on the behavior of tungsten in
the soil in relation to its potential transfer into the food chain through plant uptake. The results
are aimed to bring the attention of the legislator to this element, which is completely neglected
in environmental legislation.

Abstract: Tungsten is largely used in high-tech and military industries. Soils are increasingly enriched
in this element, and its transfer in the food chain is an issue of great interest. This study evaluated
the influence of soil characteristics on tungsten uptake by Zea mays grown on three soils, spiked
with increasing tungsten concentrations. The soils, classified as Histosol, Vertisol, and Fluvisol,
are characteristic of the Mediterranean area. The uptake of the element by Zea mays was strictly
dependent on the soil characteristics. As the pH of soils increases, tungsten concentrations in the roots
and shoots of the plants increased. Also, humic substances showed a great influence on tungsten
uptake, which decreased with increasing organic matter of soils. Tungsten uptake by Zea mays can be
described by a Freundlich-like equation. This soil-to-plant transfer model may be useful in promoting
environmental regulations on the hazards of this element in the environment.
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1. Introduction

Tungsten (W) is a metal characterized by a very low abundance in the Earth’s crust, and thus
occurs in soils in small concentrations of less than 3 mg kg−1 [1]. Tungsten occurs naturally in several
minerals such as wolframite (Fe,Mn)WO4, hübnerite MnWO4, ferberite FeWO4, and scheelite (CaWO4).
It is used in a variety of industrial activities for the production of high-tech components [2] due to its
high melting point and resistance to corrosion.

Tungsten has also been used in several military applications as a substitute for the dangerous
depleted uranium [1,3]. The most important use of tungsten is in the production of tungsten/nylon
bullets as alternatives to lead-based munitions [4]. Soils are an important sink and source of tungsten
in the environment as a result of the transport of dust deriving from erosion processes. These last
have been recognized as one of the most important contributions to the dispersion of tungsten into the
environment [1].

In soil, tungstate is the most stable form of the element. This oxyanion is chemically similar
to molybdate, however, while molybdenum is an essential element [5], tungsten is not an essential
micronutrient, and it has been historically regarded as inert in the soil environment and classified as
nontoxic for human health [6].
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However, several ecotoxicological studies have discovered that under certain environmental
conditions, tungsten compounds can be solubilized and enter the biogeochemical cycles [7,8].
Occupational studies on workers’ exposure in industry where tungsten is used have revealed several
adverse health effects [9]. The presence of tungsten in the atmosphere has been particularly studied
in Nevada, due to the possible link between tungsten in the atmosphere and cases of childhood
leukemia [10,11].

Knowledge regarding the effects of tungsten in the soil, on its transfer in the food chain, and thus
on human health is still incomplete [1]. In some cases, tungsten has been found to be nontoxic and
substantially inert in the soil [12], whereas in other studies, very negative hypotheses have been
put forward on the possible action of tungsten in the formation of neoplasms in animal cells [7].
The growing interest in this element is further highlighted by several studies on the impact of W on soil
microorganisms. Several works have shown that under certain conditions, the presence of tungsten
increases the microbial biomass [13]. Conversely, in other cases, negative impacts on microbial activity
have been verified [14].

The increase in the industrial and military use of tungsten has become of interest due to its
potential entry into the food chain following uptake by agricultural crops. Moreover, in agricultural
soils tungsten is also added to fertilizers [15], and may be present in sewage sludge due to its presence
in many household products [16]. Many plants such as oats, radishes, and lettuce are able to grow in
soil with high tungsten concentrations [17] and can accumulate significant quantities of the metal also
due to its similarity with molybdenum [14]. At high concentrations, tungsten has been reported to
decrease root elongation in Pisum sativum and Gossypium hirsutum [18–20]. High concentrations of
tungsten in plants have been reported for species growing on the soils of abandoned mine [21–23].
Near tungsten mines, its transfer from soil to rice has been reported as a possible health risk via the
food chain [24]. In general, the tungsten content in roots is higher than that in the aerial parts of
plants [25,26].

Studies on tungsten are very lacking in Italy where the potential problems arising from this element
are completely neglected. This element is not taken into consideration in any environmental legislation,
nor in the regulations that define the quality of fertilizers to be used in agriculture. It therefore seems
no longer unpostponable to study the behavior of this element in Italian soils with a view to protecting
the environment and human health.

The aim of this study was to investigate the influence of different soil characteristics pH, organic
matter (O.M.), and texture on tungsten uptake by Zea mays, and to provide a simple model to evaluate
the uptake of increasing tungsten concentration in soil. Zea mays was selected due to its relevant
production in the Mediterranean area, which highlights the growing interest in this crop. In Italy,
the average production for over a decade has been ~9.5 t ha−1, which is higher than the mean European
production. The experiment was carried out at a greenhouse scale by growing the plants on three
agricultural soils characteristic of Mediterranean areas spiked with increasing concentrations of sodium
tungstate. The concentrations were chosen to be close to natural soil values conditions and to take into
account potential anthropogenic contamination, which can reach 2000 mg/kg in particular areas [24].
The chosen range of concentrations can be considered environmentally significant due to the increase
in electronic waste, which is a feature of all industrialized countries [14]. Obtained results show that
soil properties regulate tungsten plants uptake, which increases with increasing pH and decreasing
organic matter content.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Soils

Samples were collected from three Italian soils, classified as Histosol (soil A), Vertisol (soil B),
and Fluvisol (soil C), according to FAO classification. The soil samples were air-dried, sieved at 2 mm,
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and analyzed for pH [27], organic matter [28], and texture [29]. The studied soils characteristics are
reported in Table 1.

Table 1. Characteristics of the soils A, B, and C.

Soil pH OM (%) Clay (%) Silt (%) Sand (%) Total W (mg kg−1)

A 4.50 5.81 7.10 24.8 67.6 0.38
B 5.80 2.10 12.5 28.8 59.3 0.44
C 7.40 1.43 7.65 14.0 78.3 0.29

2.2. Experimental Soils

Increasing amounts of Na2WO4·H2O solutions were added to each soil to obtain final
concentrations of 10, 30, 40, 50, and 100 mg kg−1 of tungsten.

To promote the interactions between soil and the added tungsten salt and to simulate the
ageing effects, the soils were incubated at 50% maximum water holding capacity for 12 months at
room temperature.

During this period, the spiked soils were maintained in loosely covered polypropylene containers.
To obtain the greatest homogeneity, once a week soils were gently mixed by a shovel, and watered
with deionized water once a month as necessary [30].

At the end of this period, before starting the microcosm experiments the pH of each spiked soils
was determined [27] to check if there were any changes in the values of this parameter. No changes
were detected.

To determine tungsten in the soil solution, deionized water was added to each spiked soil samples
(1:0.5 soil/water), and after 24h of incubation, tungsten in soil solution was evaluated by centrifugation
at 21,000 g for 15 min [30]. Three replicates for each concentration were carried out.

2.3. Microcosm Experiment

The experiment was carried out at a greenhouse scale with a 12h photoperiod (320 µmol m−2 s−1

photosynthetic active radiation). Microcosms were filled with 400 g of soil. Six Zea mays seeds per
pot were sown. Three replicates for each concentration were carried out with controls (CT) running
simultaneously. During the growing period, plants were watered daily. The whole experiment lasted
60 days. At plant harvest, the aerial parts were separated from the roots and pooled to a composite
sample representative of each pot. All samples were washed with deionized water. The roots were
further washed in an ultrasound bath (Branson Sonifier 250 ultrasonic processor, Branson Ultrasonics
Corporation, USA) for 10 min, to eliminate any soil particles remaining on root surfaces. The dry
biomass of vegetal samples was then gravimetrically determined after the samples had been dried in a
ventilated oven at 60◦C until a constant weight was achieved.

2.4. Tungsten Analysis in Plants and Soil

The dry plant samples were ground, homogenized, and digested with an acid mixture
(HNO3 + H2O2) for tungsten determination, according to the procedure described by Poykio et al. [31]
and Oburger et al. [30].

Concentrations of tungsten in spiked soils and soil solution were determined by inductively
coupled plasma optical emission spectroscopy (ICPOES Varian AX Liberty, Milano, Italy). Due to the
specific tungsten properties in soils that can lead to the formation of insoluble species, the procedure
based on the addition of phosphoric acid to nitric acid developed by Dermatas et al. (2004) [32] and
reported by Bednar et al. [33] was used. All chemicals used were of reagent grade.

Quality assurance and quality control were carried out by testing a standard solution every
10 samples. Because no reference plant material for tungsten is available, for quality control the
procedure developed and described in detail by Oburger et al. [30] was strictly followed using Oriental
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Basma Tobacco Leaves, INCT-OBTL-5, as reference material. As a certified reference soil material,
NIST SRM 2710 was used to control the quality of the analytical system. The detection limit for
tungsten was 0.05 mg L−1. The recovery of spiked samples ranged from 95 to 101%, with an RSD of
1.84 of the mean.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis was performed using STATISTICA version 6.0 (Statsoft, Inc., Tulsa, OK, USA).
Treatment effects were analyzed using one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA). Differences among
means were compared and a post hoc analysis of variance was performed using the Tukey Honestly
Significant Difference test (p < 0.05).

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Biomass Production

The biomass of plants grown in the three soils with different tungsten concentrations is reported
in Table 2. Shoot and root productions are considered separately.

Table 2. Biomass production (mg dry weight) of shoot and root grown in the soils with increasing
tungsten concentrations. CT is the original soil. Values are the mean ± standard deviation.

W in soil (mg kg−1)
Shoot Root

Soil A Soil B Soil C Soil A Soil B Soil C

CT 283 ± 13.2a 279 ± 10.4a 285 ± 13.8a 118 ± 7.2a 116 ± 12.4a 126 ± 9.0a
10 281 ± 14.6a 275 ± 14.7a 295 ± 19.3a 115 ± 9.1a 114 ± 10.1a 124 ± 8.3a
30 276 ± 15.1a 257 ± 14.1a 278 ± 15.4a 123 ± 4.3a 117 ± 7.1a 118 ± 7.6a
40 263 ± 11.2a 263 ± 12.9a 251 ± 16.1a 129 ± 8.6a 121 ± 8.6a 122 ± 8.1a
50 284 ± 18.6a 259 ± 10.1a 245 ± 18.5a 110 ± 9.6a 125 ± 5.9a 119 ± 7.4a

100 251 ± 16.3a 269 ± 16.5a 269 ± 13.6a 119 ± 5.1a 116 ± 4.9a 115 ± 5.9a

Note: At each tungsten soil concentration, values with different letter in the same rows separately for shoots and
roots are statistically different at p < 0.05.

Despite the different characteristics, such as pH and organic matter content, no significant
differences in biomass were observed among the three soils. At the tungsten concentrations used in this
experiment, no differences in biomass production were found between the control and tungsten enriched
soils. The results are in agreement with previous findings for another species, Triticum aestivum, which
reported that biomass was not influenced by low tungsten concentrations in soil [34,35]. A reduction
in biomass production was discovered in soils only with very high tungsten concentrations of up to
5000 mg kg−1 for Glycine max [30] and 2600 mg kg−1 for Helianthus annuus [26]. Under the experimental
conditions adopted, tungsten did not show any visual toxicity effects on plants.

3.2. Tungsten Uptake by Plants

The concentration of tungsten in plants grown in the control soils (CT) was always under the
limit of detection, thus the data are not reported. Considering the plants grown in the spiked soils,
the uptake of tungsten was lowest in soil A and highest in soil C, with intermediate values in soil B.
Data are reported in Table 3.

Considering the mean of the five concentrations (from 10 to 100 mg kg−1), the tungsten concentration
in the root portions increased with respect to soil A by an average factor of 2 in soil B and of 9 in soil
C, respectively.

A similar trend was found in the aerial part of the plants with an increase with respect to plants
grown in soil A by an average factor of 3 and 15 in plants grown in soils B and C, respectively.
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Table 3. Tungsten concentration in shoots and roots of Zea mays grown in the different spiked soils.
Values are the mean ± standard deviation.

W in Soil
(mg kg−1)

Shoot Root

Soil A Soil B Soil C Soil A Soil B Soil C

10 0.12 ± 0.02a 0.45 ± 0.04b 2.69 ± 0.02c 1.30 ± 0.07a 2.38 ± 0.6b 5.10 ± 0.4c
30 0.34 ± 0.08a 1.26 ± 0.3b 5.42 ± 0.4c 2.04 ± 0.3a 6.50 ± 0.9b 19.8 ± 1.1c
40 0.98 ± 0.07a 3.05 ± 0.5b 11.7 ± 0.8c 4.51 ± 0.4a 9.80 ± 2.3b 45.3 ± 3.8c
50 1.26 ± 0.08a 3.98 ± 0.3b 13.5 ± 0.6c 5.15 ± 0.8a 13.6 ± 2.1b 52.6 ± 3.0c

100 1.80 ± 0.04a 5.43 ± 0.6b 21.0 ± 1.3 c 7.10 ± 0.9a 18.6 ± 4.2b 95.5 ± 6.1c

Note: At each tungsten soil concentration, values with different letter in the same rows separately for shoots and
roots are statistically different at p < 0.05.

The effects of tungsten on the physiological responses of plants were not studied, unless exclusively
concerning the production of biomass. There are many studies that address these aspects to which refer
for further deepening [30,36]. Finally, we considered the dose–uptake relationship and the internal
distribution of tungsten between the roots and shoots, which may have occurred within the time
frame of this experiment. Table 3 clearly shows that the amount of tungsten in the plants differed
significantly in the three soils at each tungsten concentration. Regardless of the type of soil, tungsten
mainly accumulates in the roots, probably as a protective action, as tungsten does not play any essential
role in the plant [37]. In fact, the translocation factor (TF), defined as the ratio between the tungsten
concentration in the shoots and in roots, is always lower than 1 (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Trend of translocation factor at increasing tungsten concentrations in soils.

Taken as the average at the different concentrations of tungsten in the soil, the TF values ranged
from 0.19 (soil A) to 0.30 (soil C), with an intermediate value (0.25) in soil B. A different behavior of TF
was observed between the three soils. It is worth noting that in soil C, as the concentration of tungsten
increased, the TF decreased. Since, TF describes the passage of tungsten from the roots to the aerial
part of the plants, the results obtained suggest that in the presence of high concentrations of tungsten
in soils, the roots play a protective role acting as a filter and accumulating organ.

These results are in agreement with those reported for Raphanus sativus L. (radish) grown in an
alkaline substrate [38]. Conversely, in soil A, as the concentration of tungsten increases, the TF increases.
Soil B showed an intermediate trend; in fact, the TF increases up to a concentration of 40 mg kg−1 of
tungsten added to the soil, and then decreases. The soil plant barrier concept [39] does not appear to
be entirely applicable to tungsten. In fact, tungsten is not strongly held by the soil surfaces and can be
absorbed by the plant roots.
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3.3. Influence of Soil Characteristics on Plant Uptake

There are few studies on tungsten uptake by plants and the reported tungsten concentrations in plants
are highly variable due to the differences between plant species and experimental conditions [26,30,34].
Although in hydroponic experiments, the tungsten uptake can be directly linked to the concentration
of metal in solution and to specific tolerance mechanisms, the interpretation of the phytoavailability in
soil is more complex since it is essentially determined by tungsten species in the soil liquid phase. It is
thus fundamental to evaluate the effects of soil properties on tungsten solubility and plant uptake,
in particular of soil pH, which is considered the most important parameter that determines the amount
and the forms of tungsten in soil solutions [9].

Considering the different soil pH, it appears that by increasing pH, plant uptake significantly
increased (Figure 2).
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Bars indicate standard deviation. (a) shoots; (b) roots.

At the highest concentration (100 mg kg−1) of tungsten in soil, in plants grown in soil C with
a pH value of 7.40, the amount of tungsten in the root portion (95.5 mg kg−1) was approximately
thirteen times greater than that (7.1 mg kg−1) in the roots of plants grown in soil A. The same trend was
found by comparing the concentration of tungsten in the roots of plants grown in soil B (18.6 mg kg−1)
and soil A (7.1 mg kg−1). In this case, the concentration increased by more than twice as the soil pH
increased from 4.50 to 5.80. Finally, the concentration of tungsten in the roots of plants grown in soil
C increased by 5.1 times compared to that found in the roots of plants grown in soil B (from 18.6 to
95.5 mg kg−1).
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The aboveground parts of the plant behaved similarly. As the pH increased, from soil A (4.5) to
soil C (7.4), the concentration of tungsten in the aerial part of the plants increased at each concentration
of tungsten in the soil. This increase was evident above all at the highest tungsten concentration
(100 mg kg−1), from 1.8 to 21 mg kg−1 of tungsten in the aerial part of the plants grown respectively in
soils A and C, with an increase of about 12 times. In soil B, the concentration of tungsten in the aerial
part of the plants was ~5.43 mg kg−1, with an increase with respect to soil A of approximately three
times. In the aerial part of the plants grown in soil C, the amount of tungsten was about four times
higher than that in plants from soil B.

Increasing pH promotes the deprotonation of soil surfaces, thus reducing the retention of tungstate
ions in the solid phase of soil [40]. The consequent increase in tungsten in the soil solution led to an
increase in bioavailability and therefore a higher uptake by the plants. The greatest uptake occurred in
the Fluvisol (soil C), which is characterized by alkaline pH values and a low content of organic matter,
conditions that are very common in soils of the Mediterranean area.

The organic matter is another parameter that seems to play a key role in the absorption of tungsten
by plants. Figure 3 reports the uptake trend in relation to the different values of organic matter in
the soils.
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different soils. Bars indicate standard deviation. (a) shoots; (b) roots.

The data reported in Figure 3 show that the different organic matter content in the three soils
influences the concentration of tungsten in the aerial part and in the roots of the plants. As the
amount of organic matter increases, the concentration of tungsten in plant tissues decreases. The action
of organic matter can be ascribed to the adsorption reactions of tungstate on humic materials [41],
with the formation of stable complexes [42] that reduce the tungsten mobility and bioavailability in
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soil. This trend is particularly notable in soil A due to the specific characteristics of this Histosol: low
pH with a high organic matter content.

Humic compounds can greatly influence the distribution of metallic elements, such as tungsten,
between the solid and liquid phase of the soil. This is also in relation to the environmental variations
in the soil, such as dynamic redox conditions [43], that can modify the interactions between humic
compounds and the surfaces of oxides and hydroxides of iron on which the metal can be adsorbed.
Similar to what was found in the case of arsenic and antimony in the soil [44–46], organic materials
with a high binding capacity, strongly influence the adsorption of anions on variable charge minerals
in soils.

The content of tungsten in plants does not seem to be linked to the texture of the soils. For example,
Figure 4 reports the uptake trend in relation to the clay content of the three studied soils. The highest
clay content in the Vertisol (Soil B) does not influence plant uptake. Similar trends were also obtained
considering the plant tungsten concentration in relation to the silt and sand fraction of the three soils
(data not reported).
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Another interesting aspect to tackle is the trend in plant uptake of tungsten from the soil. In the
study of plant uptake from soil, there is often an assumption of linearity: the concentration of a
substance in plants increases with an increasing of its soil concentrations. However, deviation from
linearity has been observed in several contaminant uptake studies [47–49]. Plants generally take up
elements more efficiently at low than at high soil concentrations, thus deviating from linearity with a
decrease in uptake with increasing soil concentrations. The use of nonlinear functions to take into
account this behavior has been proposed by several authors [48,50,51].
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To evaluate tungsten uptake, it may be useful to estimate the increase in concentration in plants
with increasing both soil concentrations and soil solution concentrations. The trend of tungsten
uptake for shoots and roots was analogous in both cases, and it is reported in Figure 5, as an example,
in relation to soil solution concentration.Appl. Sci. 2019, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 15 
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Also, in this experiment, the increase in tungsten in the plants was not linearly correlated with
an increase in tungsten concentration in soil. The uptake of tungsten by the plants, in relation to
the concentration of the element in the soil, and in the soil solution although not far from linearity,
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is described more accurately by a trend that can be modeled using a Freundlich-like equation.
The absorption is higher when the concentration in the soil is lower, whereas it is reduced when the
concentration of an element in the soil increases.

In recent years, models of plant uptake have been proposed for organic [52,53] and inorganic [54,55]
contaminants at contaminated sites to define the risk to human health.

In agricultural soils, where the concentration of potentially toxic elements is much lower, simpler
models can be successfully used to provide useful information on the soil to plant transfer process.
One of the models is based on the use of a Freundlich-like equation to evaluate plant uptake in the
presence of increasing quantities of an element. This approach has been successfully used also in the
case of contaminated soils [56].

The Freundlich-like equation (1):
q = K C

1
n (1)

where q is the tungsten concentration in plants (mg kg−1) and C is the tungsten concentration in the
soil or soil solution (mg kg−1).

It is important to underline that no thermodynamic value can be attributed to the parameters
of the Freundlich-like equation, which can be used exclusively as an operational tool to relate plant
uptake and tungsten soil concentration. In broad terms, similarly to the Freundlich equation, K can be
considered as the uptake capacity (a larger K indicates a greater uptake).

The Freundlich parameters (Table 4) can be estimated from the linearized form of the equation (2):

log q = logK f +
1
n

log C (2)

Table 4. Relationship between tungsten concentration in shoots and roots and tungsten concentration
in soil. Parameters of the Freundlich-like model.

Soil
Shoots Roots

Log K 1/n R2 Log K 1/n R2

A −2.17 1.26 0.922 −0.718 0.791 0.896
B −1.48 1.15 0.932 −0.5357 0.933 0.937
C −0.522 0.936 0.942 −0.4886 1.24 0.944

By operationally using the Freundlich model parameters, we can infer that the uptake capacity
increased when the value of K was increased. As expected, the results from this model confirm that
the uptake always increased with increasing soil pH due to the alkaline pH of soil influencing the
desorption of tungsten from soil surfaces, and its release in soil solution. The coefficient 1/n has been
interpreted as an index of a plant’s ability to control metal accumulation [47]. A value of less than 1
of the coefficient 1/n is considered an index of active tungsten uptake, whereas higher values of this
index suggest the reduced ability of the plant to control the tungsten uptake. The obtained data show
a different behavior of this index among soils and between the roots and shoot uptake of the plants.

The correlation between the concentrations calculated by the model and measured in the shoots
was high, with R2 values ranging from 0.922 (soil A) to 0.942 (soil C). Similar results were obtained for
the root portion with R2 values ranging from 0.896 (soil A) to 0.944 (soil C).

The same Freundlich-like model was also applied by correlating the amount absorbed by the
plants with tungsten concentration in soil solution. This amount is determined by the retention/release
processes, which influence the distribution of tungsten between the solid and liquid phases, and
thus regulate the amount of tungsten in the soil solution from which the plants absorb the element.
The results are reported in Table 5 for shoots and roots, respectively.

Also in this case, a Freundlich-like equation can be used to describe the pattern of plant uptake
from soil solution with correlation coefficients higher than those of uptake vs. total content (see Table 4)
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with R2 values ranging from 0.961 (soil B) to 0.973 (soil C); whereas, for the root portion, R2 values
range from 0.959 (soil B) to 0.988 (soil A).

Table 5. Relationship between tungsten concentration in shoots and roots and tungsten concentration
in soil solution. Parameters of the Freundlich-like model.

Soil
Shoots Roots

Log K 1/n R2 Log K 1/n R2

A −0.066 0.863 0.970 0.619 0.553 0.988
B 0.260 0.670 0.961 0.874 0.528 0.959
C 0.6992 0.534 0.973 1.14 0.685 0.968

The K and 1/n coefficients changed, but the trend was similar to the uptake vs. total concentration,
with the highest K value in soil C, and the lowest in soil A. We have to consider that soil pH exerts
a great influence on W solubility due to increased sorption under acidic conditions [57], and this
parameter appears to mainly determine plant uptake.

Although speciation of tungsten in soil is of great importance [9,58], especially for the polymerization
phenomena [59,60], we decided to evaluate the trend of the tungsten uptake using a model as simple
as possible. This approach of course can only be considered as a preliminary step in developing
mechanistic models. More experiments need to be performed by varying plant species and using soils
with different characteristics to improve the modeling of tungsten uptake by plants, or to develop
more complex models. Clearly, the plant uptake model and the model parameters applied in this
study are not necessarily valid for different plant species and soils. For example, in the case of soils
subject to seasonal variations in the oxidation–reduction conditions, it will be essential to take into
consideration also the redox potential [61], which may influence the mobility of the element and
therefore its transferability to plants. However, this approach is very simple and can be easily adjusted
in different environmental contexts where the tungsten uptake by plants needs to be monitored.

4. Conclusions

There is still a limited understanding of the behavior of tungsten in the environment [62],
both because it is a not essential element and because until recently it was considered completely inert.
However, tungsten has placed among the possible emerging pollutants by EPA [63]. The present work,
to our knowledge, is the only one dealing with the problem of tungsten in Italian soils. The study of this
element in different types of Mediterranean soils and the potential passage in the food chain, following
the transfer from the soil to the plant, is very important to focus attention on an environmental
problem that is currently very undervalued. Our results highlight the importance of soil properties
in determining the transfer of tungsten from the soil to plants. The obtained data show that with
decreasing pH and increasing organic matter content the plant uptake decreases, due to lower tungsten
concentrations in soil solution in bioavailable forms.

In this work, we have taken into consideration those characteristics of the soil that are generally
considered in environmental regulations. However, knowledge of the behavior of this element
in the soil requires further investigation, so as to better understand the processes that regulate its
bioavailability. Among these, a role of primary importance can be played by the redox potential
because the oxidizing and reducing conditions determine the behavior of trace elements in soil. Redox
variations in soil and the influence of these variations on the mineralogy [61,64] is an essential aspect for
future research on the geochemical behavior of tungsten, which is strictly linked to plant bioavailability.

In the last few years, several studies on tungsten in plants have revealed several toxic effects related
to the Mo-enzyme inhibitor and gene expression [30,36]. However, in our experiment, the addition
of increasing amounts of tungsten to the soil did not cause a biomass reduction or toxicity effects in
plants. It is possible that considerable amounts of tungsten accumulate in plants, especially in alkaline
conditions. Under the worst conditions, plants may be insensitive to tungsten at levels that are already
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toxic to animals. This phenomenon has also been detected for molybdenum in the case of forage for
ruminants [65].

The low phytotoxicity of tungsten highlights the need to find appropriate models aimed at
predicting the passage of tungsten from the soil to plants. We applied a Freundlich-like model for
Zea mays uptake at increasing tungsten concentrations in three different Italian soils. The aim of this
approach is to respond as simply as possible to the need to assess the potential effects derived from
the transfer of W into the food chain, and also to enable the regulatory authorities to better define the
hazards of this element in the environment. The transfer mechanism of tungsten from the soil to roots
and shoots is of great interest and should be further investigated to understand how the environmental
source of this element may impact on human health, which is an urgent issue that must be addressed
in the near future.
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