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Environmental significance

Deciphering the connection between the informal
plastic recycling industry and the microplastic
pollution in the Buriganga River

Md. Ridwan Mahfuz,i* Mohammad Yousran Fargab,ti? Zaki Alam Pushan,®
Nafisa Islam, ©2 Shoeb Ahmed & *? and Nirupam Aich @ *°

Microplastic pollution poses a significant global threat to ecosystems and human health, yet limited research
exists in underdeveloped regions such as Bangladesh. This study investigates microplastic contamination in the
Buriganga River, Dhaka, focusing on the impact of the nearby plastic recycling industry. Five different sites on
the bank were selected to collect water and sediment samples. The microplastic particles from these samples
were separated by density separation and filtration. The particles were photographed under a microscope to
obtain length and surface area data by analyzing the microscope images. Shapes were obtained from the
microscope images dividing all the particles into three types of shapes: fragment, filament, and fiber, with
fragments being the most plentiful. Raman spectroscopy was used to identify the microplastic particles, and
polystyrene was found to be abundant. Quantification of these particles showed the intense effect of the
recycling industry, with particle counts thousands of times higher than those at the other sites. Most of the
particles (53.6% in water and 68.7% in sediment) identified were 1-5 mm in size. The most abundant shape
of particles was fragment in both water (67.9%) and sediment samples (85.8%), followed by fiber in water
(19.6%) and filament in sediment (13.9%). Polypropylene (48%) and polystyrene (68%) were the most
abundant types of plastics in water and sediment, respectively. Polyethylene was also identified in both
water (24.5%) and sediment (10.2%). Downstream sites exhibit elevated microplastic levels, likely influenced
by the recycling zone, while upstream sites, despite having less external activity, still show substantial
microplastic contamination, indicating a complex interplay of factors contributing to river pollution. This
study highlights the urgent need for improved waste management and targeted regulatory interventions on
unregulated plastic recycling industries to mitigate microplastic pollution in urban rivers.

Microplastic pollution in urban rivers, especially near informal plastic recycling industries, is a growing environmental threat. The Buriganga River in Dhaka,

Bangladesh, is heavily impacted by microplastics from nearby recycling zones, with plastic fragments and fibers dominating both water and sediment samples.
Addressing this pollution is crucial as it poses risks to aquatic ecosystems and public health. Our study highlights a clear connection between disorganized

recycling practices and elevated microplastic contamination, with downstream areas exhibiting significantly higher microplastic levels. These findings stress the
need for targeted interventions to regulate informal recycling practices and mitigate further pollution.

1 Introduction

environment." They pose a significant environmental, ecolog-
ical and health threat due to their small size and pervasive

Microplastics, plastic particles with a size below 5 mm, have presence.” So far, they have been globally detected in various
become a major global pollutant and are now ubiquitous in the = water bodies,*® air,” fish,** canned foods," honey," sugar, sea
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salt,” and bottled water," raising concerns about widespread
contamination through aquatic and air pathways."* They can
harm marine life by being ingested and can accumulate in the
food chain, impacting ecosystems.*® The persistence of micro-
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and air into the human body has been confirmed by their
presence in human blood," lungs,"” and breast milk,*® raising
concerns about health impacts, such as inflammation, tissue
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damage, immune system impairment and gut microbiome
disruption.” The fate, transport and toxicity of microplastics
can depend on microplastic characteristics such as size, shape,
and polymer types. Therefore, understanding the source,
occurrence, and characteristics of microplastics is essential for
minimizing the exposure to this contaminant.

Primary microplastics that are synthesized and used for
commercial purposes and in consumer products typically enter
the environment directly during manufacturing, use, and waste
disposal.*® On the other hand, secondary microplastics are
those produced from bigger plastic waste after entering the
environment or in waste management scenarios (e.g., land-
fill).>**> Recently, plastic recycling industries have been
considered as an important source of secondary microplastic
pollution in the environment; however, studies on this topic are
very limited. Studies from both Norway and the UK showed
a significant contribution of state-of-the-art plastic recycling
establishments to microplastic pollution in nearby water-
bodies.”>** Another study from Vietnam on a mechanical plastic
recycling industry showed that recycling without proper waste-
water treatment leads to a greater emission of microplastics to
the environment despite recycling being a potential means of
reducing plastic pollution.”® This goes to show the importance
of further study on the informal plastic industry as a point
source of microplastic pollution, especially in the Global South,
where informal industries dominate.

The economic growth in South and Southeast Asia has led to
increased plastic consumption and production, contributing to
the widespread existence of microplastics.*® Bangladesh, one of
the fastest-growing economies in the world, has an increasing
demand for plastic products and there are around 5000 plastic
industries that employ roughly 2 million people, and 300 of
them recycle plastics.*>*” In 2016, plastic recycling industries
contributed about 280 million BDT to the economy of Bangla-
desh.® But the amount of informally recycled plastics is much
higher than that of formally recycled plastics.>*” In our previous
review, we talked about some of the recent studies on identi-
fying microplastics from Bangladesh.”® The Buriganga River,
one of the four major rivers that surround the capital with
a huge impact on the people and the environment, plays a crit-
ical role in the city's transportation, wastewater discharge, and
industrial activities. The region experiences a tropical monsoon
climate, characterized by an average annual rainfall of approx-
imately 200 mm.>® Average temperatures range from 18 °C in
winter to 29 °C during the summer months.** The hydraulic
behavior of the Buriganga is influenced by seasonal monsoon
flows** and anthropogenic modifications; flow rates vary
significantly, with dry season flows often reduced due to
upstream withdrawals and tidal backflow from the Shitalakshya
River** The river's hydrology is further complicated by
encroachment and siltation, which reduce its carrying capacity
and alter sediment dynamics. Pollution sources along the Bur-
iganga are diverse and densely clustered. Major contributors
include tanneries, textile dyeing units, plastic recycling facto-
ries, domestic sewage discharge points, and informal dumping
zones.* The Hazaribagh and Kamrangirchar industrial zones,
located near the riverbank, are particularly notorious for
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releasing untreated waste directly into the water. This industrial
clustering, combined with limited regulatory enforcement, has
led to persistent chemical and physical pollution.

Microplastic research in Bangladesh is still emerging, with
most studies conducted in the past few years. Initial investiga-
tions have primarily focused on marine and coastal regions.*®
Several recent studies have been conducted throughout the
country to investigate microplastic contamination in different
water bodies in Bangladesh: Buriganga River,** Rupsha River,*
Karnaphuli River,** Mohamaya Lake®*” and waterbodies in the
western region.*® But a growing number of studies are now
targeting urban rivers, particularly the Buriganga River in
Dhaka.”® Studies have found microplastics in aquatic species,*
sediment®****** and water***>*° samples of the Buriganga River.
Islam et al., 2022, showed microplastic abundance in water and
sediments of different sites of the river.** However, most of the
current work has been descriptive, focusing on occurrence
rather than source identification or transport dynamics. More-
over, the influence of local anthropogenic activities—especially
informal plastic recycling industries—has been understudied,
leaving critical gaps in understanding pollution pathways and
point sources in river systems. The Buriganga River is sur-
rounded by small-to-medium scale informal plastic recycling
industries.** Therefore, it is important to investigate the rela-
tionships between the abundance of microplastics and the
presence of plastic recycling industries that are situated on the
bank of this river.

This study aims to assess the situation of microplastic
pollution in the Buriganga River and determine the impacts of
informal plastic recycling industries on the extent of the
microplastic pollution scenario. Islambag, situated on the bank
of the river Buriganga in Dhaka, is one of the largest informal
plastic recycling zones in the country, and there are different
sites on the riverbank where plastic products and pelletized
plastics are washed and dried. The mismanagement of these
recycling products and the unregulated recycling process
contribute a big share of the plastic pollution in the Buriganga
River and the surrounding area. The quantity of microplastic
particles present in water and sediment samples from four
different sites was compared with that of the recycling zone.
Quantification, size analysis and identification of the particles
were done to evaluate the extent of microplastic pollution in the
river that resulted from the plastic recycling.

2 Materials and methods
2.1 Selection of sampling sites

All the samples were collected at the banks or near to the banks
of different points of the Buriganga River. Five sites were
selected for sample collection. The location of the sites is shown
in Fig. 1. The recycling zone (referred to as ‘RZ’) in Chandir Ghat
is located in the Islambag area. This area is situated near the
middle of the river. This area was selected because of the high
activity of the nearby industries and to determine the impact of
the recycling shops. The area marked as ‘ORZ’ in Fig. 1 is the
opposite bank of RZ. A few dump yards and small shops are
present here. This site is around 300 m in the waterway from RZ.

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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Fig.1 Sampling sites locations (abbreviations used in the map image are SAZ: secondary active zone, US: upstream site, RZ: recycle zone, ORZ:

opposite of recycle zone, and DS: downstream site).

This spot was selected to determine the pollution spread caused
by the recycling zone across the width of the river. The location
marked as ‘US’ in Fig. 1 is the upstream site of Bosila. There is
a bend in the river before this bank. The secondary active zone,
Gabtoli, marked as ‘SAZ’ in Fig. 1, is another active zone for
microplastic pollution, situated 11.5 km away from RZ. There
are slums, dump yards, brickfields, small to large shops, and
high population density present close to the bank. Also, the
waterway is an active route of transportation for small- to
medium-sized water vessels. Even though it is an upstream site,
there might be a significant amount of microplastic pollution
present because of the high amount of anthropogenic activity.
The upstream site, Bosila, is marked as ‘US’ in Fig. 1. This is
located about 8 km away from RZ and 6 km from SAZ. No
external source of pollution is present here. This site was
selected to determine the existing amount of microplastic,
where there is no major external source. The downstream site
Postogola is marked as ‘DS’ in the figure (Fig. 1). There is
a bridge nearby and it is a rather less active zone. However,
there might be effects of the hotspots present before this one as
itis in a downstream location and 4.5 km away from the hotspot
(Table 1).

2.2 Sampling method

All the samples were taken between the timeframe from July
2022 to January 2023. Water was collected in a triple-rinsed

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry

stainless steel bucket,*® following the grab sampling
protocol.® The bucket was closed using a metal lid and sealed
with nylon tape after collection. 10 L of water was collected from
15 cm to 50 cm in depth from the surface of the water. Sediment
samples were collected from an approximate depth of 5-10 cm
from the water surface using a shovel.® For every location,
sediments were collected from different points and mixed
homogeneously for better representativeness. Around 1 kg of
sediment was taken on multiple layers of aluminum foil from
each site. Then, the full package was transported to the lab
using a jute bag.

The water samples were filtered through a Tyler series 4 sieve
(4750 pm) on top of a Tyler series 200 sieve (75 pum). The
smallest particle considered for our study is 75 um. Residues
over the Tyler 4 sieve were discarded. The particles from the top
of the Tyler 200 sieve were taken for further analysis.

300 g of sediment® was taken from the well-mixed samples.
Smaller and lighter particles were isolated from the sample by
density separation using a saturated NaCl solution.****** 1 L of
saturated NaCl solution was prepared in a beaker and the 300 g
sample was mixed thoroughly and left steady for the layers to
separate. After 2-3 hours, when the layers were properly sepa-
rated, particles floating on the top layer were collected. These
separated particles were then placed on the Tyler series 4 and
200 sieve setup and rinsed with distilled water to isolate the
smaller particles. The bottom layer in the salt solution was

Environ. Sci.: Adv., 2025, 4,1735-1745 | 1737
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Table 1 Sampling sites descriptions (W = water and S = sediment)
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Site number  Site name Site category

Site descriptions

Coordinates Sample codes

1 Chandir Ghat Recycling zone (RZ)

Located in the Islambag area

23°42/41.2"N 90°23'27.4"E ~ RZ-W, RZ-S

which is the largest informal
plastic recycling zone in Dhaka.
This site is a recycling zone and is
located almost in the middle of
the Buriganga River

2 Opposite bank of
Chandir Ghat

Opposite of
recycling zone (ORZ)

Opposite

bank of the recycling 23°42/30.0"N 90°23/29.1"E ~ ORZ-W, ORZ-S

zone, some waste dumps, and

small shops are present

3 Gabtoli Secondary active

zone (SAZ)

Another active zone of the river.
There are slums, brickfields, and

23°46'56.8"N 90°20'09.2"E  SAZ-W, SAZ-S

other small businesses present
close to the bank, and the water
path is an active route for small
ships and boats

4 Bosila Upstream site (US)

An upstream site. A bend before

23°44'42.1"N 90°20'44.9"E  US-W, US-S

the sampling site is present

5 Postogola Downstream site (DS)

recycling

again stirred and the density separation and sieving steps were
repeated 2-3 times for every sample to ensure that all of the
small particles were separated from the sample. The separated
particles were collected from the top of the Tyler series 200 sieve
and then dried in an oven at 40 °C.

To remove the organic matter, the sieved particles were
oxidized using hydrogen peroxide (H,0,). Each sample of
separated particles was kept in 30% H,0O, solution for 72 hours
in a fume hood.**'*'"** After 72 hours, the mixture was again

Close to a bridge, but without

23°41'24.7"N 90°25'33.0"E ~ DS-W, DS-S

activities

filtered using a Tyler 200 sieve, washed with distilled water, and
then dried in an oven. All the separated particles were then
placed in a Petri dish (Fig. 2).

2.3 Observation and identification of MPs

The particles were examined under an optical microscope ZEISS
Primovert (Zeiss, Germany) running in phase contrast. Photos
were taken using a “Tucsen ISH500” camera and TCapture
(Tucsen, China) software. The total number of microplastic

Density Separation

20 2000 150
Rarman s (cm-1)

Raman Spectroscopy

Fig. 2 Workflow diagram of microplastic extraction.
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particles present in different samples was counted from the
images manually through observation. However, the hotspot
sediment samples had too many microplastic particles and to
make the quantification process easier, the sample was diluted
in water making a homogeneous mixture (mixing them and
then separating them immediately) and particles were counted
using 1/20 of the total volume of that mixture. There is no
established methodology to classify microplastics by their
shapes.**** However, shape is an important characteristic of
microplastics. We have classified all the particles found in our
study into three types of shape: fragment, filament, and fiber.*

View Article Online
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Microplastic particles with an aspect ratio (length/width) larger
than 4 are considered filament or fiber in this study as sug-
gested by Edo et al.*® Fibers are differentiated from filaments by
their thickness along the length and sharp ends.*® Fibers nor-
mally come from various kinds of textile fabrics.»”*"~*

The length and surface area of the individual particles were
determined from the images using Image] (National Institutes
of Health, USA) software. The software was calibrated at 500
pixels = 1000 pm and the length and surface area of the parti-
cles were measured using the software. A Thermo Scientific
DXR3 Raman Microscope (Thermo, USA) was used for chemical

Table 2 Numbers of microplastic particles found in sediment and water samples taken from different samples

Recycling Opposite of Secondary active Upstream Downstream
Different sample sites zone (RZ) recycling zone (ORZ) zone (SAZ) site (US) site (DS)
Sediment sample (particles per kg) 40 000 373 110 7 40
Water sample (particles per m?) 3100 100 1600 300 500
100 1 | 1 I I I T 1 T I — 21.4%
(a)
80 -+ B
3.6%
()
O g0 i &% 30.4%
ko) 16.1%
S Water
2
© 40 - B 6.7%
o ,
[_]>800000 pm? 36.4% 227%
[ 1600001-800000 pm?
20 4 [_]400001-600000 um?
[__1200001-400000 pm?
[_]0-200000 pm?
0 1 T T 1 T 1 Ll Lt T Ll 1 Ll 1 20.4%
RZ-W RZ-S ORZ-W ORZ-S SAZ-W SAZ-S US-W US-S DS-W DS-S 13.7% o
Location Sediment
100 N g U L ! L X L 12.5% 12.5%
(b)
80 ! : o
>5000 pym 21.4%
1001-5000 pm
D 60- 501-1000 um I
© "
2 0-500 um .
g Water
&) ey 1 1.1% 5.2%
25.1%
20 4 H
0 L) L) L] ] L) 1 L] ] L] ] 68.7%
RZ-W RZ-S ORZ-W ORZ-S SAZ-W SAZ-S US-W US-S DS-W DS-S

Location

Sediment

Fig. 3 Microplastic (a) size and (b) surface area in different collection sites and distribution in water and sediment samples.

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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characterization® and identification of the polymer types of the
particles present in the samples after final segregation. The
dried microplastic particles were put on a quartz plate (ALPHA
Nanotech UV-Grade Fused Quartz Plates, size: 75 mm x 25 mm
x 1 mm; acid, base and organic solvent-resistant; spectral
range: 190-2500 nm). A 785 nm full-range grating excitation
laser with 400 lines per mm grating and 11 mW power was used
in the DXR3 Raman spectrometer coupled with an optical
microscope. The aperture was 25 pm and the estimated spot
size was 3.1 pum. The allowed wave number range was 6 to
3365 cm !, and a minimum range limit of 200 cm ' and
a maximum range limit of 3000 cm ™" were set. Representative
particles from each sample were taken based on their shape,
size, and color and then identified.

3 Results and discussion

3.1 Contribution of informal plastic industries to MP
pollution

Table 2 presents the total numbers of microplastic particles in
sediment and water samples collected from different sampling
locations along the Buriganga River. The number of micro-
plastic particles present in the sediment sample collected from
the recycling zone (RZ) is 40 000, which is overwhelmingly larger
than the number found in other samples and other locations.
The water sample here also had a significantly higher number of

View Article Online
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particles than other samples. The significantly higher micro-
plastic numbers in the RZ site can be attributed to the contri-
butions from all the informal plastic recycling industries
around the bank of the Buriganga River in this region. The
higher number of particles in the downstream sites (DS) could
be an effect of the recycling zone (RZ). The sediment samples
collected from the opposite site of the recycling zone (ie.,
location ORZ) showed a comparatively high number of micro-
plastic particles indicating the immediate effect of the hotspot.
However, the water sample present here at ORZ had a much
smaller number of microplastic particles than RZ. The
secondary active zone (SAZ) showed a large number of micro-
plastic particles present in both water and sediment samples
though it is upstream. Such numbers can be a result of pollu-
tion caused by the brickfields, slums, dump yards, heavy traffic
in the waterway, etc. Gabtoli (SAZ). being one of the most active
piers of the Buriganga River, experiences a lot of human activity.
On top of that, littering and the poor waste management system
caused a lot of debris to enter the water. Both the upstream (US)
and downstream (DS) sites have very little activity near the river.
As a result, the amount of pollution is low in these cases. The
existing pollution can be traced back to SAZ for the upstream
and to RZ for the downstream. The amount of pollution is
higher in the downstream than the upstream as the RZ has way
higher pollution than the SAZ.

100 I L) T T I I I I I 196%
80 4 s
12.5%
)
8 60 - . 67.9%
a::) Water
= 0
O 40+ I o
o 139% 0%%%
20 4 Fiber ¥
Filament
Fragment
0 ] T T T T ] L} ] I l T I l Ll
RZ-W RZ-S ORZ-W ORZ-S SAZ-W SAZ-S US-W US-S DS-W DS-S
Location 85.8%
Sediment

Fig. 4 Examples of different types of shapes: (a) Fragment, (b) filament, and (c) fiber and microplastic shapes in different collection sites and

distribution in water and sediment samples.

1740 | Environ. Sci.: Adv, 2025, 4, 1735-1745

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d4va00370e

Open Access Article. Published on 05 August 2025. Downloaded on 11/19/2025 11:05:14 PM.

Thisarticleislicensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 3.0 Unported Licence.

(cc)

Paper

3.2 Classification of different types of MPs

The length and surface area of each microplastic particle found
were measured using Image] software for size analysis. Length
and surface area are two important characteristic properties of
microplastic research. Size data are crucial for studying the
aggregation, settlement, transportation, degradation, bioac-
tivity, bioaccessibility of microplastics, as well as their impacts
on the environment, ecology, and human health.>*3°-%?

Fig. 3(a) shows the distribution of microplastic samples by
size. We found that most of the particles (54% in water and 69%
in sediment) are in the 1001-5000 pm length range. This result
is consistent with the study done in the Buriganga River sedi-
ment by Islam et al.>* The second most dominant size range is
501-1000 um, being present in more than 20% of both types of
samples. However, the DS sediment sample has a more

View Article Online
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dominant length range of 501-1000 um. The RZ sediment
sample, the ORZ sediment sample, and the SAZ water and
sediment sample have particles greater than 5000 um, which
are fiber-shaped. The SAZ site has a significantly large number
of particles with lengths greater than 5000 um, which are all
fibers because if they were not, all of those would have been
filtered in sieves. Such differences in size can be a result of the
external activities happening around the sites, such as indus-
trial discharge, urban runoff, solid waste mismanagement
wastewater treatment, and recreational activities.

Fig. 3(b) shows that the surface area range between 200 001
and 400 000 um?” is mostly abundant (30%) in water samples
with the second most abundant (29%) range being greater than
800 000 um®. Particle surface area greater than 800 000 pm? is
mostly abundant (36%) in the sediment samples. The down-
stream site (DS) sediment sample has mostly the smallest
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o
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Fig. 5 Polymer types in different collection sites and distribution in water and sediment samples.
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particles under 400 000 pm? surface area. The recycle zone (RZ)
and opposite of recycle zone (ORZ) have a significant number of
large particles because RZ is likely to be the source of micro-
plastics in the river. Downstream sites mostly have smaller
particles. A possible explanation is that larger particles are
decomposed into smaller particles because of ultraviolet light,
heat, wind, waves, weathering and sand abrasion in the
river.>*3*

As seen in Fig. 4, fragments are the most dominant shape in
both water (68%) and sediment (85.8%) samples. Filaments are
present in most samples except ORZ and US. SAZ has a signifi-
cant portion of fibers (63% in the water sample and 18% in the
sediment sample) in both samples, with fibers being by far the
most dominant shape in the water sample. It can be conjectured
that there are textile industries or landfills containing textile
waste near this location. RZ and ORZ also have a few fibers
present. Other studies done in Bangladesh®® as well as in the
Buriganga River** match this result. Even studies done on fish*®
and marine* samples are similar to this result. Fibers have
a significant presence (20%) in water samples. However, these
are least present (0.2%) in sediment samples.

Fragments are assumed to originate from larger plas-
tics. 2144451535556 Fiber or filament shaped microplastic particles
are more buoyant and difficult to settle,”” which might explain
the presence of filaments in DS and less presence in all the
sediment samples combined. Hoellein et al. found out through
a simulation experiment that the settling rate of fiber shaped
microplastics is less than that of fragments in fresh water.*®
However, a secondary movement reduces the settling velocity of
irregularly shaped fragment particles causing them to sink
slower than other shapes of microplastic particles of the same
sizes.> Microplastic particles can travel great distances driven
by surface currents and wind forces.” These explain why frag-
ment shape is the most dominant in almost all the samples
(except the SAZ water sample) and in the results of all the water
samples combined and all the sediment samples combined.

A total number of 63 particles were characterized by Raman
spectroscopy. 10 different types of polymers were found. Among
them, polyethylene, polypropylene and polystyrene were mostly
dominant. The other polymers include poly(dimethylsiloxane),
poly(ethylene-co-vinyl acetate), poly(propylene glycol), poly(vinyl
alcohol), poly(4-methyl-1-pentene), poly(vinyl ethyl ether), and
poly(lauryl methacrylate-co-ethylene glycol dimethacrylate). The
RZ sediment sample has 70% polystyrene in the sample. The
overall data for the sediment samples show about 68% poly-
styrene in the samples, which might be an indication of
possible pollution from the recycling zone. According to Fig. 5,
polypropylene (PP) is the most abundant (48%) in the water
samples, polyethylene comes second. A possible explanation for
this result can be the increase of use of non-woven fabrics,
locally known as “Tissue fabric”, used to make disposable bags
and face masks. Such single use plastic products create a lot of
waste, which is mostly mismanaged and disposed of on the
ground and in landfills, that may later enter the river
ecosystem.® As PP (0.90-0.91 g cm ) and PE (0.91-0.97 g cm?)
both have a lower density than water (1 g cm™ "), they are
generally buoyant in freshwater.”® Chemical characterization
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can help trace the source of these particles, i.e., from what
industry these plastic products originated. A previous study on
the Buriganga River shows that polypropylene is mostly abun-
dant here, which matches the water sample results in this study;
however, that study did not consider the hotspot area.**

4 Conclusion

This study revealed a significant correlation between micro-
plastic pollution in the Buriganga River and surrounding
anthropogenic activities, particularly in informal plastic recy-
cling zones. Among the five studied sites, the recycling zone
showed the highest concentration of microplastic particles in
both water and sediment, with most particles being fragment-
shaped. Polypropylene (48%) was the dominant polymer in
water samples, while polystyrene (68%) prevailed in sediments.
Upstream sites had lower concentrations, while downstream
sites reflected the impact of upstream pollution sources,
demonstrating spatial variation influenced by both river flow
and local activities.

The strong spatial correlation between high microplastic
abundance and the presence of informal recycling operations
strongly implicates these industries as major point sources of
secondary microplastic pollution. These facilities, often oper-
ating without proper environmental controls, discharge plastic
particles directly into the river during washing, shredding, and
drying processes. The prevalence of polymer types such as
polypropylene and polystyrene—commonly found in consumer
packaging and disposable goods—points to inadequate segre-
gation and containment practices. This finding underscores the
urgent need for formal regulation and environmental moni-
toring of such industries, particularly those operating in close
proximity to ecologically sensitive waterways. Without targeted
policy interventions and infrastructure investment in waste
management, these informal sectors will continue to exacerbate
plastic pollution in urban rivers. As a key waterway in the capital
city, the Buriganga River requires immediate attention from
governmental and environmental authorities to mitigate
ongoing pollution and to safeguard water quality, ecosystem
health, and public well-being.

Author contributions

Md. Ridwan Mahfuz: data curation, formal analysis, investiga-
tion and writing - original draft; Mohammad Yousran Fargab:
data curation, formal analysis, investigation and writing -
original draft; Zaki Alam Pushan: conceptualization, method-
ology, and writing - review & editing; Nafisa Islam: supervision,
funding acquisition, and writing - review & editing; Shoeb
Ahmed: conceptualization, supervision, funding Acquisition
and writing - review & editing; Nirupam Aich: conceptualization
and writing - review & editing.

Conflicts of interest

The authors declare no competing interest.

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d4va00370e

Open Access Article. Published on 05 August 2025. Downloaded on 11/19/2025 11:05:14 PM.

Thisarticleislicensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 3.0 Unported Licence.

(cc)

Paper

Data availability

Raw data and images of individual samples are included in the
supplementary information. See DOI: https://doi.org/10.1039/
d4va00370e.

Acknowledgements

The authors acknowledge the help of Samiha Zaman and Sir-
azam Munira Aishee from the Applied Bioengineering Research
Incubator (ABRI) at the Bangladesh University of Engineering
and Technology (BUET).

References

1 C. Arthur, J. Baker and H. Bamford, Proceedings of the
International Research Workshop on the Occurrence, Effects
and Fate of Microplastic Marine Debris, National Oceanic
Atmospheric Administration, Technical Memorandum
NOS-ORR-30, 2009.

2 G. Lamichhane, A. Acharya, R. Marahatha, B. Modi,
R. Paudel, A. Adhikari, B. K. Raut, S. Aryal and N. Parajuli,
Microplastics in Environment: Global Concern, Challenges,
and Controlling Measures, Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol.,
2023, 20(4), 4673-4694, DOI: 10.1007/513762-022-04261-1.

3 M. Hossain and A. Shams, Export Potential of Recycled
Plastic: A Study on Bangladesh, Asian Soc. Sci., 2020, 16,
12, DOL: 10.5539/ass.vi6n3p12.

4 R. Z. Miller, A. J. R. Watts, B. O. Winslow, T. S. Galloway and
A. P. W. Barrows, Mountains to the Sea: River Study of Plastic
and Non-Plastic Microfiber Pollution in the Northeast USA,
Mar. Pollut. Bull., 2017, 124(1), 245-251, DOIL: 10.1016/
j-marpolbul.2017.07.028.

5 S. Zhao, L. Zhu and D. Li, Microplastic in Three Urban
Estuaries, China, Environ. Pollut., 2015, 206, 597-604, DOI:
10.1016/j.envpol.2015.08.027.

6 A. P. W. Barrows, C. A. Neumann, M. L. Berger and
S. D. Shaw, Grab vs. Neuston Tow Net: A Microplastic
Sampling Performance Comparison and Possible Advances
in the Field, Anal. Methods, 2017, 9(9), 1446-1453, DOL:
10.1039/C6AY02387H.

7 C.Jiang, L.Yin, Z. Li, X. Wen, X. Luo, S. Hu, H. Yang, Y. Long,
B. Deng, L. Huang and Y. Liu, Microplastic Pollution in the
Rivers of the Tibet Plateau, Environ. Pollut., 2019, 249, 91—
98, DOI: 10.1016/j.envpol.2019.03.022.

8 N. Razeghi, A. H. Hamidian, C. Wu, Y. Zhang and M. Yang,
Microplastic Sampling Techniques in Freshwaters and
Sediments: A Review, Environ. Chem. Lett., 2021, 19(6),
4225-4252, DOI: 10.1007/s10311-021-01227-6.

9 Y. Li, Z. Lu, H. Zheng, ]. Wang and C. Chen, Microplastics in
Surface Water and Sediments of Chongming Island in the
Yangtze Estuary, China, Environ. Sci. Eur., 2020, 32(1), 15,
DOI: 10.1186/s12302-020-0297-7.

10 M. F. Diaz-Basantes, D. Nacimba-Aguirre, J. A. Conesa and
A. Fullana, Presence of Microplastics in Commercial
Canned Tuna, Food Chem., 2022, 385, 132721, DOI:
10.1016/j.foodchem.2022.132721.

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry

View Article Online

Environmental Science: Advances

11 A. M. Alma, G. S. De Groot and M. Buteler, Microplastics
Incorporated by Honeybees from Food Are Transferred to
Honey, Wax and Larvae, Environ. Pollut., 2023, 320, 121078,
DOI: 10.1016/j.envpol.2023.121078.

12 P. Makhdoumi, M. Pirsaheb, A. A. Amin, S. Kianpour and
H. Hossini, Microplastic Pollution in Table Salt and Sugar:
Occurrence, Qualification and Quantification and Risk
Assessment, J. Food Compos. Anal., 2023, 119, 105261, DOI:
10.1016/j.jfca.2023.105261.

13 I. Gambino, F. Bagordo, T. Grassi, A. Panico and A. De
Donno, Occurrence of Microplastics in Tap and Bottled
Water: Current Knowledge, Int. J. Environ. Res. Public
Health, 2022, 19(9), 5283, DOI: 10.3390/ijerph19095283.

14 G. Liebezeit and F. Dubaish, Microplastics in Beaches of the
East Frisian Islands Spiekeroog and Kachelotplate, Bull
Environ. Contam. Toxicol., 2012, 89(1), 213-217, DOL
10.1007/s00128-012-0642-7.

15 S. Campbell, P. Williamson and B. Hall, Microplastics in the
Gastrointestinal Tracts of Fish and the Water from an Urban
Prairie Creek, Facets, 2017, 2, 395-409, DOI: 10.1139/facets-
2017-0008.

16 Q. Qiu, Z. Tan, J. Wang, J. Peng, M. Li and Z. Zhan,
Extraction, Enumeration and Identification Methods for
Monitoring Microplastics in the Environment, Estuarine,
Coastal Shelf Sci., 2016, 176, 102-109, DOIL: 10.1016/
j-ecss.2016.04.012.

17 M. T. Nuelle, J. H. Dekiff, D. Remy and E. Fries, A New
Analytical Approach for Monitoring Microplastics in
Marine Sediments, Environ. Pollut., 2014, 184, 161-169,
DOI: 10.1016/].ENVPOL.2013.07.027.

18 M. R. J. Rakib, M. B. Hossain, R. Kumar, M. A. Ullah, S. Al
Nahian, N. N. Rima, T. R. Choudhury, S. I. Liba, J. Yu,
M. U. Khandaker, A. Sulieman and M. M. Sayed, Spatial
Distribution and Risk Assessments Due to the
Microplastics Pollution in Sediments of Karnaphuli River
Estuary, Bangladesh, Sci. Rep., 2022, 12(1), 8581, DOI:
10.1038/s41598-022-12296-0.

19 R. Lenz, K. Enders, C. A. Stedmon, D. M. A. Mackenzie and
T. G. Nielsen, A Critical Assessment of Visual Identification
of Marine Microplastic Using Raman Spectroscopy for
Analysis Improvement, Mar. Pollut. Bull., 2015, 100(1), 82—
91, DOI: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.09.026.

20 M. Cole, P. Lindeque, C. Halsband and T. S. Galloway,
Microplastics as Contaminants in the Marine
Environment: A Review, Mar. Pollut. Bull., 2011, 62(12),
2588-2597, DOIL: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.09.025.

21 Microplastic  Disguising As Soil Carbon Storage,
Environmental Science & Technology, https://pubs.acs.org/
doi/10.1021/acs.est.8b02338, accessed 2023-05-12.

22 Microplastic Incorporation into Soil in Agroecosystems,
Frontiers. https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/
fpls.2017.01805/full, accessed 2023-05-12.

23 E. Brown, A. MacDonald, S. Allen and D. Allen, The Potential
for a Plastic Recycling Facility to Release Microplastic
Pollution and  Possible  Filtration  Remediation
Effectiveness, J. Hazard. Mater. Adv., 2023, 10, 100309, DOI:
10.1016/j.hazadv.2023.100309.

Environ. Sci.. Adv, 2025, 4,1735-1745 | 1743


https://doi.org/10.1039/d4va00370e
https://doi.org/10.1039/d4va00370e
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13762-022-04261-1
https://doi.org/10.5539/ass.v16n3p12
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.07.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.07.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2015.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6AY02387H
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-021-01227-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12302-020-0297-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2022.132721
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2023.121078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2023.105261
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph19095283
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-012-0642-7
https://doi.org/10.1139/facets-2017-0008
https://doi.org/10.1139/facets-2017-0008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2016.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2016.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVPOL.2013.07.027
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-12296-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.09.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.09.025
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.est.8b02338
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.est.8b02338
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2017.01805/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2017.01805/full
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hazadv.2023.100309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d4va00370e

Open Access Article. Published on 05 August 2025. Downloaded on 11/19/2025 11:05:14 PM.

Thisarticleislicensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 3.0 Unported Licence.

(cc)

Environmental Science: Advances

24 E. M. F. Kallenbach, T. E. Eriksen, R. R. Hurley, D. Jacobsen,
C. Singdahl-Larsen and N. Friberg, Plastic Recycling Plant as
a Point Source of Microplastics to Sediment and
Macroinvertebrates in a Remote Stream, Microplast.
Nanoplast., 2022, 2(1), 26, DOI: 10.1186/543591-022-00045-Z.

25 G. Suzuki, N. Uchida, L. H. Tuyen, K. Tanaka, H. Matsukami,
T. Kunisue, S. Takahashi, P. H. Viet, H. Kuramochi and
M. Osako, Mechanical Recycling of Plastic Waste as
a Point Source of Microplastic Pollution, Environ. Pollut.,
2022, 303, 119114, DOI: 10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119114.

26 C. H. Ng, M. A. Mistoh, S. H. Teo, A. Galassi, A. Ibrahim,
C. S. Sipaut, J. Foo, J. Seay, Y. H. Taufig-Yap and J. Janaun,
Plastic Waste and Microplastic Issues in Southeast Asia,
Front. Environ. Sci, 2023, 11, 1142071, DOI: 10.3389/
fenvs.2023.1142071.

27 M. Islam, Prospects And Challenges Of Plastic Industries In
Bangladesh, J. Chem. Eng., 2012, 26(1), 16-21, DOI: 10.3329/
jce.v26i1.10176.

28 Z. A. Pushan, E. Rahman, N. Islam and N. Aich, A Critical
Review of the Emerging Research on the Detection and
Assessment of Microplastics Pollution in the Coastal,
Marine, and Urban Bangladesh, Front. Environ. Sci. Eng.,
2022, 16(10), 128, DOI: 10.1007/s11783-022-1563-2.

29 F. Ahammed, G. A. Hewa and ]. R. Argue, Variability of
Annual Daily Maximum Rainfall of Dhaka, Bangladesh,
Atmos. Res., 2014, 137, 176-182, DOI: 10.1016/
j-atmosres.2013.10.013.

30 Travel Weather Averages (Weatherbase), Weatherbase. http://
www.weatherbase.com/, accessed 2025-06-26.

31 M. Alam, M. Uddin, M. Satter and N. Majed, Seasonal
Variation of Water Quality and Waste Loads in Buriganga
River with GIS Visualization, Bangladesh J. Sci. Ind. Res.,
2020, 55(2), 113-130, DOI: 10.3329/bjsir.v55i2.47632.

32 R. B. Habib, Effect of Land Use Change on Geometric
Characteristics of the Buriganga River, PhD thesis,
Institute of Water and Flood Management, BUET, 2006.

33 A. Nargis, A. Habib, H.-O. Rashid, H. B. Harun, M. S. Islam
Sarker, R. Jin, G. Liu, W. Liu, A. N. M. Al-Razee, K. Chen
and M. Cai, Status of Multielement in Water of the River
Buriganga, Bangladesh: Aquatic Chemistry of Metal Ions in
Polluted River Water, Emerging Contam., 2021, 7, 99-115,
DOI: 10.1016/j.emcon.2021.03.001.

34 M. S. Islam, Z. Islam and M. R. Hasan, Pervasiveness and
Characteristics of Microplastics in Surface Water and
Sediment of the Buriganga River, Bangladesh,
Chemosphere, 2022, 307, 135945, DOIL: 10.1016/
j-chemosphere.2022.135945.

35 A. Shakik, P. Brohomo, M. S. Kabir, M. S. Islam and
M. H. Mizan, Microplastic Contamination in Rupsha River
of Bangladesh and Its Impacts on Fish Species, Reg. Stud.

Mar.  Sci, 2025, 85, 104130, DOIL  10.1016/
j-rsma.2025.104130.

36 M. Jui, M. S. Miah, M. H. Islam, M. I. Sarwar,
M. Moniruzzaman, R. S. Ankhy, P. D. Suchi and

M. S. Islam, Microplastic Pollution in the Water and
Sediment of the Karnaphuli River, Bangladesh: An

1744 | Environ. Sci.: Adv., 2025, 4,1735-1745

View Article Online

Paper

Ecological Risk Assessment, Mar. Pollut. Bull., 2025, 216,
117948, DOI: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2025.117948.

37 M. Manik, M. T. Hossain and P. Pastorino, Characterization
and Risk Assessment of Microplastics Pollution in
Mohamaya Lake, Bangladesh, J. Contam. Hydrol, 2025,
269, 104487, DOI: 10.1016/j.jconhyd.2024.104487.

38 M. A. H. Shamim, J. Wang, K. B. Hossain, A. B. M. S. Rayhan,
M. M. Islam, K. Chen, H. Ke, X. Zheng, C. Wang, D. Chen and
M. Cai, Integrated Analysis of Microplastics Origins and
Impact on Prominent Aquaculture Ecosystems in
Bangladesh, Sci. Total Environ., 2025, 977, 179334, DOI:
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2025.179334.

39 M. R. Haque, M. M. Ali, W. Ahmed, M. A. B. Siddique,
M. A. Akbor, M. S. Islam and M. M. Rahman, Assessment
of Microplastics Pollution in Aquatic Species (Fish, Crab,
and Snail), Water, and Sediment from the Buriganga River,
Bangladesh: An Ecological Risk Appraisals, Sci. Total
Environ., 2023, 857, 159344, DOL  10.1016/
j-scitotenv.2022.159344.

40 F. Parvin, M. A. Hassan and S. M. Tareq, Risk Assessment of
Microplastic Pollution in Urban Lakes and Peripheral Rivers
of Dhaka, Bangladesh, J. Hazard. Mater. Adv., 2022, 8,
100187, DOI: 10.1016/j.hazadv.2022.100187.

41 M. B. Hossain, P. Banik, A.-A. U. Nur and T. Rahman,
Abundance and Characteristics of Microplastics in
Sediments from the World's Longest Natural Beach, Cox's
Bazar, Bangladesh, Mar. Pollut. Bull., 2021, 163, 111956,
DOI: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2020.111956.

42 M. R. Karim, M. T. Islam, M. S. Islam, H. T. Oishi and

Z. Tasnim, Microplastics in River Sediments Around the

Dhaka City: A Case Study for Occurrence and

Quantification. in Proceedings of the 6th International

Conference on Advances in Civil Engineering, ed, Arthur, S.,

Saitoh, M. and Hoque, A., Springer Nature, Singapore, 2024,

vol. 368, pp 101-114, DOI: 10.1007/978-981-99-3826-1_9.

A. Tirkey and L. S. B. Upadhyay, Microplastics: An Overview

on Separation, Identification and Characterization of

Microplastics, Mar. Pollut. Bull., 2021, 170, 112604, DOI:

10.1016/j.marpolbul.2021.112604.

44 W. J. Shim, S. H. Hong and S. Eo, Marine Microplastics:
Abundance, Distribution, and Composition. in Microplastic
Contamination in Aquatic Environments; Elsevier, 2018, pp
1-26, DOI: 10.1016/B978-0-12-813747-5.00001-1.

45 C. Wu, K. Zhang and X. Xiong, Microplastic Pollution in
Inland Waters Focusing on Asia Freshwater Microplastics,
in The Handbook of Environmental Chemistry, ed
Wagner, M. and Lambert, S., Springer International
Publishing, Cham, 2018, vol. 58, pp 85-99, DOI: 10.1007/
978-3-319-61615-5_5.

46 C. Edo, A. R. Fernandez-Alba, F. Vejsnees, J. J. M. Van Der
Steen, F. Fernandez-Pifas and R. Rosal, Honeybees as
Active Samplers for Microplastics, Sci. Total Environ., 2021,
767, 144481, DOIL: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144481.

47 S. Hermanova and M. Pumera, Micromachines for
Microplastics Treatment, ACS Nanosci. Au, 2022, 2(3), 225-
232, DOI: 10.1021/acsnanoscienceau.1c00058.

4

w

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry


https://doi.org/10.1186/s43591-022-00045-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119114
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2023.1142071
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2023.1142071
https://doi.org/10.3329/jce.v26i1.10176
https://doi.org/10.3329/jce.v26i1.10176
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11783-022-1563-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2013.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2013.10.013
http://www.weatherbase.com/
http://www.weatherbase.com/
https://doi.org/10.3329/bjsir.v55i2.47632
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.emcon.2021.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135945
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135945
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsma.2025.104130
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsma.2025.104130
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2025.117948
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconhyd.2024.104487
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2025.179334
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.159344
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.159344
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hazadv.2022.100187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2020.111956
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-99-3826-1_9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2021.112604
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-813747-5.00001-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-61615-5_5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-61615-5_5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144481
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnanoscienceau.1c00058
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d4va00370e

Open Access Article. Published on 05 August 2025. Downloaded on 11/19/2025 11:05:14 PM.

Thisarticleislicensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 3.0 Unported Licence.

(cc)

Paper

48 S. T. L. Sait, L. Segrensen, S. Kubowicz, K. Vike-Jonas,
S. V. Gonzalez, A. G. Asimakopoulos and A. M. Booth,
Microplastic Fibres from Synthetic Textiles: Environmental
Degradation and Additive Chemical Content, Environ.
Pollut., 2021, 268, 115745, DOL  10.1016/
j-envpol.2020.115745.

49 C. Xu, B. Zhang, C. Gu, C. Shen, S. Yin, M. Aamir and F. Li,
Are We Underestimating the Sources of Microplastic
Pollution in Terrestrial Environment?, J. Hazard. Mater.,
2020, 400, 123228, DOI: 10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.123228.

50 M. Yan, L. Wang, Y. Dai, H. Sun and C. Liu, Behavior of
Microplastics in Inland Waters: Aggregation, Settlement,
and Transport, Bull. Environ. Contam. Toxicol., 2021,
107(4), 700-709, DOI: 10.1007/s00128-020-03087-2.

51 W. Wang, J. Ge and X. Yu, Bioavailability and Toxicity of
Microplastics to Fish Species: A Review, Ecotoxicol. Environ.
Saf., 2020, 189, 109913, DOI: 10.1016/j.ecoenv.2019.109913.

52 A. A. Koelmans, P. E. Redondo-Hasselerharm, N. H. M. Nor,
V. N. De Ruijter, S. M. Mintenig and M. Kooi, Risk
Assessment of Microplastic Particles, Nat. Rev. Mater.,
2022, 7(2), 138-152, DOI: 10.1038/541578-021-00411-y.

53 L. Ding, R. F. Mao, X. Guo, X. Yang, Q. Zhang and C. Yang,
Microplastics in Surface Waters and Sediments of the Wei
River, in the Northwest of China, Sci. Total Environ., 2019,
667, 427-434, DOL: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.332.

54 M. Bergmann, L. Gutow and M. Klages, in Marine
Anthropogenic Litter, Springer Open, London, 2015.

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry

View Article Online

Environmental Science: Advances

55 K. Tanaka and H. Takada, Microplastic Fragments and
Microbeads in Digestive Tracts of Planktivorous Fish from
Urban Coastal Waters, Sci. Rep., 2016, 6(1), 34351, DOL:
10.1038/srep34351.

56 M. Di and J. Wang, Microplastics in Surface Waters and
Sediments of the Three Gorges Reservoir, China, Sci. Total
Environ., 2017.

57 Z.Bonyadi, Z. Maghsodian, M. Zahmatkesh, J. Nasiriara and
B. Ramavandi, Investigation of Microplastic Pollution in
Torghabeh River Sediments, Northeast of Iran, J. Contam.
Hydrol., 2022, 250, 104064, DOL  10.1016/
j.jeconhyd.2022.104064.

58 T. J. Hoellein, A. ]J. Shogren, J. L. Tank, P. Risteca and
J. J. Kelly, Microplastic Deposition Velocity in Streams
Follows Patterns for Naturally Occurring Allochthonous
Particles, Sci. Rep., 2019, 9(1), 3740, DOI: 10.1038/s41598-
019-40126-3.

59 K. Waldschldger and H. Schittrumpf, Effects of Particle
Properties on the Settling and Rise Velocities of
Microplastics in Freshwater under Laboratory Conditions,
Environ. Sci. Technol., 2019, 53(4), 1958-1966, DOI:
10.1021/acs.est.8b06794.

60 N. A. Hasan, R. D. Heal, A. Bashar and M. M. Haque, Face
Masks: Protecting the Wearer but Neglecting the Aquatic
Environment? - A Perspective from Bangladesh, Environ.
Challenges, 2021, 4, 100126, DOL  10.1016/
j-enve.2021.100126.

Environ. Sci.. Adv, 2025, 4,1735-1745 | 1745


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.115745
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.115745
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.123228
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-020-03087-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2019.109913
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-021-00411-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.332
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep34351
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconhyd.2022.104064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconhyd.2022.104064
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-40126-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-40126-3
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b06794
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envc.2021.100126
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envc.2021.100126
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d4va00370e

	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River

	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River

	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River
	Deciphering the connection between the informal plastic recycling industry and the microplastic pollution in the Buriganga River




