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Abstract The recalcitrance of modern plastics is a 
key driver of the accretion of plastics in both waste 
management streams and the environment. As a 
result, the management of plastic waste has become 
a focal point of both research and public policy. 
The following review summarises the effectiveness 
of widespread approaches to plastic management, 
before exploring recent developments in the use of 
both naturally derived products and plastic-degrad-
ing organisms to reduce the burden of plastic wastes, 
including the potential value of symbiotic relation-
ships between plastic-degrading organisms in the bio-
degradation of plastics in the environment. To date, 
plastic management strategies have typically focused 
on interventions to influence both plastic production 
and consumer behaviour, improvements in effective 
waste management systems and increased circular-
ity of materials, and changes to the product design 
to increase the lifespan of the product and its suit-
ability for preferred waste streams. However, the 
relative success of these measures has been mixed. 

Complementary to these established approaches is the 
increasing exploitation of biological and biochemical 
processes and natural products, including the identi-
fication of organisms and enzymes which are able to 
biodegrade different plastics at meaningful rates. This 
recent research frequently focuses on microbes from 
soil and marine environments, identifying numerous 
enzymes capable of acting on polymers or specific 
functional groups. While questions remain as to their 
effectiveness outside of laboratory conditions, the 
distribution of identified species and their apparent 
effectiveness indicates the potential benefits of these 
microbes both individually or in symbiosis with an 
appropriate host species.

Keywords Microplastic · Waste management · 
Microbe · Enzyme · Degradation

1 Introduction

The accumulation of plastic waste in the environment 
(Derraik, 2002; MacLeod et  al., 2021) is the result 
of the combined factors of mass production of plas-
tics (Geyer et al., 2017; Lebreton & Andrady, 2019), 
insufficient waste management (Borrelle et al., 2020) 
and the recalcitrance of plastic polymers (Ali et  al., 
2021). In light of these factors, and of the growing 
body of literature indicating the potentially harm-
ful effects of plastic debris (e.g. Costa et  al., 2020; 
Palmer & Herat, 2021), there has been increased 
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interest in the development of technological, regula-
tory and behavioural measures to control either the 
annual mass of plastic waste generated or the speed 
at which plastic polymers degrade or are removed 
from the environment. However, to date, these meas-
ures have been deployed irregularly, and with mixed 
success. Nevertheless, the global appetite for “solu-
tions” to the plastic problem remains high and new 
responses are routinely proposed.

1.1  Limiting the Production of Plastic Waste

Some of the most commonly used approaches to 
the management and mitigation of plastic pollu-
tion are those associated with reduced produc-
tion. For example, numerous countries have intro-
duced measures designed to reduce both plastic 
production and plastic waste by restricting the 
sale of many products, particularly non-essential 
single-use items (Xanthos & Walker, 2017). Com-
mon products affected by this legislation include 
disposable plastic bags, straws and microbead 
scrubs (Schnurr et  al., 2018). Such legislation 
has been seen to yield some reduction in the use 
of the plastic items targeted (Lam et  al., 2018). 
For example, Ireland’s 2002 tax levy on plastic 
bags was reported to have reduced plastic bag use 
by approximately 90% (Convery et  al., 2007) and 
Botswana’s bag charge also saw usage reduction 
(Dikgang & Visser, 2012). However, South Afri-
ca’s bag charge has been proven to be less effec-
tive, despite a sharp initial decrease after the levy 
introduction, demand for bags resurged after less 
than 2  years as customers became accustomed to 
the extra charge, though still at lower levels than 
before the levy (Dikgang et al., 2012).

The regulation of plastic products may also be 
associated with prior or concurrent campaigning, 
either to influence the type of legislative change iden-
tified above or directly affect the behaviour of indus-
try and consumers. For example, at the industry level, 
businesses have endeavoured to influence behav-
ioural change in the consumer (such as encouraging 
the purchase of reusable bags or promoting recycling 
schemes) or have altered practices at the organisa-
tional level either to reduce plastic use or to go plastic 
free (Lam et al., 2018).

Non-profit groups also frequently target a wide 
audience to petition for changes in legislation 

(Moss, 2021) and can use citizen-science to gather 
data to encourage changes in legislative, commer-
cial, or industrial practices. For example, The Big 
Plastic Count, organised by Greenpeace and Every-
day Plastic (https:// thebi gplas ticco unt. com/), pro-
vided materials and an online submission point for 
the UK public to audit 1 week of household plastic 
waste, the data from which is intended to be used 
as evidence in favour of better legislative changes. 
Likewise, in 2017, Lonely Whale launched “#Stop-
Sucking”, a global online campaign to reduce plas-
tic straw use. The campaign apparently reached 74 
million people, saw over 50,000 pledges to stop 
using plastic straws and induced government and 
business legislation changes (https:// showm ethe. 
work/ straw lesso cean). In addition, media cover-
age has have sought to influence consumer aware-
ness and behaviour via a combination of factual and 
emotive content and the highlighting of practical 
responses (Borg et  al., 2021; Henderson & Green, 
2020; Males & Van Aelst, 2021). Unfortunately, 
the relative impact of these measures is variable 
(Moss, 2021). For example, in Australia, campaigns 
to reduce plastic use and prevent incorrect disposal 
have been seen to be more impactful than the devel-
opment of new public policy (Willis et  al., 2018), 
while a Canadian store’s attempt to discourage plas-
tic bag use backfired due to people wanting the nov-
elty printed bags which were originally designed to 
shame people from using them (Moss, 2021). How-
ever, the 2015 Kenya plastic bag ban campaign of 
photojournalist, James Wakibia, received positive 
responses from the then Kenyan Environment sec-
retary, and a national plastic bag ban was passed in 
2017 (Schnurr et al., 2018).

1.2  Limiting the Loss of Plastic to the Environment

Traditionally, the control of plastic materials at end-
of-life is through waste management infrastructures. 
Waste plastics may be collected by governments, 
businesses, public volunteer groups and individuals, 
with a mix of municipal and/or private household and 
business waste collection. As a key part of the waste 
infrastructure, recycling is often highlighted for its 
importance in reducing the loss of plastic to the envi-
ronment as well as influencing the demand for virgin 
plastics, oil use and associated  CO2 emissions (Gu 
et al., 2017). Recycling may involve both government 
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and business in the provision of facilities and infra-
structure (Xevgenos et  al., 2015); however, waste 
infrastructure may be highly variable between coun-
tries, from national networks to local collectors. For 
example, 98% of local authorities in England provide 
kerbside collection for households (Hahladakis et al., 
2018), while in Norway 70% of households have 
access to kerbside collection (Xevgenos et al., 2015). 
Furthermore, public confusion about separation of 
materials can contribute to contamination, lowering 
the quality of collected material to recyclers (Rousta 
et al., 2015; Thoden van Velzen et al., 2019). Recy-
cling rates in Europe in 2020 were 13 times higher 
when waste was collected separately (65% recycled), 
compared to mixed collection methods (5% recycled) 
(Plastics Europe, 2022).

Under certain scenarios, businesses may facilitate 
or undertake plastic collection and recycling ser-
vices that local authorities can struggle to provide 
(Dumbili & Henderson, 2020), for example, the city 
of Rajshahi in Bangladesh had 140 recycling shops in 
2012 (Bari et  al., 2012); elsewhere, small recycling 
businesses may be seen in Nigeria (http:// www. chanj 
adatti. com/; http:// www. recyc lepoi nts. com; https:// 
www. wecyc lers. com), Kenya (http:// www. ecopo st. co. 
ke), India (https:// www. plast icsfo rchan ge. org/ found 
ation; https:// www. recyk al. com) and the UK (https:// 
stnic ks. org. uk/ make-a- diffe rence/ our- recyc ling- servi 
ce/) among others. Similarly, informal litter collec-
tion is a common source of primary or additional 
income. For example, the Zabbaleen of Cairo, Egypt, 
are informal waste collectors (IWCs) who recover 
street materials and provide household waste collec-
tions and have been recognised as creating a highly 
efficient recycling system (Nzeadibe, 2013). Glob-
ally, IWCs gather waste plastics and other material 
in order to sell to buy-back centres and recycling 
businesses. In Argentina and Brazil, an estimated 
200,000 and 387,910 people, respectively, are IWCs 
(Gutberlet & Carenzo, 2020), and in South Africa, 
the estimated 37,000 IWCs in 2005 (Langenhoven & 
Dyssel, 2007) rose to between 60,000 and 215,000 by 
2016 (Godfrey & Oelofse, 2017). The proportion of 
domestic and business waste that is collected in this 
manner is variable, for example, in Nigeria, IWCs 
do the majority of waste collection that is not man-
aged by local authorities (Nzeadibe, 2013), and in the 
metropolitan area of Metro Manila in the Philippines, 
20.32 and 1.63 kg/capita/day of plastic were collected 

by disposal site scavengers and street collectors 
respectively, compared to 9.79 kg/c/d by formal col-
lection workers (Environmental Management Bureau, 
2018). Indeed, IWC cooperatives may collect and sort 
a wider range of material than some private recycling 
collection firms and can further form networks which 
coordinate with local governments and universities to 
improve worker support and integrate their labour and 
knowledge into formal circular economies (Gutberlet 
& Carenzo, 2020; Schenck & Blaauw, 2011). How-
ever, while IWCs significantly contribute to diverting 
and reclaiming waste from the environment, many 
are subject to hazardous working environments and 
impoverished living conditions, and more widespread 
working protections and support for the formation 
of waste collector cooperatives or unions are to be 
desired (Gutberlet & Carenzo, 2020; Nzeadibe, 2013; 
Ogando et al., 2017).

Given the information above, it is perhaps unsur-
prising that countries and regions differ in their 
recycling rates. For example, by 2020, USA plastic 
recycling was only at 9.3% (Law et al., 2020); mean-
while, by 2012, the Netherlands’ recycling rates were 
51% (Goorhuis et al., 2012) and South Africa’s plas-
tic packaging recycling rates went from 10% in the 
1990s to ~ 46% by 2015 (Godfrey & Oelofse, 2017). 
Between 2018 and 2020, the percentage of overall EU 
post-consumer waste plastics recycled increased from 
32.5 to 35% (Plastics Europe,  2022), although these 
figures report thermoplastics and thermosets and do 
not include plastics used in textiles, varnishes, paints, 
cosmetics and medical processes.

Despite these increases, it is estimated that just 
9% of the plastic produced between 1950 and 2015 
has been recycled, and only 0.9% recycled more than 
once, since much plastic is initially recycled into 
lower-grade materials (Geyer et  al., 2017). More 
recently, Plastics Europe, (2022) estimates that 10.1% 
of thermoplastics and thermoset plastics produced in 
Europe in 2021 were from recycled sources, whilst 
the majority (87.6%) were from fossil fuel sources. 
This continued disparity must be addressed, if the 
European Commission wishes to succeed with their 
new “Circular Economy Action Plan” (Keersemaker, 
2020). Additionally, recycling “in” high-income 
countries, such as the UK and USA, frequently means 
exporting plastic, sometimes illegally, to poorer coun-
tries, where a proportion may be lost to local habi-
tats or bring about secondary negative effects during 

http://www.chanjadatti.com/
http://www.chanjadatti.com/
http://www.recyclepoints.com
https://www.wecyclers.com
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https://www.plasticsforchange.org/foundation
https://www.recykal.com
https://stnicks.org.uk/make-a-difference/our-recycling-service/
https://stnicks.org.uk/make-a-difference/our-recycling-service/
https://stnicks.org.uk/make-a-difference/our-recycling-service/
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processing (Arkenbout & Bouman, 2021; Brooks 
et  al., 2018; Law et  al., 2020; Pittiglio et  al., 2017; 
Verma et al., 2016). For example, the process of recy-
cling (milling, washing, pelletising) can unintention-
ally produce micro- and nano-plastics (MNPs), which 
can enter aquatic ecosystems, especially if sink water 
does not go through a WWTP (Suzuki et al., 2022). 
For those plastics not destined for recycling, incinera-
tion is a widespread, large-scale method used to con-
trol otherwise low-value wastes; however, this process 
may produce harmful by-products. The production of 
potentially damaging secondary products may occur 
both in contained and open waste sites (UN Environ-
ment Programme, 2017), which can have detrimental 
health effects on local people and wildlife (Arkenbout 
& Bouman, 2021; Verma et al., 2016). The amount of 
plastic incinerated is predicted to rise and match dis-
carded plastic amounts (12,000 million metric tons) 
by 2050 (Geyer et al., 2017; Plastics Europe, 2022).

1.3  Reclaiming Plastic from the Environment

In addition to limiting the production and sale of prob-
lematic plastic items and the development of waste 
management infrastructure, the extraction of plastics 
from the environment has become a widely discussed 
method for reducing environmental impact. The sim-
plest of these measures are litter picks, some of which 
are undertaken on a voluntary basis by individu-
als or as part of organised events by local, national, 
or international groups, for example New Zealand’s 
Love Your Coast programme (Sustainable Coastlines, 
2009), and the European Surfrider Ocean Initiatives 
programme (https:// www. initi ative socea nes. org/ en/). 
As indicated above, some litter picks are also struc-
tured so as to generate citizen science data which may 
be used to influence changes in business practice and 
legislation, for example the PADI AWARE Foundation 
(Roman et  al., 2020) and The Great Nurdle Hunt by 
Fidra (https:// www. nurdl ehunt. org. uk).

In addition to manual litter collection, a range of 
novel inventions have been created purposely for plas-
tic recovery from aquatic environments. These include 
floating structures able to scoop or filter plastic debris at 
the water’s surface such as “seabins” (https:// seabi nproj 
ect. com/ the- seabin- v5/), offshore barrier collectors and 
riverine interceptors (https:// theoc eancl eanup. com). A 
key consideration in mechanical plastic waste collection 

is the unintentional production of MNP waste, due to the 
increased mechanical stress (Kalogerakis et al., 2017).

1.4  Gaps in the System: Natural Processes and 
Biotechnologies to Control “Unmanageable” 
Plastics

Whilst the measures for the management of plastic 
waste outlined above are necessary to reduce both 
the mass of plastic wastes and the volume lost to the 
environment, they appear to be insufficient in isolation 
(Lau et al., 2020). Additionally, the approaches above 
are best suited to the management of large plastic 
wastes, rather than of MNPs. Currently, the only waste 
management measure widely shown to have a quanti-
fiable effect on the flow of MNPs to the environment 
is wastewater treatment (WWT), with secondary and 
tertiary treatment able to capture in excess of 90% of 
microplastics. Nevertheless, WWT facilities remain a 
major source of MNPs, predominantly fibres and frag-
ments, into the aquatic environment (Acharya et  al., 
2021; Collivignarelli et  al., 2021; Lares et  al., 2018; 
Mintenig et al., 2017; Park et al., 2020; Prajapati et al., 
2021), whereas WWT sewage sludges represent a sub-
stantial source of MNPs into the terrestrial environ-
ment (Collivignarelli et al., 2021). As a result, millions 
of tonnes of plastics continue to enter the environment 
each year (Jambeck et al., 2015).

Fortunately, in addition to the reduction of plas-
tic inputs and the removal of existing marine debris, 
there are a number of methods by which we may 
reduce the resistance of plastic polymers to degra-
dation, thus limiting their accumulation in the envi-
ronment. Although not a novel method, there has 
been a significant recent development in bio-based 
approaches to the formulation of novel polymers and 
fillers, and of the identification of new or increasingly 
efficient modes of biodegradation. Here we review 
recent developments in these measures and contrast 
them to established plastic management approaches.

2  Methods

In order to map recent developments in these novel 
approaches to plastic management, as well as to deter-
mine recent publication trends, a systematic review 

https://www.initiativesoceanes.org/en/
https://www.nurdlehunt.org.uk
https://seabinproject.com/the-seabin-v5/
https://seabinproject.com/the-seabin-v5/
https://theoceancleanup.com
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was undertaken. The targets of this review were 
novel, nature-based, developments in both bioplastics 
and biodegradation. Articles were identified via Web 
of Science using the search terms in Table 1. Initial 
terms were deliberately broad, and publications were 
initially filtered to only include publications from 
between January 2012 and December 2021. Remain-
ing documents were then restricted to remove those 
from unrelated research areas, for example “entomol-
ogy”, “geology” and “neurosciences”, review arti-
cles, and those not written in English. It is important 
to note at this point that restricting our publication to 
English-language only may result in some omissions; 
however, it is our belief that the predominant trends 
in the research have been preserved.

After download, articles were sorted by title and 
abstract to include only those studies which con-
sidered either (i) the development or application 
of novel bioplastics, blends, or fillers (rather than 
measurement of efficacy or optimisation alone), 
or (ii) the identification/observation of substances 
or organisms responsible for the biodegradation of 
plastics and bioplastics. The final number of publi-
cations is given in Fig. 1.

3  Results and Discussion

Observations of the annual number of studies pub-
lished indicate an increasing number of articles per 
year which explore the development of biobased plas-
tics and fillers; however, the number of publications 
per year which report novel drivers of biodegradation 
of plastics shows no clear trend (Fig. 2).

After removing the search terms specified in 
Table  1, the combined titles from each of collec-
tions of sorted papers were analysed to determine 
common themes. Common terms from each data-
set are displayed in Fig.  3. Papers concerning the 
development of bioplastics, blends and fillers most 
frequently used the following keywords: starch 
(49) and cellulose (34), chitosan (16), lignin (12) 
and alginates (7). Of the papers exploring modes 
of biodegradation, focal areas included soil (63) 
and marine (13) environments and, while inverte-
brates are mentioned, these studies most frequently 
focus on either individual microbial organisms or 
consortia, most commonly fungi (35) and bacte-
ria (14), with specific mention of Aspergillus (16) 

and Pseudomonas (15). The application of the 
approaches outlined in these papers is presented and 
expanded on in the following sections.

3.1  Bioplastics, Blends and Fillers: Reducing 
Polymer Recalcitrance

3.1.1  Synthetic and Biobased Polymer Blends

Biodegradability of traditional polymers may be 
increased by direct modification of the polymer, 
to make it more chemically accessible to microor-
ganisms. For example, poly(butylene terephtha-
late) (PBT), similar in structure to PET, produces 
a hydrolytically degradable copolymer, when com-
bined with poly(ethylene glycol) (PEG), partly due 
to PEG’s hydrophilicity (Chao et  al., 2007; Wang 
et  al., 2005). Similarly,  PET70-NT30, a copolymer 
of both pure PET and that modified with nitrate and 
different bonding positions of the benzene ring to 
the carbon–carbon backbone, was more suscepti-
ble to degradation by Aspergillus niger than pure 
PET (Marqués-Calvo et  al., 2006). Nevertheless, 
this method has not always achieved greater rates 
of plastic biodegradation, with polymer blends 
still outperforming them (Webb et  al., 2013). Sub-
sequently, a variety of bio-based approaches have 
been taken to influence the degradation time of 
plastics. To increase the degradation rates of tra-
ditional plastic polymers, many plastic fillers and 
additives have been developed, although these are 
often primarily used to improve other character-
istics of a product (Civancik-Uslu et  al., 2018). 
For example, Mg(OH)2 and Al(OH)3 are used as 
flame retardants for different plastics (Titelman 
et al, 2002), and biobased fillers, such as wood (Xu 
et al., 2008), reed (Corbière-Nicollier et al., 2001), 

Table 1  Search terms

Research question Search terms

Bioplastics (Bioplastic* 
OR Biopoly-
mer*) AND 
Degrad*

Biodegradation of plastics (Plastic OR 
Polymer) 
AND Biode-
grad*
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chitosan (Sunilkumar et  al., 2012), cotton, or rice 
husks (Vidal et  al., 2009), can maintain the ten-
sile strength required of a product whilst reducing 
environmental impacts, such as greenhouse gas and 
heavy metal emissions, from the overall product life 
cycle (Chuayjuljit et al., 2009).

Similarly, the recalcitrance of plastic products may 
also be altered by mixing plastic polymers with natu-
rally occurring biodegradable ones. For example, cot-
ton-based microcrystalline cellulose combined with 
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) to make MCC-PVC films 
has been seen to exhibit improved tensile strength 
than that of pure PVC and could partially biodegrade, 
as have LDPE-chitosan composites plasticised with 
palm oil (Sunilkumar et al., 2012). The increased bio-
degradability of such blended products may be solely 

due to the incorporation of material that is already 
biodegradable, resulting in a partially biodegradable 
product (Khoramejadian, 2013; Leja & Lewandow-
icz, 2010); however, Zykova et al., (2021) found FTIR 
evidence of PE polymer breakdown from PE-wood 
flour composites buried in soil.

Nevertheless, some blends have negligible degrad-
ing capacity, such as PP and sugarcane bagasse (Car-
doso et  al., 2014); furthermore, the biodegradable 
component may not breakdown as swiftly as when 
in isolation, if it is encapsulated in the plastic, since 
access for the biodegrading microorganisms can be 
obscured until mechanical breakdown liberates it 
again (Sunilkumar et al., 2012; Vidal et al., 2009).

Nonetheless, the chemical incorporation, via 
cross-linkage, of a naturally biodegradable polymer 

Fig. 1  Paper sorting and 
exclusion
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to a synthetic plastic polymer, can facilitate the bio-
chemical breakdown of the plastic polymer itself. 
Starch cross-linked with LDPE facilitates microbial 
attachment and attack of the LDPE and its oligomer 
breakdown products, via increasing water perme-
ability and providing hydrophilic binding points for 
microbes (Borghei et al., 2010; Bulatović et al., 2022; 
Oromiehie et  al., 2013); a similar process has been 
indicated with LDPE-chitosan, with palm oil plasti-
ciser enhancing composite biodegradation (Sunilku-
mar et al., 2012).

3.1.2  Bioplastic Substitution of Synthetic Polymers

Another way to reduce the production of recalcitrant 
plastic waste is to use an already highly biodegradable 
naturally sourced material. This is especially impor-
tant for short-lifespan products which are left out in the 
environment, such as agricultural mulch (Manfra et al., 
2021). Polylactic acid (PLA) is a widely used bioplas-
tic, especially in practical medicine and in anticancer 

drug delivery research (Ashothaman et  al., 2021; 
Jelonek et  al., 2016) and can be further chemically 
modified to alter its qualities (Veccharelli et al., 2016). 
Starch biofilms are used in some packaging and can 
be sourced from potatoes. The incorporation of glyc-
erol and sorbitol acts as plasticisers, able to alter water 
permeability and biodegradability (Ng et al., 2022) to 
suit product requirements. Other chemical enhance-
ments of starch include acetylation of hydroxyl groups, 
creating ester links, which also act as internal plasticis-
ers (Jayasekara et  al., 2005). Animal-based biopoly-
mers include chitin, from which chitosan films, used 
in food packaging, can be made. Chitin films can be 
as impermeable to water vapour as commercial PVC, 
and modification via glutaraldehyde cross-linking can 
both reduce the degree of swelling when submerged in 
water and retain biodegradability (Pavoni et al., 2021). 
Both chitin and cellulose-based films can have lower 
oxygen permeability (OP) than synthetic plastic pack-
aging, due to the degree of polymer hydrogen bonding, 
with variation of OP possible depending on production 

Fig. 2  Distribution of the 
sorted publications by year

Fig. 3  Common keywords across the sorted papers
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methods. Chitosan can be further blended with glyc-
erol and Na-montmorillonite (clay-based) to improve 
mechanical properties and reduce water permeability 
(Yu et  al., 2020). Chitin nanowhiskers can also rein-
force PLA, creating a nanocomposite with greater ten-
sile strength and thermal stability whilst remaining bio-
degradable (Mohd Asri et al., 2020). Bacteria produce 
a range of biodegradable polyesters, including poly-ß-
hydroxyalkanoate (PHB) (Jayasekara et  al., 2005), a 
member of a wider group of poly(hydroxyalkanoate)
s (PHAs). These are also used for some commercial 
products (Boey et al., 2021); however, the production 
costs are typically higher than petroleum-based materi-
als; hence, synthetic plastics have continued to domi-
nate markets over PHAs (Sabapathy et  al., 2020; Yu 
et al., 2020). Bioplastics are continuously being devel-
oped into useful synthetic plastic replacements and 
feedstocks from algae, seaweed and even fish scales are 
being explored (Rajendran et  al., 2012; University of 
Sussex, 2019).

3.1.3  The Drawbacks of Bioplastics

Bioplastics can be biobased (from biomass) and/
or biodegradable (able to be converted to biomass, 
 CO2,  H2O and  CH4 by microorganisms), but not 
always both. For example, PE can be created with 
biobased feedstocks, but still presents a biochemical 
challenge for breakdown, as petrochemical-based PE 
does (Dilkes-Hoffman et  al., 2019). Unfortunately, 
biobased feedstocks may have further negative envi-
ronmental impacts of their own, such as the use of 
more land and pesticides besides that for food pro-
duction (Vidal et  al., 2009), especially if managed 
unsustainably. Other critiques of bioplastics, such 
as PLA, are that they can induce similar toxicologi-
cal effects in marine animals as synthetic plastic does 
(Manfra et  al., 2021), can emit methane in landfills, 
and are not as biodegradable under typical domestic 
conditions or in the environment as they are in indus-
trial composting or laboratory trials (Haider et  al., 
2019; Yu et al., 2020). For example, Dilkes-Hoffman 
et  al. (2019) point out that PLA should technically 
be referred to as an “industrially compostable” poly-
mer, due to its specific temperature requirements and 
abiotic hydrolysis degradation. Nevertheless, a study 
screening Arctic microorganisms found many able to 
biodegrade bioplastics even at such low temperatures 
(Urbanek et al., 2017), an encouraging indicator that 

biodegradation of bioplastics could be feasible out-
side of optimised temperatures.

A final potential drawback of polymer blends and 
bioplastics is that some recycling facilities may not 
accommodate variants from purer synthetic polymers, 
since the addition of fillers can produce lower-qual-
ity recycled materials (La Manila, 2003; Soroudi & 
Jakubowicz, 2013). Usual plastic recycling facilities 
are not the ideal destination for biodegradable plas-
tics, but most countries do not have waste manage-
ment systems designed for the appropriate separa-
tion of biodegradable plastics, and surveys indicate 
the public generally believe recycling bins to be the 
correct disposal point (Dilkes-Hoffman et al., 2019). 
This may lead to the rejection of the accompanying 
“purer” synthetic plastic from the recycling process, 
if a company deems a batch of collected plastic as too 
“contaminated” with blended or biodegradable plas-
tics (Soroudi & Jakubowicz, 2013).

3.2  Enhancing Biodegradation

3.2.1  Biodegrading Microbes and Enzymes

Although by far the least explored approach to plastic 
management, the identification of plastic-degrading 
organisms has created significant interest in the past 
few years. Despite the persistence of plastics in the 
environment, many plastic-biodegrading microor-
ganisms (PBMs) and plastic-biodegrading enzymes 
(PBEs) have been identified. Recognised as early as 
the 1970s (Jones & Prasad, 1974; Suzuki et al., 1973), 
these organisms and enzymes can target a range of 
synthetic plastic. This biochemical degradation gen-
erates opportunities to eradicate waste plastics from 
our environment without the drawbacks of traditional 
waste management measures such as incineration, 
since microorganisms are capable of degrading com-
plex (Ndeh & Gilbert, 2018) or toxic (Ismail et  al., 
2022; Sher & Rehman, 2019) compounds. Table  2 
provides exemplars of PBM’s and PBEs from the lit-
erature, including the organism or environment from 
which they were isolated and the plastic on which 
they have been found to be effective (Ahmaditabata-
baei et al., 2021; Amobonye et al., 2021; Danso et al., 
2018; Francis et al., 2021; Pathak & Navneet, 2017; 
Ru et al., 2020; Tiwari et al., 2020).

The process of plastic degradation is typically as 
follows: PBMs adhere to the surface of plastics and 
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excrete extracellular PBEs, often forming pits and 
fissures detectable under microscopes. The PBEs 
depolymerise and chemically alter plastic polymers 
via oxidation of side groups and dehydrogenation of 
carbon chains, resulting in deformation or stretch-
ing of C = C, CO, COOH, OH, CN bonds within the 
polymer chain and depolymerised products (Abdul-
hay, 2020; Leja & Lewandowicz, 2010; Santo et al., 
2013; Sepperumal et  al., 2013; Woo et  al., 2020; 
Yang et al., 2014).

Some plastics, such as polyurethane (PUR) are 
heteropolymers, made up of several different starting 
monomers and so need different species of enzymes 
to attack the relevant groups. Polyurethane contains 
ester and amide-type bonds (urethane groups) and 
was more effectively depolymerised by both amidase 
E4143 and esterase E3576 than either alone. Another 
esterase, TfCut2 polyester hydrolase from Thermobi‑
fida fusca, also catalyses polyester-PUR depolymeri-
sation via hydrolysis (Magnin et  al., 2019; Schmidt 
et  al., 2017). PETase and MHETase from Ideonella 
sakaiensis catalyse different stages of PET biodeg-
radation, with PETase first catalysing conversion of 
polyethylene terephthalate (PET) to bis-2-hydroye-
thyl terephthalate (BHET), terephthalic acid (TPA) 
and mono(2-hydroethyl)terephthalic acid (MHET). 
MHETase then hydrolyses MHET to TPA and ethyl-
ene glycol (EG), the different monomers for PET pro-
duction (Knott et al., 2020; Yoshida et al., 2016).

Genetic cloning studies have clarified the identities 
of a number of PBEs via their ability to transform a 
none-PBM into a PBM (Howard et al., 2001; Marconi 
et al., 1996; Sulaiman et al., 2011; Vega et al., 1999), 
for example, a polyester hydrolase (PE-H) from Pseu‑
domonas aestusnigri allowed Escherichia coli to bio-
degrade PET (Bollinger et al., 2020). Alkane hydroxy-
lase (alkB) and alkane monooxygenase (alkB1, alkB2) 
from Pseudomonas sp. expressed in Escherichia coli 
allowed it to mineralize 19.3%, 19.6% and 27.6% of 
PE into  CO2, respectively (Jeon & Kim, 2016; Yoon 
et al., 2012). Further study identified potential regula-
tory genes of alkB1, called rubA1 and rubA2, which 
increased the biodegradability of E. coli-expressing 
alkB1 from 18.5 to 26.3% (Jeon & Kim, 2015).

3.2.2  Rates of Biodegradation

Questions are regularly raised about the real-world 
practicalities of such PBMs and PBEs outside of 

laboratory conditions, and whether biodegradation 
rates achieved will prove meaningful (Haider et  al., 
2019). First to note, whilst some PBMs show very 
low plastic biodegradation rates (Ru et  al., 2020), 
studies of both wildtype and purposely site-mutated 
PBMs reveal that many can biodegrade plastic at sub-
stantial rates, even if often within laboratory settings. 
T. fusca hydrolase biodegraded PET by 50% after 
3 weeks (Müller et  al., 2005) and TfCut2 expressed 
in B. subtilis could induce amorphous PET weight 
loss of 22.2% in 24 h and 97% in 120 h, with chemi-
cal analysis confirming biodegradation (Wei et  al., 
2019). I. sakaiensis assimilated PET in 6 weeks with 
its PETase impressively biodegrading commercial, 
highly crystalised PET bottles (Yoshida et al., 2016). 
Mutation accelerated biodegradation rates further; 
three I. sakaiensis PETase mutants biodegraded PET 
1.6, 2.1 or 2.5 times faster than wildtype PETase (Ma 
et  al., 2018) and a PE-H mutant hydrolysed com-
mercial PET bottles, which wildtype PE-H could 
not (Bollinger et  al., 2020). An engineered adhesive 
fusion polyester-UR enzyme was 6.6-fold more effec-
tive at PUR MP biodegradation than the wildtype 
(Islam et  al., 2019), and artificially made chimeric 
(physically linked) PETase and MHETase were more 
effective PET biodegraders than the separate enzymes 
in solution (Knott et  al., 2020). Blue-green algae 
Anabaena spiroides biodegraded LDPE by 8.18% 
in one month (Kumar et al., 2017) and R. ruber lac-
case catalysed a 20% molecular weight loss of PE 
after 2 weeks, with Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) 
microscopy confirming chemical changes to the plas-
tic (Santo et al., 2013).

3.2.3  Occurrence and Distribution of PBMs

When considering the real-world applicability of 
PBM/Es, it is notable that these PBMs are not extre-
mophiles found in only specific niches; they are in 
garden soil, landfill sites, wastewater, rivers, urban 
structures, surface biological litter and on ocean-
floating plastic (Jacquin et  al., 2019; Oberbeckmann 
et  al., 2016; Ru et  al., 2020; Tiwari et  al., 2020). 
Remarkably, Asmita et  al., (2015) found PS and 
PET could degrade by 29% and 5% in just soil sam-
ples, over 4 months, respectively, and Roberts et al., 
(2020) isolated a bacteria consortium from soil able 
to biochemically degrade post-consumer PET bot-
tle fragments after 6 weeks. Microbial isolates from 
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Table 2  A selection of organisms and PBEs, according to 
plastic target. Polyethylene terephthalate (PET), bis-2-hydroye-
thyl terephthalate (BHET) and mono(2-hydroethyl)terephthalic 
acid (MHET) are PET break-down products; polyethylene 
(PE), high-density PE (HDPE), low-density PE (LDPE), poly-

propylene (PP), polystyrene (PS), high impact PS (HIPS) made 
of PS and polybutadiene; polyurethane (PUR) often comes in 
two forms: polyester PUR or polyether PUR; polyvinyl alcohol 
(PVA). Sources are provided within the table

Plastic Genus/source Species Strain Enzyme References

PET Streptomyces scabies NA Suberinase (Jabloune et al., 2020)
PET Ideonella sakaiensis NA PETase (Yoshida et al., 2016)
PET Thermobifida fusca NA TfCutinase2 (Wei et al., 2019)
PET Saccharomonospora viridis AHK190 Cutinase190 (Kawai et al., 2014)
PET Leaf Compost Library NA NA LC-cutinase (Sulaiman et al., 2011)
PET Bacillus gottheilii NA NA (Auta et al., 2017)
PET Homo sapiens NA Neprilysin (Hu et al., 2021)
PET Cryptococcus sp. S-2 Cutinase-like (Hu et al., 2021)
PET Pseudomonas sp.s B10

SWl36
Autotransporter lipase
Carboxylesterase
Triacylglycerol lipase-like

(Roberts et al., 2020)

PET Bacillus thuringiensis
albus

C15
PFYN01

Triacylglycerol esterase/lipase (Roberts et al., 2020)

BHET Bacillus thuringiensis
albus

C15
PFYN01

Hydrolase FrsA (Roberts et al., 2020)

MHET Ideonella sakaiensis NA MHETase (Yoshida et al., 2016)
PE Bacillus gottheilii NA NA (Auta et al., 2017)
HDPE Glycine max NA Soybean peroxidase (Zhao et al., 2004)
LDPE Alcaligenes faecalis NA NA (Nag et al., 2021)
LDPE Pleurotus ostreatus NA Laccase

Manganese peroxidase
Lignin peroxidase

(Gómez-Méndez et al., 2018)

LDPE Pseudomonas sp. E4 Alkane hydroxylase (Yoon et al., 2012)
LDPE Pseudomonas aeruginosa E7 Alkane hydroxylase (Jeon & Kim, 2015)
LDPE Rhodococcus ruber C208 Laccase (Santo et al., 2013)
PP Engyodontium album NCIM1170 Laccase indicators (Jeyakumar et al., 2013)
PP Phanerochaete chrysosporium MTP091 Laccase indicators (Jeyakumar et al., 2013)
PP Bacillus gottheilii NA NA (Auta et al., 2017)
PP Bacillus sp. 27 NA (Auta et al., 2018)
PP Rhodococcus sp. 36 NA (Auta et al., 2018)
Nylon white rot fungus NA IZU-154 Manganese peroxidase (Deguchi et al., 1998)
Nylon Aestuariibacter halophilus MND-1 Extracellular (Yamano et al., 2019)
PS Bacillus gottheilii NA NA (Auta et al., 2017)
PS Lantinus tigrinus NA Esterase (Tahir et al., 2013)
PS Azotobacter beijerinckii HM121 Hydroquinone peroxidase (Nakamiya et al., 1997)
HIPS Pseudomonas sp. NA Esterase (Mohan et al., 2016)
HIPS Bacillus sp. NA Lipase

Esterase
(Mohan et al., 2016)

PUR Enzyme Library NA NA Esterase E3576
Amidase E4143

(Magnin et al., 2019)

PUR Pestalotiopsis microspora E2712A Serine hydrolase (Russell et al., 2011)
PUR Thermobifida fusca NA TfCutinase2 (Schmidt et al., 2017)
PUR Bacillus subtilis NA Lipase (Rowe & Howard, 2002)
PUR Pseudomonas chlororaphis NA PolyurethanaseA (Stern & Howard, 2000)
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sewage and landfill soils biodegraded LDPE, high-
density polyethylene (HDPE) and polypropylene 
(PP) with average weight losses of 22.6%, 21.6% and 
21.6% respectively, over 140 days, with chemical and 
structural analysis using nuclear magnetic resonance 
(NMR), FTIR and scanning electron microscopes 
(SEM) confirming biodegradation (Skariyachan et al., 
2018). Low-density polyethylene (LDPE) bags were 
biochemically degraded by Alcaligenes faecalis, iso-
lated from sea banks, after 10 weeks in a simple soil 
burial set-up (Nag et  al., 2021), and Yamano et  al. 
(2019) found that nylon-4 could biodegrade by 30% 
in seawater in 4 weeks. Finally, recent computational 
analysis highlights a human-neutral endopeptidase, 
neprilysin, with PET-degrading characteristics (Hu 
et  al., 2021), and Zhou et  al., (2022) proposed that 
WWTP should be developed to include microbial 
biodegradation of MNPs.

3.2.4  Plastic‑Biodegrading Symbionts

Another potential source of PBMs is host organisms. 
Previous observations have been made of aquatic 
and terrestrial arthropods burrowing through plastic 
and dispersing problematic MNPs (Cookson, 1987; 
Davidson, 2012), and recent studies have found some 
animals actively eating plastic, some of which have 
been seen to contain symbiotic PBMs. For example, 
Zophobas atratus (superworms) fed PS for 28  days 
fared as well as those fed by a normal (bran) diet, 
with FTIR indicating PS depolymerisation (Yang 
et al., 2020), and Tenebrio molitor (mealworm) larvae 
converted 47.7% of PS to  CO2 in 16 days, also show-
ing FTIR evidence of PS depolymerisation (Yang 
et  al., 2015a). Perhaps more impressively, Achroia 
grisella (lesser waxworm) created holes in HDPE 
after 45 min, resulting in a 43.3% plastic weight loss 
in 8  days, and were able to complete their lifecycle 
subsisting only on PE and produced PE-degrading 
offspring. FTIR and NMR assessment of egested frass 

revealed new OH, CO, COOH and CN group indica-
tors, likely created by oxidising enzymes (Kundungal 
et  al., 2019). Similarly, Tribolium confusum larvae 
(confused flour beetle) ate and biodegraded PE and 
PS with 46.8% and 51.9% plastic weight loss after 
30  days, respectively, and FTIR assessment found 
chemical alterations such as new OH and COOH 
groups from the ingested plastics (Abdulhay, 2020). 
Plesiophthalmus davidis (darkling beetle) larvae sur-
vived on PS for 4  weeks and biodegraded 34.27% 
after 2 weeks and FTIR assessment showed oxidation 
of ingested PS (Woo et al., 2020).

Some publications highlight the importance of bac-
teria in this process. Plodia interpunctella (waxworms) 
(Yang et al., 2014) and Galleria mellonella (wax moth) 
(Bombelli et  al., 2017) larvae have also been seen to 
consume PE, with FTIR analysis showing chemical 
alterations to the plastic after ingestion. Enterobac‑
ter species were active in both P. interpunctella and 
G. mellonella, with Bacillus sp. YP1 also active in P. 
interpunctella (Ren et  al., 2019; Yang et  al., 2014). 
Similarly, consortia of bacteria isolated from Lumbri‑
cus terrestris (earthworms) reduced LDPE MP size 
and produced compounds indicative of LDPE depoly-
merisation (Lwanga et  al., 2018). Exiguobacterium 
sp. YT2 was isolated from T. molitor (also discussed 
above), able to form biofilms on and biodegrade PS by 
7.4% after 60 days. Notably, this was a reduced capa-
bility when in  vitro compared to when in symbiosis 
with the mealworm (Yang et  al., 2015b). A Serra‑
tia sp. strain WSW was isolated from P. davidis (also 
discussed above) and formed a biofilm on and biode-
graded PS, confirmed by x-ray photoelectron spec-
troscopy (XPS) assessment. These changes were more 
pronounced when the PS was treated with the full P. 
davidis gut microbiome (Woo et  al., 2020), indicat-
ing again the importance of the host’s gut microbial 
community during plastic biodegradation. Finally, and 
remarkably, Song et  al., (2020) found evidence that 
eukaryotic enzymes may be capable of biodegrading 

Table 2  (continued)

Plastic Genus/source Species Strain Enzyme References

PUR Pseudomonas chlororaphis NA PolyurethanaseB (Howard et al., 2001)
PVA Penicillium brevicompactam OVR-5 Lipase

Laccase
Manganese peroxidase

(Mohamed et al., 2021)
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PS, as the use of broad-spectrum antibiotics in their 
host Achatina fulica snails did not hinder PS bio-
degradation and NMR and FTIR analysis confirmed 
chemical changes after passage through the gut. These 
studies show the potential for novel PBMs from ani-
mal microbiomes; recently Francis et al., (2021) high-
lighted that gut microbes might be key sources in 
addressing plastic pollution.

3.3  A Novel Symbiosis

The studies summarised above suggest that PBM-
host symbionts may represent a novel solution to the 
plastic problem. The microbiome-host system can be 
more effective at biodegrading plastics compared to 
in  vitro microbial isolates, and other studies found 
multi-bacteria consortia more effective than indi-
vidual species sourced from same consortia (Roberts 
et al., 2020; Woo et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2015b).

A key challenge in our global plastic problem is how 
to address the problems of macro-, micro- and nano-
plastic dispersed in rivers and oceans; our aquatic envi-
ronments being major plastic sinks (Cózar et al., 2014; 
Jambeck et  al., 2015; Peng et  al., 2018). The discov-
ery or novel creation of an aquatic PBM-host symbi-
ont could help to biochemically eradicate free-floating 
plastics. Aquatic filter-feeders are ingesting MNP, with 
a mixture of individual and ecological consequences 
(Bergami et al., 2016, 2020; Berglund et al., 2019; Yan 
et al., 2021). Perhaps, they, in symbiosis with PBMs, 
could become aquatic plastic cleaners and play a key 
role in reducing plastic sinks. A host could provide 
the ideal conditions to facilitate biofilm formation on 
ingested plastics and actively maintain a PBM commu-
nity. Filter-feeder hosts which mechanically breakdown 
plastic particles, such as krill (Dawson et  al., 2018a), 
would also increase microbial access to the polymer, 
speeding up biodegradation rates. Additionally, a filter-
feeder host would offer selectivity of what size plastic 
could be biodegraded; aquatic filter feeders such as 
krill or mussels will only be able to ingest plastic up 
to a certain size, meaning that large plastic infrastruc-
ture (e.g. pipes, cables or boats) should be unaffected. 
A similar concept has previously been postulated for 
earthworms, to address terrestrial bioplastic mulch 
(Sanchez-Hernandez et al., 2020).

The fact that such naturally occurring plastic 
degrading symbionts are increasingly being dis-
covered suggests that there is already evolutionary 

pressure in favour of PBMs and PBEs (Francis et al., 
2021) providing diverse potential for research, such 
as the laboratory improvement of PBEs (Lu et  al., 
2022; Ma et  al., 2018). In this plastic era, acquiring 
PBE genes into the microbiome may be evolutionar-
ily advantageous. For example, studies into shrimp 
microbiome alteration attest to benefits probiotics 
can bring to host health (Holt et al., 2020), and a host 
with PBMs may be able to use plastic as an energy 
source, instead of it being a health hazard.

Nevertheless, achieving a successful novel PBM-
host symbiosis would require consideration of a mul-
titude of factors: the compatibility of a particular 
microbial strain with the animal or plant species and 
its microbiome; the ease by which a novel symbiosis 
could be established during host-microbiome devel-
opment; how well a novel microbe could colonise a 
host; what effect its presence has on the structure of 
the microbiome and host health; what stages of plas-
tic biodegradation different microbes address; how 
rapidly the PBMs biodegrade plastic compared to 
gut-retention time (Dawson et al., 2018b); host health 
advantages; wider ecological effects; and crucially, 
how effectively the symbionts eradicate MNPs from 
a habitat. Previous findings regarding the processes 
underlying microbial colonisation (Holt et  al., 2020; 
Millet et al., 2014; Stauder et al., 2012) and symbiont 
establishment (Dong et al., 2020; Nyholm & McFall-
Ngai, 2004) will inform how a successful novel sym-
biosis might be established and data from PBM stud-
ies can indicate which are likely candidates. A further 
complicating factor concerns the biochemical break-
down of additives, plasticisers and toxic chemicals 
absorbed from the environment, commonly present 
in plastic waste (Ahmaditabatabaei et al., 2021; Kale 
et al., 2015). These too must be considered along with 
the main polymer degradation if environmentally safe 
plastic biodegradation is to be developed.

4  Conclusions

Plastic waste is a key factor in our current ecologi-
cal and climate crisis; macro-, micro- and nanoplastic 
negatively impact individual and ecosystem health, 
reduce the aesthetic value of habitats and may result in 
financial losses to industries such as tourism and ship-
ping. Measures to limit the impact of plastics include 
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regulatory control, campaigns to change public and 
corporate behaviour and reclaiming and recycling plas-
tic waste. For those plastics that are lost to the envi-
ronment, the stability of common synthetic plastics is a 
barrier to biodegradation in most natural habitats. Over 
the past 10  years, there has been an increasing num-
ber of studies focussing on the sourcing of biobased 
materials from both plants and animals, such as cel-
lulose, lignin and chitosan, to substitute or blend with 
fossil-fuel-derived plastics to enhance biodegradation. 
Additionally, an increasing range of microbes, com-
monly bacteria and fungi, and associated enzymes 
have been identified which are able to biodegrade dif-
ferent plastics at meaningful rates, from a variety of 
habitats. Some are in symbiosis with an animal host, 
which together are highly efficient. Our current knowl-
edge can be used to create microbial solutions which 
eradicate collected plastic. A next step in addressing 
plastic pollution could be the establishment of a novel 
symbiosis between PBMs and a filter-feeder, which 
together could reduce both macroplastics and MNP in 
natural habitats, such as aquatic sinks.

Author Contribution All authors contributed to the docu-
ment’s conceptualization. RD was responsible for the writing 
of the original draft, and NW was responsible for outlining the 
scope of the systematic review and undertook the supervision 
of the writing process. Both authors shared responsibility for 
review and editing.

Data Availability Data sharing is not applicable to this arti-
cle as no datasets were generated or analysed during the cur-
rent study; however, further information regarding the exam-
ples discussed within the text is available via hyperlinks within 
the text or in the reference list below.

Declarations 

Conflict of Interest The authors declare no competing inter-
ests.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Com-
mons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits 
use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any 
medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Crea-
tive Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The 
images or other third party material in this article are included 
in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your 
intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds 
the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly 
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit 
http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

Abdulhay, H. S. (2020). Biodegradation of plastic wastes by 
confused flour beetle Tribolium confusum Jacquelin du 
Val larvae. Asian Journal of Agriculture & Biology, 8(2), 
201–206. https:// doi. org/ 10. 35495/ ajab. 2019. 11. 515

Acharya, S., Rumi, S. S., Hu, Y., & Abidi, N. (2021). Microfi-
bres from synthetic textiles as a major source of micro-
plastics in the environment: A review. Textile Research 
Journal, 91(17–18), 2136–2156.  https:// journ als. sagep 
ub. com/ doi/ 10. 1177/ 00405 17521 991244

Ahmaditabatabaei, S., Kyazze, G., Iqbal, H. M. N., & Kes-
havarz, T. (2021). Fungal enzymes as catalytic tools for 
polyethylene terephthalate (PET) degradation. Journal of 
Fungi, 7(11), 932. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ jof71 10931

Ali, S. S., Elsamahy, T., Koutra, E., Kornaros, M., El-Sheekh, 
M., Abdelkarim, E. A., ..., Sun, J. (2021). Degradation of 
conventional plastic wastes in the environment: A review 
on current status of knowledge and future perspectives of 
disposal. Science of The Total Environment, 771, 144719. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 144719

Amobonye, A., Bhagwat, P., Singh, S., & Pillai, S. (2021). 
Plastic biodegradation: Frontline microbes and their 
enzymes. Science of The Total Environment, 759, 
143536. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 143536

Arkenbout, A., & Bouman, K. (2021, January). The true toxic toll: 
Biomonitoring research results, executive summary. Zero 
Waste Europe. Retrieved March 12, 2022, from https:// zerow 
astee urope. eu/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2022/ 01/ The- True- Toxic- 
Toll- Execu tive- Summa ry. pdf

Ashothaman, A., Sudha, J., & Senthilkumar, N. (2021). A com-
prehensive review on biodegradable polylactic acid poly-
mer matrix composite material reinforced with synthetic 
and natural fibers. Materials Today: Proceedings. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. matpr. 2021. 07. 047

Asmita, K., Shubhamsingh, T., & Tejashree, S. (2015). Isolation of 
plastic degrading micro-organisms from soil samples collected 
at various locations in Mumbai, India. International Research 
Journal of Environment Sciences, 4(3), 77–85.

Auta, H. S., Emenike, C. U., & Fauziah, S. H. (2017). 
Screening of Bacillus strains isolated from mangrove 
ecosystems in Peninsular Malaysia for microplastic 
degradation. Environmental Pollution, 231, 1552–
1559. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2017. 09. 043

Auta, H. S., Emenike, C. U., Jayanthi, B., & Fauziah, S. H. 
(2018). Growth kinetics and biodeterioration of poly-
propylene microplastics by Bacillus sp. and Rhodococ-
cus sp. isolated from mangrove sediment. Marine Pol‑
lution Bulletin, 127, 15–21. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
marpo lbul. 2017. 11. 036

Bari, Q., Hassan, K., & Haque, M. (2012). Solid waste recy-
cling in Rajshahi city of Bangladesh. Waste Manage‑
ment (New York, N.Y.), 32, 2029–2036. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. wasman. 2012. 05. 036

Bergami, E., Bocci, E., Vannuccini, M. L., Monopoli, M., 
Salvati, A., Dawson, K. A., & Corsi, I. (2016). Nano-
sized polystyrene affects feeding, behavior and physi-
ology of brine shrimp Artemia franciscana larvae. 
Ecotoxicology and Environmental Safety, 123, 18–25. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecoenv. 2015. 09. 021

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.35495/ajab.2019.11.515
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0040517521991244
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0040517521991244
https://doi.org/10.3390/jof7110931
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144719
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.143536
https://zerowasteeurope.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/The-True-Toxic-Toll-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://zerowasteeurope.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/The-True-Toxic-Toll-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://zerowasteeurope.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/The-True-Toxic-Toll-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.07.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.07.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.09.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.11.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.11.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2012.05.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2012.05.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2015.09.021


 Water Air Soil Pollut         (2023) 234:201 

1 3

  201  Page 14 of 20

Vol:. (1234567890)

Bergami, E., Manno, C., Cappello, S., Vannuccini, M. L., & 
Corsi, I. (2020). Nanoplastics affect moulting and fae-
cal pellet sinking in Antarctic krill (Euphausia superba) 
juveniles. Environment International, 143, 105999. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envint. 2020. 105999

Berglund, E., Fogelberg, V., Nilsson, P. A., & Hollander, J. 
(2019). Microplastics in a freshwater mussel (Ano-
donta anatina) in Northern Europe. Science of The 
Total Environment, 697, 134192. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. scito tenv. 2019. 134192

Boey, J. Y., Mohamad, L., Khok, Y. S., Tay, G. S., & Baidurah, 
S. (2021). A review of the applications and biodegrada-
tion of polyhydroxyalkanoates and poly(lactic acid) and 
its composites. Polymers, 13(10), 1544. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3390/ polym 13101 544

Bollinger, A., Thies, S., Knieps-Grünhagen, E., Gertzen, C., 
Kobus, S., Höppner, A., ..., Jaeger, K.-E. (2020). A 
novel polyester hydrolase from the marine bacterium 
Pseudomonas aestusnigri – structural and functional 
insights. Frontiers in Microbiology, 11, 114. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cub. 2017. 02. 060

Bombelli, P., Howe, C. J., & Bertocchini, F. (2017). Polyeth-
ylene bio-degradation by caterpillars of the wax moth 
Galleria mellonella. Current Biology, 27(8), 292–
293. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cub. 2017. 02. 060

Borg, K., Lindsay, J., & Curtis, J. (2021). Targeted change: 
Using behavioral segmentation to identify and understand 
plastic consumers and how they respond to media commu-
nications. Environmental Communication, 15(8), 1109–
1126. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 17524 032. 2021. 19565 58

Borghei, S. M., Karbassi, A. R., Khoramejadian, S., Oromiehie, 
A., & Javid, A. (2010). Microbial biodegradable potato 
starch based low density polyethylene. African Journal 
of Biotechnology, 9(26), 4075–4080. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
5897/ AJB20 10. 000- 3288

Borrelle, S. B., Ringma, J., Law Kara, L., Monnahan Cole, 
C., Lebreton, L., McGivern, A., ..., Rochman, C. M. 
(2020). Predicted growth in plastic waste exceeds 
efforts to mitigate plastic pollution. Science, 369(6510), 
1515–1518. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ scien ce. aba36 56

Break Free From Plastic. (2021). Break free from plastic brand 
audit report 2021. Break Free From Plastic Movement. 
Retrieved November 11,  2021,  https:// www. break freef 
rompl astic. org/ wpcon tent/ uploa ds/ 2021/ 10/ BRAND- 
AUDIT- REPORT- 2021. pdf

Brooks, A. L., Wang, S., & Jambeck, J. R. (2018). The Chi-
nese import ban and its impact on global plastic waste 
trade. Science Advances, 4(6), eaat0131. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1126/ sciadv. aat01 31

Bulatović, V. O., Grgić, D. K., Mandić, V., Miloloža, M., 
Dybal, J., Gajdosova, V., & Slouf, M. (2022). Biodeg-
radation of LDPE_TPS blends under controlled com-
posting conditions. Polymer Bulletin. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s00289- 021- 03982-6

Cardoso, E. C. L., Scagliusi, S. R., Lima, L. F. C. P., Bueno, 
N. R., Brant, A. J. C., Parra, D. F., & Lugão, A. B. 
(2014). Biodegradability of PP/HMSPP and natural 
and synthetic polymers blends in function of gamma 
irradiation degradation. Radiation Physics and Chem‑
istry, 94, 249–252. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. radph 
yschem. 2013. 07. 017

Chao, G., Fan, L., Jia, W., Qian, Z., Gu, Y., Liu, C., ..., Tu, 
M. (2007). Synthesis, characterization and hydrolytic 
degradation of degradable poly(butylene terephthalate)/
poly(ethylene glycol) (PBT/PEG) copolymers. Journal 
of Materials Science: Materials in Medicine, 18(3), 449–
455. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10856- 007- 2004-2

Chuayjuljit, S., Su-uthai, S., & Charuchinda, S. (2009). Poly(vinyl 
chloride) film filled with microcrystalline cellulose prepared 
from cotton fabric waste: Properties and biodegradabil-
ity study. Waste Management & Research, 28(2), 109–117. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 07342 42X09 339324

Civancik-Uslu, D., Ferrer, L., Puig, R., & Fullana-i-Palmer, P. 
(2018). Are functional fillers improving environmental 
behavior of plastics? A review on LCA studies. Science 
of the Total Environment, 626, 927–940. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2018. 01. 149

Collivignarelli, M. C., Carnevale Miino, M., Caccamo, F. M., 
& Milanese, C. (2021). Microplastics in sewage sludge: 
A known but underrated pathway in wastewater treat-
ment plants. Sustainability, 13(22), 12591. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 3390/ su132 212591

Convery, F., McDonnell, S., & Ferreira, S. (2007). The most 
popular tax in Europe? Lessons from the Irish plastic 
bags levy. Environmental and Resource Economics, 
38(1), 1–11. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10640- 006- 9059-2

Cookson, L. (1987). Marine borers and timber piling options. 
In CSIRO Division of chemical and wood technology 
research review 1986  (1st ed., pp. 1–14). Melbourne.

Corbière-Nicollier, T., Gfeller Laban, B., Lundquist, L., Leterrier, 
Y., Månson, J. A. E., & Jolliet, O. (2001). Life cycle assess-
ment of biofibres replacing glass fibres as reinforcement 
in plastics. Resources, Conservation and Recycling, 33(4), 
267–287. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0921- 3449(01) 00089-1

Costa, R. A., Sá, S., Pereira, A. T., Ângelo, A. R., Vaqueiro, 
J., Ferreira, M., & Eira, C. (2020). Prevalence of entan-
glements of seabirds in marine debris in the central Por-
tuguese coast. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 161, 111746. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2020. 111746

Cózar, A., Echevarría, F., González-Gordillo, J. I., Irigoien, 
X., Úbeda, B., Hernández-León, S., ..., Duarte, C. M. 
(2014). Plastic debris in the open ocean. Proceedings 
of the National Academy of Sciences, 111(28), 10239. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1073/ pnas. 13147 05111

Danso, D., Schmeisser, C., Chow, J., Zimmermann, W., Wei, 
R., Leggewie, C., ..., Parales Rebecca, E. (2018). New 
insights into the function and global distribution of pol-
yethylene terephthalate (PET)-degrading bacteria and 
enzymes in marine and terrestrial metagenomes. Applied 
and Environmental Microbiology, 84(8), e02773–02717. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ AEM. 02773- 17

Davidson, T. M. (2012). Boring crustaceans damage polysty-
rene floats under docks polluting marine waters with 
microplastic. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 64(9), 1821–
1828. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2012. 06. 005

Dawson, A. L., Kawaguchi, S., King, C. K., Townsend, K. 
A., King, R., Huston, W. M., & Nash, S. M. B. (2018). 
Turning microplastics into nanoplastics through digestive 
fragmentation by Antarctic krill. Nature Communica‑
tions, 9(1), 1–8.

Dawson, A. L., Huston, W., Kawaguchi, S., King, C., Cropp, R., 
Wild, S., Eisenmann, P., Townsend, K., & Nash, S. B. (2018). 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105999
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134192
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134192
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13101544
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13101544
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.02.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.02.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.02.060
https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.2021.1956558
https://doi.org/10.5897/AJB2010.000-3288
https://doi.org/10.5897/AJB2010.000-3288
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba3656
https://www.breakfreefromplastic.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/BRAND-AUDIT-REPORT-2021.pdf
https://www.breakfreefromplastic.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/BRAND-AUDIT-REPORT-2021.pdf
https://www.breakfreefromplastic.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/BRAND-AUDIT-REPORT-2021.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat0131
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat0131
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-021-03982-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-021-03982-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2013.07.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2013.07.017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10856-007-2004-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242X09339324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.01.149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.01.149
https://doi.org/10.3390/su132212591
https://doi.org/10.3390/su132212591
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10640-006-9059-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-3449(01)00089-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2020.111746
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1314705111
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02773-17
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2012.06.005


Water Air Soil Pollut         (2023) 234:201  

1 3

Page 15 of 20   201 

Vol.: (0123456789)

Uptake and depuration kinetics influence microplastic bio-
acccumulation and toxicity in Antarctic krill (Euphausia 
superba). Environmental Science & Technology, 2018(52), 
3195–3201. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ acs. est. 7b057 59

Deguchi, T., Kitaoka, Y., Kakezawa, M., & Nishida, T. (1998). Puri-
fication and characterization of a nylon-degrading enzyme. 
Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 64(4), 1366–1371. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ AEM. 64.4. 1366- 1371. 1998

Derraik, J. G. B. (2002). The pollution of the marine environ-
ment by plastic debris: A review. Marine Pollution Bul‑
letin, 44(9), 842–852. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0025- 
326X(02) 00220-5

Dikgang, J., Leiman, A., & Visser, M. (2012). Analysis of the 
plastic-bag levy in South Africa. Resources, Conserva‑
tion and Recycling, 66, 59–65. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
resco nrec. 2012. 06. 009

Dikgang, J., & Visser, M. (2012). Behavioural response to plastic 
bag legislation in Botswana. South African Journal of Eco‑
nomics, 80(1), 123–133. https:// onlin elibr ary. wiley. com/ doi/ 
10. 1111/j. 1813- 6982. 2011. 01289.x

Dilkes-Hoffman, L., Ashworth, P., Laycock, B., Pratt, S., & 
Lant, P. (2019). Public attitudes towards bioplastics – 
knowledge, perception and end-of-life management. 
Resources, Conservation and Recycling, 151, 104479. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. resco nrec. 2019. 104479

Dong, Z.-X., Li, H.-Y., Chen, Y.-F., Wang, F., Deng, X.-Y., Lin, 
L.-B., ..., Guo, J. (2020). Colonization of the gut micro-
biota of honey bee (Apis mellifera) workers at different 
developmental stages. Microbiological Research, 231, 
126370. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. micres. 2019. 126370

Dumbili, E., & Henderson, L. (2020). The challenge of plastic 
pollution in Nigeria. In T. M. Letcher (Eds.) Plastic waste 
and recycling. (1st ed., pp. 569–583). Elsevier.  https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/ B978-0- 12- 817880- 5. 00022-0

Environmental Management Bureau. (2018). National solid 
waste management status report. Republic of the Philip-
pines Department of Environment and Natural Resources. 
Retrieved December 8, 2021, from https:// emb. gov. ph/ 
natio nal- solid- waste- manag ement- status- report/

Francis, S. C., Rebello, S., Mathachan Aneesh, E., Sindhu, 
R., Binod, P., Singh, S., & Pandey, A. (2021). Bio-
prospecting of gut microflora for plastic biodegrada-
tion. Bioengineered, 12(1), 1040–1053. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1080/ 21655 979. 2021. 19021 73

Geyer, R., Jambeck, J. R., & Law, K. L. (2017). Produc-
tion, use, and fate of all plastics ever made. Science 
Advances, 3(7), e1700782.  https:// www. scien ce. org/ 
doi/ 10. 1126/ sciadv. 17007 82

Godfrey, L., & Oelofse, S. (2017). Historical review of waste 
management and recycling in South Africa. Resources, 
6(4), 57. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ resou rces6 040057

Gómez-Méndez, L. D., Moreno-Bayona, D. A., Poutou-
Piñales, R. A., Salcedo-Reyes, J. C., Pedroza-Rod-
ríguez, A. M., Vargas, A., & Bogoya, J. M. (2018). 
Biodeterioration of plasma pretreated LDPE sheets 
by Pleurotus ostreatus. PLOS ONE, 13(9), e0203786. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. pone. 02037 86

Goorhuis, M., Reus, P., Nieuwenhuis, E., Spanbroek, N., Sol, M., 
& Rijn, J. (2012). New developments in waste manage-
ment in the Netherlands. Waste Management & Research, 
30(9), 67–77. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 07342 42X12 455089

Gu, F., Guo, J., Zhang, W., Summers, P. A., & Hall, P. 
(2017). From waste plastics to industrial raw materials: 
A life cycle assessment of mechanical plastic recycling 
practice based on a real-world case study. Science of 
the Total Environment, 601–602, 1192–1207. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2017. 05. 278

Gutberlet, J., & Carenzo, S. (2020). Waste pickers at the 
heart of the circular economy: A perspective of inclu-
sive recycling from the Global South. Worldwide 
Waste: Journal of Interdisciplinary Studies, 3(1), 1–14. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 5334/ wwwj. 50

Hahladakis, J. N., Purnell, P., Iacovidou, E., Velis, C. A., & 
Atseyinku, M. (2018). Post-consumer plastic packag-
ing waste in England: Assessing the yield of multiple 
collection-recycling schemes. Waste Management, 75, 
149–159. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. wasman. 2018. 02. 009

Haider, T. P., Völker, C., Kramm, J., Landfester, K., & Wurm, 
F. R. (2019). Plastics of the future? The impact of bio-
degradable polymers on the environment and on society. 
Angewandte Chemie International Edition, 58(1), 50–62. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ anie. 20180 5766

Henderson, L., & Green, C. (2020). Making sense of micro-
plastics? Public understandings of plastic pollution. 
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 152, 110908. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2020. 110908

Herbort, A. F., Sturm, M. T., Fiedler, S., Abkai, G., & Schuhen, K. 
(2018). Alkoxy-silyl induced agglomeration: A new approach 
for the sustainable removal of microplastic from aquatic 
systems. Journal of Polymers and the Environment, 26(11), 
4258–4270. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10924- 018- 1287-3

Holt, C. C., Bass, D., Stentiford, G. D., & van der Giezen, M. 
(2020). Understanding the role of the shrimp gut micro-
biome in health and disease. Journal of Invertebrate 
Pathology,  186(1), 107387. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jip. 
2020. 107387

Howard, G. T., Crother, B., & Vicknair, J. (2001). Cloning, nucle-
otide sequencing and characterization of a polyurethanase 
gene (pueB) from Pseudomonas chlororaphis. Interna‑
tional Biodeterioration & Biodegradation, 47(3), 141–149. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0964- 8305(01) 00042-7

Hu, Q., Jayasinghe-Arachchige, V. M., & Prabhakar, R. (2021). 
Degradation of a main plastic pollutant polyethylene tereph-
thalate by two distinct proteases (neprilysin and cutinase-like 
enzyme). Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling, 
61(2), 764–776. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ acs. jcim. 0c007 97

Islam, S., Apitius, L., Jakob, F., & Schwaneberg, U. (2019). 
Targeting microplastic particles in the void of diluted 
suspensions. Environment International, 123, 428–435. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envint. 2018. 12. 029

Ismail, N. A., Kasmuri, N., & Hamzah, N. (2022). Microbial 
bioremediation techniques for polycyclic aromatic hydro-
carbon (PAHs)—A review. Water, Air, & Soil Pollution, 
233(4), 124. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11270- 022- 05598-6

Jabloune, R., Khalil, M., Ben Moussa, I. E., Simao-Beaunoir, 
A.-M., Lerat, S., Brzezinski, R., & Beaulieu, C. (2020). 
Enzymatic degradation of nitrophenyl esters, polyethyl-
ene terephthalate, cutin, and suberin by Sub1, a suberi-
nase encoded by the plant pathogen  Streptomyces sca‑
bies. Microbes and Environments, 35(1), 19086. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1264/ jsme2. ME190 86

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b05759
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.64.4.1366-1371.1998
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-326X(02)00220-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-326X(02)00220-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2012.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2012.06.009
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1813-6982.2011.01289.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1813-6982.2011.01289.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2019.104479
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micres.2019.126370
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-817880-5.00022-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-817880-5.00022-0
https://emb.gov.ph/national-solid-waste-management-status-report/
https://emb.gov.ph/national-solid-waste-management-status-report/
https://doi.org/10.1080/21655979.2021.1902173
https://doi.org/10.1080/21655979.2021.1902173
https://www.science.org/doi/10.1126/sciadv.1700782
https://www.science.org/doi/10.1126/sciadv.1700782
https://doi.org/10.3390/resources6040057
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0203786
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242X12455089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.05.278
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.05.278
https://doi.org/10.5334/wwwj.50
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2018.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201805766
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201805766
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2020.110908
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2020.110908
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10924-018-1287-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jip.2020.107387
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jip.2020.107387
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0964-8305(01)00042-7
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.0c00797
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2018.12.029
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-022-05598-6
https://doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.ME19086
https://doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.ME19086


 Water Air Soil Pollut         (2023) 234:201 

1 3

  201  Page 16 of 20

Vol:. (1234567890)

Jacquin, J., Cheng, J., Odobel, C., Pandin, C., Conan, P., Pujo-Pay, 
M., ..., Ghiglione, J.-F. (2019). Microbial ecotoxicology of 
marine plastic debris: A review on colonization and biodeg-
radation by the “Plastisphere”. Frontiers in Microbiology, 
10, 865. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fmicb. 2019. 00865

Jambeck, J. R., Geyer, R., Wilcox, C., Siegler, T. R., Perryman, 
M., Andrady, A., ..., Law, K. L. (2015). Plastic waste 
inputs from land into the ocean [https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ 
scien ce. 12603 52]. Science, 347(6223), 768. https://www.
science.org/doi/https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ scien ce. 12603 52

Jayasekara, R., Harding, I., Bowater, I., & Lonergan, G. (2005). 
Biodegradability of a selected range of polymers and pol-
ymer blends and standard methods for assessment of bio-
degradation. Journal of Polymers and the Environment, 
13, 231–251. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10924- 005- 4758-2

Jelonek, K., Li, S., Kaczmarczyk, B., Marcinkowski, A., Orchel, 
A., Musiał-Kulik, M., & Kasperczyk, J. (2016). Multidrug 
PLA-PEG filomicelles for concurrent delivery of antican-
cer drugs—The influence of drug-drug and drug-polymer 
interactions on drug loading and release properties. Inter‑
national Journal of Pharmaceutics, 510(1), 365–374. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ijpha rm. 2016. 06. 051

Jeon, H. J., & Kim, M. N. (2015). Functional analysis of alkane 
hydroxylase system derived from Pseudomonas aerugi-
nosa E7 for low molecular weight polyethylene biodegra-
dation. International Biodeterioration & Biodegradation, 
103, 141–146. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ibiod. 2015. 04. 024

Jeon, H. J., & Kim, M. N. (2016). Comparison of the func-
tional characterization between alkane monooxygenases 
for low-molecular-weight polyethylene biodegradation. 
International Biodeterioration & Biodegradation, 114, 
202–208. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ibiod. 2016. 06. 012

Jeyakumar, D., Chirsteen, J., & Doble, M. (2013). Synergistic 
effects of pretreatment and blending on fungi mediated bio-
degradation of polypropylenes. Bioresource Technology, 
148, 78–85. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. biort ech. 2013. 08. 074

Jones, P. H., & Prasad, D. (1974). Biodegradability of photo-
degraded polymers I Development of experimental pro-
cedures. Environmental Science & Technology, 8(10), 
919–923. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ es600 95a010

Kale, S. K., Deshmukh, A. G., Dudhare, M. S., & Patil, V. 
(2015). Microbial degradation of plastic - A review. 
Journal of Biochemical Technology, 6, 952–961. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 31838/ ijpr/ 2021. 13. 01. 245

Kalogerakis, N., Karkanorachaki, K., Kalogerakis, G. C., Tri-
antafyllidi, E. I., Gotsis, A. D., Partsinevelos, P., & Fava, 
F. (2017). Microplastics generation: Onset of fragmenta-
tion of polyethylene films in marine environment meso-
cosms [Original Research]. Frontiers in Marine Science, 
4, 84. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fmars. 2017. 00084

Kawai, F., Oda, M., Tamashiro, T., Waku, T., Tanaka, N., 
Yamamoto, M., ..., Tanokura, M. (2014). A novel 
Ca2+-activated, thermostabilized polyesterase capable 
of hydrolyzing polyethylene terephthalate from Saccha-
romonospora viridis AHK190. Applied Microbiology 
and Biotechnology, 98(24), 10053–10064. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s00253- 014- 5860-y

Keersemaker, M. (2020). A new circular economy action plan for 
a cleaner and more competitive Europe. Communication 
from the commission to the European parliament, the coun-
cil, the European economic and social committee and the 

committee of the regions. https:// eur- lex. europa. eu/ legal- 
conte nt/ EN/ TXT/? qid= 15839 33814 386& uri= COM: 2020: 
98: FIN

Khoramejadian, S. (2013). Microbial degradation of starch based 
polypropylene. Journal of Pure and Applied Microbiology, 
7(4), 2857–2860.

Knott, B. C., Erickson, E., Allen, M. D., Gado, J. E., Graham, 
R., Kearns, F. L., ..., McGeehan, J. E. (2020). Charac-
terization and engineering of a two-enzyme system for 
plastics depolymerization. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences, 117(41), 25476. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1073/ pnas. 20067 53117

Kumar, R. V., Kanna, G. R., & Elumalai, S. (2017). Biodegra-
dation of polyethylene by green photosynthetic microal-
gae. J Bioremediat Biodegrad, 8(381), 2. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 4172/ 2155- 6199. 10003 81

Kundungal, H., Gangarapu, M., Sarangapani, S., Patchaiyap-
pan, A., & Devipriya, S. P. (2019). Efficient biodegrada-
tion of polyethylene (HDPE) waste by the plastic-eating 
lesser waxworm (Achroia grisella). Environmental Sci‑
ence and Pollution Research, 26(18), 18509–18519. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 019- 05038-9

La Manila, F. P. (2003). Effect of fillers on the properties of 
recycled polymers. Macromolecular Symposia, 194(1), 
101–110. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ masy. 20039 0070

Lam, C.-S., Ramanathan, S., Carbery, M., Gray, K., Vanka, 
K. S., Maurin, C., ..., Palanisami, T. (2018). A compre-
hensive analysis of plastics and microplastic legislation 
worldwide. Water, Air, & Soil Pollution, 229(11), 345. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11270- 018- 4002-z

Langenhoven, B., & Dyssel, M. (2007). The recycling indus-
try and subsistence waste collectors: A case study of 
Mitchell’ s plain. Urban Forum, 18, 114–132. https:// 
link. sprin ger. com/ artic le/ 10. 1007/ BF026 81233

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

Lau, W. W. Y., Shiran, Y., Bailey Richard, M., Cook, E., 
Stuchtey Martin, R., Koskella, J., ..., Palardy James, E. 
(2020). Evaluating scenarios toward zero plastic pollution. 
Science, 369(6510), 1455–1461. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ 
scien ce. aba94 75

Law, K. L., Starr, N., Siegler, T. R., Jambeck, J. R., Mallos, N. J., 
& Leonard, G. H. (2020). The United States’ contribution 
of plastic waste to land and ocean. Science Advances, 6(44), 
eabd0288. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ sciadv. abd02 88

Lebreton, L., & Andrady, A. (2019). Future scenarios of global 
plastic waste generation and disposal. Palgrave Communi‑
cations, 5(1), 6. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1057/ s41599- 018- 0212-7

Leja, K., & Lewandowicz, G. (2010). Polymer biodegradation and 
biodegradable polymers-a review. Polish Journal of Envi‑
ronmental Studies, 19(2), 255–266.

Lu, H., Diaz, D. J., Czarnecki, N. J., Zhu, C., Kim, W., Shroff, 
R., ..., Alper, H. S. (2022). Machine learning-aided 
engineering of hydrolases for PET depolymerization. 
Nature, 604(7907), 662–667. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
s41586- 022- 04599-z

Lwanga, H. E., Thapa, B., Yang, X., Gertsen, H., Salánki, T., 
Geissen, V., & Garbeva, P. (2018). Decay of low-density 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.00865
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1260352
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1260352
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1260352
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10924-005-4758-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2016.06.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibiod.2015.04.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibiod.2016.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.08.074
https://doi.org/10.1021/es60095a010
https://doi.org/10.31838/ijpr/2021.13.01.245
https://doi.org/10.31838/ijpr/2021.13.01.245
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2017.00084
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-014-5860-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-014-5860-y
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1583933814386&uri=COM:2020:98:FIN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1583933814386&uri=COM:2020:98:FIN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1583933814386&uri=COM:2020:98:FIN
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2006753117
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2006753117
https://doi.org/10.4172/2155-6199.1000381
https://doi.org/10.4172/2155-6199.1000381
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-019-05038-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/masy.200390070
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-018-4002-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF02681233
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF02681233
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.01.049
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba9475
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba9475
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abd0288
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-018-0212-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04599-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04599-z


Water Air Soil Pollut         (2023) 234:201  

1 3

Page 17 of 20   201 

Vol.: (0123456789)

polyethylene by bacteria extracted from earthworm’s 
guts: A potential for soil restoration. Science of the Total 
Environment, 624, 753–757. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
scito tenv. 2017. 12. 144

Ma, Y., Yao, M., Li, B., Ding, M., He, B., Chen, S., ..., Yuan, Y. 
(2018). Enhanced poly(ethylene terephthalate) hydrolase 
activity by protein engineering. Engineering, 4(6), 888–893. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. eng. 2018. 09. 007

MacLeod, M., Arp Hans Peter, H., Tekman Mine, B., & 
Jahnke, A. (2021). The global threat from plastic pollu-
tion. Science, 373(6550), 61–65. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ 
scien ce. abg54 33

Magnin, A., Pollet, E., Perrin, R., Ullmann, C., Persillon, C., 
Phalip, V., & Avérous, L. (2019). Enzymatic recycling 
of thermoplastic polyurethanes: Synergistic effect of an 
esterase and an amidase and recovery of building blocks. 
Waste Management, 85, 141–150. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. wasman. 2018. 12. 024

Males, J., & Van Aelst, P. (2021). Did the blue planet set the 
agenda for plastic pollution? An explorative study on 
the influence of a documentary on the public, media and 
political agendas. Environmental Communication, 15(1), 
40–54. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 17524 032. 2020. 17804 58

Manfra, L., Marengo, V., Libralato, G., Costantini, M., De Falco, F., 
& Cocca, M. (2021). Biodegradable polymers: A real oppor-
tunity to solve marine plastic pollution? Journal of Hazard‑
ous Materials, 416, 125763. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhazm 
at. 2021. 125763

Marconi, A. M., Beltrametti, F., Bestetti, G., Solinas, F., Ruzzi, 
M., Galli, E., & Zennaro, E. (1996). Cloning and char-
acterization of styrene catabolism genes from Pseu-
domonas fluorescens ST. Applied and Environmental 
Microbiology, 62(1), 121–127. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ 
aem. 62.1. 121- 127. 1996

Marqués-Calvo, M. S., Cerdà-Cuéllar, M., Kint, D. P. R., Bou, 
J. J., & Muñoz-Guerra, S. (2006). Enzymatic and micro-
bial biodegradability of poly(ethylene terephthalate) 
copolymers containing nitrated units. Polymer Degra‑
dation and Stability, 91(4), 663–671. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. polym degra dstab. 2005. 05. 014

Millet, Y. A., Alvarez, D., Ringgaard, S., von Andrian, U. H., 
Davis, B. M., & Waldor, M. K. (2014). Insights into 
Vibrio cholerae intestinal colonization from monitoring 
fluorescently labeled bacteria. PLoS Pathogens, 10(10), 
e1004405. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. ppat. 10044 05

Mintenig, S. M., Int-Veen, I., Löder, M. G. J., Primpke, S., & 
Gerdts, G. (2017). Identification of microplastic in efflu-
ents of waste water treatment plants using focal plane 
array-based micro-Fourier-transform infrared imaging. 
Water Research, 108, 365–372. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
watres. 2016. 11. 015

Mohamed, H., Shah, A. M., Nazir, Y., Naz, T., Nosheen, S., & 
Song, Y. (2021). Biodegradation of poly (vinyl alcohol) 
by an orychophragmus rhizosphere-associated fungus 
Penicillium brevicompactum OVR-5, and its proposed 
PVA biodegradation pathway. World Journal of Micro‑
biology and Biotechnology, 38(1), 10. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s11274- 021- 03197-x

Mohan, A. J., Sekhar, V. C., Bhaskar, T., & Nampoothiri, K. 
M. (2016). Microbial assisted high impact polystyrene 

(HIPS) degradation. Bioresource Technology, 213, 204–
207. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. biort ech. 2016. 03. 021

Mohd Asri, S. E. A., Zakaria, Z., Hassan, A., & Mohamad 
Kassim, M. H. (2020). Effect of chitin source and content 
on properties of chitin nanowhiskers filled polyactic acid 
composites. IIUM Engineering Journal, 21(2), 239–255. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 31436/ iiumej. v21i2. 1469

Moss, E. (2021). Reducing plastic pollution: Campaigns that work. 
Stockholm Environment Institute and United Nations Envi-
ronment Programme. Retrieved January 14, 2022  https:// 
www. sei. org/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2021/ 02/ 210216- caldw ell- 
sle- plast ics- report- with- annex- 210211. pdf

Müller, R. J., Schrader, H., Profe, J., Dresler, K., & Deckwer, 
W. D. (2005). Enzymatic degradation of poly (ethylene 
terephthalate): Rapid hydrolyse using a hydrolase from T. 
fusca. Macromolecular Rapid Communications, 26(17), 
1400–1405. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ marc. 20050 0410

Nag, M., Lahiri, D., Dutta, B., Jadav, G., & Ray, R. R. (2021). 
Biodegradation of used polyethylene bags by a new 
marine strain of Alcaligenes faecalis LNDR-1. Environ‑
mental Science and Pollution Research, 28(30), 41365–
41379. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 021- 13704-0

Nakamiya, K., Sakasita, G., Ooi, T., & Kinoshita, S. (1997). 
Enzymatic degradation of polystyrene by hydroquinone 
peroxidase of Azotobacter beijerinckii HM121. Journal 
of Fermentation and Bioengineering, 84(5), 480–482.

Ndeh, D., & Gilbert, H. J. (2018). Biochemistry of complex 
glycan depolymerisation by the human gut microbiota. 
FEMS Microbiology Reviews, 42(2), 146–164. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1093/ femsre/ fuy002

Ng, J. S., Kiew, P. L., Lam, M. K., Yeoh, W. M., & Ho, M. Y. 
(2022). Preliminary evaluation of the properties and bio-
degradability of glycerol- and sorbitol-plasticized potato-
based bioplastics. International Journal of Environmen‑
tal Science and Technology, 19(3), 1545–1554. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s13762- 021- 03213-5

Nyholm, S. V., & McFall-Ngai, M. (2004). The winnowing: 
Establishing the squid–Vibrio symbiosis. Nature Reviews 
Microbiology, 2(8), 632–642.

Nzeadibe, T. C. (2013). Informal waste management in Africa: 
Perspectives and lessons from Nigeria garbage geog-
raphies. Geography Compass, 7/10(2013), 729–744. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ gec3. 12072

Oberbeckmann, S., Osborn, A. M., & Duhaime, M. B. (2016). 
Microbes on a bottle: Substrate, season and geography 
influence community composition of microbes colonizing 
marine plastic debris. PLOS ONE, 11(8), e0159289. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. pone. 01592 89

Ogando, A. C., Roever, S., & Rogan, M. (2017). Gender and infor-
mal livelihoods: Coping strategies and perceptions of waste 
pickers in Sub-Saharan Africa and Latin America. Interna‑
tional Journal of Sociology and Social Policy, 37(7/8), 435–
451. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ IJSSP- 06- 2016- 0077

Oromiehie, A. R., Lari, T. T., & Rabiee, A. (2013). Physical 
and thermal mechanical properties of corn starch/LDPE 
composites [10.1002/app.37877]. Journal of Applied 
Polymer Science, 127(2), 1128–1134. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ app. 37877

Palmer, J., & Herat, S. (2021). Ecotoxicity of microplastic pol-
lutants to marine organisms: A systematic review. Water, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.12.144
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.12.144
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2018.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5433
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5433
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2018.12.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2018.12.024
https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.2020.1780458
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.125763
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.125763
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.62.1.121-127.1996
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.62.1.121-127.1996
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2005.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2005.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004405
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2016.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2016.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-021-03197-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-021-03197-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.03.021
https://doi.org/10.31436/iiumej.v21i2.1469
https://www.sei.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/210216-caldwell-sle-plastics-report-with-annex-210211.pdf
https://www.sei.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/210216-caldwell-sle-plastics-report-with-annex-210211.pdf
https://www.sei.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/210216-caldwell-sle-plastics-report-with-annex-210211.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/marc.200500410
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-13704-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fuy002
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fuy002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13762-021-03213-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13762-021-03213-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/gec3.12072
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0159289
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0159289
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJSSP-06-2016-0077
https://doi.org/10.1002/app.37877
https://doi.org/10.1002/app.37877


 Water Air Soil Pollut         (2023) 234:201 

1 3

  201  Page 18 of 20

Vol:. (1234567890)

Air, & Soil Pollution, 232(5), 195. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s11270- 021- 05155-7

Park, J. W., Lee, S. J., Hwang, D. Y., & Seo, S. (2020). Recent 
purification technologies and human health risk assess-
ment of microplastics. Materials, 13(22), 5196.  https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3390/ ma132 25196

Pathak, V. M., & Navneet. (2017). Review on the current status 
of polymer degradation: A microbial approach. Biore‑
sources and Bioprocessing, 4(1), 1–31. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1186/ s40643- 017- 0145-9

Pavoni, J. M. F., dos Santos, N. Z., May, I. C., Pollo, L. D., & 
Tessaro, I. C. (2021). Impact of acid type and glutaralde-
hyde crosslinking in the physicochemical and mechanical 
properties and biodegradability of chitosan films. Poly‑
mer Bulletin, 78(2), 981–1000. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00289- 020- 03140-4

Peng, X., Chen, M., Chen, S., Dasgupta, S., Xu, H., Ta, K., ..., Bai, 
S. (2018). Microplastics contaminate the deepest part of the 
world’s ocean. Geochemical Perspectives Letters, 9, 1–5. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 7185/ geoch emlet. 1829

Pittiglio, R., Reganati, F., & Toschi, L. (2017). How to detect 
illegal waste shipments? The case of the international 
trade in polyethylene waste. Economics Bulletin, 37(4), 
2625–2640.

Plastics Europe. (2022). Plastics ‑ the facts 2022. Association of 
Plastics Manufacturers. Retrieved December 9, 2022 https:// 
plast icseu rope. org/ knowl edge- hub/ plast ics- the- facts- 2022/

Prajapati, S., Beal, M., Maley, J., & Brinkmann, M. (2021). Qual-
itative and quantitative analysis of microplastics and micro-
fiber contamination in effluents of the City of Saskatoon 
wastewater treatment plant. Environmental Science and 
Pollution Research, 28(25), 32545–32553. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s11356- 021- 12898-7

Rajendran, N., Puppala, S., Sneha Raj, M., Ruth Angeeleena, 
B., & Rajam, C. (2012). Seaweeds can be a new source 
for bioplastics. Journal of Pharmacy Research, 5(3), 
1476–1479.

Ren, L., Men, L., Zhang, Z., Guan, F., Tian, J., Wang, B., ..., 
Zhang, W. (2019). Biodegradation of polyethylene by 
Enterobacter sp. D1 from the guts of wax moth Galle‑
ria mellonella.  International Journal of Environmental 
Research and Public Health, 16(11), 1941.

Roberts, C., Edwards, S. A.-O., Vague, M., León-Zayas, R., 
Scheffer, H., Chan, G., ..., Mellies, J. A.-O. (2020). Envi-
ronmental consortium containing Pseudomonas and 
Bacillus species synergistically degrades polyethylene 
terephthalate plastic. mSphere 5:e01151–20. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1128/ mSphe re. 01151- 20

Roman, L., Hardesty, B. D., Leonard, G. H., Pragnell-Raasch, 
H., Mallos, N., Campbell, I., & Wilcox, C. (2020). A 
global assessment of the relationship between anthro-
pogenic debris on land and the seafloor. Environmental 
Pollution, 264, 114663. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 
2020. 114663

Rousta, K., Bolton, K., Lundin, M., & Dahlén, L. (2015). 
Quantitative assessment of distance to collection point 
and improved sorting information on source separation 
of household waste. Waste Management, 40, 22–30. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. wasman. 2015. 03. 005

Rowe, L., & Howard, G. T. (2002). Growth of Bacillus subtilis 
on polyurethane and the purification and characterization 

of a polyurethanase-lipase enzyme. International Biode‑
terioration & Biodegradation, 50(1), 33–40. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/ S0964- 8305(02) 00047-1

Ru, J., Huo, Y.-X., & Yang, Y. (2020). Microbial degradation 
and valorization of plastic wastes. Frontiers in Microbi‑
ology, 11, 442. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fmicb. 2020. 00442

Russell, J. R., Huang, J., Anand, P., Kucera, K., Sandoval, A. 
G., Dantzler, K. W., ..., Strobel, S. A. (2011). Biodeg-
radation of polyester polyurethane by endophytic fungi. 
Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 77(17), 6076–
6084. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ AEM. 00521- 11

Sabapathy, P. C., Devaraj, S., Meixner, K., Anburajan, P., Kathirvel, 
P., Ravikumar, Y., ..., Qi, X. (2020). Recent developments in 
Polyhydroxyalkanoates (PHAs) production – A review. Biore‑
source Technology, 306, 123132. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
biort ech. 2020. 123132

Sanchez-Hernandez, J. C., Capowiez, Y., & Ro, K. S. (2020). 
Potential use of earthworms to enhance decaying of bio-
degradable plastics. ACS Sustainable Chemistry & Engi‑
neering, 8(11), 4292–4316. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ acssu 
schem eng. 9b054 50

Santo, M., Weitsman, R., & Sivan, A. (2013). The role of the 
copper-binding enzyme–laccase–in the biodegradation 
of polyethylene by the actinomycete Rhodococcus ruber. 
International Biodeterioration & Biodegradation, 84, 
204–210. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ibiod. 2012. 03. 001

Schenck, R., & Blaauw, P. F. (2011). The work and lives of street 
waste pickers in Pretoria—A case study of recycling in 
South Africa’s urban informal economy. Urban Forum, 
22(4), 411. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12132- 011- 9125-x

Schmidt, J., Wei, R., Oeser, T., Dedavid e Silva, L. A., Bre-
ite, D., Schulze, A., & Zimmermann, W. (2017). Degra-
dation of polyester polyurethane by bacterial polyester 
hydrolases.  Polymers, 9(2), 65.  https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ 
polym 90200 65

Schnurr, R. E. J., Alboiu, V., Chaudhary, M., Corbett, R. A., 
Quanz, M. E., Sankar, K., ..., Walker, T. R. (2018). 
Reducing marine pollution from single-use plastics 
(SUPs): A review. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 137, 157–
171. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2018. 10. 001

Sepperumal, U., Markandan, M., & Palraja, I. (2013). Micro-
morphological and chemical changes during biodegra-
dation of polyethylene terephthalate (PET) by Penicil-
lium sp. Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology 
Research, 3(4), 47–53.

Sher, S., & Rehman, A. (2019). Use of heavy metals resistant 
bacteria—A strategy for arsenic bioremediation. Applied 
Microbiology and Biotechnology, 103(15), 6007–6021. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00253- 019- 09933-6

Skariyachan, S., Patil, A. A., Shankar, A., Manjunath, M., 
Bachappanavar, N., & Kiran, S. (2018). Enhanced poly-
mer degradation of polyethylene and polypropylene by 
novel thermophilic consortia of Brevibacillus sps. and 
Aneurinibacillus sp. screened from waste management 
landfills and sewage treatment plants. Polymer Degrada‑
tion and Stability, 149, 52–68.

Song, Y., Qiu, R., Hu, J., Li, X., Zhang, X., Chen, Y., ..., He, D. 
(2020). Biodegradation and disintegration of expanded 
polystyrene by land snails Achatina fulica. Science of 
the Total Environment, 746, 141289. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 141289

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-021-05155-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-021-05155-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma13225196
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma13225196
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40643-017-0145-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40643-017-0145-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-020-03140-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-020-03140-4
https://doi.org/10.7185/geochemlet.1829
https://plasticseurope.org/knowledge-hub/plastics-the-facts-2022/
https://plasticseurope.org/knowledge-hub/plastics-the-facts-2022/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-12898-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-12898-7
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.01151-20
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.01151-20
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114663
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114663
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2015.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0964-8305(02)00047-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0964-8305(02)00047-1
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.00442
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00521-11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2020.123132
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2020.123132
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.9b05450
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.9b05450
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibiod.2012.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12132-011-9125-x
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym9020065
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym9020065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-019-09933-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141289
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141289


Water Air Soil Pollut         (2023) 234:201  

1 3

Page 19 of 20   201 

Vol.: (0123456789)

Soroudi, A., & Jakubowicz, I. (2013). Recycling of bioplas-
tics, their blends and biocomposites: A review. European 
Polymer Journal, 49(10), 2839–2858. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. eurpo lymj. 2013. 07. 025

Stauder, M., Huq, A., Pezzati, E., Grim, C. J., Ramoino, P., Pane, 
L., ..., Vezzulli, L. (2012). Role of GbpA protein, an impor-
tant virulence-related colonization factor, for Vibrio chol-
erae’s survival in the aquatic environment. Environmental 
Microbiology Reports, 4(4), 439–445. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/j. 1758- 2229. 2012. 00356.x

Stern, R. V., & Howard, G. T. (2000). The polyester polyuretha-
nase gene (pueA) from Pseudomonas chlororaphis encodes 
a lipase. FEMS Microbiology Letters, 185(2), 163–168. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1574- 6968. 2000. tb090 56.x

Sulaiman, S., Yamato, S., Kanaya, E., Kim, J.-J., Koga, Y., Takano, 
K., & Kanaya, S. (2011). Isolation of a novel cutinase 
homolog with polyethylene terephthalate-degrading activity 
from leaf-branch compost by using a metagenomic approach. 
Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 78, 1556–1562. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ AEM. 06725- 11

Sunilkumar, M., Francis, T., Thachil, E. T., & Sujith, A. (2012). Low 
density polyethylene–chitosan composites: A study based on 
biodegradation. Chemical Engineering Journal, 204–206, 
114–124. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cej. 2012. 07. 058

Surfrider Foundation Europe. (2022). Surfrider - Ocean Ini-
tiatives. Retrieved May 28, 2022, from https:// www. initi 
ative socea nes. org/ en/

Sustainable Coastlines. (2009). Love Your Coast. Retrieved 08/12/21 
from https:// susta inabl ecoas tlines. org/ about/ our- progr ammes/ 
love- your- coast/

Suzuki, T., Ichihara, Y., Yamada, M., & Tonomura, K. (1973). 
Some characteristics of Pseudomonas O-3 which utilizes 
Polyvinyl Alcohol. Agricultural and Biological Chemis‑
try, 37(4), 747–756. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00021 369. 
1973. 10860 756

Suzuki, G., Uchida, N., Tuyen, L. H., Tanaka, K., Matsukami, 
H., Kunisue, T., ..., Osako, M. (2022). Mechanical recy-
cling of plastic waste as a point source of microplastic 
pollution. Environmental Pollution, 303, 119114. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2022. 119114

Tahir, L., Ali, M. I., Zia, M., Atiq, N., Hasan, F., & Ahmed, 
S. (2013). Production and Characterization of Esterase in 
Lantinus tigrinus for Degradation of Polystyrene. Polish 
Journal of Microbiology, 62(1), 101–108.

Thoden van Velzen, E. U., Brouwer, M. T., & Feil, A. (2019). Col-
lection behaviour of lightweight packaging waste by individ-
ual households and implications for the analysis of collection 
schemes. Waste Management, 89, 284–293. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. wasman. 2019. 04. 021

Titelman, G. I., Gonen, Y., Keidar, Y., & Bron, S. (2002). Dis-
colouration of polypropylene-based compounds contain-
ing magnesium hydroxide. Polymer Degradation and 
Stability, 77(2), 345–352. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0141- 
3910(02) 00064-2

Tiwari, N., Santhiya, D., & Sharma, J. G. (2020). Microbial 
remediation of micro-nano plastics: Current knowledge and 
future trends. Environmental Pollution, 265, 115044.

UN Environment Programme. (2017). UN summary report: 
Waste management in ASEAN countries. UN Environ-
ment Programme. Retrieved April 23, 2022, from https:// 

www. unep. org/ resou rces/ report/ waste- manag ement- 
asean- count ries- summa ry- report

Vowles, N. (2019, November 14). Student inventor of marine 
bioplastic wins International James Dyson award 2019. 
Retrieved January 15, 2022, from https:// www. sussex. ac. 
uk/ broad cast/ read/ 50275

Urbanek, A. K., Rymowicz, W., Strzelecki, M. C., Kociuba, W., 
Franczak, Ł, & Mirończuk, A. M. (2017). Isolation and 
characterization of Arctic microorganisms decomposing 
bioplastics. AMB Express, 7(1), 148–148. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1186/ s13568- 017- 0448-4

Veccharelli, K. M., Tong, V. K., Young, J. L., Yang, J., & 
Gianneschi, N. C. (2016). Dual responsive polymeric 
nanoparticles prepared by direct functionalization of pol-
ylactic acid-based polymers via graft-from ring opening 
metathesis polymerization. Chemical Communications, 
52(3), 567–570.

Vega, R. E., Main, T., & Howard, G. T. (1999). Cloning and 
expression in Escherichia coli of apolyurethane-degrad-
ing enzyme from Pseudomonasfluorescens. Interna‑
tional Biodeterioration & Biodegradation, 43(1), 49–55. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0964- 8305(98) 00068-7

Verma, R., Vinoda, K. S., Papireddy, M., & Gowda, A. N. S. 
(2016). Toxic pollutants from plastic waste-a review. 
Procedia Environmental Sciences, 35, 701–708.

Vidal, R., Martínez, P., & Garraín, D. (2009). Life cycle assess-
ment of composite materials made of recycled thermo-
plastics combined with rice husks and cotton linters. The 
International Journal of Life Cycle Assessment, 14(1), 
73–82. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11367- 008- 0043-7

Wang, Y., Liu, C., Fan, L., Sheng, Y., Mao, J., Chao, G., ..., Qian, 
Z. (2005). Synthesis of biodegradable poly(butylene tere-
phthalate)/poly(ethylene glycol) (PBT/PEG) multiblock 
copolymers and preparation of indirubin loaded micro-
spheres. Polymer Bulletin, 53(3), 147–154. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s00289- 004- 0326-5

Webb, H. K., Arnott, J., Crawford, R. J., & Ivanova, E. P. (2013). 
Plastic degradation and its environmental implications with 
special reference to poly(ethylene terephthalate). Polymers, 
5(1), 1–18. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ polym 50100 01

Wei, R., Breite, D., Song, C., Gräsing, D., Ploss, T., Hille, P., 
..., Zimmermann, W. (2019). Biocatalytic degradation 
efficiency of postconsumer polyethylene terephthalate 
packaging determined by their polymer microstructures. 
Advanced Science, 6(14), 1900491. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ advs. 20190 0491

Willis, K., Maureaud, C., Wilcox, C., & Hardesty, B. D. 
(2018). How successful are waste abatement campaigns 
and government policies at reducing plastic waste into 
the marine environment? Marine Policy, 96, 243–249. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpol. 2017. 11. 037

Woo, S., Song, I., & Cha, H. J. (2020). Fast and facile biodegrada-
tion of polystyrene by the gut microbial flora of Plesiophthal-
mus davidis larvae. Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 
86(18), e01361-e1320.

Xanthos, D., & Walker, T. R. (2017). International policies to 
reduce plastic marine pollution from single-use plastics 
(plastic bags and microbeads): A review. Marine Pollution 
Bulletin, 118(1), 17–26. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo 
lbul. 2017. 02. 048

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2013.07.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2013.07.025
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-2229.2012.00356.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-2229.2012.00356.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2000.tb09056.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.06725-11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2012.07.058
https://www.initiativesoceanes.org/en/
https://www.initiativesoceanes.org/en/
https://sustainablecoastlines.org/about/our-programmes/love-your-coast/
https://sustainablecoastlines.org/about/our-programmes/love-your-coast/
https://doi.org/10.1080/00021369.1973.10860756
https://doi.org/10.1080/00021369.1973.10860756
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2019.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2019.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-3910(02)00064-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-3910(02)00064-2
https://www.unep.org/resources/report/waste-management-asean-countries-summary-report
https://www.unep.org/resources/report/waste-management-asean-countries-summary-report
https://www.unep.org/resources/report/waste-management-asean-countries-summary-report
https://www.sussex.ac.uk/broadcast/read/50275
https://www.sussex.ac.uk/broadcast/read/50275
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13568-017-0448-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13568-017-0448-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0964-8305(98)00068-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-008-0043-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-004-0326-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-004-0326-5
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym5010001
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201900491
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201900491
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2017.11.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.02.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.02.048


 Water Air Soil Pollut         (2023) 234:201 

1 3

  201  Page 20 of 20

Vol:. (1234567890)

Xevgenos, D., Papadaskalopoulou, C., Panaretou, V., Moustakas, K., 
& Malamis, D. (2015). Success stories for recycling of MSW 
at municipal level: A review. Waste Biomass Valor, 6, 657–684. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12649- 015- 9389-9

Xu, X., Jayaraman, K., Morin, C., & Pecqueux, N. (2008). Life 
cycle assessment of wood-fibre-reinforced polypropylene 
composites. Journal of Materials Processing Technology, 
198(1), 168–177. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jmatp rotec. 2007. 
06. 087

Yamano, N., Kawasaki, N., Ida, S., & Nakayama, A. (2019). 
Biodegradation of polyamide 4 in seawater. Polymer 
Degradation and Stability, 166, 230–236. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. polym degra dstab. 2019. 05. 032

Yan, M., Li, W., Chen, X., He, Y., Zhang, X., & Gong, H. 
(2021). A preliminary study of the association between 
colonization of microorganism on microplastics and 
intestinal microbiota in shrimp under natural conditions. 
Journal of Hazardous Materials, 408, 124882. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhazm at. 2020. 124882

Yang, J., Yang, Y., Wu, W.-M., Zhao, J., & Jiang, L. (2014). Evi-
dence of polyethylene biodegradation by bacterial strains 
from the guts of plastic-eating waxworms. Environmental 
Science & Technology, 48(23), 13776–13784.

Yang, Y., Wang, J., & Xia, M. (2020). Biodegradation and min-
eralization of polystyrene by plastic-eating superworms 
Zophobas atratus. Science of the Total Environment, 708, 
135233.

Yang, Y., Yang, J., Wu, W.-M., Zhao, J., Song, Y., Gao, L., ..., 
Jiang, L. (2015a). Biodegradation and mineralization of 
polystyrene by plastic-eating mealworms: Part 1. Chemi-
cal and physical characterization and isotopic tests. Envi‑
ronmental science & technology, 49(20), 12080–12086.

Yang, Y., Yang, J., Wu, W.-M., Zhao, J., Song, Y., Gao, L., ..., 
Jiang, L. (2015b). Biodegradation and mineralization of 
polystyrene by plastic-eating mealworms: part 2. Role of 
gut microorganisms. Environmental Science & Technol‑
ogy, 49(20), 12087–12093.

Yeo, L. S., & Julaihi, M. R. M. (2021). Magnetic ferrous fluid 
for microplastics extraction application. Materials Science 

Forum, 1030, 138–145. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4028/ www. scien 
tific. net/ MSF. 1030. 138

Yoon, M. G., Jeon, H. J., & Kim, M. N. (2012). Biodegrada-
tion of polyethylene by a soil bacterium and AlkB cloned 
recombinant cell. Journal of Bioremediation and Biodeg‑
radation, 3(4), 1–8.

Yoshida, S., Hiraga, K., Takehana, T., Taniguchi, I., Yamaji, 
H., Maeda, Y., ..., Oda, K. (2016). A bacterium that 
degrades and assimilates poly (ethylene terephthalate). 
Science, 351(6278), 1196–1199.

Yu, Z., Ji, Y., Bourg, V., Bilgen, M., & Meredith, J. C. (2020). 
Chitin- and cellulose-based sustainable barrier materials: 
A review. Emergent Materials, 3(6), 919–936. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s42247- 020- 00147-5

Zhao, J., Guo, Z., Ma, X., Liang, G., & Wang, J. (2004). Novel 
surface modification of high-density polyethylene films 
by using enzymatic catalysis. Journal of Applied Poly‑
mer Science ‑ Journal Of Applied Polymer Science, 91, 
3673–3678. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ app. 13619

Zhou, Y., Kumar, M., Sarsaiya, S., Sirohi, R., Awasthi, S. K., 
Sindhu, R., ..., Awasthi, M. K. (2022). Challenges and 
opportunities in bioremediation of micro-nano plastics: A 
review. Science of The Total Environment, 802, 149823. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2021. 149823

Zykova, A. K., Pantyukhov, P. V., Mastalygina, E. A.-O., 
Chaverri-Ramos, C. A.-O., Nikolaeva, S. G., Saavedra-
Arias, J. A.-O., ..., Poletto, M. A.-O. (2021). Biocom-
posites of low-density polyethylene plus wood flour or 
flax straw: Biodegradation kinetics across three environ-
ments. Polymers. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ polym 13132 
138

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

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12649-015-9389-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2007.06.087
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmatprotec.2007.06.087
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2019.05.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2019.05.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.124882
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.124882
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.1030.138
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.1030.138
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42247-020-00147-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42247-020-00147-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/app.13619
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149823
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13132138
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13132138

	Management of Environmental Plastic Pollution: a Comparison of Existing Strategies and Emerging Solutions from Nature
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	1.1 Limiting the Production of Plastic Waste
	1.2 Limiting the Loss of Plastic to the Environment
	1.3 Reclaiming Plastic from the Environment
	1.4 Gaps in the System: Natural Processes and Biotechnologies to Control “Unmanageable” Plastics

	2 Methods
	3 Results and Discussion
	3.1 Bioplastics, Blends and Fillers: Reducing Polymer Recalcitrance
	3.1.1 Synthetic and Biobased Polymer Blends
	3.1.2 Bioplastic Substitution of Synthetic Polymers
	3.1.3 The Drawbacks of Bioplastics

	3.2 Enhancing Biodegradation
	3.2.1 Biodegrading Microbes and Enzymes
	3.2.2 Rates of Biodegradation
	3.2.3 Occurrence and Distribution of PBMs
	3.2.4 Plastic-Biodegrading Symbionts

	3.3 A Novel Symbiosis

	4 Conclusions
	References


