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Abstract: A field experiment was conducted on the Andalusian coast (Granada, Southern Spain) to
study the time course of nutrient release into the soil after the addition of bagged pruning waste
from subtropical orchard trees (avocado, cherimoya, and mango) and urban garden waste over three
two-year periods. N, P, and K concentrations were greater in the garden waste, whilst avocado and
cherimoya pruning waste registered the highest values for Mg. In general, micronutrient contents
were low in all waste, especially Cu. Macronutrient release followed a three-phase dynamic: fast
initial release, intermediate stabilization, and final increase. Garden waste showed a similar time
course in all three trees and released greater concentrations of K and P. The annual decomposition
rate factor k was negative for N and Ca in the avocado tree, indicating strong biological activity in
this plot. Avocado, cherimoya, and garden waste showed a good microbial degradation, improving
soil quality by increasing carbon and nitrogen contents as well as soil microbial activity. As for the
mango tree, its special microclimatic conditions appeared to favor waste photodegradation, thus
eliminating nutrients that were not incorporated into the soil. Soil enzymatic activities increased in
the avocado and cherimoya trees with the addition of all waste. In the mango tree, only an increase
in urease was detected after the addition of garden waste. Our results suggest that the time course of
organic waste in different subtropical trees grown on similar soils is significantly conditioned by the
microclimatic characteristics.

Keywords: pruning waste; litter bags; decomposition rates; carbon release; nitrogen release; avocado;
cherimoya; mango; garden

1. Introduction

Agricultural production requires regular use of inorganic fertilizers. However, in-
organic fertilizers are increasingly scarce and difficult to obtain from natural resources;
additionally, their excessive application increases soil and water contamination and may
contribute to create unsustainable food systems when the nutrient flows are badly used [1].
Therefore, the use of waste products appears to be an optimal option for enhancing nu-
trient soil restoration [2]. Even though agricultural macronutrient flows (N, P, and K) are
controlled mainly by inorganic fertilizers, other nutrient resources, such as atmospheric
deposition, crop waste, and livestock manure, represent major inputs, which are still largely
unknown [3,4]. Additionally, cover crops constitute a good strategy of supplying essential
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nutrients that contribute to more ecologically sustainable management, particularly in the
context of organic farming practices [5].

Studies concerning Na, Ca, and Mg dynamics in soils after the spreading of crop wastes
report correlations among these nutrients and with soil quality [6]. Nevertheless, data on
the inputs of micronutrients (Fe, Mn, Cu, and Zn) are widely unavailable. Micronutrients
are as essential as macronutrients for crop development and their deficiency causes multiple
imbalances in the plant’s physiology. Micronutrient fertilizers are applied mainly in soluble
forms, such as chelates, fertilizing mixtures, or sprays. However, these soluble compounds
are frequently lost by leaching and are not assimilated by the crops [7].

As another essential element for agrosystem soil improvement, organic matter con-
tributes to soil structure development and consequently to soil’s water retention capacity [8],
among other important physical and biological properties [9,10]. In addition, soil C seques-
tration in the form of organic matter efficiently helps mitigate climate change [11,12].

Pruning waste can provide nutrients to crops. This contribution depends on the
nutrient amount as well as the composition and decomposition rate of the waste [13]. The
decomposition of plant remains is vital in ecosystems and, besides releasing nutrients, this
material also increases the content of soil organic matter [14], thus enhancing soil quality.

Tree crops generate large amounts of wastes that are traditionally incinerated, with
the consequent loss of some nutrients and C [15]. The application of crop debris on the
soil surface helps to reduce soil erosion, increase soil C sequestration, and return part of
the nutrients to the environment, thereby promoting more sustainable agriculture [12].
This also applies to garden wastes that, in certain areas, such as the subtropical coast of
Andalusia (S Spain), can be used for nutrient supplementation. Among other factors, the
waste quality depends on the C:N and lignin:N ratios [6,16,17], the P and K contents [18,19],
and the lignin proportion [20]. As shown in previous studies [21], nutrient release can
alter soil microbial activity. This has been reported for activities of enzymes such as 3-
glucosidase and dehydrogenase [22], as well as urease and phosphatase, over time periods
longer than six years [23].

In previous studies performed on the subtropical coast of Andalusia (S Spain) [24],
we have demonstrated that pruning waste from avocado, mango, cherimoya, and gardens
are mineralized depending on their C:N ratios and hemicellulose, cellulose, and lignin
contents, in agreement with other authors [18].

In the present study, our hypothesis is that nutrient release from pruning waste is
controlled by several factors, including initial concentrations of C and N, soil quality,
microclimatic characteristics, and soil microbial activity that can be detected through
changes in soil enzymatic activities.

The aim of this work is to study the time course of nutrient release to the soil after the
addition of bagged pruning waste of subtropical crops (avocado, cherimoya, and mango)
and urban garden waste over three two-year periods. For this, we seek to determine (1) the
initial and final contents of macronutrients and micronutrients in different pruning waste,
(2) the nutrient release to the soil, and (3) the effect of nutrient release on the changes
observed in soil properties and soil enzymatic activities.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Sites and Experimental Design

The three study sites were located in the experimental farm “El Zahori” (36°45'54.2” N,
3°39'55.0” W, 235 m a.s.l.), in the municipality of Almufiécar (Granada, S Spain) (Figure 1).
The experiments were conducted using bagged pruning waste under the canopies of avo-
cado trees (Persea americana Mill.), cherimoya trees (Annona cherimola Mill.), and mango trees
(Mangifera indica), grown on soils classified by the FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization)
as Eutric Escalic Anthrosols [25], formed on schists.
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Avocado

Figure 1. Location of the sampling area, aerial image of the farm, placement of the different bagged
pruning waste under the avocado, chirimoya, and mango trees, and detail of the bagged pruning waste.

The experimental farm is located in an area with slopes that vary between 30 and
60%. The crops are located on flat terraces. The climate is subtropical Mediterranean,
with an average temperature during the study period of 21.3 °C (maximum average
monthly temperature of 30.5 °C and minimum of 6.9 °C), average relative humidity of
77%, accumulated rainfall of 5323.6 mm, and accumulated evapotranspiration (ETo) of
7322.2 mm. The avocado, cherimoya, and mango crops have a planting frame of 8, 6, and
3 m and an age of 29, 21, and 14 years, respectively. Data related to the soil properties
analyzed at the beginning of the experiment appear in Table 1.

Table 1. Mean values of the soil properties analyzed at the beginning of the experiment below the
avocado, cherimoya, and mango trees.

pH EC (dS m-1) BD (kg dm-3) OC (%) N (%) CIN Clay (%) Silt (%) Sand (%)
Avocado 7.0(0.1) a 05(0.1)a 1.1(0.0)a 1.9 (0.6) a 0.1(0.0)a 124 (1.7)a 9.8(0.3)a 39.8(0.7)a  50.4 (1.0)ab

Cherimoya  82(0.4)b 04(02)a 12 (0.0)a 08(02)b  0.1(0.0)ab 12.8 (1.0) a 71(0.1)b 38.6(15)ab 543 (1.4)b
Mango 85(02)b 0.1(0.0)a 13(0.0)a 1.0 (0.3)b 0.1(0.0)b 137 (1.1)a 95(12) a 41.1(0.6)b 493 (1.6)a

Note: EC—electrical conductivity; BD—bulk density; OC—organic carbon. Data not sharing a common letter are
statistically different between trees (Tukey’s test, p < 0.05); standard deviation in brackets.

Fertilizer was applied with fertigation including N, P, K, Fe (chelated), Zn, and B. Trees
were pruned every year and different amounts of pruning debris were collected depending
on the crop, reaching approximate values of 12 kg/tree in avocado, 6 kg/tree in cherimoya,
and 3 kg/tree in mango.

To study the decomposition of the pruning waste, we applied the standard technique of
bagging, as in many other studies for the decomposition of dead leaves [26,27]. Under each
of these trees (avocado, cherimoya, and mango), bags of PVC net measuring 26 x 26 cm
with a 2 mm mesh size were filled with 100 g of fresh shredded pruning waste and then
sealed (sewn with nylon thread) and placed 50 cm from the tree trunk after the layer of
dead leaves naturally present on the soil surface was removed. It was planned to take three
samples (bags) of each type in five sampling periods. Thus, under each tree, 15 bags with
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pruning waste of the same species, plus another 15 bags with pruning waste from gardens,
were placed, for a total of 30 bags under each of the 3 trees, as shown in Figure 1.

At the beginning of the experiment, three representative samples of fresh pruning
waste of each kind were taken, to determine initial values for reference. After 3, 6, 12, 18,
and 24 months, samples of each kind of tree were collected and taken to the Department of
Soil Sciences and Agricultural Chemistry of the University of Granada for analysis. This
experiment was repeated for three two-year periods, two of these overlapping in time.

Before starting the treatments at the beginning of the experiment, soil samples under
each experimental tree were taken in order to obtain data of the initial soil composition.
At the end of the last experiment, soil samples under each pruning bag and soil samples
without treatment were taken as well. All these soil samples were taken from a depth of
0-10 cm, using a core sampler (8 x 10 cm, diameter x height), and taken to the lab for
an analysis.

2.2. Sample Preparation and Laboratory Analysis

For each sampling period, the samples were collected, labelled, and transported to the
laboratory. The pruning and garden wastes were removed from the bags and later weighed
after removing the soil particles adhering to the vegetative parts. All samples were then
dried for 72 h in a forced-air oven at 65 °C and weighed again, as seen in Table 2. The
samples were mixed intensively to a homogeneous composition. From the total volume of
dry samples, a representative sample was finely ground in a mill (IKA Werke M20) and
screened, using a sieve (C.I.5.A. RP-03) to a particle size of 0.25 to 1 mm. Then, samples
were stored in plastic tubes labeled for subsequent analysis.

Table 2. Mean values of the initial and final nutrient composition in the bagged pruning and
garden waste.

Initial Nutrient Composition Final Nutrient Composition
AA cc MM GG AA cc MM GA GC GM
Fe (mg/kg) 109.9 (12.6) a 1237 (6.3)a 201 (11.6) a 123.7 (26.9) a 3306.2 (955.2) ab 5638.1 (2270.6) b 2517.5 (2188.0) ab 4686.6 (3095.8) b 3236.2 (1302.8) ab 4160.8 (864.3) ab
Cu (mg/kg) 6.6 (0.0)a 47(0.5)a 47(05)a 58(0.0)a 134 (4.6)a 159 (8.4)a 18 (6.0) a 152(94)a 122(44)a 16.6 (1.9) a
Mn (mg/kg) 49.2 (3.8) cde 204 (2.8) e 58.6 (2.6) bede 38.1(0.8) de 101.1 (35.3) abed 125.5 (43.7) abc 132.2 (17.8) ab 89.6 (35.4) bede 79.7 (27.0) bede 158.6 (56.5) a
Zn (mg/kg) 13.8 (1.0)a 10.5(2.0)a 11.1(0.5)a 14.6 (2.6) ab 32.5(7.0) ab 18.7 (7.7) ab 14.4(102) a 33.1(21.8) ab 33.5(11.1) ab 38.7(29)b
P (%) 0.1(0.0) be 0.1 (0.0) be 02(0.0)b 03(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)b 0.1(0.0) be 0(0.0) ¢ 0.1(0.1) be 0.2(0.0)b 0.1(0.0)b
K (%) 0.5 (0.0) ab 03(0.0) ¢ 0.5(0.0) ab 0.6 (0.0)a 0.4(0.1) be 0.3 (0.0) ¢ 02(0.1)¢ 02(0.0)c 02(0.1)c 03(0.1)c
Na (%) 0.1(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)a 01(0.1)a 0.1(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)a 0.1(0.0)a
Ca (%) 0.3(0.0)a 02(0.0)a 02(0.0)a 02(0.0)a 2(0.6) ab 0.7 (04)a 2.0 (1.2) ab 29(14)b 30(13)b 3.0(15b
Mg (%) 0.5 (0.0) ab 0.4 (0.1) abc 0.0 (0.0) ¢ 0.0 (0.0) ¢ 0.5 (0.1) ab 0.3 (0.1) abc 0.1 (0.1) be 0.5 (0.4) ab 05(02)a 05(0.1)a
C (%) 474(0.1) a 474(0.2)a 45.7 (0.1) ab 45.6 (0.1) ab 39.4 (4.8) abc 35.8 (3.8) be 42.1(3.7) ab 36.1(7.8) be 38.5 (3.8) abc 32,6 (5.8) ¢
N (%) 0.5(0.1) de 0.7 (0.1) cde 0.6 (0.0) cde 0.8 (0.1) bede 1.2(0.1) abe 1.1(0.2) abed 04(0.3) e 1.1 (0.4) abed 1.3 (0.3) ab 14(0.3)a
C/N 90.2 (9.9) ab 70.3 (8.9) ab 73.5(0.9) ab 59.1 (4.6) ab 33.1(4.8)b 327 (8.3)b 1515 (112.4) a 423 (245 b 31.1(9.9) b 229(1.9)b

Note: AA—avocado pruning waste; CC—cherimoya pruning waste; MM—mango pruning waste; G—urban
garden waste; GA—urban garden waste under avocado tree; GC—urban garden waste under cherimoya tree;
GM—urban garden waste under mango tree. Data not sharing a common letter are statistically different in
nutrient content (Tukey test, p < 0.05). Standard deviation in brackets.

The macronutrients and micronutrients (Ca, Mg, Na, K, Fe, Cu, Mn, Zn) of the pruning
and garden waste were determined by acid digestion of the samples in a microwave
digestion oven (XP1500Plus, MARS®), using the foliar function. Subsequently, all the
nutrients of the acidic aqueous solution determined were analyzed by atomic absorption
spectrometer (SpectrAA 220 FS Varian), except for P [28], which was analyzed using a
UV /visible Spectrophotometer (Thermo Helios Alpha UV /Vis Spectrophotometer).

For the determination of the total C and N content of the pruning waste, a repre-
sentative sample (0.3 g) was used in each case, using an induction furnace and thermal
conductivity (LECO TruSpec CN), and values were expressed as percentages.

The soil samples were homogenized and passed through a 2 mm sieve. The pH of
the soil samples using a glass electrode (Metrohm 914 pH/conductometer), applying a
soil:water ratio of 1:2.5 [29]. The same ratio was used to determine conductivity (Metrohm
914 pH/conductometer). The total C and N content in the soil samples was determined by
the same method as used with the pruning waste samples but using 0.15 g of sample. The
total organic carbon (TOC) was measured by applying the method used elsewhere [30] and
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subsequently modified [31] by oxidation with potassium dichromate. Finally, through the
cylinder method, bulk density was determined as recommended elsewhere [32].

2.3. Nutrient Release

For all the study periods, nutrient release was calculated using the following formula [33]:
Ni=Co = [1 = (Wo — W)/ Wi] @

where N; is the amount of nutrients released or absorbed (g nutrient/100 g tissue) after
a time ¢ (in years), Cy is the initial nutrient concentration (g nutrient/100 g tissue), W
is the initial dry weight (g), W; is the dry weight (g) after time ¢, and C; is the nutrient
concentration after time ¢ (g nutrient/100 g tissue). Given that [34]:

Wi = Wo exp(—k t) @)
the annual decomposition rate factor k was calculated using Equation (3), as follows:
k=—(1/t) In (W:/Wo) ®)

Additionally, the decay times T5q and To5 for which the dry weight reduced to 50 and

5% of the initial weight were calculated, as performed elsewhere, by Equations (4) and (5),
as follows:

T-50% = (1/k)-In 2 4)

T-95% = (1/k)-In 0.05 (5)

2.4. Analysis of Soil Enzymatic Activities

The soil samples were kept moist, with the same moisture level as when they were
collected. First, the moisture of each sample was measured and then the (3-glucosidase,
phosphatase, dehydrogenase, and urease activities were measured following the methods
detailed elsewhere, respectively [35-38]. For (3-glucosidase and phosphatase activities
the results were expressed in pmol p-nitrophenol (PNP) g~! dry soil matter h™!, for
dehydrogenase in pg INTF g~! dry soil matter h~! and for urease in pmol N-NH** g~!
dry soil matter h~!. Three repeats and one control were made for each sample.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

Normality and homoscedasticity were checked prior to all the analyses, using the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test and Levene’s test, respectively. Where these requirements
were met, a variance of analysis (ANOVA) was carried out to compare the differences
among groups, and Student’s t-test were applied to compare pairs of groups. A principal
components analysis (PCA) was made to establish relations among the nutrients. Statistical
analyses were performed at a confidence level of 95% using RStudio 2015 (Rstudio Team,
Boston, MA, USA).

3. Results
3.1. Pruning Waste
3.1.1. Initial and Final Composition of the Pruning Waste

The pruning waste used in this study proved heterogeneous in terms of the initial
nutrient composition, shown in Table 2. The contents in cellulose, hemicellulose, and lignin
can be checked against values reported previously [24].

The avocado waste showed the highest initial C:N ratio of all waste with significant
differences, given by their highest C and lowest N concentrations. The initial highest values
of Ca, Mg, and Cu were found in the avocado waste. On the other hand, the garden waste
registered the highest P values, with significant differences, and the highest content in Na
and K but with no significant differences.
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3.1.2. Weight Loss

No statistically significant differences were found between the three replications of
each experiment for the same sampling period—Figure 2. During the first year of the study,
the weight loss was progressive, and significant differences were detected only between
the sampling at 3 months and the sampling at 12 months. Nevertheless, samplings at 18
and 24 months differed significantly with respect to samplings during the first year and
also to each other.

avocado cherimoya mango
100 T T 1 T T T 1 T LI L T 1T T 1 7T
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Figure 2. Weight loss from pruning waste of the subtropical species (avocado, cherimoya, and mango)
and garden waste under the three trees for each sampling period expressed as percentages of Wy/Wj.
Wi—dry weight (g) after time t (months); Wo—initial dry weight (g).

3.1.3. Nutrient Release

Nutrient release is shown in Figures 3-5.
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Figure 3. Release of C, N, P, and K at each sampling period (3, 6, 12, 18, and 24 months). The solid
line represents the concentrations of the garden waste and the broken line the concentration of the
subtropical waste in the respective tree.
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Figure 4. Release of Na, Mg, and Ca at each sampling period (3, 6, 12, 18, and 24 months). The solid
line represents the concentrations of the garden waste and the broken line the concentration of the
subtropical waste in the respective tree.
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Figure 5. Release of Mn, Fe, Cu, and Zn in each sampling period (3, 6, 12, 18, and 24 months). The
solid line represents the concentrations of the garden waste and the broken line the concentration of
the subtropical waste in the respective tree.
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The C release dynamic was similar in the trees and for all kinds of waste, showing
significant differences in mango and avocado at 3 months between the garden waste and
the pruning debris (Figure 3). During the rest of the experiment, C release was moderate
and significantly increased at 24 months. This tendency over time was also found for N, P,
and K, but N release proved negative in the first samplings. In avocado and cherimoya,
and to a lesser extent in mango, P and K releases were higher in the garden waste than in
the pruning waste.

The Na concentrations were very low in all waste and only a slight release was noted
at the end of the experiment. The Ca release was higher than Na while Mg release was
positive in avocado and mango waste with significant differences with respect to the garden
waste under each tree (Figure 4).

The Mn, Cu, and Zn releases were almost zero in all waste and even negative for Fe
(Figure 5). Significant differences between waste for these micronutrients were noted only
at certain sampling points.

3.1.4. Nutrient Dynamics

Table 3 shows the mean values of the annual decay rate constants (k) and mean decay
time to 50 (T5p) and 95% (To5) of macro-elements and micro-elements in all waste during
the experiment.

Table 3. Mean values of annual decay rate constant (k) and mean decay times to 50 (T5) and 95%
(Tgs5) of the initial macro-elements and micro-elements in all waste.

Own Garden
k (Years—1) Tso (Years) Tos (Years) k (Years—1) Tso (Years) Tos (Years)
A —1.34 - - 0.15 4.57 19.75
Fe C 0.20 3.48 15.03 0.20 3.47 15.00
M 0.09 7.92 34.21 —0.16 - -
A —0.02 - - 0.24 2.86 12.36
Cu C 0.12 5.75 24.83 0.30 2.30 9.93
M —0.25 - - 0.15 4.70 20.30
A —0.02 - - 0.06 11.12 48.05
Mn C 0.22 3.12 13.47 0.12 5.78 24.99
M —0.27 - - —0.34 - -
A 0.17 4.10 17.71 0.34 2.03 8.78
/n C 0.36 1.93 8.34 0.23 3.05 13.17
M 0.13 5.46 23.58 0.20 3.43 14.82
A 0.33 2.08 8.98 0.38 1.82 7.85
P C 0.38 1.83 7.92 0.28 2.50 10.80
M 0.61 1.14 4.95 0.45 1.55 6.69
A 0.57 1.21 5.22 0.43 1.61 6.98
K C 0.80 0.87 3.76 0.46 1.51 6.54
M 0.58 1.20 5.17 0.58 1.19 5.13
A 0.53 1.30 5.61 0.14 497 21.49
Na C 0.60 1.16 5.00 0.07 9.88 42.69
M 0.43 1.60 6.93 0.11 6.56 28.35
A —0.13 - - 0.20 3.48 15.03
Ca C 0.56 1.23 5.32 0.32 2.19 9.46
M 0.16 4.31 18.63 0.40 1.74 7.54
A 0.11 6.32 27.30 0.26 2.64 11.42
Mg C 0.46 151 6.54 0.51 1.35 5.83
M

0.64 1.08 4.69 0.50 1.39 6.02
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Table 3. Cont.

Own Garden

k (Years—1) Tso (Years) Tos (Years) k (Years—1) Tso (Years) Tos (Years)

A 0.32 2.14 9.25 0.17 4.04 17.45
C C 0.30 2.33 10.07 0.38 1.80 7.80
M 0.07 9.83 42.49 0.26 2.70 11.67
A —0.04 - - 0.36 1.93 8.33
N C 0.27 2.61 11.28 0.34 2.03 8.77
M 0.46 1.52 6.57 0.25 2.82 12.20

Note: A—avocado; C—cherimoya; M—mango; —negative k values and the mean decay times were not calculated.

Annual decay rates were more homogeneous in garden waste than in pruning debris,
except for N, C, Ca, and Mg under avocado, Na under cherimoya, and P under mango.

Some elements were not released over time, did not increase their concentrations, or
their concentrations were so low that changes could not be assessed. This was observed for
Cu and Mn under mango, and Fe and Mn in garden waste under mango, and Fe, Cu, Ca,
and N under avocado. In all these cases, k values were negative and the mean decay times
were not calculated.

The highest k values were registered for K in cherimoya and in the garden waste
under mango. The lowest k value was recorded in mango for C, thus showing the longest
residence time in the tree. On the contrary, N, Mg, and P had higher k values in mango
than in any other waste.

The mean decay time for most elements oscillated between 1 and 2 years and Tos
ranged between 5 and 10 years with some exceptions.

The PCA performed with the all element concentrations in all the studied waste
(Figure 6) showed that the time course of the garden waste was similar under all three
trees and had a strong positive relation with the concentration and release of K and P, this
explaining 40% of the sample variability.

Nutrients released

Sample

[A] cc
[m] oa
[+] ec
oM
MM

Dim2 (22.3%)

Dim1 (44 8%)

Figure 6. Principal component analysis (PCA) performed with the element concentrations of all the

pruning waste studied.
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The samples from the avocado and cherimoya waste appeared on the opposite axis
and had positive significant correlations with Ca, Mg, and the C:N ratio, the latter being
especially high in avocado. The samples from mango were scattered and occupied the
central part of the graph.

As expected, the micronutrients Ca and Na showed no special trends in any of the
waste except for the mango samples.

3.2. Soils
3.2.1. Time Course of Soil Properties

Table 1 shows some of the soil properties before the experiment, indicating that the
soils had low contents of organic carbon and textures dominated by sand and silt fractions.
The gravel contents were frequently higher than 50%, thus facilitating drainage but also
reducing the volume of fine earth.

At the beginning of the experiment soils under cherimoya and mango had higher pH
values than under avocado, showing significant differences (Table 1).

At the end of the experiment (after 72 months) all the analyzed soil properties have
undergone changes, even in the untreated soils, but especially in the soils under pruning
and garden waste. The bulk density decreased in all soils especially under the avocado
pruning waste (AA) and garden waste under avocado tree (GA). The soil without pruning
waste under the avocado tree (SA) also showed lower bulk density values but with no
significant differences (Table 4). The decrease in bulk density in the soils under cherimoya
and mango showed no significant differences with the soils without pruning waste but
significant differences were found with the soil before the experiment.

Table 4. Mean values of the soil properties analyzed at the end of the experiment.

pH EC(@Sm-1)  BD (kgdm-3) OC (%) N (%) C/N
AA 6.7(0.2)a 0.4 (0.0)a 0.5 (0.2) ab 9.8 (0.4) c 0.7 (0.0) e 145 (0.5) a
GA 7.2(0.2) be 1.3(0.0) e 04(0.1)a 7.8(1.9)b 0.5(0.1)d 135@21)a
SA 7.1 (0.0) be 0.5 (0.0)b 0.8 (0.1) be 1.4 (05)a 0.2(0.0)b 103 (4.0)a
cC 78(0.1)e 1.9 (0.1) f 0.7 (0.1) abe 24(1.0)a 0.2 (0.0) be 112 (3.8)a
GC 7.6 (0.1) de 0.5 (0.0)b 0.8 (0.1) 23(1.3)a 0.1(0.0)a 29.0 (22.9) a
sC 7.0(0.1)b 0.7 (0.0) ¢ 0.7 (0.1) abe 22(05)a 0.2 (0.0)b 14.0 (0.6) a
MM 7.3(0.1) ¢ 0.6 (0.0)b 0.7 (0.1) abe 31(1.6)a 0.2 (0.0) b 13.9(0.8) a
GM 7.4(0.1) cd 0.4(0.0)a 0.7 (0.1) abe 2.7(03)a 0.2 (0.0) be 15.0 (2.5)a
SM 7.3(0.0) ¢ 0.8(0.0)d 0.6 (0.1) abe 32(0.8)a 0.3(0.0) ¢ 129 (3.0)a

Note: EC—electrical conductivity; BD—bulk density; OC—organic carbon. AA—avocado pruning waste; CC—
cherimoya pruning waste; MM—mango pruning waste; G—urban garden waste; GA—urban garden waste under
avocado tree; GC—urban garden waste under cherimoya tree; GM—urban garden waste under mango tree;
SA—soil without added pruning waste under the avocado tree; SC—soil without added pruning waste under the
cherimoya tree; SM—soil without added pruning under the mango tree. Data not sharing a common letter are
statistically different among crops (Tukey’s test, p < 0.05); standard deviation in brackets.

Organic carbon increased in all soils under all three trees, due to pruning waste
treatments on the soil under litter bags, litterfall, and cover crop on the soil without
treatment. The soils under the litter bags showed significant differences in the avocado
pruning waste, which also showed a sharp increase in N and the C:N ratio.

3.2.2. Soil Enzymatic Activities

Soil enzymatic activities at the end of the experiment are presented in Table 5.

In the avocado tree, the four enzymatic activities studied were significantly higher
in the soils under waste than in the bare soil, with lower differences for the phosphatase
activity. Soil dehydrogenase and urease activities were higher under GA.

Significant differences were found in the soils under the cherimoya tree, especially in
dehydrogenase and urease activities.
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Table 5. Mean values of the soil enzymatic activities analyzed at the end of the experiment.
Glucosidase (umol Dehydrogenase Urease (umol Phosphomonoesterase
PNPg-1h-1) (ugINTFg-1h-1) N-NH* g-1h-1) (umol PNP g-1h-1)
AA 03 (0.1)c 74 (1.4)c 1.2 (0.3) abc 02(0.0)a
GA 0.3 (0.0) be 8.3(1.1)c 2.1(0.7) 0.2(0.1)a
SA 0.1(0.0)a 28(1.8)a 05(0.3)a 0.1(0.0)a
CC 0.2 (0.0) be 7.0 (1.0) ¢ 1.5 (0.2) be 02(0.1)a
GC 0.2 (0.1) be 6.7 (1.0) be 0.8 (0.3) ab 0.2(0.1)a
sC 0.2 (0.1) ab 2.9 (1.0) ab 0.5 (0.2) ab 02(0.1)a
MM 0.2 (0.0) abc 4.6 (1.6) abc 0.9 (0.2) ab 0.1(0.0)a
GM 0.2 (0.1) abe 4.8 (2.0) abc 1.2 (0.1) ab 0.1(0.0)a
SM 0.2 (0.0) be 4.7 (1.0) abc 0.7 (0.3) ab 0.2(0.1)a

Note: AA—soil under avocado pruning waste; CC—soil under cherimoya pruning waste; MM—soil under mango
pruning waste; GA—soil under urban garden waste below avocado tree; GC—soil under urban garden waste
below cherimoya tree; GM—soil under urban garden waste below mango tree; SA—soil without added pruning
waste under the avocado tree; SC—soil without added pruning waste under the cherimoya tree; SM—soil without
added pruning under the mango tree. Data not sharing a common letter are statistically different in enzymatic
activity (Tukey’s test, p < 0.05), standard deviation in brackets.

However, under the mango tree, no significant differences were noted in the soil
enzymatic activities between the soils under waste and the bare soils except for a higher
urease activity under garden waste (GM).

4. Discussion

Traditional models have indicated that the release of nutrients is broadly correlated
with biological activity, quality of the organic waste, and the climate, particularly pre-
cipitation [39]. In arid and semi-arid environments, these models do not fully explain
the decomposition of organic wastes; whereas, the effect of solar radiation can cause a
photochemical mineralization of organic matter, unrelated to soil biota [40]. Weight loss,
shown in Figure 1, and the release dynamics of C, N, P, K (Figure 2), and Ca (Figure 3)
correspond to the three phases described by other authors for organic wastes with high C:N
ratios, as in the present study. The three phases are as follows: firstly, a rapid release phase,
followed by an immobilization phase and a new mobilization phase at the end [13,41].

However, C:N ratio values do not in all cases explain the differences observed between
the different types of pruning waste. In the present study, avocado wastes—those with
the highest C:N ratio (greater than 90)—lost 50% of their mass after 24 months. This
corresponds to the C content with a k value of 0.32, exceeded only by the garden waste
under the cherimoya tree (0.38) (Table 3). A negative k value for nitrogen, together with
an increase in all soil enzymatic activities (Table 5), led to a significant surge of microbial
activity in the soil. Therefore, the moist conditions and low radiation exposure due to the
large canopy of the avocado tree favored the microbial decomposition of wastes. Their
quality did not appear to determine their dynamics, since the garden waste presented lower
k values for C, showing a lower C:N ratio and higher P and K concentrations, although not
for P and K released (Figure 3).

The quality of wastes under the avocado tree did not appear to be the cause of these
results. Garden wastes presented the lowest C:N ratio. These wastes also increased the
enzymatic activities with respect to those measured in control soils. However, in the last
two samplings, garden waste began to release N, reaching a k value exceeded only by
that of the mango waste (Table 4). This waste also released higher percentages of K and
especially P (Figure 1), which initially had higher concentrations than in the other pruning
wastes. The release of P was especially notable due to its relationship with its demand by
microbial communities [42]. The k value for C release (0.172) was lower than that found
for other wastes except for those under mango (k = 0.07). Soil quality improved under
both avocado and garden remains, increasing the C and N content and decreasing the bulk
density (Table 3).

Mango waste presented an exceptional dynamic. The C:N ratio was high but lower
than for avocado waste. Carbon release was very slow, registering the lowest k value (0.070).
Nonetheless, these wastes presented a high k value for N, P, and K. Soil properties only
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slightly changed with the application of organic wastes, such as a lower pH under greater
soil organic carbon content Tables 3 and 4, and the enzymatic activities were also the lowest
of all the soils studied Table 5. The availability of basic cations in the soil can be affected
by the pH, and therefore by the activity of microbial communities in the soil [43]. The N
release curve had negative values for almost all the pruning and garden wastes during the
first 18 months. Pruning waste from the mango tree registered positive values, indicating
that, while the N content rose in all the pruning wastes together with the biological activity,
in this case, the trend fell as the urease activity rose.

At least two factors may explain these results. On the one hand, mango was the
youngest tree in which the edaphic characteristics were the least stable, these determining
the quality of the soil biota. On the other hand, the tree canopy was smaller than those
of the avocado and cherimoya trees, which were located on terraces facing south, where
the radiation exposure was thus more intense. Where changes in the C content under
cherimoya and avocado may be attributed to biological activity, contributing to a higher
C-sequestration potential, in the mango tree, the mineralization of organic wastes may
have been controlled by photodegradation processes, as pointed out by other authors for
a semi-arid ecosystem [40]. Photodegradation processes result in C losses in semi-arid
environments [44], but also in moist environments [45], reflected also in soil quality.

The cherimoya tree presented intermediate characteristics, being more alike to the
avocado tree, since it also presented negative N release during the first stage of the study,
as well as an increase in glucosidase, dehydrogenase, and urease enzymatic activities. This
led to a higher decomposition of all the organic wastes [46]. However, a significant increase
in soil properties was not appreciable (Table 3). The k value proved intermediate, having an
intermediate k between the wastes from the two crops and the highest for the release of K.
The cherimoya tree loses its leaves during winter season and the soil is thus more exposed
to direct sunlight for greater time of the year, a situation that may affect the loss of nutrients.
However, other authors have found no evidence that solar radiation may override the soil
biological activity in subtropical environments [45]. In addition, it has been pointed out
elsewhere that UV-B radiation is responsible for increasing the efficiency of extracellular
enzymes of microbial activity [12,47], as we found in the present study.

The nutrient release in the garden waste was alike to what was found in all three
trees. The dynamics of P and K from garden wastes significantly differed from those
of avocado and cherimoya wastes. Garden waste registered the highest concentrations
of K and especially P, which, together with the biological activity under avocado and
cherimoya trees, released more of these elements than in the case of pruning waste. P and
K concentrations in garden waste explained more than 48% of the variability of the wastes
(Figure 6).

Sodium dynamics proved the same in all plots, contrary to Ca and Mg dynamics. The
release of Mg was positive and constant throughout the study period for garden waste,
except under the mango tree, and negative for the crop waste. Ca was significantly different
under the three trees and in all cases higher under the garden waste. The dynamics of these
elements agree with previous findings in forest ecosystems [48].

Mn, Cu, Zn, and Fe were not released by any wastes (Figure 3); their relative proportion
either increased over time or even slightly declined during the waste decomposition,
as observed elsewhere [48]. Nevertheless, this increase was minor compared with that
reported in pine needles [49].

5. Conclusions

The N, P, and K contents were predominantly higher in the garden waste. Cheri-
moya and avocado waste showed the highest Mg values and, in general, micronutrient
concentrations were very low, especially Cu. The C, N, P, K, and Ca releases followed
a three-phase dynamic in the tree waste that had higher C:N rates compared with the
garden waste: fast initial release, intermediate stabilization, and final increase in nutrient
release. Garden waste showed different nutrient dynamics under certain circumstances and
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significantly released more K and P than did the tree waste. The weight loss was directly
related to the C time course in all the wastes although in the last sampling the loss was also
positively correlated with K, P, Ca, Mg, Mn, and Zn. Reusing pruning waste as a mulch
is a good strategy to provide essential nutrients to it, contributing to a more ecologically
sustainable management.

Changes in soil properties and enzymatic activities indicated the predominant pro-
cesses that occurred in the different trees: microbial decomposition in avocado, photodegra-
dation in mango, and a combination of both in cherimoya. A noticeable improvement in soil
quality was found when microbial decomposition was favored. Our results suggest that the
microclimatic characteristics significantly condition the time course of the decomposition
of pruning waste in different subtropical trees grown on similar soils.
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