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Introduction: what are microplastics

Plastic is a very recent phenomenon: bakelite, its
predecessor, was invented in 1907. What became
a revolutionary material thanks to its robustness,
versatility and low price, among many other
attributes, has now become a problem for the
environment (Frias & Nash 2019). Waste plastic is
too stable and does not easily degrade by itself, a
process that may even take several centuries. Very
few of the plastic items that have ever been
manufactured, have by now been recycled by
nature.

Plastic waste is one of the major pollutants of the
natural environment. It is ubiquitous, abundant,
and fast-growing. Microplastics are defined as
plastic particles measuring between 1 um and 5
mm in size, although some authors prefer to
consider only those smaller than 1 mm. In the
lower range, particles smaller than 1 um are
considered nanoplastics (Frias & Nash 2019). The
main types of microplastics are irregular
fragments, pellets and threadlike fibers. The
sources of these pollutants are diverse (Cole et al.
2011, Jiang 2018). Two main categories can be
distinguished: primary microplastics, which are
defined as those manufactured as such and have
not been through a significant transformation yet,
versus secondary ones, which are those that result
from a degradation process of larger items. An
important source of primary microplastics is
wastewater, which carries remains of cosmetics
and cleaning products (Fendall & Sewell 2009).
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Similarly, air-blasting cleaning media (e.g. to
remove paint and rust) also use microplastic
pellets. Other primary sources are industrial
processes which use virgin microplastics as a raw
or auxiliary material (see figure 1; Lechner et al.
2014). Secondary plastics can be formed by
exposure to sunlight, water and/or sea salt,
degrading larger pieces of debris (Eriksen et al.
2014). They can also be found in the wastewater
from washing synthetic clothes (Habib et al. 1998).
Another important source of secondary
microplastics in air (and, subsequently, in water
runoff) are those resulting from the abrasion of
tires on the road and fibers from clothes, sacks,
and similar textiles. Plastic debris constitutes 80%
of all wastes found today in marine environments
(Cole et al. 2011). It is estimated that, by 2050, the
oceans will harbor more plastic than fish (The Ellen
MacArthur Foundation 2016).

Fig. 1: Virgin plastic pellets. The resemblance to salt
is striking (Source: Wikimedia Commons)



Microplastics in aquatic environments
Microplastics have been found in many different
environments, even in uninhabited areas, such as
the Arctic or Antarctica; the summits of mountains
or simply in the air (Evangeliou et al. 2020,
Gonzalez-Pleter et al. 2020). It has even been
detected in the human stool or in the placenta
(Schwabl et al. 2019, Ragusa et al. 2021). Water is
a medium in which microplastics have most often
been detected. Open waters worldwide present an
ever-increasing abundance of this pollutant. They
can be found in all types of aquatic environments
and their soil, from open ocean to coastal waters,
sediments, tidal zones, beaches and estuaries, but
also in inland waters such as lakes, rivers and
reservoirs (Jiang 2018). Even in groundwater (Re
2019).

Although the study of microplastics in marine and
other aquatic environments has been ongoing
since the late 1980s (Derraik 2002), the research
on microplastic in saline habitats did not come off
the ground until the later years of second decade
of the 21st century (see reference list). In fact,
very few studies focus on natural saline systems
(Alfonso et al. 2020).

One of the main concerns of microplastics in water
is how they will affect living organisms, as they
degrade very slowly and their manufacturing
processes often use potentially toxic chemical
additives (Jiang 2018). One of the major threats of
microplastics are in fact these additives. Typical
hazardous substances found in them are
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB), pesticides (e.g.
DDT), polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH), and
other persistent organic pollutants (POP), all of
them well-known for their adverse effect on
human and environmental health (Soares et al.
2020).
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Microplastics as a threat to health

Microplastics can affect the natural environment
in various degrees. Animals, mainly fish and birds,
ingest them, and suffer the physical blocking of
their digestive systems as well as the toxic effect
of the additives (see below). Animals can also get
entangled in larger plastic items, as is often seen
with marine bird, reptile or mammal species
(figure 2). On the other hand, drift plastic can also
be a transport route for alien (and potentially
invasive) species (Derraik 2002).

Fig. 2: Harbor seal (Phoca vitulina) with an entangled
fish net around its neck (Source: NTB Norway)

Despite  these examples, the long-term
consequences of the presence of microplastics in
the environment are not yet well understood
(Burns & Boxall 2018), but there is increasing
evidence of its presence and effect on human
health. The main pathway of microplastics into the
human body is ingestion of water or food
contaminated with them. The best studied
examples are tap or mineral water, fish and
seafood, honey, beer and salt (e.g. Kosuth et al.
2018, Zhang et al. 2020). Microplastics can also
enter the body via inhalation, as they have been
found in the air (e.g. Correia Prata 2018).



The presence of microplastics in food reduces its
nutritional value, as microplastics may prevent
proper digestion of nutrients. Once inside,
microplastics have the capacity to translocate
through the circulatory and lymphatic systems,
thereby accessing virtually any part of the body. In
addition, they cause oxidative stress and,
consequently, inflammation of the tissues. Also,
the immune system becomes less capable of
removing synthetic substances (Prata et al. 2020).
According to the type of material, the polymers
can have different specific health outcomes on
humans. Considering the most common materials
in salt packaging, polyethylene (PE) has hormone
disrupting effects. On the other hand,
polypropylene (PP) causes damage to liver and
brain functions as well as changes insulin
resistance. Lastly, polyethylene terephthalate

(PET) causes eye and respiratory irritation and is a
carcinogenic substance (Smith et al. 2018).

Fig. 3: Plastic debris comes in all sorts and sizes, making
it extremely difficult to eliminate
from the environment

Since the microplastics ingested are of diverse
origin and type (figure 3), they may show not only
adverse but also synergic effects between them
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and with other potentially toxic substances from
other sources (e.g. hydrocarbons, heavy metals),
thereby increasing the negative health outcomes.
They can even inhibit the action of medicines
(Peixoto et al. 2019). Having said this, it has been
shown that humans excrete 90% of ingested
microplastics via feces (Wright & Kelly 2017).
Therefore, the health effects of microplastics in
the human body are not yet fully understood and
require further research (Galloway 2015, Sivagami
et al. 2021). One of the main challenges of salts
containing microplastics is the difficulty in
removing them during the production process
(Zhang et al. 2020). Whereas this is relatively easy
to do in the case of other food and drinking items,
the salt making process has a variety of challenges
that need to be addressed. As a possible solution,
filtration of brine or seawater prior to entering
saltworks has been proposed, as a cost effective
strategy (Seth & Shriwastav 2018). As will be seen
below, the problem of microplastics entering
saltworks seems more complex and challenging.

Microplastics in salinas: a vulnerable activity

Salinas are a special type of aquatic environments
in which salt is being obtained, usually by
evaporating the water in which it is dissolved. In
figure 4, a summary of natural sources of salt and
salt making processes can be seen. For the record,
rock salt (non-aquatic by definition) is also
included. In this specific case, salt may be
produced by classical mining techniques, that blast
the rock and facilitate collection and grinding. Salt
is then refined, that is, washed, to obtain a higher
quality product. Rock salt can also be dissolved
and then evaporated, either by vacuum
techniques or by solar evaporation. In both cases it
is also refined afterwards. In all other situations
(lake, well and sea) the salt is already dissolved in
water and needs to be recrystallized, usually by
solar evaporation. Other methods exist, such as



seething (a form of forced evaporation by adding
an artificial source of heat underneath large pans,
filled with brine and letting it seethe in them) or
graduation (i.e. evaporation by the wind, which is
only used to concentrate brine but not crystallize
the salt). The latter two are not so common as
solar evaporation, but from the point of view of
microplastics present similar challenges. Other
minor methods exist, like washing the ashes of
burnt halophytes or filtrating salt-laden sands, but
these are very marginal (Hueso Kortekaas 2019).
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Fig. 4: Types of salt according to source and
type of process. With red contour, parts of the salt
making process more vulnerable to plastics pollution
(Source: own elaboration)

In figure 4, the most vulnerable stages of the salt
making process are indicated in red. Soils are
important sinks of plastic pollution, that reach
both surface as groundwater via runoff and
seepage. In the case of wells, the process of
pollution is more complicated: if the life cycle -
from runoff to seepage- of the groundwater is
short (weeks to months), the chances are higher
than wells with long replenishment cycles.
Microplastics in open waters such as lakes can also
be brought by air currents and deposition.
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Wet processes, that is, those in which there is
presence of water (solar evaporation, solution
mining), the presence of microplastics in water
may be a threat. In solar evaporation, whatever
the source of the brine is, exposure to the wind
may also increase chances of airborne plastic
pollution.

Once harvested, the mechanical processing of salt
usually involves washing, in which case there is a
risk of exposure to plastics in the water. Also,
transportation of salt within the premises of the
salt making site wusually involves throughs,
conveyor belts and other mechanical devices,
often made of rubber or with plastic coatings.
Material decay of these devices may cause
contamination of the salt. Refined salt is, in theory,
more prone to being polluted than artisanal salt.
However, fleur de sel -an unrefined type of salt
that is typically produced on the surface of the
crystallizers- is, on the other hand, most exposed
to airborne plastic pollution, as well as capturing
floating particles. Also, its flat shape (as occurs
with other gourmet salts such as scales) allows to
trap more particles. In addition, open air storage
of salt (figure 5), very common in solar
evaporation salinas, is also a risk of capturing
airborne microplastics.

Fig. 5: Some salt mounds are too large to store indoors



Naturally, packaging of salt is a potential source of
contamination (figure 6), depending on how it is
being done (mechanically or by hand) and, most
importantly, what type of material is chosen to be
in direct contact with the salt. Being a hygroscopic
and corrosive material, this limits the choice of
materials for packaging. Paper, cardboard and
metals are generally ruled out, leaving the most
obvious choice to plastic. Even artisanal salt,
usually presented in sleek glass, cardboard or even
cork packaging often have part of the it made of
plastic. The handling and storage of packaged salt
is also relevant: fresh packaged salt will have less
risk of pollution than salt that has rested for
months or years in its package. The salt itself has
not expiry date and will not degrade, but so does
the material around it.

In summary, figure 4 shows how, for one reason or
the other, all types of salt are vulnerable to plastic
pollution, due to a combination of the origin of the
salt, the type of processing and the location (most
often outdoors) and the packaging.

Fig. 6: Packaged salt usually comes in plastic,
thereby risking pollution form the material
(Photo: KHueso/IPAISAL)
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Microplastics in food grade salt: some findings

This contribution looks at a set of studies on
microplastics in food grade salt. Microplastics have
been found in most of the samples obtained: up to
94% in Lee et al. 2019 and 98.5% in a review by
Peixoto et al. 2019, in more than 100 commercial
brands (Zhang et al. 2020). The majority of the
studies reviewed here have searched for
microplastics in commercial table salts that are
already packaged, coming from a large diversity of
sources and locations (e.g. Yang et al. 2015,
IfRiguez et al. 2017, Karami et al. 2017, Gindoglu
2018, Kim et al. 2018, Kosuth et al. 2018, Renzi &
Blaskovi¢ 2018, Seth & Shriwastav 2018, Fischer et
al. 2019, Peixoto et al. 2019, Renzi et al. 2019,
Narmatha Satish et al. 2020, Sivagami et al. 2021).

Some studies distinguished between low-end and
high-end salts, finding no apparent correlation
between the scale of production and the amount
of microplastics (Renzi & Blaskovi¢ 2018, Fischer et
al. 2019, Renzi et al. 2019, Soares et al. 2020).
However, fleur de sel type salts (figure 7) were
more polluted than coarse salts, when these were
compared at site level (Fischer et al. 2019, Soares
et al. 2020).

Fig. 7: Artisanal salt maker collecting fleur de sel. Note
he could be shedding fibers while harvesting the salt.



While the majority of the samples across the world
were from sea salt, some studies included rock
and well salt (Yang et al. 2015, Iiiiguez et al. 2017,
Kim et al. 2018, Soares et al. 2020, Zhang et al.
2020). In general, the amount of microplastics was
lower in the latter, but not inexistent (see Table 1).

Identifying the type of microplastics was mostly
done by Micro Fourier Transform Infrared
Spectroscopy (UFTIR) or FTIR, depending on the
size of the particles analyzed, which allowed to
identify the predominant polymers. Quantification
of the abundance of microplastics was also tried in
most studies, mainly by filtrating the samples and
visual observation. Most abundant were three
polymer types: polyethylene terephthalate (PET),
polypropylene (PP) and polyethylene (PE), not
surprisingly, very common packaging materials.
Other polymers found more rarely were teflon,
cellophane, polyamide (PA), polystyrene (PS),
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) and polyarylether (PAR),
depending on the location (Yang et al. 2015,
Ifiguez et al. 2017, Karami et al. 2017, Giindoglu
2018, Kim et al. 2018, Kosuth et al. 2018, Fischer
et al. 2019, Peixoto et al. 2019, Renzi et al. 2019).
The proportions of these polymers varied
according to the source of the salt (Kim et al.
2018). This variability also point at the difficulties
interpreting the origin of the plastic pollution.

Table 1 results from a review of data from
different studies. The average concentration of
microplastic particles per kilogram of salt is shown,
for salts being produced in coastal, lakeshore and
inland salinas, the latter including both rock salt
mines and brine wells. Please note that the
concentration is expressed in qualitative terms,
that is, in number of particles per kilogram, which
still does not indicate the amount of microplastics
in quantitative terms (be it volume or weight).
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Considering that the average human intake of salt
is ca. 10.06 g/day' (Powles 2013) and a global
average of 506 MPs/Kg of salt (Kim et al. 2018),
each person ingests 1,857 MPs per year, although
this figure is of course highly variable. Table 1 also
shows the average composition of microplastics
according to the source, with slight variations
among the most predominant polymers.

Table 1: Concentration of microplastics in particles
per kilogram (MPs/kg) in different sources of salt

Source | Concentation! Average composition?

Sea 0-1674 MPs/kg | PE 35% / PP 30% / PET 30%
Lake 8-462 MPs/kg | PE 48% / PP 28% / PET 11%
Inland | 0-204 MPs/kg | PE 41% / PP 26% / PET 23%

Sources: Danopoulos et al. 2020, *Kim et al. 2018
(predominant polymers)

From the point of view of shape, the three
predominant types are fragments, fibers and films,
with variable proportions depending on the
location. Other, non-synthetic, particles found are
cellulose and cotton (Renzi et al. 2019, Selvam et
al. 2020). Typical colors detected were
transparent, blue and black (Soares et al. 2020).
The size of the particles ranged from 10 um to 5
mm (Barboza et al. 2018). A study in the saltworks
of Tuticorin (Tamil Nadu, India), using Scanning
Electron Microscope (SEM), also found non
naturally occurring elements such as iron (Fe),
nickel (Ni) and arsenic (As) adhered to the
microplastics, thereby indicating other sources of
environmental pollution in the seawater, such as
industrial and urban sewage, fly ash from a nearby
thermal power plant and a refinery in the area
(Narmatha Satish et al. 2019).

! This figure considers both table salt as salt processed
in food, as it is obtained by looking at sodium
concentration in urine. This value is well above the
recommendation of the WHO, which is 5 g/day.



Future research needs

Following the review of the studies on
microplastics in salt, there are several aspects that
need further attention by research, which are
highlighted and briefly explained below:

¢ In the studies reviewed here, it is often
unknown whether the microplastics come from
the environment (water, air), from the salt making
and refining process (infrastructures, devices) or
the packaging itself (materials), although there
seems to be a correlation between the levels of
pollution at the source and the amount of
microplastics found in salt, at least in coastal
salinas (Kim et al. 2018). However, detailed
knowledge of the salt making process and the
materials that are being used in the different
stages, including the packaging, is deemed
paramount to determine the potential sources of
pollution.

e Another important factor is the type, size, shape
and color of the microplastics, which is very
variable and may affect the outcomes of their
quantification and identification efforts across
different studies. Given the facts that these
microplastics are of very diverse origin and even
source (primary vs. secondary), have been subject
to different environmental conditions and during
different lengths of time, it is very challenging to
have a precise idea of the amount of microplastics
(in terms of density) found in salt (Lee et al. 2021).

e The effects of microplastics on human health
are diverse and adverse; however, the role of the
size of the particles, their toxicity and the pathway
of entrance to the body are very relevant. It is also
unknown how the combination of salt and
substances found in microplastics may enhance or
otherwise affect the health outcome. Further
research into these aspects is needed.
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e Very few studies have focused on inland salinas
(Iniguez et al. 2017), which typically are less
exposed to plastic pollution, whether from the
source of the brine as from the salt making
process. The analysis of sources of plastic pollution
in brine wells, requires an understating of
groundwater hydrodynamics, as the salt itself is
free from them. Underground salt deposits
typically are millions of years old and protected by
the soil and rock layers on top, hence plastic-free.
Wells are replenished by seepage of runoff and
groundwater flows and life cycles of groundwater
can run from weeks to centuries, as said earlier
and can follow complex routes across different soil
and rock layers before surfacing. Therefore, there
is considerable room for research to be done in
the field of groundwater pollution risk by

microplastics. Abandoned inland salinas (figure 8)
can also give interesting clues as to the pathways
of microplastics, given their remoteness, isolation
and low predominance of plastic during their
activity in the past.

Fig. 8: Could abandoned salinas provide insight
into the pathways of microplastic pollution?
(Photo: KHueso/IPAISAL)



* Most authors stress the importance on finding
strategies to prevent microplastic pollution in salt
and understand the difficulty of removing these
particles from the source, especially seawater. To
do that, it is essential to understand the pathways
by which microplastics access salinas. Again,
further research is needed to prevent microplastic
pollution at the different stages of the process.

In conclusion, microplastics in salt is a concerning
global environmental and public health issue that
requires further research into a number of
aspects. It is necessary to pinpoint the pathways of
pollution (air and water), the natural sources of
salt and brine (sea, lake, well, rock), the types of
salt (refined, unrefined), and the stages of the salt
making process that are most vulnerable to
microplastics.

Bibliography

- Alfonso, M. B., Arias, A. H., & Piccolo, M. C. (2020).
Microplastics integrating the zooplanktonic fraction in
a saline lake of Argentina: influence of water
management. Env. Moni. and Assessment, 192(2), 1-10.
- Barboza, L. G. A, Vethaak, A. D., Lavorante, B. R,,
Lundebye, A. K., & Guilhermino, L. (2018). Marine
microplastic debris: An emerging issue for food
security, food safety and human health. Marine
pollution bulletin, 133, 336-348.

- Burns, E. E., & Boxall, A. B. (2018). Microplastics in the
aquatic environment: Evidence for or against adverse
impacts and major knowledge gaps. Environmental
toxicology and chemistry, 37(11), 2776-2796.

- Correia Prata, J. (2018). Airborne microplastics:
consequences to human health? Environmental
pollution, 234, 115-126.

- Danopoulos, E., Jenner, L., Twiddy, M., & Rotchell, J.
M. (2020). Microplastic contamination of salt intended
for human consumption: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. SN Applied Sciences, 2(12), 1-18.

- Derraik, J. G. (2002). The pollution of the marine
environment by plastic debris: a review. Marine
pollution bulletin, 44(9), 842-852.

18

El Alfoli 28 (2021): 11-19

- Eriksen, M., Lebreton, L. C., Carson, H. S., Thiel, M.,
Moore, C. J., Borerro, J. C., ... & Reisser, J. (2014).
Plastic pollution in the world's oceans: more than 5
trillion plastic pieces weighing over 250,000 tons afloat
at sea. PloS one, 9(12), e111913.

- The Ellen MacArthur Foundation (2016). The new
plastics economy. Rethinking the future of plastics. The
Ellen MacArthur Foundartion, London.

- Evangeliou, N., Grythe, H., Klimont, Z., Heyes, C.,
Eckhardt, S., Lopez-Aparicio, S., & Stohl, A. (2020).
Atmospheric transport is a major pathway of
microplastics to remote regions. Nature
communications, 11(1), 1-11.

- Fendall, L. S., & Sewell, M. A. (2009). Contributing to
marine pollution by washing your face: microplastics in
facial cleansers. Marine pollution bul, 58(8), 1225-1228.
- Frias, J. P. G. L., & Nash, R. (2019). Microplastics:
finding a consensus on the definition. Marine pollution
bulletin, 138, 145-147.

- Galloway, T. S. (2015). Micro-and nano-plastics and
human health. In: M. Bergmann, L. Gutow, M. Klages
(Eds.)  Marine  anthropogenic litter.  Springer,
Heidelberg, pp: 343-366.

- Gonzdlez-Pleiter, M., Edo, C., Velazquez, D., Casero-
Chamorro, M. C., Leganés, F., Quesada, A., ... & Rosal,
R. (2020). First detection of microplastics in the
freshwater of an Antarctic Specially Protected Area.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 161, 111811.

- GUndogdu, S. (2018). Contamination of table salts
from Turkey with microplastics. Food Additives &
Contaminants: Part A, 35(5), 1006-1014.

- Habib, D., Locke, D. C.,, & Cannone, L. J. (1998).
Synthetic fibers as indicators of municipal sewage
sludge, sludge products, and sewage treatment plant
effluents. Water, Air, and Soil Pollution, 103(1-4), 1-8.

- Hueso Kortekaas, K. (2019). Salt in our veins: the
patrimonialization processes of artisanal salt and
saltscapes in Europe and their contribution to local
development. Pergamon Verlag, Kaiserslautern.

- liiguez, M. E., Conesa, J. A., & Fullana, A. (2017).
Microplastics in Spanish table salt. Sci. rep., 7(1), 1-7.

- Jiang, J. Q. (2018). Occurrence of microplastics and its
pollution in the environment: A review. Sustainable
Production and Consumption, 13, 16-23.



- Karami, A., Golieskardi, A., Choo, C. K., Larat, V.,
Galloway, T. S., & Salamatinia, B. (2017). The presence
of microplastics in commercial salts from different
countries. Scientific Reports, 7, 46173.

- Kim, J. S., Lee, H. J., Kim, S. K., & Kim, H. J. (2018).
Global pattern of microplastics (MPs) in commercial
food-grade salts: sea salt as an indicator of seawater
MP pollution. Environmental science & technology,
52(21), 12819-12828.

- Kosuth, M., Mason, S. A., & Wattenberg, E. V. (2018).
Anthropogenic contamination of tap water, beer, and
sea salt. PloS one, 13(4), e0194970.

- Lechner, A., Keckeis, H., Lumesberger-Loisl|, F., Zens,
B., Krusch, R., Tritthart, M., ... & Schludermann, E.
(2014). The Danube so colourful: a potpourri of plastic
litter outnumbers fish larvae in Europe's second largest
river. Environmental pollution, 188, 177-181.

- Lee, H., Kunz, A, Shim, W. J., & Walther, B. A. (2019).
Microplastic contamination of table salts from Taiwan,
including a global review. Scientific reports, 9(1), 1-9.

- Lee, H. J, Song, N. S., Kim, J. S., & Kim, S. K. (2021).
Variation and Uncertainty of Microplastics in
Commercial Table Salts: Critical Review and Validation.
Journal of Hazardous Materials, 402, 123743.

- Narmatha Sathish, M., Jeyasanta, |., & Patterson, J.
(2020). Microplastics in Salt of Tuticorin, Southeast
Coast of India. Arch. Env. Cont.and Toxicol., 1-11.

- Powles, J., Fahimi, S., Micha, R., Khatibzadeh, S., Shi,
P., Ezzati, M., ... & Global Burden of Diseases Nutrition
and Chronic Diseases Expert Group (2013). Global,
regional and national sodium intakes in 1990 and 2010:
a systematic analysis of 24 h urinary sodium excretion
and dietary surveys worldwide. BMJ open, 3(12).

- Prata, J. C., da Costa, J. P., Lopes, |., Duarte, A. C., &
Rocha-Santos, T. (2020). Environmental exposure to
microplastics: An overview on possible human health
effects. Science of the Total Environment, 702, 134455.
- Ragusa, A., Svelato, A., Santacroce, C., Catalano, P.,
Notarstefano, V., Carnevali, O., ... & Giorgini, E. (2021).
Plasticenta: First evidence of microplastics in human
placenta. Environment International, 146, 106274.

- Re, V. (2019). Shedding light on the invisible:
addressing  the potential for  groundwater
contamination by plastic microfibers. Hydrogeol J, 27,
2719-2727.

19

El Alfoli 28 (2021): 11-19

- Renzi, M., & Blaskovi¢, A. (2018). Litter &
microplastics features in table salts from marine origin:
Italian vs Croatian brands. Mar. poll. bull. 135, 62-68.

- Renzi, M., Grazioli, E., Bertacchini, E., & Blaskovi¢, A.
(2019). Microparticles in table salt: Levels and chemical
composition of the smallest dimensional fraction.
Journal of Marine Science and Engineering, 7(9), 310.

- Schwabl, P., Koppel, S., Konigshofer, P., Bucsics, T.,
Trauner, M., Reiberger, T., & Liebmann, B. (2019).
Detection of various microplastics in human stool: a
prospective case series. Annals of internal medicine,
171(7), 453-457.

- Selvam, S., Manisha, A., Venkatramanan, S., Chung, S.
Y., Paramasivam, C. R., & Singaraja, C. (2020).
Microplastic presence in commercial marine sea salts:
A baseline study along Tuticorin Coastal salt pan
stations, Gulf of Mannar, South India. Marine pollution
bulletin, 150, 110675.

- Seth, C. K., & Shriwastav, A. (2018). Contamination of
Indian sea salts with microplastics and a potential
prevention strategy. Environmental Science and
Pollution Research, 25(30), 30122-30131.

- Sivagami, M., Selvambigai, M., Devan, U., Velangani,
A. A. )., Karmegam, N., Biruntha, M., ... & Kumar, P.
(2021). Extraction of microplastics from commonly
used sea salts in India and their toxicological
evaluation. Chemosphere, 263, 128181.

- Soares, A. S., Pinheiro, C., Oliveira, U., & Vieira, M. N.
(2020). Microplastic Pollution in Portuguese Saltworks.
In: A. T. Devlin, J. Pan & M. M. Shah (Eds.) Inland
Waters-Dynamics and Ecology. IntechOpen.

- Smith, M., Love, D. C., Rochman, C. M., & Neff, R. A.
(2018). Microplastics in seafood and the implications
for human health. Curr. env. health rep., 5(3), 375-386.

- Wright, S. L., & Kelly, F. J. (2017). Plastic and human
health: a micro issue? Environmental science &
technology, 51(12), 6634-6647.

- Yang, D., Shi, H., Li, L, Li, J., Jabeen, K., &
Kolandhasamy, P. (2015). Microplastic pollution in
table salts from China. Environmental science &
technology, 49(22), 13622-13627.

- Zhang, Q., Xu, E. G,, Li, J., Chen, Q., Ma, L., Zeng, E. Y.,
& Shi, H. (2020). A Review of Microplastics in Table Salt,
Drinking Water, and Air: Direct Human Exposure.
Environmental Science & Technology, 54(7), 3740-3751.



