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Abstract – The high presence of microplastics (MPs) in different sizes, materials and
concentrations in the aquatic environment is a global concern due to their potential
physically and chemically harm to aquatic organisms including mammals. Furthermore,
the bioaccumulation of these compounds is leading to their ingestion by humans through
the consumption of sea food and even through the terrestrial food chain. Even though
conventional wastewater treatment plants are capable of eliminating more than 90% of
the influent MPs, these systems are still the main source of MPs introduction in the
environment due to the high volumes of effluents generated and returned to the
environment. The amount of MPs dumped by WWTP is influenced by the configuration
of the WWTP, population served and influent flow. Thus, the average of MP/L disposed
vary widely depending on the region. In addition to MPs disposed in water bodies, more
than 80% of these emerging contaminants, which enter the WWTP, are retained in
biosolids that can be applied as fertilizers, representing a potential source of soil
contamination. Due to the continuous disposal of MPs in the environment by effluent

treatment systems and their polluting potential, separation and identification techniques
have been assessed by several researchers, but unfortunately, there are no standard
protocols for them. Aiming to provide insight about the relevance of studying the WWTP
as source of MPs, this review summarizes the currently methodologies used to classify
and identify them.

1. Introduction
Plastic is an important material that is widely used in multiple applications. In 2016 the
world production of plastic was superior to 330 million tons. Despite its numerous
applications and large participation in the economy (PlasticsEurope, 2017), these
polymeric materials have been presented as a hazardous source of environmental
pollution. According to the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP, 2016), more
than 80% of marine litter corresponds to plastic. In addition, it is estimated that if the rate
of plastic litter release in the oceans does not decrease, by 2050 the oceans could have
more plastic than fishes by weight (Auta et al.,2017)
Microplastics (MPs) are defined as synthetic polymers with dimensions less than 5mm
(European Food Safety Authority) and nanoplastics (NPs) are those plastics with size
smaller than 0.1 µm (He et al., 2018, Ng et al., 2018). Based on the origin, the MPs can
be classified as primary and secondary and both have been found in freshwater systems
(Simon et al., 2018). The primary microplastics are present in the formulation of products
for personal care (microbeads) and fibers from laundry (Waller et al., 2017). Secondary
microplastics are originated from plastic remains (mainly of discarded consumer
packaging) that suffer fragmentation by photo-degradation, physical, chemical and/or

biological interaction (Auta et al., 2017; Carr et al., 2016; Li et al., 2018, Rio Mendoza et
al., 2018;).
The concern for the presence of MPs in the aquatic environment occurs since the ingestion
of these compounds can cause toxicity to both humans and other living organisms, in
addition to their characteristic of accumulation and persistence in the environment once
microbes are usually unable to mineralize and assimilate them (Li et al, 2018; Ng et al.,
2018). Aquatic organisms as zooplankton, benthic vertebrates, mollusks, fishes and
seabirds can ingest these MPs, leading to biological complications (reduced feeding,
energetic deficiencies, injury) or even death (Cole et al., 2014).
Due to the hydrophobicity of MPs, other pollutants, such as persistent organic pollutants
(POPs), can be sorbed by these particles that act as vectors for the contamination of other
environments and animals, leading to biomagnification. Due to their small superficial
area the amount of POPs sorbed per gram of MPs is significant, acting like a vehicle for
concentration of these contaminants (Carr et al., 2016; Cole et al., 2013; Bouwmeester et
al., 2015; He et al., 2018; Rocha-Santos, 2018). In the human body, POPs (for example
DDT, polychlorinated biphenyls and dioxins), may increase the risk of cancer,
reproductive disorders, immune system disorders, endocrine dysregulation and increased
congenital defects, even at very low concentrations. Teuten et al. (2007) developed a
study to evaluate the contribution of MPs in phenanthrene distribution compared to
sediments. For this purpose, polyethylene, polypropylene and PVC in dimensions of 200250µm were used to provide a high surface area for the hydrophobic organic contaminant
(HOC) sorption. The results of the work revealed the sorption preference of this
compound on the plastics when compared to the sediments, although there are affinity
differences for each polymer. The fact that several species mistakenly feed on plastics,
the sorption of organic contaminants by MPs can make them a transport vector. On sea

surface microlayer, buoyant MPs with phenanthrene sorbed can be displaced to the
sediments, increasing the concentration of the latter in the benthic layer and tissues of
lugworm Arenicola marina (a common benthic deposit feeder). The processes of sorption
and desorption of organic contaminants by MPs still have many gaps. (Mato et al., 2001;
Teuten et al., 2007). Little is known to what extent desorption of organic contaminants
occurs within the animal organism, studies covering this aspect would provide important
information regarding the actual amount of HOC that can cross the food chain.
Although conventional wastewater treatment systems can eliminate from water more than
90% of MPs, these systems are still classified as the major source of release of these
emerging compounds in the aquatic environment (Gies et al., 2018; Li et al., 2018). This
is due to the enormous volume of effluent discharged by the conventional treatment
systems; therefore to the continuous release of these emerging contaminants into the
water bodies (Talvitie et al., 2017a).
Thus, millions of MPs are disposed daily in water bodies around the world after secondary
treatments (Gies et al., 2018; Ziajahromi et al., 2017; Mason et al., 2016; Gündoğdu et
al., 2018). Besides the contamination of bodies of water, around 80%-90% of MPs
passing through WWTP are retained in the generated biosolids that are widely applied as
fertilizers, representing a substantial soil contamination (He et al., 2018; Murphy et al.,
2016; Talvitie et al., 2017b).The microplastics introduced into the soil can be ingested by
the terrestrial biota and transported along the food chain and finally reach human
consumption. The study by Huerta Lwanga et al. (2017) showed the possible amount of
microplastics ingested by a population in a region of Mexico where chicken gizzards are
usually prepared for human consumption. For this, the amount of plastics ingested by the
terrestrial biota earthworms and chickens (Gallus gallus domesticus) and finally in the
preparation of chicken gizzards was evaluated. The number of MPs found in earthworms

casts, chicken feces and gizzards were respectively 14.8 ± 28.8MP/g, 129.8 ± 82.3MP /
g and 10.2 ± 13.8MP/gizzard. As far as gizzard preparation is concerned, 7 out of 10
women only wash the food on the outside without cleaning it on the inside, this can be
aggravating when it comes to the entry of MPs into the food chain by land, reaching the
human consumption.
The current review highlights the presence and relevance of WWTP as a source of MPs
in the aquatic environment and the techniques for MPs separation and identification by
reviewing the current state of knowledge.
2. WWTP as a source of MPs
WWTPs are a source of MPs in both aquatic and terrestrial environment since several
recent studies have demonstrated the presence of MPs in water after the secondary
treatment. Table 1 shows microplastic concentrations in effluents from WWTPs
depending on operational conditions, population served, and treatment processes applied
(primary, secondary and tertiary). According to literature, microplastics are removed
about 78%-98% after primary treatment (Murphy et al., 2016; Talvitie et al., 2017b),
while secondary treatment is responsible for a smaller MPs decrease (7-20%) (Murphy et
al., 2016; Talvitie et al., 2017b). Thus, the study conducted by Murphy et al. (2016) at a
WWTP in Scotland, that serves a population equivalent to 650,000 inhabitants, showed
that even with a 98% efficiency of removal of these emerging compounds, about 6.5x107
MPs are discharged daily at the aquatic environment after a secondary treatment (about
100MP/equivalent inhabitant).
One of Italy's largest WWTP, which serves a population equivalent to 1,200,000 people,
receives approximately 1x109 MPs daily (2.5±0.3 MP/L) and even with a removal
efficiency of 84% about 1.6x108 MP/day are disposed into the aquatic environment after

a tertiary treatment, which corresponds to a release of 133MP/equivalent inhabitant.
Focusing on the MPs size, in that study the range of 0.5-0.1mm corresponds to the mayor
fraction (more than 50%) found after secondary treatment, in the final effluent and in the
sludge. In terms of the shape of these MPs, lines (according the authors this shape presents
the same thickness in all length with sharp ends, differently of fibers that show frayed
ends) corresponded to 41% of final effluent MPs (Magni et al., 2019). Otherwise, Talvitie
et al. (2017b) showed that, in the WWTP’s effluent studied by them, around 70% of the
particles corresponded to the smallest size (0.100-0.020mm) and 60% were classified as
fragments.
The study performed by Mason et al. (2016) in 17 wastewater treatment facilities in the
United States (6 of them include advanced/tertiary treatment), showed an averaging of
0.05MP/L in the final effluent totalizing more the 4 million of MPs discharge in
environment per day. About the physical characteristic of these MPs, most of them were
fibers (59%) followed by fragments (33%). Concerning dimensions, the size of 57% of
MPs ranged between 0.125mm and 0.355mm, whereas 43% was larger than 0.355mm.
The composition of the effluent of WWTPs in terms of MPs is singular. The shape, size
and amount vary significantly, which make difficult to compare the results. As an
example, in Figure 1, results obtained in different countries are represented. They are
difficult to compare due to demographic and methodological differences (in this case
shown in terms of the smallest considered MPs size) (Gies et al., 2018; Gündoğdu et al.,
2018; Lares et al., 2018; Mason et al., 2016; Murphy et al., 2016; Ziajahromi et al., 2017).
However, independent of these, the concerning topic is that the values of MPs discharged
per day by WWTP around the world is alarming surpassing millions of particles per day.

MPs present in domestic wastewater come from different sources. Personal care and
cosmetic products (PCCPs) are a substantial source of microplastics used as exfoliating
material in soaps, facial scrubs, shampoos, shaving foam and toothpaste or as beauty
propose in form of plastic glitter. The microplastics added to these products can be
referred as microbeads or even microspheres and are mostly made of polyethylene
(Fendall and Sewell, 2009; Guerranti et al., 2019; Napper et al., 2015). Although this
nomenclature refers to particles of spherical geometry, this is not always true. These MPs
typically have an irregular shape, but the addition of spherical particles can be performed
to enhanced consumer’s visual attraction (Kalčíková et al., 2017). These authors reported
that MPs incorporated in PCCPs usually are smaller than 1mm (Table 1)
Kalčíková et al. (2017) estimated that in the city of Ljubljana (Slovenia) with 300,000
inhabitants, 112,500,000 microbeads are released per day into the receiver river after the
WWTP. Furthermore, according to these authors 100mL of the facial scrub can be a
source of more than 1,300,000 particles. According to Napper et al. (2015) around 4,600
– 94,500 polyethylene microbeads may get the sewage system per application of 5mL of
a skin exfoliant and in each toothpaste application (1.6g of toothpaste) around 4,000
polyethylene fragments can be discharged as suggested by Carr et al. (2016).
Another commonly type of MPs found in wastewater samples is textile fibers. According
to Talvitie et al. (2017b) fibers can represent around 70% of the MPs in WWTP’s influent.
Laundry of synthetic clothing may release into wastewater more than 1,900 polyester
(polyethylene terephthalate) fibers per wash (Browne et al., 2011), one fleece garment
could release approximately 110,000 fibers (Almroth et al., 2018) and 5kg of polyester
fabrics can release about 6,000,000 microfibers (Falco et al., 2018). Even though the large
quantities of fibers disposed in WWTPs, the amount depends on the properties of the

fabric, temperature, time and speed of washing, as well as products used as detergents
and softeners (Almroth et al., 2017; Falco et al., 2018).
Besides the water contamination, WWTP are also a source of MPs soil pollution once the
sludge generated on WWTP is processed and reused as fertilizer (Mohapatra et al., 2016).
Carr et al. (2016) estimated that 1.09x109 MP/day get into the environment by biosolids
pathway. Nizzetto et al. (2016) estimated that yearly 63,000−430,000 and
44,000−300,000 tons of MPs are added to farmlands in Europe and North America,
respectively. In Australia about 2,800 to 19,000 tons of microplastics per year are
estimated to apply to agroecosystems through biosolids (Ng et al., 2018).
Regardless where MPs are found (wastewater, biosolid, water, soil), these particles must
be previously separated for their quantification and identification. Basically, the sample
is subjected to separation techniques, and when necessary purifications with chemical
digestions that allow a better visual sorting. Later, the possible MPs are analyzed by
different instrumental techniques that allow their chemical identification and
classification as polymer or not.
3. Sample processing – sampling and separation techniques
Different sampling methods have been employed for collect microplastics from WWTP
effluents. Sampling procedures at wastewater treatment plants can be done in conjunction
with the separation step (pumping coupled with filtration, surface filtration, and autosampler collection), or samples can be collected in containers and taken to laboratories
for separation procedures (Table 2). In the first case, where the separation is made in-situ
(at the sampling site) has the advantage of a high outflow at the collection points, which
enables the separation corresponding to a larger sample volume. Although in-situ
separation allows for a larger sample volume, precautions should be taken regarding

cross-contamination of these samples, as separation is done in an environment with a
higher exposure to contamination when compared to a closed and better controlled
laboratory.
The separation process is usually performed with a series of sieves of different openings
through which a continuous stream of effluent is passed. The mesh sizes of the sieves are
chosen according to the size range of the MPs to be collected, but they are generally in
the range of 38µm to 4750µm (Hidalgo-Ruz et al., 2012; Wang, W. and Wang, J., 2018).
In this range, it is possible to separate the MPs in several sizes categories by using a series
of sieves of different mesh. Afterwards, the material on each sieve can be rinsed with
distilled water and then stored into glass vials (Long et al., 2019; Ziajahromi et al., 2017).
Monitoring of this procedure is important since effluents constituted with high organic
load tend to quickly block the sieves. The sampled volume is a function of the effluent of
interest. Tertiary effluents tend to allow for a larger volume used for separation as they
have less suspended solids. In addition to the drawback of sieve blockage, the
microparticle morphology also influences the separation process. Microfibers, since they
have a high length to thickness ratio can be retained horizontally in the sieve or pass
longitudinally to a smaller aperture sieve (Michielssen et al., 2016; Ziajahromi et al.,
2017). In order to obtain more homogeneous results and fewer quantification and
separation errors, the sampling step should be well evaluated and established in order to
provide reproducible and comparable data.
After sampling and sieving other additional separation techniques may be applied in order
to separate MPs from the sample medium. Among these, the most common techniques
are visual sorting, density separation, filtration. Table 3 shows separation techniques
currently used. Dyachenko et al. (2017) reject the application of methods that include

centrifugation and microwave, since they can cause the rupture and deformation of the
MPs. Unfortunately, there is still no standard protocol for separation procedures and this
fact makes difficult to compare the number of MPs reported in different sources. In this
way, the establishment of standard protocols is of paramount importance for data
comparisons.
3.1 Density separation
Each polymer, having a different chemical composition, behaves in a peculiar way in the
environment. Regarding the separation of the microplastics from the sample medium, the
density of the polymers is an important characteristic. The density of the virgin polymers
(i.e. without additives incorporated during the manufacture of products), vary from 0.90
to 1.6 g/cm3 (see Table 4). Since the typical density of sand and other sediments is around
2.6g/cm3 (Hidalgo-Ruz et al., 2012; Rocha-Santos and Duarte, 2015; Wang, W. and
Wang, J., 2018) the separation of MPs by density difference is a convenient technique to
be applied.

When matrixes with high organic loads are evaluated, sieving and filtration processes
before a previous separation by density can lead to the saturation of the sieves/filters,
which makes it difficult to identify and separate the MPs (Lusher et al., 2017). In order
to float all the microplastics, samples are mixed to a higher density solution like sodium
chloride (NaCl), sodium iodide (NaI), zinc chloride (ZnCl2) or sodium polytungstate
(SPT) solutions and stirred for a predetermined time. Subsequently, the supernatant with
the plastic particles is extracted by filtration under normal pressure or a vacuum system
for further processing steps (GESAMP, 2015; Hidalgo-Ruz et al., 2012; Rocha-Santos
and Duarte, 2015). The saturated solution of NaCl (1.2g/cm3) is usually used to extract
the low-density polymers as PE, PS and PP. The advantage of NaCl is that it is an

inexpensive and eco-friendly salt. Otherwise, due to their higher density, NaI solution
(1.8 g/cm3), ZnCl2 (1.5-1.7 g/cm3) or SPT (1.4 g/cm3) have to be applied to remove highdensity MPs (such as PET and PVC) (Rocha-Santos and Duarte, 2015; Wang, W. and
Wang, J., 2018;).

3.2 Filtration
Filtration systems are commonly used for the recovery of MPs from liquid samples
or from the supernatant of the density separation, which is passed through paper filters of
pore sizes of 1 to 2 μm (Crawford and Quinn, 2017a; Hidalgo-Ruz et al., 2012). The
particles retained on the filters can be separated using tweezers for identification (RochaSantos and Duarte, 2015). Among the filter media used, glass fiber, nitrocellulose and
polycarbonate filters can be cited. Although it is a simple process, the presence of
particulate material can block the pores of the filter reducing the efficiency of the process
(Wang, W. and Wang, J., 2018). To reduce this drawback, practices as reducing the
volume to be filtered or adding chemicals to provide previous flocculation of solid
particles can be performed (Crawford and Quinn, 2017a).
4. Sample processing – Digestions
The microplastics separated from the sample medium may contain organic particles
which can interfere on the subsequent identification, requiring the removal of these
materials from the MPs surface (Enders et al., 2017; GESAMP, 2015; He et al., 2018).
Furthermore, the organic material in the sample can be confused with MPs leading to the
overestimation of polymers (Prata et al., 2019). When a protocol for digestion is assessed,
the effect of the process on the integrity of MPs is an extremely important factor. In the
following sub-sections, the main types of digestion methods are reviewed.

4.1.Digestion by hydrolysis with acidic substances
Studies have shown that chemical digestion with acids, such as H2SO4 and HNO3 and
alkaline treatments can destroy or damage polymers (He et al., 2018). In this way, the
concentration of the acidic solutions used has to be low, jeopardizing the efficacy of the
digestion process, i.e. the percentage of removed organic matter. Cole et al. (2014)
achieved over 80% removal of biological material using 1M HCl. Enders et al. (2017)
performed different chemical digestions on 21 polymers and evaluated the resistance of
plastics to the applied reagents. Among these tests, one corresponded to an acid mixture
(HNO3:HClO4 (4:1)). Possible visual modifications (with assignments of different impact
levels) and the Raman spectrum after digestion were observed. Digestion was performed
for 5 hours at room temperature and then the samples (still immersed in the reagent) were
heated at 80°C for 20 minutes. The polymers that suffered the most from chemical
digestion were polyamide (PA), polyurethane (PU) and a black tire rubber elastomer,
which were completely dissolved. Other polymers that were not completely dissolved
showed some degree of colour loss, such as polycarbonate polymer (PC), expanded solid
polystyrene (EPS, PS) and polyethylene terephthalate (PET). For polypropylene (PP),
high- and low-density polyethylene (HDPE, LDPE), ethylene-vinyl acetate (EVA), and
polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) no effect was observed. In addition to the chemical
reagent, the negative effects on the polymers were also attributed to the application of
heating after the digestion periods. The Raman spectra after chemical digestion, in general
terms the polymers showed no severe modifications except for acrylonitrile butadiene
styrene (ABS). All other polymers had a similar spectrum to the original (without
digestion), some showing some signs of degradation or peak deviations, like PS and PVC,
that showed fluorescence after chemical digestion, the latter also revealed weakening of
the main peaks indicating degradation process. Naidoo et al. (2017) also performed acid

digestion assays using HNO3(55%), the plastics (Nylon, high density Polyethylene,
Polystyrene, Poly 1,4-butylene terephthalate and Polyvinyl chloride) were immersed in
acid for one month at room temperature. The polymer mass was monitored throughout
the digestion period and in the first 24 hours of testing all Nylon was completely
disintegrated. The other plastics were resistant to digestion. Catarino et al., 2017 also
observed that the acid digestion with HNO3(35%) affect the integrity of plastic especially
Nylon, that was completely dissolved after time reaction. PET and HDPE also showed
melding effects. These studies corroborate the importance of evaluating the resistance of
polymers to the digestions proposed in each study, prior to their application in the real
sample to be digested. The use of acidic agents showed aggressive to some polymers what
may result in the disintegration of some plastics, leading mistaken results regarding the
sample count.

4.2. Digestion by hydrolysis with alkaline substances
As the acidic substances, alkaline solutions may damage the morphology of the MPs.
Similar to acid treatment, sample loss in the basic treatment can lead to particle
underestimation leading to erroneous results. The use of 10M NaOH at a temperature of
60ºC, for example, showed aggressive for some polymers resulting from the partial
destruction of nylon fibers and the fusion of polyethylene fragments (Cole et al., 2014).
Hurley et al. (2018) carried out a study using 6 different chemical digestions to find out
which reagent reaches the highest removal of organic matter. These authors observed that
the use of alkaline solutions (1M and 10M NaOH and 10%KOH at 60 ºC) are not
appropriate for the removal of organic material once they did not reach 70% organic
matter removal for sludge matrixes and soil matrixes. The other tested methods, which
were based on oxidation achieved higher digestion efficacies. Nuelle et al. (2014) also

reported that solutions of 30% H2O2 and 35% H2O2 promoted greater removal of organic
matter in comparison with NaOH (20, 30, 40 and 50%) and HCl (20%) solutions in
sediment samples.

4.3.Digestion by oxidation

Digestion with hydrogen peroxide
Peroxidation is currently being used and differences in contact time and operating
temperature of the chemical digestion can be found in the bibliography (Table 5).

WWTP effluents from the primary, secondary and tertiary treatments studied by
Ziajahromi et al (2017) were passed through sieves of different mesh sizes and the
retained material was removed with distilled water and subjected to chemical digestion
with 30% hydrogen peroxide. The filtered volume (between 3 and 200 L) was stablished
according to the degree of blockage of the sieves caused by each effluent. The H2O2
solution was added in different volumes (0, 10mL, 20mL and 50mL) depending on the
type of effluent. The digestion was performed under heat (60ºC) until the H2O2 fully
evaporated.
Gies et al. (2018) used 30% H2O2 at room temperature for the chemical digestion of
influent, primary and secondary effluent and sludge (biosolids). For the liquid samples
the supernatant was separated from the solid organic material by decantation, the settled
organic layer was then subjected to chemical digestion for 7 days with 20mL of hydrogen
peroxide. For the sludge, it was concluded that a mass of 5g (wet weight) requires 10 days
for chemical digestion. The sludge samples were mixed with distilled water and the
settled sludge was digested at room temperature before filtration through a 1μm

polycarbonate membrane filter under vacuum. The supernatant of both, liquid sample and
sludge were processed with a protocol of liquid-liquid separation with canola oil to extract
MPs.
In contrast to Gies et al. (2018) who performed the chemical digestion for settled organic
matter, Magni et al. (2018) used 15% H2O2 to perform chemical digestion of the
supernatant (both wastewater and sludge) obtained after separation by density with NaCl
(1.2g/cm3) and filtered through 8µm cellulose nitrate membrane filters. Li X. et al. (2018)
also digested chemically the supernatant obtained after a density separation (NaCl 1.2
g/cm3) of 20g of sludge. In this study the supernatant was passed through a 30μm sieve
and the retentate was digested with 100mL of 30% H2O2.
Digestion with Fenton’s reaction
Peroxidation to remove organic matter (Table 5) requires a high reaction time, which can
reach days depending on the amount of organic material in the sample. An alternative
method for reducing the need for long exposure times is the use of Fenton reagents, as
stated above.
Fenton reaction consists of the use of an inorganic salt solution of Fe2+ which has the
function of activating the peroxide (usually hydrogen peroxide, H2O2) acting as catalyser
and leading to the formation of hydroxyl radicals (Equation 1), which has a high oxidation
potential (2.80V) (Babuponnusami and Muthukumar, 2014; Bautista et al., 2008; Tagg et
al., 2017). In addition to the shorter time required, the reaction does not require the
addition of any external energy, i.e., the activation of peroxide occurs under ambient
conditions of temperature and pressure (Babuponnusami and Muthukumar, 2014;
Bautista et al., 2008).
𝐹𝑒 2+ + 𝐻2 𝑂2 → 𝐹𝑒 3+ + 𝐻0• + 𝐻𝑂−

(1)

An important parameter to be controlled with respect to the Fenton reaction is pH. It has
been shown that pH 3 is the ideal condition for the reaction. The pH adjustment can be
performed with sulphuric acid. However, at higher pH, the precipitation of the generated
Fe3+ as ferric hydroxide occurs and as consequently the availability of iron ions to catalyse
the formation of hydroxyl radicals is lower (Babuponnusami and Muthukumar, 2014;
Bautista et al., 2008).
In this way, many recent references focus on the combination of hydrogen peroxide
solutions with heat and catalysts (like Fenton reagent). This represents an effective
procedure to reduce the digestion time (Devi et al. al., 2016; Gies et al., 2018; Gündoğdu
et al., 2018; Lares et al., 2018; Lusher et al., 2018; Magni et al., 2018; Sujathan et al.,
2017; Ziajahromi et al., 2017).
Tagg et al. (2017) also reported that the polymers (PP, PVC, PE and Nylon) investigated
by them showed no significant changes in the spectra generated by ATR- FTIR after
chemical digestion with Fenton reaction. In terms of the use of Fenton reagents in the
separation of MPs from organic materials Hurley et al., (2018) achieved more than 86%
in organic matter removal of sludge sample, whereas the application of NaOH or KOH
did not surpass 67%. In this context, Gündoğdu et al (2018) worked with some samples
from the influent and secondary effluent. The samples were first sieved (at 55μm) and
then, the retained material was subjected to a chemical digestion with Fenton’s. Lares et
al (2018) also carried out this technique to remove the organic matter from the material
retained on the sieves before visual inspection.
Current lliterature points to that high temperatures (higher than 60º) can lead to negative
results in the digestion process (Carr et al, 2016). A study realized by Munno et al. (2018)
showed that the use of heat (above 60ºC) can melt microbead, which can underestimate

the quantities of this MPs in samples. Napper et al. (2018) also reported that the use of
heat could lead to an underrepresentation of microbeads in a typical cosmetic product.
Considering the negative effects of high temperature on the MPs, Hurley et al. (2018)
proposes a chemical digestion based on the Fenton reaction where the temperature is kept
below 40º.
4.4.Enzymatic digestion.
Enzymatic digestion may become an alternative for the organic matter elimination
extraction from MPs samples since it is no aggressive for them. In this way, Cole et al.
(2014) obtained a digestion efficacy of 88% using Proteinase-K for plankton-rich
seawater samples. This efficacy was raised above 97% by increasing the incubation
period, the enzyme concentration and the active temperature to 50°C. No degradation of
the samples was observed. However, Proteinase-K is very expensive and the procedure
is complex. In this way, other authors have proposed alternative enzymes, though the
application was for bivalve tissues (Catarino et al., 2017; Courtese-Jones et al., 2017; von
Friesen et al., 2019) or for plankton, sediment and biota (Löder et al. 2017). As an
alternative to reducing the costs incurred in enzymatic digestion, Coustese-Jones et al.
(2017) proposed the use of an enzyme considered less expensive than proteinase-K, in
the study trypsin, collagenase and papain were used. Catarino et al. (2017) also used an
enzyme considered most economically viable (Corolase 7089). In terms of the effects of
enzymatic digestion on the subsequent identification of polymers von Friesen et al. (2019)
evaluated the impact of pancreatic enzymes on ten polymers from the FTIR result
matching before and after digestion and concluded that there were no significant changes
in exposed polymers. As for the other digestion procedures, the enzyme still presents
variability in procedures used and, besides, little is known about the enzymatic use for
degradation organic matter of WWTP samples. Simon et al. (2018) used cellulase enzyme

for a prior cellulose fiber degradation from wastewater samples, however, the oxidation
of organic matter was performed with Fenton reaction. In a study by Mintenig et al. (2017)
an enzymatic digestion was performed in WWTP effluents. Protease, lipase and cellulase
enzymes were used in the treatment. Despite the satisfactory results in the removal of
organic materials and MPs separation, the process took more than 10 days to be performed
and involved several steps that may have led to contamination and sample loss according
to the authors. In this way, studies about application of this technique to wastewater
samples are needed to compare the enzymatic digestion with other techniques.
5. Identification techniques
The characterization of MPs can be divided into physics and chemistry. Physical
identification is done visually using a microscope and the microparticles are categorized
by size, type (fiber, film, foam, pellets or fragments) and color (Crawford and Quinn,
2017b). Visual examination is a mandatory step to identify MPs separated from the
matrix and this step have been wildly used by researchers (Table 6). According to
Hidalgo-Ruz et al. (2012) preliminary discrimination between plastics and non-plastics
can be made from some initial observations: the samples cannot have organic matter, the
fibers must have the same thickness throughout its length and the particles must show
homogeneous color along the structure. Hidayaturrahman and Lee (2019) based on the
observations suggested by Hidalgo-Ruz et al. (2012) to visually identify MPs. Besides
the use of spectroscopy for visual identification scanning electron microscopy (SEM) is
a method to study the morphology of particles. Due to its generation of high-resolution
images, SEM can be applied for the identification of impurities and possible MPs (Wang,
W. and Wang, J., 2018). In addition, after a chemical digestion procedure, SEM can detect
possible modifications on the MPs surface.

Despite the application of strict protocols and a very detailed visual evaluation, the
number of error increases with the decrease of the particle, even so, this stage is of great
importance for previous identification of MPs. In Figures 2(a) and 2(b) a great similarity
between fibers is observed, one corresponds to cotton 100% (a) and the other one
corresponds to a polyester fiber (b). Without an evaluation of the chemical structure of
these fibers both could be erroneously classified as MP.
Literature reports some analytic methods as Pyrolysis gas chromatography-mass
spectrometry, FTIR or Raman spectroscopy that can be applied for studying the chemical
structure and to identify kinds of MPs. These techniques allow a precise identification of
the chemical structure of the samples, and in addition to allowing segregation between
MPs and non-MPs, it provides the polymer base and even the presence of additives. This
information is important as it can be related to society's behavioural patterns and waste
dispositions.
Apart from identifying the chemical structure of MPs, dyeing techniques have been
employed in order to separate natural polymers and organic materials from synthetic
polymers (MPs). In this context, the Rose-Bengal and Nilo Red reagents may enable this
separation (Erni-Cassola et al., 2017; Maes et al.,2017; Ziajahromi et al.,2017). The first
reactive acts by staining natural materials and non-MPs allowing visual separation and
the second is adsorbed on the surface of plastic materials and requires the use of
fluorescence microscopy. Although dyeing protocols are an alternative to rapid
separation, a very effective chemical digestion process should be performed as the
presence of organic materials can provide false results.
5.1 Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy and Raman

Among the existing techniques for MPs chemical identification Fourier transform
infrared (FTIR) and Raman are the most commonly used. Both are vibrational
spectroscopic techniques, which involve the molecular excitation of the sample and
sequentially the generation of a characteristic spectral fingerprints. With the spectra
generated is possible identify the substance by comparing with the spectra of known
materials.
FTIR consists in irradiating the sample by IR light. Part of the radiation is absorbed
depending on the molecular structure of the sample and then it is measured in
transmission or reflection mode. Since each material has different chemical bonds, the
spectrum generated by each sample can be compared with a database, which makes
possible the identification. FTIR has two possible measurements to identify MPs:
transmittance and reflectance setting, including the attenuated total reflectance (ATR)
configuration, where the crystal must be in contact with the sample. Table 6 shows the
variability of the operating conditions used in the technique for identification of
microplastics whether in read mode (reflectance, transmittance), number of scans used
and resolution. Fitting of reading conditions will be a function of the sample, as their size,
shape and color may interfere with the analysis, requiring adjustments in equipment to
provide an adequate spectrum with less noise and noticeable peaks. The ATR-FTIR
proved to be efficient for the identification of larger particles (>500μm). To analyze
smaller particles, ATR-FTIR coupled with a microscope (µ-ATR-FTIR) has been
applied, and for these, even membrane filters can be visualized directly. Unfortunately,
by this method little areas can be searched by time, which makes inviable visual sorting
on the entire surface membrane area (Li et al., 2018; Käppler et al., 2018). To solve this
drawback the FTIR with focal plane array (FPA) can analyze entire areas (Huppertsberg
and Knepper, 2018; Li et al., 2018; Qiu et al., 2016;).

In our preliminary study, MPs were separated from the secondary effluent samples of a
WWTP located in Valencia (Spain) and then identified by ATR-FTIR (Bruker) (Figure
3(a)) and µ-ATR-FTIR (Bruker) (Figure 3 (b)). Due the small thickness of the fiber
(around 20µm) it was necessary the coupled microscope to place the crystal on the
targeted MP.
The difference between FTIR and Raman is that the spectrum generated by the first
technique depends on the change in the permanent dipole moment of the chemical bond,
while the Raman depends on the change in the polarizability of the chemical bond
(Käppler et al., 2016).
Operationally, while FTIR spectroscopy uses the incidence of IR light, Raman
spectroscopy applies a monochromatic laser and this energy is absorbed by the sample
before generating a spectrum. Käppler et al. (2016) suggest the use of both FTIR and
Raman to obtain more complete and accurate results of the analyzed particles. In this
report, authors compared different range of size and composition of MPs by these
advanced techniques. Once Raman can provide more information about non-polar
structure, this technique improves the information about the particle. (Lenz et al., 2015)
Despite the high sensitivity of Raman analysis to identify small particles (<20 μm), the
method may suffer interference from the additives present in commercial plastics,
resulting in considerable modifications in the base polymer’s spectrum, which makes it
difficult to identify them (Araujo et al., 2018; Lenz et al., 2015; Qiu et al., 2016). These
interferences include the presence of foreign band and fluorescence. In this way, the
additives present in the matrix can overlay the fingerprint spectrum of the base polymer
and the MPs counted can be overestimated. Another problem, in terms of Raman analysis,
is the fluorescence. Dyes and pigments may strongly emit fluorescence in the presence of

visible light precluding the identification of the polymer spectra (Lenz et al., 2015; Li et
al.,2018; Massonnet et al., 2012, Jochem and Lehnert, 2002). Furthermore, the Raman
performance depends on the equipment, laser wavelength applied and the operator.
Massonnet et al. (2012) showed that a same dye fiber can provide different spectrums
depending on the instrument used and mainly the excitation wavelength. Additionally,
the pigment concentration and the combination of pigments affect directly on the result
obtained.
5.2 Thermo-analytical methods
Apart from the application of commonly techniques, as FTIR and Raman, thermoanalytical methods also have been used on MPs characterization (Fries et al., 2017;
Hermabessiere et al., 2018). Samples treated by thermo-analytical methods release
gaseous compounds that are transferred to gas chromatography-mass (GC) for
identification of chemical compounds (Li et al., 2018). Pyrolysis-gas chromatographymass spectrometry (Py-GC-MS) is a thermo-analytical method that employs pyrolyzation
to identify MP (Hermabessiere et al., 2018) and its additives simultaneously by the direct
introduction of the sample with minimal pre-treatment (Crawford and Quinn, 2017b). The
method is capable to identify a single particle, and a small amount of sample (0.1 – 0.5mg)
is suitable for one measure (Dümichen et al., 2017). The disadvantages of this method are
because it is destructive, the sample must be manually placed in the instrument (Crawford
and Quinn, 2017b) and compounds with high molecular weight (400 g mol-1) can be
condensed into the capillary from the pyrolysis to GC-MS system (Dümichen et al.,
2017).
To overcome these drawbacks of Py-GC-MS another thermo-analytical method has been
studied for the identification of microplastics. The TED-GC-MS combines the thermal

extraction with thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) with thermal desorption gas
chromatography mass spectrometry (TDS-GC-MS) which allows to identify MPs in
environmental samples (Dümichen et al., 2017). The TGA provides information about
the mass change of polymers during heating and when coupled to MS or FTIR is possible
to identify the decomposition products of the process. (Duemichen et al., 2014). Based
on this, TED-GC-MS initially uses heating of MPs sample under inert atmosphere and
the use of a thermogravimetric balance. The decomposition productions are adsorbing on
a solid-phase located on the air outlet of the oven and these are transferred to the thermal
desorption unit. The organic compounds desorbed are separated through a
chromatographic column and identified by mass spectroscopy. The generated spectrum
can be compared to spectral libraries and use to create database (Elert et al., 2017).
6. Quality assurance/Quality control (QA/QC)
A workshop report published by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) highlights
the importance of procedures that ensure Quality assurance/Quality control (QA/QC) in
the processes of sampling, separation and identification of MPs in order to generate
reliable data and reduce underestimation or overestimation of MPs. The purpose of the
QA/QC procedures is to reduce any type of contamination of the sample, to establish
inherent errors in the separation techniques (during the processes used, such as filtration,
sieving and density separation) as well as during the chemical digestion of MPs.
In addition, the instrumental techniques used (Raman, FTIR, thermo-analytical methods
or other) must also be carefully studied for method determination, limit of detection and
establishment of a reliable database (Fisher and Scholz-Bottcher 2017; Hermabessiere et
al, 2018). Procedures as avoiding synthetic clothing, using glass materials instead of
plastics, cleaning the work surface with alcohol and the use of blanks to evaluate sample

contamination and losses are reported by some authors (Gies et al., 2018; Lares et al.,
2018; Lenz et al.,2015; Li X et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2018; Magni et al, 2019). In order to
assess airborne contamination petri dishes with a membrane filter can be placed on the
workspace for some hours and then can be analyzed as black control (Lenz et al, 2015).
7. Conclusion and perspectives
The presence of MPs in water bodies is increasingly evident around the world. It is
noticeable that in the case of effluents from WWTPs millions of MPs are released per day
all over the world. Because of that, these facilities are considered as significant sources
of MPs even when they have a high percentage of retention. Despite the intense efforts
that have been directed towards the elaboration of methodologies of separation,
quantification and identification of these emerging contaminants, no standard protocol is
still applied in WWTPs. These methodological differences presented by researchers are
seen even in the initial stages of sampling and in the selection of size ranges of MPs to be
analysed, which makes difficult the comparison of the results among researchers.
Therefore, the determination of efficient and rapid protocols for the study of MPs is
extremely important, always considering steps that evaluate cross-contamination, either
in the transport of samples or during analysis. In addition, the standardization of sizes
(sieving, nets and filters), chemical digestion (acidic, basic, peroxidation or other),
density separation (best solution to be used), visual separation (addition of staining dyes)
and analytical techniques for chemical identification of the polymer, need to be optimized
and applied in a standard manner.
Based on current knowledge of WWTP as sources of microplastics and the remaining
gaps, the following aspects deserve attention for future research:

•

Since microplastics have shown high sorption potential of organic pollutants, the
better understanding of the desorption process is relevant to the understanding of
how these pollutants can actually be transported in the food chain.

•

Given the accumulation of MPs in biological sludge, future studies on the
incorporation of these particles into terrestrial animals should be performed.

•

In terms of digestion procedures, we understand that when evaluating WWTP,
factors such as effluent compositions (amount of organic matter, solids, pH,
among others) and the fact of treatment procedures employed in the stations
differs sometimes, the standardization of a methodology can present difficulties.
However, since some digestion procedures have already been shown to be
extremely aggressive to MPs, a basic methodology with at least the reagent and
its concentration to be used should be designed and established to facilitate
reproducibility of the results.

•

With the review of the literature performed in this paper, it was observed that
several authors use only visual identification to distinguish microplastics from
non-plastics. This step is of fundamental importance for an initial screening of
possible MPs however, this may imply a wrong sample count and classification.
For example, without the use of chemical identification techniques, natural fibers
can be mistakenly called MPs when performing only visual separation. For better
validation and comparison of results, the application of polymer identification
methods should be more widely used and not just the visual method.

REFERENCES
Almroth, B.M.C, Åström, L., Roslund, S., Petersson, H., Johansson, M., Persson, N. K.,
2018. Quantifying shedding of synthetic fibers from textiles; a source of

microplastics released into the environment. Environ Sci Pollut Res. 25, 1191–1199.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-0528-7.
Araujo, C.F., Nolasco, M.M., Ribeiro, A.M.P., Ribeiro-Claro, P.J.A., 2018. Identification
of microplastics using Raman spectroscopy: Latest developments and future
prospects. Water Res. 142, 426–440. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.05.060
Auta, H.S., Emenike, C.U., Fauziah, S.H., 2017. Distribution and importance of
microplastics in the marine environment A review of the sources, fate, effects, and
potential
solutions.
Environ.
Int.
102,
165–176.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2017.02.013
Babuponnusami, A., Muthukumar, K., 2014. Journal of Environmental Chemical
Engineering A review on Fenton and improvements to the Fenton process for
wastewater
treatment.
J.
Environ.
Chem.
Eng.
2,
557–572.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2013.10.011
Bautista, P.A., Mohedano, F., Casas, J.A., Zazo J.A., Rodriguez, J.J., 2008. An overview
of the application of Fenton oxidation to industrial wastewaters treatment. J. Chem.
Technol. Biotechnol. 83,1323–1338. https://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.1988
Bouwmeester, H., Hollman, P.C.H., Peters, R.J.B., 2015. Potential Health Impact of
Environmentally Released Micro- and Nanoplastics in the Human Food Production
Chain: Experiences from Nanotoxicology. Environ. Sci. Technol. 49, 8932–8947.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b01090
Browne, M.A., Crump, P., Niven, S.J., Teuten, E., Tonkin, A., Galloway, T., Thompson,
R., 2011. Accumulation of microplastic on shorelines woldwide: Sources and sinks.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 45, 9175–9179. https://doi.org/10.1021/es201811s
Carr, S.A., Liu, J., Tesoro, A.G., 2016. Transport and fate of microplastic particles in
wastewater
treatment
plants.
Water
Res.
91,
174–82.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2016.01.002
Catarino, A.I., Thompson,R.,Sanderson,W.,Henry,T.B.,2017. Development and
optimization of a standard method for extraction of microplastics in mussels by
enzyme
digestion
of
soft
tissues.Environ.Toxicol.Chem.36,947–951.
https://doi.org/10. 1002/etc.3608.
Chang, M., 2015. Reducing microplastics from facial exfoliating cleansers in wastewater
through treatment versus consumer product decisions. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 101, 330–
333. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.10.074
Cole, M., Webb, H., Lindeque, P.K., Fileman, E.S., Halsband, C., Galloway, T.S., 2014.
Isolation of microplastics in biota-rich seawater samples and marine organisms. Sci.
Rep. 4, 1–8. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep04528
Cole, M., Lindeque, P., Fileman, E., Halsband, C., Goodhead, R., Moger, J., Galloway,
T., S., 2013. Microplastic Ingestion by Zooplankton. Environ. Sci. Technol. 47,
6646−6655. https://doi.org/10.1021/es400663f.

Courtene-Jones, W., Quinn, B., Murphy, F., Gary, F., 2017. Analytical Methods
Optimisation of enzymatic digestion and validation of specimen preservation
methods for the analysis of ingested microplastics. Anal.Methods. 9,1437–1445
https://doi.org/10.1039/c6ay02343f

Crawford, C.B., Quinn, B., 2017a. Microplastic separation techniques, in: Microplastic
Pollutants. pp. 203–218. https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-809406-8.00009-8
Crawford, C.B., Quinn, B., 2017b. Microplastic identification techniques, in:
Microplastic Pollutants. pp. 219–267. https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-8094068.00010-4
Devi, P., Das, U., Dalai, A.K., 2016. In-situ chemical oxidation: Principle and
applications of peroxide and persulfate treatments in wastewater systems. Sci. Total
Environ. 571, 643–657. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.07.032
Dümichen, E., Eisentraut, P., Gerhard, C., Barthel, A., Senz, R., Braun, U., 2017. Fast
identification of microplastics in complex environmental samples by a thermal
degradation
method.
Chemosphere
174,
572–584.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.02.010
Duemichen, E., Braun, U., Senz, R., Fabian, G., Sturm, H., 2014. Assessment of a new
method for the analysis of decomposition gases of polymers by a combining
thermogravimetric solid-phase extraction and thermal desorption gas
chromatography mass spectrometry. J. Chromatogr. A 1354, 117–128.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2014.05.057
Dyachenko, A., Mitchell, J., Arsem, N., 2017. Extraction and identification of
microplastic particles from secondary wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) effluent.
Anal. Methods 9, 1412–1418. https://doi.org/10.1039/c6ay02397e
Elert, A.M., Becker, R., Duemichen, E., Eisentraut, P., Falkenhagen, J., Sturm, H., Braun,
U., 2017. Comparison of different methods for MP detection: What can we learn
from them, and why asking the right question before measurements matters?
Environ. Pollut. 231, 1256–1264. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.08.074
Enders, K., Lenz, R., Beer, S., Stedmon, C.A., 2017. Extraction of microplastic from
biota : recommended acidic digestion destroys common plastic polymers. ICES
Journal of Marine Science. 74, 326–331. https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsw173
Erni-Cassola, G., Gibson, M.I., Thompson, R.C., Christie-Oleza, J.A., 2017. Lost, but
Found with Nile Red: A Novel Method for Detecting and Quantifying Small
Microplastics (1 mm to 20 μm) in Environmental Samples. Environ. Sci. Technol.
51, 13641–13648. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b04512
Falco, F. De, Pia, M., Gentile, G., Di, E., Escudero, R., Villalba, R., Mossotti, R.,
Montarsolo, A., Gavignano, S., Tonin, C., Avella, M., 2018. Evaluation of

microplastic release caused by textile washing processes of synthetic fabrics.
Environ. Pollut. 236, 916–925. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.10.057
Fendall, L.S., Sewell, M.A., 2009. Contributing to marine pollution by washing your face:
Microplastics in facial cleansers. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 58, 1225–1228.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2009.04.025
Fischer, M., Scholz-Böttcher, B.M., 2017. Simultaneous Trace Identification and
Quantification of Common Types of Microplastics in Environmental Samples by
Pyrolysis-Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry. Environ. Sci. Technol. 51,
5052–5060. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b06362
Fries, E., Dekiff, J.H., Willmeyer, J., Nuelle, M.T., Ebert, M., Remy, D., 2013.
Identification of polymer types and additives in marine microplastic particles using
pyrolysis-GC/MS and scanning electron microscopy. Environ. Sci. Process. Impacts
15, 1949–1956. https://doi.org/10.1039/c3em00214d
GESAMP, 2015. “Sources, fate and effects of microplastics in the marine environment:
a global assessment” (Kershaw, P. J., ed.). (IMO/FAO/UNESCOIOC/UNIDO/WMO/IAEA/UN/UNEP/UNDP Joint Group of Experts on the
Scientific Aspects of Marine Environmental Protection). Rep. Stud. GESAMP No.
90, 96 p.
Gies, E.A., LeNoble, J.L., Noël, M., Etemadifar, A., Bishay, F., Hall, E.R., Ross, P.S.,
2018. Retention of microplastics in a major secondary wastewater treatment plant in
Vancouver,
Canada.
Mar.
Pollut.
Bull.
133,
553–561.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.06.006
Guerranti, C., Martellini, T., Perra, G., Scopetani, C., Cincinelli, A., 2019. Microplastics
in cosmetics: Environmental issues and needs for global bans. Environ. Toxicol.
Pharmacol. 68, 75–79. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2019.03.007
Gündoğdu, S., Çevik, C., Güzel, E., Kilercioğlu, S., 2018. Microplastics in municipal
wastewater treatment plants in Turkey: a comparison of the influent and secondary
effluent
concentrations.
Environ.
Monit.
Assess.
190.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-018-7010-y
Hanvey, J.S., Lewis, P.J., Lavers, J.L., Crosbie, N.D., Pozo, K., Clarke, B.O., 2017. A
review of analytical techniques for quantifying microplastics in sediments. Anal.
Methods. https://doi.org/10.1039/c6ay02707e
He, D., Luo, Y., Lu, S., Liu, M., Song, Y., Lei, L., 2018. Microplastics in soils: Analytical
methods, pollution characteristics and ecological risks. TrAC - Trends Anal. Chem.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2018.10.006
Hermabessiere, L., Himber, C., Boricaud, B., Kazour, M., Amara, R., Cassone, A.,
Laurentie, M., Paul-pont, I., Soudant, P., Dehaut, A., Duflos, G., 2018. Optimization,
performance, and application of a pyrolysis-GC / MS method for the identification
of microplastics 6663–6676.

Hidalgo-Ruz, V., Gutow, L., Thompson, R.C., Thiel, M., 2012. Microplastics in the
marine environment: A review of the methods used for identification and
quantification.
Environ.
Sci.
Technol.
46,
3060–3075.
https://doi.org/10.1021/es2031505
Hidayaturrahman, H., Lee, T., 2019. A study on characteristics of microplastic in
wastewater of South Korea : Identification , quantification , and fate of microplastics
during
treatment
process.
Mar.
Pollut.
Bull.
146,
696–702.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.06.071
Huerta Lwanga, E., Mendoza Vega, J., Ku Quej, V., Chi, J. de los A., Sanchez del Cid,
L., Chi, C., Escalona Segura, G., Gertsen, H., Salánki, T., van der Ploeg, M.,
Koelmans, A.A., Geissen, V., 2017. Field evidence for transfer of plastic debris
along a terrestrial food chain. Sci. Rep. 7, 1–7. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-01714588-2
Huppertsberg, S., Knepper, T.P., 2018. Instrumental analysis of microplastics—benefits
and
challenges.
Anal.
Bioanal.
Chem.
410,
6343–6352.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-018-1210-8
Hurley, R.R., Lusher, A.L., Olsen, M., Nizzetto, L., 2018. Validation of a Method for
Extracting Microplastics from Complex, Organic-Rich, Environmental Matrices.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 52, 7409–7417. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b01517
Jochem, G., Lehnert, R.J., 2002. On the potential of Raman microscopy for the forensic
analysis of coloured textile fibres. Sci. Justice - J. Forensic Sci. Soc. 42, 215–221.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1355-0306(02)71831-5
Kalčíková, G., Alič, B., Skalar, T., Bundschuh, M., Gotvajn, A.Ž., 2017. Wastewater
treatment plant effluents as source of cosmetic polyethylene microbeads to
freshwater.
Chemosphere
188,
25–31.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.08.131
Käppler, A., Fischer, M., Scholz-Böttcher, B.M., Oberbeckamann, S., Labrenz, M.,
Fischer, D., Eichhorn, K., Voit, B., 2018. Comparison of μ-ATR-FTIR spectroscopy
and py-GCMS as identification tools for microplastic particles and fibers isolated
from
river
sediments.
Anal.
Bioanal.
Chem.
410,
5313–5327.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-018-1185-5.
Käppler, A., Fischer, D., Oberbeckmann, S., Schernewski, G., Labrenz, M., Eichhorn,
K.J., Voit, B., 2016. Analysis of environmental microplastics by vibrational
microspectroscopy: FTIR, Raman or both? Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 408, 8377–8391.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-016-9956-3
Lei, K., Qiao, F., Liu, Q., Wei, Z., Qi, H., Cui, S., Yue, X., Deng, Y., An, L., 2017.
Microplastics releasing from personal care and cosmetic products in China. Mar.
Pollut. Bull. 123, 122–126. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.09.016
Lenz, R., Enders, K., Stedmon, C.A., MacKenzie, D.M.A., Nielsen, T.G., 2015. A critical
assessment of visual identification of marine microplastic using Raman

spectroscopy for analysis improvement. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 100, 82–91.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.09.026
Leslie, H.A., Brandsma, S.H., Velzen, M.J.M. Van, Vethaak, A.D., 2017. Microplastics
en route: Field measurements in the Dutch river delta and Amsterdam canals ,
wastewater treatment plants , North Sea sediments and biota. Environ. Int. 101, 133–
142. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2017.01.018
Li, J., Liu, H., Paul Chen, J., 2018. Microplastics in freshwater systems: A review on
occurrence, environmental effects, and methods for microplastics detection. Water
Res. 137, 362-374. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.12.056
Li, X., Chen, L., Mei, Q., Dong, B., Dai, X., Ding, G., Zeng, E.Y., 2018. Microplastics
in sewage sludge from the wastewater treatment plants in China. Water Res. 142,
75–85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.05.034
Liu, X., Yuan, W., Di, M., Li, Z., Wang, J., 2019. Transfer and fate of microplastics
during the conventional activated sludge process in one wastewater treatment plant
of China. Chem. Eng. J. 362, 176–182. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2019.01.033
Long, Z., Pan, Z., Wang, W., Ren, J., Yu, X., Lin, L., Lin, H., Chen, H., Jin, X., 2019.
Microplastic abundance, characteristics, and removal in wastewater treatment
plants in a coastal city of China. Water Res. 155, 255–265.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2019.02.028
Lusher, A. L.; Hurley, R. R.; Vogelsang, C.; Nizzetto, L.; Olsen, M., 2018. Mapping
microplastics
in
sludge.
Technical
Report.
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.25277.56804
Maes, T., Jessop, R., Wellner, N., Haupt, K., Mayes, A.G., 2017. A rapid-screening
approach to detect and quantify microplastics based on fluorescent tagging with Nile
Red. Sci. Rep. 7, 44501.
Magni, S., Binelli, A., Pittura, L., Avio, C.G., Della Torre, C., Parenti, C.C., Gorbi, S.,
Regoli, F., 2019. The fate of microplastics in an Italian Wastewater Treatment Plant.
Sci. Total Environ. 652, 602–610. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.10.269
Mahon, A.M., O’Connell, B., Healy, M.G., O’Connor, I., Officer, R., Nash, R., Morrison,
L., 2017. Microplastics in sewage sludge: Effects of treatment. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 51, 810–818. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b04048
Mason, S.A., Garneau, D., Sutton, R., Chu, Y., Ehmann, K., Barnes, J., Fink, P.,
Papazissimos, D., Rogers, D.L., 2016. Microplastic pollution is widely detected in
US municipal wastewater treatment plant effluent. Environ. Pollut. 218, 1045–1054.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.08.056
Massonnet, G., Buzzini, P., Monard, F., Jochem, G., Fido, L., Bell, S., Stauber, M., Coyle,
T., Roux, C., Hemmings, J., Leijenhorst, H., Van Zanten, Z., Wiggins, K., Smith,
C., Chabli, S., Sauneuf, T., Rosengarten, A., Meile, C., Ketterer, S., Blumer, A.,
2012. Raman spectroscopy and microspectrophotometry of reactive dyes on cotton

fibres: Analysis and detection limits. Forensic Sci. Int. 222, 200–207.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2012.05.025
Mato, Y., Isobe, T., 2001. Plastic Resin Pellets as a Transport Medium for Toxic
Chemicals in the Marine Environment. Environ. Sci. Technol. 35, 318–324.
https://doi.org/10.1021/es0010498
Michielssen, M.R., Michielssen, E.R., Ni, J., Duhaime, M.B., 2016. Fate of microplastics
and other small anthropogenic litter (SAL) in wastewater treatment plants depends
on unit processes employed. Environ. Sci. Water Res. Technol. 2, 1064–1073.
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6EW00207B
Rios Mendoza, L.M., Karapanagioti, H., Álvarez, N.R., 2018. Micro(nanoplastics) in the
marine environment: Current knowledge and gaps. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sci. Heal.
1, 47–51. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2017.11.004
Mintenig, S.M., Int-Veen, I., Löder, M.G.J., Primpke, S., Gerdts, G., 2017. Identification
of microplastic in effluents of waste water treatment plants using focal plane arraybased micro-Fourier-transform infrared imaging. Water Res. 108, 365–372.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2016.11.015
Mohapatra, D.P., Cledón, M., Brar, S.K., Surampalli, R.Y., 2016. Application of
Wastewater and Biosolids in Soil: Occurrence and Fate of Emerging Contaminants.
Water. Air. Soil Pollut. 227, 1-14. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-016-2768-4
Munno, K., Helm, P.A., Jackson, D.A., Rochman, C., Sims, A., 2018. Impacts of
temperature and selected chemical digestion methods on microplastic particles.
Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 37, 91–98. https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3935
Murphy, F., Ewins, C., Carbonnier, F., Quinn, B., 2016. Wastewater Treatment Works
(WwTW) as a Source of Microplastics in the Aquatic Environment. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 50, 5800–5808. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b05416
Naidoo, T., Goordiyal, K., Glassom, D., 2017. Are Nitric Acid (HNO3) Digestions
Efficient in Isolating Microplastics from Juvenile Fish? Water, Air, Soil Pollut.
228, 470. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-017-3654-4
Napper, I.E., Bakir, A., Rowland, S.J., Thompson, R.C., 2015. Characterisation, quantity
and sorptive properties of microplastics extracted from cosmetics. Mar. Pollut. Bull.
99, 178–185. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.07.029
Ng, E.L., Huerta Lwanga, E., Eldridge, S.M., Johnston, P., Hu, H.W., Geissen, V., Chen,
D., 2018. An overview of microplastic and nanoplastic pollution in agroecosystems.
Sci. Total Environ. 627,1377-1388. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.01.341
Nizzetto, L., Futter, M., Langaas, S., 2016. Are Agricultural Soils Dumps for
Microplastics of Urban Origin? Environ. Sci. Technol. 50, 10777-10779.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b04140

Nuelle, M.T., Dekiff, J.H., Remy, D., Fries, E., 2014. A new analytical approach for
monitoring microplastics in marine sediments. Environ. Pollut. 184, 161–169.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2013.07.027
PlasticsEurope & European Association of Plastics Recycling (EPRO), 2017. Plastics –
the
Facts
2017,
Plastics
–
the
Facts
2017.
https://www.plasticseurope.org/en/resources/publications/274-plastics-facts2017 (accessed 19 Novembre 2018).
Prata, J.C., da Costa, J.P., Duarte, A.C., Rocha-Santos, T., 2019. Methods for sampling
and detection of microplastics in water and sediment: A critical review. TrAC Trends Anal. Chem. 110, 150–159. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2018.10.029
Qiu, Q., Tan, Z., Wang, J., Peng, J., Li, M., Zhan, Z., 2016. Extraction, enumeration and
identification methods for monitoring microplastics in the environment. Estuar.
Coast. Shelf Sci. 176.102-109. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2016.04.012
Rocha-Santos, T.A.P., 2018. Editorial overview: Micro and nano-plastics. Curr. Opin.
Environ. Sci. Heal. 1, 52–54. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2018.01.003
Rocha-Santos, T., Duarte, A.C., 2015. A critical overview of the analytical approaches to
the occurrence, the fate and the behavior of microplastics in the environment. TrAC
- Trends Anal. Chem. 65, 47–53. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2014.10.011
Simon, M., van Alst, N., Vollertsen, J., 2018. Quantification of microplastic mass and
removal rates at wastewater treatment plants applying Focal Plane Array (FPA)based Fourier Transform Infrared (FT-IR) imaging. Water Res. 142, 1–9.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.05.019
Sujathan, S., Kniggendorf, A.K., Kumar, A., Roth, B., Rosenwinkel, K.H., Nogueira, R.,
2017. Heat and Bleach: A Cost-Efficient Method for Extracting Microplastics from
Return Activated Sludge. Arch. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 73, 641–648.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-017-0415-8
Tagg, A.S., Harrison, J.P., Ju-Nam, Y., Sapp, M., Bradley, E.L., Sinclair, C.J., Ojeda, J.J.,
2017. Fenton’s reagent for the rapid and efficient isolation of microplastics from
wastewater. Chem. Commun. 53, 372–375. https://doi.org/10.1039/c6cc08798a
Talvitie, J., Mikola, A., Koistinen, A., Setälä, O., 2017a. Solutions to microplastic
pollution – Removal of microplastics from wastewater effluent with advanced
wastewater
treatment
technologies.
Water
Res.
123,
401–407.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.07.005
Talvitie, J., Mikola, A., Setälä, O., Heinonen, M., Koistinen, A., 2017b. How well is
microlitter purified from wastewater? – A detailed study on the stepwise removal of
microlitter in a tertiary level wastewater treatment plant. Water Res. 109, 164–172.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2016.11.046

Teuten, E.L., Rowland, S.J., Galloway, T.S., Thompson, R.C., 2007. Potential for plastics
to transport hydrophobic contaminants. Environ. Sci. Technol. 41, 7759-7764.
https://doi.org/10.1021/es071737s
von Friesen, L.W., Granberg, M.E., Hassellöv, M., Gabrielsen, G.W., Magnusson, K.,
2019. An efficient and gentle enzymatic digestion protocol for the extraction of
microplastics from bivalve tissue. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 142, 129–134.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.03.016
UNEP, 2016. Marine plastic debris and microplastics – Global lessons and research to
inspire action and guide policy change. United Nations Environment Programme,
Nairobi. https://doi.org/10.18356/0b228f55-en
Waller, C.L., Griffiths, H.J., Waluda, C.M., Thorpe, S.E., Loaiza, I., Moreno, B.,
Pacherres, C.O., Hughes, K.A., 2017. Microplastics in the Antarctic marine system:
An emerging area of research. Sci. Total Environ. 598, 220-227.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.03.283
Wang, W., Wang, J., 2018. Investigation of microplastics in aquatic environments: An
overview of the methods used, from field sampling to laboratory analysis. TrAC Trends Anal. Chem. 108, 195-202. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2018.08.026
Ziajahromi, S., Neale, P.A., Rintoul, L., Leusch, F.D.L., 2017. Wastewater treatment
plants as a pathway for microplastics: Development of a new approach to sample
wastewater-based
microplastics.
Water
Res.
112,
93–99.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.01.042

