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Abstract Wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) are 
one of the most important ways of releasing microplastics 
(MPs) into the environment. In this study, the size, num-
ber, color, and shape of MPs during the wastewater treat-
ment process were investigated in six WWTPs with differ-
ent processes, which include WWTPs A and B (activated 
sludge process, ASP), WWTP C and D (aerated lagoon, 
AL), WWTP E (sequencing batch reactor process, SBR), 
and WWTP F (stabilization pond, SP). The MP particles 

were detected by the polarized light microscopy. In all six 
WWTPs, the clear color was observed as the dominant 
color in the effluent. Among the forms of MPs, fibers had 
the highest removal efficiency in WWTPs A (97.3%), B 
(99.2%), C (95.5%), and D (94.3%). In both WWTPs E 
and F, the highest removal rate of MP shapes was related 
to films (96.1%) and granules (86.1%), respectively. MPs 
with size 25–125  μm had the highest amount (0.39 to 
4.08 MP/L) in the effluent of WWTPs compared to larger 
sizes. With respect to the type of the wastewater treatment 
process, the number of MPs during the treatment process 
decreased from 3.75–25.31 to 0.51–6.28MP/L. Based 
on the results of this study, ASP with a removal rate of 
91.87% had the highest efficiency compared to other pro-
cesses. However, daily 4.95 ×  104 to 1.49 ×  108 MP enter 
the environment via the effluent of these WWTPs. The 
study recommends reducing the use of MPs and plasti-
cizers in widely used products as much as possible and 
replacing them with nature-friendly materials.

Highlights  
• MPs with size 25-125μm had the highest amount in the 
effluent of WWTPs.
• The highest MPs removal efficiency was obtained by 
ASP (89.4% - 91.87%).
• Daily 4.95×104 to 1.49×108 MP enter the environment 
through the effluent of WWTPs.
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1 Introduction

MPs are small plastic particles the size of their par-
ticles is less than 5  mm (Abeynayaka et  al., 2022; 
Nguyen et  al., 2023; Takdastan et  al., 2021; Zhao 
et al., 2022). These particles as environmental pollut-
ants are of concern due to their adverse effects (Dong 
et al., 2022; Hajji et al., 2023; Kutralam-Muniasamy 
et  al., 2023; Lofty et  al., 2022). MPs are an anthro-
pogenic contamination detected in oceans, rivers, and 
WWTP outlet. These particles accumulate in organ-
isms and they cause chronic toxicity (Takdastan et al., 
2021). The recent studies confirmed the presence of 
MPs in human blood, strongly supporting its high 
human toxicological hazard (Leslie et al., 2022).

MPs have different sources including industrial 
activities (microbeads, nurdles), construction activi-
ties (construction dust), road runoff, and household 
activities (domestic waste, laundry and cosmetics, and 
personal care products). A large number of MPs from 
the above sources enter WWTPs via the urban waste-
water collection network (Chand et al., 2022; Harley-
Nyang et  al., 2022; Shan et  al., 2022; Tadsuwan & 
Babel, 2022a; Wu et  al., 2022; Zhang et  al., 2023). 
WWTPs decrease the large number of MPs, but it 
acts as an entry point for MP particles to the environ-
ment through sewage effluent (Al-Azzawi et al., 2022; 
Hajji et al., 2023; Luo et al., 2023; Sadia et al., 2022). 

Estahbanati and Fahrenfeld (2016) showed that the 
number of MPs in the Raritan River (the USA), down-
stream of WWTPs, was significantly increased, indi-
cating that WWTP effluent is an important entry point 
for MPs to enter the environment. WWTPs cause the 
transfer of MPs to the environment; despite the high 
efficiency of MP removal by WWTPs, they are not 
completely removed (Gao et  al., 2023a; Khan et  al., 
2022; Krishnan et al., 2023; LaRue et al., 2022; Mar-
tín-García et al., 2023; Reddy & Nair, 2022).

Takdastan et  al. (2021) studied the characteris-
tics of MPs during the wastewater treatment process 
(ASP) in Ahvaz City (Iran). They reported that the 
removal efficiency of MPs in this WWTP arrived 
at 90.87% and the number of MPs released into the 
environment was about 2.419 ×  107 MP/day. Naji 
et  al. (2021) also found that MP concentration in 
wastewater effluent of Bandar Abbas City in Iran was 
70.66 MP.35  L−1.

Simon et  al. (2018) found that in 10 cases from 
Denmark’s WWTPs, the number of MPs removed 
ranged from 79.9 to 98.7%. However, due to the high 
volume of WWTPs effluent, the rate of MPs enter-
ing the environment is high (Simon et  al., 2018). 
Tang et  al. (2020) reported that MPs released from 
WWTPs in China is about 9.1 ×  1010 MP particles per 
day (Tang et al., 2020), while Mason et al. (2016) esti-
mated that about 3–23 ×  1023 MP particles per day dis-
charged into the aquatic environment from the munici-
pal wastewater in the USA (Mason et al., 2016).

Despite the many studies that have been done on 
the high efficiency of MPs removal by WWTPs, due 
to the different research conditions, it is difficult to 
compare the studied WWTPs with each other.

Liu et  al. (2021) reported that the abundance of 
MP particles was 0.28–3.14 ×  104 items/L in the influ-
ent and 0–2.97 ×  102 items/L in the effluent. In addi-
tion, the removal rate of MP particles was reported 
as 50.00 to 99.57% (Liu et  al., 2021). The studies 
conducted on MPs of wastewater mostly focus on the 
characteristics of MPs. Various factors such as popu-
lation density, and wastewater treatment processes 
cause changes in the abundance and number of MPs 
(Sönmez et  al., 2023; Vuori & Ollikainen, 2022). 
Jiang et al. (2020) compared the ASP process with the 
SBR process. They found that the efficiency of MP 
removal by ASP (96.7%) was higher than the SBR 
process (95.7%). In another study, Lares et al. (2018) 
reported that the removal rate of MP particles by the 
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membrane bioreactor (MBR) process was higher than 
the ASP process. Few studies investigated the opera-
tional characteristics and the processes of wastewater 
treatment systems for the removal of MPs. It is essen-
tial to study the performance and removal of MPs by 
different wastewater treatment processes. In addition, 
to obtain a better treatment process to remove MPs, it 
is necessary to use the same analytical techniques to 
study the wastewater treatment processes in a region.

In this study, all WWTPs in Ardabil province were 
investigated for the first time to identify MPs.

Ardabil province is an economically developing 
city located in the northwest of Iran. This province has 
six WWTPs, and the effluents of these WWTPs enter 
either into surface water or into agricultural lands. 
Therefore, investigating the fate of MPs in WWTPs 
of Ardabil province is of great importance. To this 
aim, WWTPs of Ardabil province with different treat-
ment processes were investigated to (1) determine the 
size, number, color, and shape of MPs as well as the 
daily emission of MPs from WWTPs and (2) to com-
pare the six wastewater treatment processes to remove 
MPs. This study can help introduce a new perspective 
for the efficient control of the MPs in wastewater.

2  Material and Methods

2.1  Sampling Site

The sampling was done in August 2022 from different 
stages of the wastewater treatment in 6 WWTPs of 
Ardabil province, Iran. These WWTPs are treated by 
different treatment processes, which include WWTPs 
A and B (ASP), WWTP C and D (AL), WWTP E 
(SBR), and WWTP F (SP). The information on each 
of WWTPs is shown in Table S1.

The influent of wastewater in five WWTPs A, B, 
C, E, and F originates from domestic wastewater, 
while in WWTP D a part of industrial wastewater also 
enters this treatment plant. MPs in the influent of five 
WWTPs with domestic wastewater are mainly caused 
by washing textile clothes, cosmetics, and personal 
care products. In WWTP D, MPs of industrial sewage 
effluent from raw plastic materials or plastic production 
enter this network. In each of the WWTPs, sampling 
was done during the wastewater treatment process, and 
the sampling points are shown in Fig.  1. In total, 78 
samples were collected with three replications.

2.2  Sample Collection

In each of the WWTPs, the samples were collected 
from different points of wastewater treatment. The 
samples were collected by a technician in a 20-L stain-
less steel bucket. Then, the samples collected from 
each point of WWTPs were separately passed through 
the steel mesh screens (Damavand Company, Iran). 
Four mesh screens of different sizes were used, which 
were placed on top of each other and fixed (Fig. S1). 
The sizes of these mesh screens were from top to bot-
tom 840, 420, 125, and 25 μm, respectively (diameter: 
20 cm). To avoid contamination of samples with plas-
tics, each of the samples was covered with aluminum 
foil and then transported to the laboratory for analysis.

2.3  Sample Processing

The sample processing was carried out to determine the 
characteristics of MPs. For better detection of MPs, the 
organic matter of the collected samples was removed 
through the wet peroxidation (WPO) method (Gao 
et  al., 2023b; Sadia et  al., 2022; Wang et  al., 2022; F. 
Yang et  al., 2022). The sediment samples containing 
MPs were washed from the mesh screen with deionized 
water with a volume of about 300 mL and transferred 
into the glass beakers. Then, the contents of the beakers 
were slowly concentrated in the oven at 60 °C until their 
volume reaches 100 mL. To digest the organic material, 
20 mL of 30% hydrogen peroxide  (H2O2) solution was 
added to each of the beakers. Then, the solution con-
taining the samples in each of the beakers was stirred 
at a temperature of 60 °C until all the  H2O2 evaporated. 
To separate and float MPs from other materials, 9 mL 
of sodium iodide (≥ 99.5%, molar mass: 149.89 g/mol, 
Sigma Aldrich) solution was added to the sample con-
tent of the beakers. The samples were centrifuged at 
3500 × g for 10  min. Then, the floating particles from 
the surface of these tubes were transferred to glass plates 
(Alvim et  al., 2022; De-la-Torre et  al., 2022; Eibes & 
Gabel, 2022; Koyuncuoğlu & Erden, 2023; Ridall et al., 
2023; Yang et al., 2023; Ziajahromi et al., 2021).

The use of Rose-Bengal solution (4,5,6,7-tetrachloro-
20,40,50,70-tetraiodofluorescein) is a staining method 
that separates the plastic and the non-plastic particles 
from each other. The non-plastic particles were colored 
pink by this method. Therefore, the non-plastic parti-
cles were easily separated. Ten milliliters of 0.2 mg/mL 
Rose-Bengal solution was added to each of the samples, 
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and then, they were kept at a temperature of 24 °C for 
10 min (Becucci et al., 2022; Kılıç et al., 2023; Mishra 
et al., 2022; Monteiro & Costa, 2022). The characteris-
tics of MPs were studied by polarized light microscopy 
(PLM) (Olympus BX60, Japan) with applied visual sort-
ing methods (Fig. 2). This microscope creates a clearer 
image of smaller MPs with the available magnifications 
in eyepieces (100 × , 200 × , 1000 ×).

3  Result and Discussion

3.1  Color Distribution of MPs

The color distribution of MPs collected from six dif-
ferent WWTPs is presented in Fig. 3, which are clas-
sified into clear, black, green, yellow, red, white, and 
blue colors. In all six WWTPs, the clear color (46.2%, 

Fig. 1  The schematic of six WWTPs with locations of sampling points
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30.2%, 29%, 80.4%, 25%, and 47.3% for WWTPs A, 
B, C, D, E, and F respectively) was observed as the 
dominant color in the influent. After that, green was 
the dominant color in five WWTPs (30.3%, 26.3%, 
24.1%, 22.4%, and 29.3% for WWTP A, B, C, E, and 
F respectively) (Fig.  3A, B, C, E, and F) and black 
for WWTP D with a value of 60.9% (Fig. 3D). At the 
sampling points of WWTPs, this proportion of the 
color of MPs changed a little. Nevertheless, in the 
effluent of all WWTPs, the highest amount belonged 
to the clear color. As in the reports of Takdastan et al. 
(2021), the clear was found as the dominant color 
of MPs in sewage effluent. Kinds of plastic packag-
ing and bags can be a source of MPs of clear color 
(Haque et  al., 2022; Sakali et  al., 2022). The Wil-
coxon signed-rank test demonstrated no significant 
differences between the distribution of colors at dif-
ferent stages of wastewater treatment in WWTPs. 
These results showed that the distribution of MP 
color may not be influenced by different stages of 
wastewater treatment.

3.2  Shape of MPs

The shapes of MPs were classified into three groups 
which include fiber, film, and granule (Fig.  4). The 
dominant shape in the influent of all six WWTPs was 

fiber with 63.2 to 28.3% followed by film with 36.1 to 
21.1% and granule with 22.8 to 10.3%. These findings 
are consistent with other reports that indicated fibers 
were the highest rate in the influent of WWTP com-
pared to other shapes (Kwon et al., 2022; Wu et al., 
2022). The high amount of MPs in the form of fiber 
in the sewage can be due to the washing of clothes, so 
that 700,000 fibers can be released from washing 6 kg 
of polyacrylic clothes (Tadsuwan & Babel, 2022b). 
The type of wastewater treatment process can play 
a role in removing forms of MPs (Zöhre & James, 
2022). The results of this study showed that WWTPs 
A and B, which are treated by ASP, had the highest 
removal efficiency of MP shapes. Among the forms 
of MPs, fibers had the highest removal efficiency in 
these WWTPs. In WWTPs A and B, the removal effi-
ciency of fiber was 97.3% and 99.2% respectively, fol-
lowed by film 94.2% and 96.1% respectively as well 
as granule 91.8% and 95.3% respectively (Fig.  4A 
and B). According to the reports of Takdastan et al. 
(2021), the highest removal rate was obtained for fib-
ers in WWTP treated by the ASP process.

As seen in Fig. 4C and D, the highest removal effi-
ciency was found for fiber, film, and granule respec-
tively in WWTPs C (95.5%, 94.2%, and 93.1% respec-
tively) and D (94.3%, 92.1%, and 91.3% respectively), 
which are treated by AL process. In WWTP E (SBR), 
films (96.1%) had the highest removal efficiency com-
pared to other shapes, followed by fibers (92.3%) and 
granule (90.4%) (Fig. 4E). These results are consistent 
with Jiang et al. (2020) who indicated that the removal 
efficiency of film and foam was high in WWTP treated 
by the SBR process (Jiang et al., 2020). In WWTP F, 
the removal efficiency of fiber, film, and granule was 
obtained as 82.6%, 77.9%, and 86.1%, respectively. 
The highest removal rate of MP shapes in this WWTP, 
which was treated by the SP process, was related to 
granules and is presented in Fig. 4F.

The Wilcoxon signed-rank test demonstrated sig-
nificant differences between the distribution of Fiber 
at sampling points one and two as well as at points 
two and three in WWTPs A (with p-values of 0.039 
and 0.026, respectively) and B (with p-values of 
0.041 and 0.035, respectively). In addition, for both 
film and granule distributions, significant differences 
were observed between sampling points 2 and 3 in 
WWTP A with p-values of 0.028 and 0.016, respec-
tively. In WWTP B, there were statistically significant 
differences between the distribution of granule at all 

Fig. 2  MP particles found using PLM in WWTP
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sampling points. Wilcoxon signed-rank analysis also 
demonstrated significant differences between the dis-
tribution of all shapes of MPs at sampling points in 
WWTPs C, D, E, and F (Table S2).

3.3  Size of MPs

The sizes of MPs collected from sampling points in 
six WWTPs were divided into four groups with sizes 
25–125 μm, 125–420 μm, 420–840 μm, and > 840 μm, 
as shown in Fig. 5. At the influent of five WWTPs of 

A, B, D, E, and F, the highest amount of MPs was 
placed in size 125–420  μm, which were 1.07 MP/L, 
2.36 MP/L, 13.01 MP/L, 2.01 MP/L, and 1.81 MP/L, 
respectively (Fig. 5A, B, D, E, and F). In WWTP C, 
the majority of MPs was detected in size 420–840 μm 
(1.3 MP/L) (Fig.  5C). According to recent reports, 
the largest amount of MPs in the influent of WWTP 
had a size of less than 190 μm (Takdastan et al., 2021; 
Ziajahromi et al., 2017). In the stage after the screen-
ing, MP particles with a size of less than 420  μm 
increased. So that MPs with size 25–125 μm increased 

Fig. 3  Distribution of color of MPs per liter (%) during treatment processes of A, B, C, D, E, F WWTPs
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from 0.93 to 1.28 MP/L, 1.01 to 2.36 MP/L, 0.81 to 
1.7, 3.6 to 8.6 MP/L, 0.91 to 1.98 MP/L, and 0.71 to 
1.94 MP/L in the points of influent to screening of 
WWTPs of A, B, C, D, E, and F, respectively. Also, 
the amount of MPs with size 125–420 μm increased 
at the screening points relative to the influent. This 
can be due to the breaking of MPs in the stage after 
the screening, which causes an increase in the rate of 
small-sized plastics. In all six WWTPs, the amount of 
MPs with a size > 840 μm at points 4 was zero. These 
results are consistent with the findings of Ziajahromi 

et  al. (2017) who showed that during the wastewa-
ter treatment process, MPs larger than 500  μm were 
completely removed in 3 WWTPs. In this study, in 
the effluent of WWTPs, the rate of MPs with size 
25–125  μm for WWTPs A, B, C, D, E, and F was 
0.39 MP/L, 0.46 MP/L, 0.83 MP/L, 4.08 MP/L, 0.91 
MP/L, and 0.31 MP/L, respectively, and the rate of 
size 125–420 μm for these WWTPs was 0.12 MP/L, 
0.09 MP/L, 0.4 MP/L, 2.2 MP/L, 0.06 MP/L, and 0.99 
MP/L, respectively. The amount of MPs larger than 
420 μm in the effluent of all six WWTPs was found 

Fig. 4  The shape of MPs per liter (%) during treatment processes of A, B, C, D, E, F WWTPs
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to be zero and they were completely removed during 
the treatment process. In the final sampling points, the 
size of MPs increased again, so that particles larger 
than 420 μm were found at the points A8 and F5 for 
WWTPs A and F, respectively (Fig.  5A and F), as 
well as MPs > 840 μm were observed at the points B8, 
C7, D7, and E6 in WWTPs B, C, D, and E, respec-
tively (Fig. 5B, C, D, and E). This increase in the size 
of the particles can be due to the re-entry of MPs from 
the outside environment to the final sampling points.

3.4  Comparison of MPs Number and Removal 
Efficiency in Six WWTPs

The number of MP particles and their removal effi-
ciency during different processes of wastewater treat-
ment is exhibited in Fig.  5. The number of MPs in 
the influent of six WWTPs of A, B, C, D, E, and F 
was 3.75 MP/L, 6.77 MP/L, 4.02 MP/L, 25.31 MP/L, 
6.22 MP/L, and 5.45 MP/L, respectively. The rate 
of MPs in the influent of WWTP D was higher than 

Fig. 5  Size, number, and removal of MPs during treatment processes of A, B, C, D, E, F WWTPs
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the others, which could be due to the high population 
covered by this WWTP as well as the entry of efflu-
ent of industrial WWTPs to WWTP D. The rate of 
removal of the number of MPs after screening was dif-
ferent in six WWTPs, so that the removal efficiency 
was obtained 4.27%, 6.8%, 8.95%, 12.6%, 8.36%, and 
5.32% for points A2, B2, C2, D2, E2, and F2, respec-
tively. After the grit chambers unit at points A4 and 
B4, the number of MPs increased from 3.35 to 3.99 
MP/L and from 6.18 to 7.14 MP/L, respectively. 
Rotary grit chamber was used in WWTPs A and B, in 
which the mechanical stirring in these unit can break 
MPs to smaller particles and thus increase their num-
ber. These results are corresponding with the findings 
of Jiang et al. (2020), who reported that after the grit 
chamber, the abundance of MPs increased from 78.5 
items/L to 85.2 items/L compared to the previous unit. 
In wastewater treatment with the AL process (WWTPs 
C and D) at points C5 and D5 after the aeration and 
sedimentation ponds, the MP removal efficiency was 
found to be 61% and 70.1%, respectively. In WWTP 
E, the removal efficiency of the number of MPs after 
the SBR process (E4) was 83.1%, which is close to 
the reported findings (88.1%) (Jiang et  al., 2020). In 
WWTPs A and B, which are treated with ASP pro-
cess, the number of MPs at A6 and B6 was 0.7 MP/L 
(with a removal efficiency of 86.33%) and 0.64 MP/L 
(with a removal efficiency of 90.54%). The results 
of the study showed that the greatest amount of MP 
removal was obtained after secondary treatment by 
the ASP process. Takdastan et al. (2021) also showed 
that the number of MPs decreased from 9.8 to 1.3 
MP/L after secondary treatment (ASP). In this study, 
the overall efficiency of MP removal in WWTPs is 
arranged as follows: B (ASP, 91.87%) > A (ASP, 
89.4%) > E (SBR, 84.4%) > D (AL, 75.19%) > C (AL, 
69.4%) > F (SP, 57.8%). Despite the high removal 

efficiency of MPs during wastewater treatment pro-
cesses, due to the high volume of effluent, between 
4.95 ×  104 and 1.49 ×  108 MP enter to the environment 
daily through these WWTPs (Table 1).

The Wilcoxon signed-rank test demonstrated 
a statistically significant difference between sam-
pling points two and three in WWTPs C, D, E, and 
F with p-values of 0.039, 0.041, 0.386, and 0.023, 
respectively. In addition, a significant difference 
was observed between sampling points 3 and 4 in 
WWTPs E (p-value = 0.006) and F (p-value = 0.002). 
There was also a significant difference between sam-
pling points four and five as well as five and six in 
WWTPs A, B, C, and D with p ≤ 0.05 (Table S3).

3.5  MPs in the Receiving Sources of the Effluent

The number of MPs at the final points of sampling 
(points of entry of the effluent into the environment) 
was enhanced compared to the effluent of WWTPs, 
so that it increased in surface water from 0.51 to 1 
MP/L, 0.55 to 1.22 MP/L, 1.23 to 1.96 MP/L, 6.28 to 
7.63 MP/L, and 0.97 to 2.13 MP/L in points of A8, B8, 
C7, D7, and E6, respectively (Fig.  5A, B, C, D, and 
E). Also, the number of MPs in F5 (agricultural land) 
increased to 2.68 MP/L (Fig.  5F). Estahbanati and 
Fahrenfeld (2016) detected the concentration of MPs in 
the river that was located on the way to WWTP, and 
they observed that the amount of MPs in the upstream 
and downstream of the WWTP was 24 No/m3 and 
71.7 No/m3, respectively. In this study, the Wilcoxon 
signed-rank analysis showed that there is a statistically 
significant difference between sampling points six and 
seven in WWTPs A, B, and C with p-values of 0.046, 
0.038, and 0.039, respectively (Table  S3). The USA 
focuses on eliminating MP particles used in personal 
care products, and Belgium, Austria, Sweden, and the 

Table 1  Estimates on the daily discharge of MPs to the environment through WWTPs

WWTPs Treatment processes Capacity (L/d) Number of MPs in effluents 
(MP/L)

Discharge (MP/day)

A ASP 1 ×  107 0.51 5.1 ×  106

B ASP 9 ×  106 0.55 4.95 ×  104

C AL 8 ×  106 1.23 9.84 ×  104

D AL 2.38 ×  107 6.28 1.49 ×  108

E SBR 1 ×  107 0.97 9.7 ×  105

F SP 1.3 ×  107 2.3 2.99 ×  107
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Netherlands are also supporting the ban on the use of 
MPs in these products (Stein, 2015; Graney, 2015). 
This action can cause the reduction of MPs in the efflu-
ent of WWTPs and as a result reduce it in the receiving 
waters or soil (Estahbanati & Fahrenfeld, 2016).

4  Conclusions

We investigated the size, number, color, and shape 
of MPs during six WWTPs with treatment processes 
ASP, AL, SBR, and SP, as well as determined the num-
ber of MPs in the receiving sources of this effluent. 
The clear color was the dominant color at the influent 
as well as at the effluent of WWTPs. MPs with size of 
larger were completely removed during the treatment 
process. A high amount of MPs was removed by these 
WWTPs. Generally, different processes of wastewater 
treatment and the type of operating units have a major 
impact on the removal of MPs. Best removal efficiency 
of MPs was obtained by the ASP process. However, a 
large volume of MPs enters the environment via the 
effluent of these WWTPs. Therefore, the effluent is a 
source of the entry of MP particles into the environ-
ment. The number of MP downstream of WWTPs 
increased compared to the final effluent. More research 
is needed to determine the rate of MPs in the upstream 
points of these WWTPs as well as in more points of 
these receiving sources of effluent.

Funding The authors would like to acknowledge Social 
Determinants of Health Research Center, Ardabil University of 
Medical Sciences, Ardabil, Iran, for financial and instrumental 
supports (Grant No. IR.ARUMS.REC.1400.328).

Data Availability All data generated or analyzed during this 
study are included in this published article.

Declarations 

Conflict of Interest The authors declare no competing interests.

References

Abeynayaka, A., Werellagama, I., Ngoc-Bao, P., Henges-
baugh, M., Gajanayake, P., Nallaperuma, B., Karkour, S., 
Bui, X.-T., & Itsubo, N. (2022). Microplastics in waste-
water treatment plants. Current Developments in Biotech-
nology and Bioengineering, 311–337. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/ B978-0- 323- 99874-1. 00010-5

Al-Azzawi, M. S., Funck, M., Kunaschk, M., Von der Esch, 
E., Jacob, O., Freier, K. P., Schmidt, T. C., Elsner, M., 
Ivleva, N. P., & Tuerk, J. (2022). Microplastic sampling 
from wastewater treatment plant effluents: Best-practices 
and synergies between thermoanalytical and spectroscopic 
analysis. Water Research, 219, 118549. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. watres. 2022. 118549

Alvim, C. B., Valiente, S. N., Bes-Piá, M., & Mendoza-Roca, 
J. (2022). Methodology for removing microplastics and 
other anthropogenic microparticles from sludge dewater-
ing system. Journal of Environmental Management, 314, 
115010. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jenvm an. 2022. 115010

Becucci, M., Mancini, M., Campo, R., & Paris, E. (2022). 
Microplastics in the Florence wastewater treatment plant 
studied by a continuous sampling method and Raman 
spectroscopy: A preliminary investigation. Science of 
The Total Environment, 808, 152025. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. scito tenv. 2021. 152025

Chand, R., Kohansal, K., Toor, S., Pedersen, T. H., & Vol-
lertsen, J. (2022). Microplastics degradation through 
hydrothermal liquefaction of wastewater treatment 
sludge. Journal of Cleaner Production, 335, 130383. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jclep ro. 2022. 130383

De-la-Torre, G. E., Pizarro-Ortega, C. I., Dioses-Salinas, D. 
C., Loayza, J. C., Sanchez, J. S., Meza-Chuquizuta, C., 
Espinoza-Morriberón, D., Rakib, M. R. J., Ben-Haddad, 
M., & Dobaradaran, S. (2022). Are we underestimating 
floating microplastic pollution? A quantitative analysis 
of two sampling methodologies. Marine Pollution Bul-
letin, 178, 113592. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 
2022. 113592

Dong, S., Gao, P., Li, B., Feng, L., Liu, Y., Du, Z., & Zhang, 
L. (2022). Occurrence and migration of microplastics and 
plasticizers in different wastewater and sludge treatment 
units in municipal wastewater treatment plant. Frontiers 
of Environmental Science & Engineering, 16(11), 142. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11783- 022- 1577-9

Eibes, P. M., & Gabel, F. (2022). Floating microplastic debris in 
a rural river in Germany: Distribution, types and potential 
sources and sinks. Science of The Total Environment, 816, 
151641. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2021. 151641

Estahbanati, S., & Fahrenfeld, N. L. (2016). Influence of waste-
water treatment plant discharges on microplastic concen-
trations in surface water. Chemosphere, 162, 277–284. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo sphere. 2016. 07. 083

Gao, Z., Chen, L., Cizdziel, J., & Huang, Y. (2023a). Research 
progress on microplastics in wastewater treatment plants: A 
holistic review. Journal of Environmental Management, 325, 
116411. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jenvm an. 2022. 116411

Gao, Z., Cizdziel, J. V., & Chen, L. (2023b). Microplastics pro-
file in sludge from a university wastewater treatment plant 
and the influence of chemical digestions on Nile red stained 
microplastics. Journal of Environmental Chemical Engi-
neering, 11(3), 109671. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jece. 2023. 
109671

Graney, G. (2015). Slipping through the cracks: How tiny plas-
tic microbeads are currently escaping water treatment 
plants and international pollution regulation. Fordham 
Int’l LJ, 39, 1023.

Hajji, S., Ben-Haddad, M., Abelouah, M. R., De-la-Torre, G. 
E., & Alla, A. A. (2023). Occurrence, characteristics, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-323-99874-1.00010-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-323-99874-1.00010-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2022.118549
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2022.118549
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2022.115010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.152025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.152025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.130383
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2022.113592
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2022.113592
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11783-022-1577-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.151641
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.07.083
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2022.116411
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2023.109671
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2023.109671


Water Air Soil Pollut (2023) 234:589 

1 3

Page 11 of 12 589

Vol.: (0123456789)

and removal of microplastics in wastewater treatment 
plants located on the Moroccan Atlantic: The case of 
Agadir metropolis. Science of the Total Environment, 862, 
160815. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2022. 160815

Haque, M. M., Nupur, F. Y., Parvin, F., & Tareq, S. M. (2022). 
Occurrence and characteristics of microplastic in differ-
ent types of industrial wastewater and sludge: A potential 
threat of emerging pollutants to the freshwater of Bang-
ladesh. Journal of Hazardous Materials Advances, 8, 
100166. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hazadv. 2022. 100166

Harley-Nyang, D., Memon, F. A., Jones, N., & Galloway, T. 
(2022). Investigation and analysis of microplastics in sew-
age sludge and biosolids: A case study from one wastewa-
ter treatment works in the UK. Science of the Total Envi-
ronment, 823, 153735. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 
2022. 153735

Jiang, J., Wang, X., Ren, H., Cao, G., Xie, G., Xing, D., & Liu, 
B. (2020). Investigation and fate of microplastics in wastewa-
ter and sludge filter cake from a wastewater treatment plant 
in China. Science of the Total Environment, 746, 141378. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 141378

Khan, N. A., Khan, A. H., Maldonado, E. A. L., Alam, S. S., López, 
J. R. L., Herrera, P. F. M., Mohamed, B. A., Mahmoud, A. E. 
D., Abutaleb, A., & Singh, L. (2022). Microplastics: Occur-
rences, treatment methods, regulations and foreseen environ-
mental impacts. Environmental Research, 114224. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. envres. 2022. 114224

Kılıç, E., Yücel, N., & Şahutoğlu, S. M. (2023). Microplastic com-
position, load and removal efficiency from wastewater treat-
ment plants discharging into Orontes River. International 
Journal of Environmental Research, 17(2), 25. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s41742- 023- 00514-0

Koyuncuoğlu, P., & Erden, G. (2023). Microplastics in munici-
pal wastewater treatment plants: A case study of Denizli/
Turkey. Frontiers of Environmental Science & Engineer-
ing, 17(8), 99. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11783- 023- 1699-8

Krishnan, R. Y., Manikandan, S., Subbaiya, R., Karmegam, N., 
Kim, W., & Govarthanan, M. (2023). Recent approaches 
and advanced wastewater treatment technologies for miti-
gating emerging microplastics contamination–A critical 
review. Science of The Total Environment, 858, 159681. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2022. 159681

Kutralam-Muniasamy, G., Shruti, V., Pérez-Guevara, F., & 
Roy, P. D. (2023). Microplastic diagnostics in humans: 
“The 3Ps” progress, problems, and prospects. Science of 
The Total Environment, 856, 159164. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. scito tenv. 2022. 159164

Kwon, H. J., Hidayaturrahman, H., Peera, S. G., & Lee, T. G. 
(2022). Elimination of microplastics at different stages in 
wastewater treatment plants. Water, 14(15), 2404. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3390/ w1415 2404

Lares, M., Ncibi, M. C., Sillanpää, M., & Sillanpää, M. (2018). 
Occurrence, identification and removal of microplastic 
particles and fibers in conventional activated sludge pro-
cess and advanced MBR technology. Water Research, 133, 
236–246. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. watres. 2018. 01. 049

LaRue, R. J., Patterson, B., O’Brien, S., & Latulippe, D. R. 
(2022). Evaluation of membrane fouling by microplastic 
particles in tertiary wastewater treatment processes. ACS 
ES&T Water, 2(6), 955–966. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ acses 
twater. 1c004 30

Leslie, H. A., Van Velzen, M. J., Brandsma, S. H., Vethaak, A. 
D., Garcia-Vallejo, J. J., & Lamoree, M. H. (2022). Dis-
covery and quantification of plastic particle pollution in 
human blood. Environment International, 163, 107199. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envint. 2022. 107199

Liu, W., Zhang, J., Liu, H., Guo, X., Zhang, X., Yao, X., Cao, 
Z., & Zhang, T. (2021). A review of the removal of micro-
plastics in global wastewater treatment plants: Character-
istics and mechanisms. Environment International, 146, 
106277. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envint. 2020. 106277

Lofty, J., Muhawenimana, V., Wilson, C., & Ouro, P. (2022). 
Microplastics removal from a primary settler tank in a 
wastewater treatment plant and estimations of contamina-
tion onto European agricultural land via sewage sludge 
recycling. Environmental Pollution, 304, 119198. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2022. 119198

Luo, Y., Xie, H., Xu, H., Zhou, C., Wang, P., Liu, Z., Yang, 
Y., Huang, J., Wang, C., & Zhao, X. (2023). Wastewa-
ter treatment plant serves as a potentially controllable 
source of microplastic: Association of microplastic 
removal and operational parameters and water quality 
data. Journal of Hazardous Materials, 441, 129974. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhazm at. 2022. 129974

Martín-García, A. P., Egea-Corbacho, Á., Franco, A. A., 
Rodríguez-Barroso, R., Coello, M. D., & Quiroga, J. M. 
(2023). Grab and composite samples: Variations in the 
analysis of microplastics in a real wastewater treatment 
plant in the South of Spain. Journal of Environmental 
Chemical Engineering, 11(2), 109486. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. jece. 2023. 109486

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-
mental Pollution, 218, 1045–1054. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. envpol. 2016. 08. 056

Mishra, S., Singh, R. P., Rout, P. K., & Das, A. P. (2022). 
Membrane bioreactor (MBR) as an advanced waste-
water treatment technology for removal of synthetic 
microplastics. Development in Wastewater Treatment 
Research and Processes, 45–60. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 
B978-0- 323- 85583-9. 00022-3

Monteiro, S. S., & da Costa, J. P. (2022). Methods for the extrac-
tion of microplastics in complex solid, water and biota sam-
ples. Trends in Environmental Analytical Chemistry, 33, 
e00151. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. teac. 2021. e00151

Naji, A., Azadkhah, S., Farahani, H., Uddin, S., & Khan, F. 
R. (2021). Microplastics in wastewater outlets of Bandar 
Abbas city (Iran): A potential point source of microplastics 
into the Persian Gulf. Chemosphere, 262, 128039. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo sphere. 2020. 128039

Nguyen, P.-D., Tran, Q.-V., Le, T.-T., Nguyen, Q.-H., Kieu-
Le, T.-C., & Strady, E. (2023). Evaluation of microplastic 
removal efficiency of wastewater-treatment plants in a devel-
oping country, Vietnam. Environmental Technology & Inno-
vation, 102994. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. eti. 2022. 102994

Reddy, A. S., & Nair, A. T. (2022) The fate of microplastics in 
wastewater treatment plants: An overview of source and 
remediation technologies. Environmental Technology & 
Innovation, 102815. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. eti. 2022. 
102815

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.160815
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hazadv.2022.100166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.153735
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.153735
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141378
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2022.114224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2022.114224
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41742-023-00514-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41742-023-00514-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11783-023-1699-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.159681
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.159164
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.159164
https://doi.org/10.3390/w14152404
https://doi.org/10.3390/w14152404
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.01.049
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsestwater.1c00430
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsestwater.1c00430
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2022.107199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.106277
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119198
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119198
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2022.129974
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2023.109486
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2023.109486
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.08.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.08.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-323-85583-9.00022-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-323-85583-9.00022-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.teac.2021.e00151
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.128039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.128039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eti.2022.102994
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eti.2022.102815
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eti.2022.102815


 Water Air Soil Pollut (2023) 234:589

1 3

589 Page 12 of 12

Vol:. (1234567890)

Ridall, A., Farrar, E., Dansby, M., & Ingels, J. (2023). Influence 
of wastewater treatment plants and water input sources on 
size, shape, and polymer distributions of microplastics in St. 
Andrew Bay, Florida, USA. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 187, 
114552. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2022. 114552

Sadia, M., Mahmood, A., Ibrahim, M., Irshad, M. K., Qud-
dusi, A. H. A., Bokhari, A., Mubashir, M., Chuah, L. 
F., & Show, P. L. (2022). Microplastics pollution from 
wastewater treatment plants: A critical review on chal-
lenges, detection, sustainable removal techniques and 
circular economy. Environmental Technology & Innova-
tion, 102946. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. eti. 2022. 102946

Sakali, A., Coello, D., Brigui, J., Albendín, G., Arellano, J., 
Quiroga, J. M., & Rodríguez-Barroso, R. (2022). Annual 
estimates of microplastics in municipal sludge treatment 
plants in southern Spain. Journal of Water Process Engi-
neering, 49, 102956. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jwpe. 2022. 
102956

Shan, W., Li, B., Zhang, H., Zhang, Z., Wang, Y., Gao, Z., & Li, 
J. (2022). Distribution, characteristics and daily fluctuations 
of microplastics throughout wastewater treatment plants 
with mixed domestic—Industrial influents in Wuxi City, 
China. Frontiers of Environmental Science & Engineering, 
16, 1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. watres. 2023. 119569

Simon, M., van Alst, N., & Vollertsen, J. (2018). Quantification 
of microplastic mass and removal rates at wastewater treat-
ment plants applying Focal Plane Array (FPA)-based Fou-
rier Transform Infrared (FT-IR) imaging. Water Research, 
142, 1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. watres. 2018. 05. 019

Sönmez, V. Z., Akarsu, C., & Sivri, N. (2023). Impact of 
coastal wastewater treatment plants on microplastic pol-
lution in surface seawater and ecological risk assess-
ment. Environmental Pollution, 318, 120922. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2022. 120922

Stein, M. M. (2015) 21st Century Cures Draft Includes 
Changes To Medicare Coverage, Pay. Inside CMS, 18, 
1–13.https:// www. jstor. org/ stable/ 26702 752

Tadsuwan, K., & Babel, S. (2022a). Microplastic abundance 
and removal via an ultrafiltration system coupled to a con-
ventional municipal wastewater treatment plant in Thai-
land. Journal of Environmental Chemical Engineering, 
10(2), 107142. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jece. 2022. 107142

Tadsuwan, K., & Babel, S. (2022b). Unraveling microplastics 
removal in wastewater treatment plant: A comparative 
study of two wastewater treatment plants in Thailand. 
Chemosphere, 307, 135733. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
chemo sphere. 2022. 135733

Takdastan, A., Niari, M. H., Babaei, A., Dobaradaran, S., Jorfi, 
S., & Ahmadi, M. (2021). Occurrence and distribution of 
microplastic particles and the concentration of Di 2-ethyl 
hexyl phthalate (DEHP) in microplastics and wastewater 
in the wastewater treatment plant. Journal of Environmen-
tal Management, 280, 111851. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
jenvm an. 2020. 111851

Tang, N., Liu, X., & Xing, W. (2020). Microplastics in waste-
water treatment plants of Wuhan, Central China: Abun-
dance, removal, and potential source in household waste-
water. Science of the Total Environment, 745, 141026. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 141026

Vuori, L., & Ollikainen, M. (2022). How to remove micro-
plastics in wastewater? A cost-effectiveness analysis. 

Ecological Economics, 192, 107246. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. ecole con. 2021. 107246

Wang, M.-H., Chen, C.-F., Albarico, F. P. J. B., Chen, C.-W., 
& Dong, C.-D. (2022). Occurrence and distribution of 
phthalate esters and microplastics in wastewater treat-
ment plants in Taiwan and their toxicological risks. Che-
mosphere, 307, 135857. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo 
sphere. 2022. 135857

Wu, X., Zhao, X., Chen, R., Liu, P., Liang, W., Wang, J., Teng, 
M., Wang, X., & Ga, S. (2022). Wastewater treatment 
plants act as essential sources of microplastic formation in 
aquatic environments: A critical review. Water Research, 
118825.https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. watres. 2022. 118825

Yang, F., Li, D., Zhang, Z., Wen, L., Liu, S., Hu, E., Li, M., & 
Gao, L. (2022). Characteristics and the potential impact fac-
tors of microplastics in wastewater originated from different 
human activity. Process Safety and Environment Protection, 
166, 78–85. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. psep. 2022. 07. 048

Yang, J., Monnot, M., Sun, Y., Asia, L., Wong-Wah-Chung, 
P., Doumenq, P., & Moulin, P. (2023). Microplastics in 
different water samples (seawater, freshwater, and waste-
water): Removal efficiency of membrane treatment pro-
cesses. Water Research, 232, 119673. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. watres. 2023. 119673

Zhang, Z., Liu, W., Gao, Q., Huang, F., Kang, Y., Pan, Y., Luo, 
G., Zhou, X., Fan, L., & Wang, A. (2023). Microplastics 
extraction from wastewater treatment plants: Two-step 
digestion pre-treatment and application. Water Research, 
119569. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. watres. 2023. 119569

Zhao, K., Wei, Y., Dong, J., Zhao, P., Wang, Y., Pan, X., & 
Wang, J. (2022). Separation and characterization of 
microplastic and nanoplastic particles in marine environ-
ment. Environmental Pollution, 297, 118773. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2021. 118773

Ziajahromi, S., Neale, P. A., Rintoul, L., & Leusch, F. D. 
(2017). Wastewater treatment plants as a pathway for 
microplastics: Development of a new approach to sam-
ple wastewater-based microplastics. Water Research, 112, 
93–99. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. watres. 2017. 01. 042

Ziajahromi, S., Neale, P. A., Silveira, I. T., Chua, A., & Leusch, 
F. D. (2021). An audit of microplastic abundance through-
out three Australian wastewater treatment plants. Chem-
osphere, 263, 128294. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo 
sphere. 2020. 128294

Zöhre, K., & James, A. (2022). Effectiveness of microplastics 
removal in wastewater treatment plants: A critical analysis 
of wastewater treatment processes. Journal of Environ-
mental Chemical Engineering, 107831. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jece. 2022. 107831

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard 
to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional 
affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) 
holds exclusive rights to this article under a publishing 
agreement with the author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author 
self-archiving of the accepted manuscript version of this article 
is solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement 
and applicable law.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2022.114552
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eti.2022.102946
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2022.102956
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2022.102956
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2023.119569
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.05.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.120922
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.120922
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26702752
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2022.107142
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135733
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135733
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2020.111851
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2020.111851
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2021.107246
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2021.107246
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135857
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135857
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2022.118825
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psep.2022.07.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2023.119673
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2023.119673
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2023.119569
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.118773
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.118773
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.01.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.128294
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.128294
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2022.107831
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2022.107831

	Release of Microplastics to the Environment Through Wastewater Treatment Plants: Study on Four Types of Wastewater Treatment Processes
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 Material and Methods
	2.1 Sampling Site
	2.2 Sample Collection
	2.3 Sample Processing

	3 Result and Discussion
	3.1 Color Distribution of MPs
	3.2 Shape of MPs
	3.3 Size of MPs
	3.4 Comparison of MPs Number and Removal Efficiency in Six WWTPs
	3.5 MPs in the Receiving Sources of the Effluent

	4 Conclusions
	Anchor 15
	References


