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Biodegradation of Polyethylene Microplastic: A Review ‘
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Abstract; Over the recent decades, global plastic produ¢tion has gmwn dramatically due to the huge demands of Lonsumptfon As a consequence, large dfhounts of plasfle
waste have accumulated in the enyironment and will be gleayed into rru('ropla%tu‘q Due to the low bioav allablhly, the n’ueroplastlc% will exist in the environment perqls[enﬂ) and
cause massne emlronmen'tal stress. Plastic pollution is curremly ope of the bljggest “environmental concerhs) “Recent. sfudies have shown the possibility to obtain degradmgl
microdrganisis of micfoplastics from the natural environment. St)me 1er0_orgdmsms can break down mlLrUpldhtl(,s into wateand*carbon dioxide. This paper reviewed 1he I
currefit research on bllgdegradatlon of polyethylene (PE), which is the mogt' abundanl microplastic type in the environment, and discussed the quantlﬁ('auon melhod% of the
degradation effect. Given that current hiodegradation efficiency,is relatively hmlted further research is require o

o o
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JoT 2 FBR EESE F 1 AN [R] | B8 <M AT 440 S A% B 2R
ZJfi (low density polyethylene, LDPE) | % E R 2
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FIRREA =4 55 DPAN A W e e R R . B
AR gE s REE | CO, AT i H
AR e 21 A 5% 3% AL ( fourier transform infrared
spectrometer, FTIR ) 7. Bt i B & @ 3% ( gel
permeation chromatography , GPC ) ¥5 FIS AR 4 3% - ik
IXFH ( gas chromatograph-mass spectrometer, GC-MS)
VEAE, LA BT A AT LU E P IS i WD £ 3 R AT
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L1 EPkk
L11 fBiissis

g vk 3wl R ) B 3B (atomic force
microscope , AFM ) 1 49 i 5 + i 3 Hi ( scanning
electronic microscope , SEM ) P Fl{ #&. AFM 1] M %5
A= WIRE AR AT PE A S B2 4k, A48 23 | 1]
Gy AR B2 09281655 ; SEM 7R EERT T3k Al
WA M) AE PE 3% 1A 22 A DL, 40 A Wy TR Y I
FCRIAIE 745 K/ N4 TR ok 5 % R LA A
PE 7S AL A P 78 FEA I, RE 05 B LA lz{iﬁ%
A Y5 PE RIEE S R ERMINE.

Zahra . [ 1@ f SEM % ¥ ij 5’% 199
Asperglllus fum,lga,lus FA. terreus 3X 2 %E@E’%ﬁl‘
2% BT S 19 LDPE_JE 3 1 & A% T ED?EE’JE%HW
Esmaeili 45 ARG 7%, AL mg@? Fl 'Eﬁﬁf‘aﬁﬁ

5481 i) LOPE B 4685 J5 ), SEM R gL B

Bﬁ#%ﬁ‘%%%% W45 LDPE B M. 7] —BgET
2 Lysmlbactllus xylamlyncus S7-10F .7E LDPE fi&
FWEIE R T . Awasthi 257 3@ 3 SEM E 420
EL3| Bk Klebsiella pneumoniae CHOO1 1537 60 d J&
HDPE [ LS , A7 177 22 2448 MUTR 1 xk 1 28 )
TRERGH , AFM EIRALLEE ) 2R 18 0 F 45 14 19 260
ARAE, UE W% R PR RE B8 A PE JFHE IMTAE. Auta
A5 HER Bacillus RN 5 PE MASLETF 40 d 5,
PE R M7SF RS I B 2L | =ik 28 At
1. Yang 551 WA B 76 22 5 K Y LDPE R i
K1Y Enterobacter asburiae YT1 F1 Bacillus sp. YP1
3R 0.2 pm x 0.8 wm AIEEIRZH M AN 0. 5pm x
3 pm Y AN U] Jo A R 24 .
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AW BRET S PE FE S 22 5 T8 G B RE A0 A I
Wl ) R A BT PE 45 1 2 75 DX 365 1) B T L 4
LARR7/D AW 2 e

Skariyachan 28" #£3 375. 46 em ™' b &P T
T C—H SEWr UL il 1 4 Hh i A R AT BE S Y T
A Rl T B K B KR 1) 93 8. 28 Aspergillus flavus

cL }:

PEDX3 4b# J5 i) HDPE fof ¥8 HS0R 5 X6 BEAE & AH
Fe, 7£3500 ~ 3100 em ™' 385 B 9 M B0 % R $8 4E
(—OH) 1) & W Y e, iR FE 1113 em ™' A1 647 ~
1716 em ™" 4b43 51 BT I Fik 3 ( C—O0—C) FIpi Sk
(—C=0) i, 3 FE BEIAIAY B4 HDPE f%

SRHBURL (4 A ) E AL AR L T IEHE . Skariyachan
SIS T AR H S LDPE 4% BT RS E LA

TEAYT 700 cm ™' F11 600 cm ™" Ab H 30T AY W Wi 0.
Chen %" ) FH 32 0 42 2 S 21 706 33% ( ATR-FTIR)
OGS EUG S FE A SR A B vh B 53 (1) PE R it B F
TP BT, A5 R R AT R 1 720 om ™' A A BB
BRCRAE AR L, by TOUIN J5 457 % 8 ol 90 ) o fogp 2
JE PR BCRS By TR A IR AR AT AR A
YIgesE R, SRR B s B AR IR I
FTIR A5 5506 A9 T8 B X ) B PE F“ﬁ’imﬁ%ﬁ% K
BRMER . | =/ |
1.1.3 GPC kg
GPC A WA A T CONE
M XS 43 R R-CM,) FIR 3 53 o TR i
(MWD) , Bt PE *HXT&%%F%EE’JWM*E%E?FHN
éy‘%ﬁ;ﬂ%yé&?l b7 BE KRS A 5. '
Yamadé- Onodera 25"\l 1 3 4 H %} PE *ﬁxfﬁ‘
TR ”/‘{ﬂ 35k T bemalhum nmphczsstmum YK
Xt PE [ FEAAFERT , 25 F SR AL B ) PE A A i
BB AH X 43 5 A 15100 0001 PE 2394 BT
TR A A ARG 0 T Itk Zhang 45 FI 5
TRBE B 55 30 (4 3% (HT-GPC) X 28 Aspergillus flavus
PEDX3 4b P i () HDPE 34 8 61 JURE AR & 25 4 A5 )
I, 500 REAE e B AH X 3 BT & (M, =222 003 1
M, =55135) tH Lk, kb B 5 5 M, (89 801) Al
M, (26 064 ) 535 F 4 17132 2027129 069 , 25 5 B k.
[FIRER , FHE R Enterobacter asburiae YT1 Fl Bacillus
sp. YP1 }53%0% PE #E54 il HT-GPC 2 15 5% 60
d J5 FIFIXT o F e (M /M) FUAR X 43 F it i 43
i (MWD) , 5% FRAH L, s i B S i ke, — &
K2t PE RESh M_/M, 4y 5] R 82 500,24 700 F1
78 200/23 900, [ i 41 5 Xt B AH L 2D T 6% ~
13% 0. SR (H A5 10 88 A0 2, MM B 2 1Y) & Al T
A FHOHXT 431 5 2 B0, 32 /T B A BT AR A 5
Fff PE RS P ARAR X 43 5T et (9958 43, S T
(4 PE FE & 09 A0 X 4 F 5 B AR W R A I 2
st
1.1.4 GC-MS ¥
GC-MS ¥4 J2& F F AU £ 3% -5
Rk fire et A AR = A T4
Albertsson 21 F) F Arthrobacter paraffineus [

AT PE
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fift IR AL FRS () LDPE 55,3, 5 a Jo Xt BB (B4
R il ) FRRG I 1 — ST R — R R i 7R ) ] R
Yy, T3 7= e A ek A ot o U 58 Al i i, R
SR PREERI IS W) . Abraham 2507 F il 25 1 Ak 38
LDPE i£,90 d J& LDPE J I %5 i fi ke | 5 &k
LR AR 17 IR FAS TR RN B 15 2 55 JC 8546 & 9. Ambika
21200 ) R AR 3 vk R R K e R e
& & ¥, GC-MS 73 M1 % & T Achromobacter
Denitrificans s1 X} LDPE fREfR ™= P35 1 | B . P
HIRER. 43 BIRT LS Alternaria alternata FB1 AbFE 60 d
1120 d 19 PE BEHATHGIN , 45 R RV AL HE 60 d 1Y
FES P W BB FRITE 12 ~30 ZJa], FE =ik E
27, R 51.24%, B ENE A 2] 120 d J5 7= Pk
BAE 3 ~27 ZIH, BA 4 Ay = w2
Alternaria alternata FB1 [&f# PE JEY) EE =9, & Bt
HrEYI 93.28% .
1.2 Emik
1.2.1 REE

W E PE AR FE A 4 W il T R S5
BRI 50 BT LR TUEWH;UE%I:I:#U
%ﬁfﬂi%xf PE Hﬁﬁ%ﬁ’éxﬁz% 75 F T Zﬁﬂ
IZ_EIH%E’JF&%’: 77, %E&%E H ﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁ A4~ %FP
7|

/H Baallus subjllzs R e £ E‘&I‘ﬁf EE %Téj}l]/\

‘a-‘

%%E?ﬁ L f, PE I 430 d P F9. 269 7. i ’

73 Pseudomonas sp- AKS2 T B B AR 26 TRUAD BT
LDPE 45 d PUIT AR (5 £ 1) % YL IAMRE, 257
I P R K RORIR (14 £1) % 2 7E
15 d EEFR L FE P, $EFR Streptomyces albogriseolus
LBX-2 WHEY PE 2R 198 G401 2% 1 48 n. itesh,
LBX-2 X IAH XS 737 B i (1) PE #y A [ A 2R
Gt AR — SRR R P, R TR X S
GRS HEG R AR AR ], 2 v 02 O A [) A ik T
PRI A RACR Y o 187 B B4 9 J7 4. XS T HDPE 1Y
[ fi# , Pseudomonas sp. (15% ) H Arthrobacter sp.
(12% ) T T AP0 R A AR . Devi %6127 AT
T SRR SRR Ml X 3 b 3 15 Y 248 BRAN T iz
FHREIEDAT AL, e 2458 T 10 BRA %1 HDPE
Wik A T
1.2.2  CO, Atk

255 AU, WUEY A AL 2 K
A% PE, CO, M7= A48 & PE ¥ 5¢ & [% i 1 bp
A WESE S CO, 77 AR R SRR R AR ROR.
Shah %% M5 Fusarium sp. AF4 % f#% PE i, 4 JE
J5 CO, 77 i M 1.85 g-L7', BEE T2 XY
0.45 g-L~". Abraham 25" i B 5% 575, Aspergillus

nomius JAPE1 F Streptomyces sp. AJ1 [%f# LDPE, 4
JEJE B CO, 7 A= B 53 550 0 2. 85 g-L7' il 4.27
g L7".

SE MRV T LA B WL 2 SR ) 1 2 KB PE 1Y
FILAL (IR HIBHE — MR JE 15 PE PR 147, i
W 2RI BN ol T R LR, Tek
X AN [+ 3 i AT 140 % A BE 0 A7 1) PL K. i R
SRT DATE [] — {4 3 vt XA [ g ik 1 ) o fie e g
T B TR A S i AR R B d R
Dyt R R 22, EANTFR R A PE B4 B [F]
R EAUMA) OSSR GELEE | IFE]) |
JCYE ] B b R T 10 2 25 ) BT 56 At E ) b 5 55
DRI PE [ ik AT 3% At E 0 1 kA ATS 9K LU 0 TR M. e
AR RICR B ZRAE AR AT LA UL I R i BT 0 PE B e
fRAE ST FRAE PE (9 2E MR 14 7 B LA Al 4
U SEM 454 T A FTIR ¥ , AU 90 b Kok A
4545 PE MORHIAEML | &éﬁﬂﬂﬁf"ﬁ“ﬁ@ @XT PE 1]
K fRET]. i W rd

2 PE E’Jﬁii%}%m

PE E’JM&%W%@FQTL#B # 20 m“éa 70 S

R, 1L il €O, B’Jiﬁi KB CMTTIE/\ﬁSZE’J PE
RE B e P 6 €O, ANHLO4 TR
SRR ZAR . LAk, AR AR R BT S

b RN MU A AR B P o 1 X PE LAY

REARRE S Mt 4 2 3 1 R 2 A BEg T H
T 1L HGE B PR [ itk 20 T 5 e B0 TR S R Nk
TR, R Y PE AR 3 )8 4 1], Horh
AT T] oy -7 T 20 O T 1D 0k T 0 P 6 5
R RN R iR 2. FHEC TR, HE X T PE A9
fipE R SR B . LT A LA T 22 A5 A AN ] B
Jit b A S A A R A A2 K
IR EH R PE ALz — . CHRIER) PE FE#
BT R FREAE TR T34 D9 dh6E
AE, &R, HEEMTEESE2Z s, b
5 s AR 2.

Harshvardhan 55" D BTz AF1 ¥ 5 12 965 7K h 43
B 60 AR VA0 B I N P B 38R ((Kocuria
palustris M16 | Bacillus pumilus M27 F1 Bacillus subtilis
H1584) REGETELL PE Dy ik — B IR AY B IR Bk b AR R BY
PR ,30 d RIS, PE RE 0 1%, 1. 5% Al
1.75% ,FTIR G R T BE . Bl 206 B2 A3
XU A TE . Sangale %517 7E E[) B 75 16 2 2144 AR AR
PR3P AR R 109 PRECTE b, N AR AL AR A
SRR IS A BE TEAR[A] pH A Rt b T
Aspergillus terreus MANGF1/WL (pH = 9.5)



4872 7S i) g % 43 %
F®1 PERMBMAELER
Table 1  Bacterial taxa capable of PE degradation
e Fee At TR SCHK
B—’}RHZ lilélXJ %éﬂ—lil ( Achromobacter) NEEE:N A ) ( Comamonas ) FC IR KA A [31.32]
B (B-Proteobacteria)  ( Delfiia)

( Proteobacteria) vy TG BN

s .
(y-Proteobacteria) G ( Microbulbifer) .

( Pseudomonas)

AT (Acinetobacter) . B (Alcanivorax) . ¥ ( Enterobacter) .
55 7% ¥ ( Stenotrophomonas ) P A [9,22,24,25,32 ~35]

SRETH [ ZETUFT Y . - . Y. e L
( bJj:: H;Tﬂ';) Pf(%s&fﬂ'f) M AR ( Bacillus) BV S HIFF B  Lysinibacillus ) [9.,21,25,36 ~39]
&1l e e AT (Arthrobacter) . 7% 5% FC T ( Kocuria ) F1 < B ( Nocardia ) | 41

(' Actinobacteria) ( Actinomycetia) ER B ( Rhodococcus)

BERE A ( Streptomyces ) #1 Leucobacter

[25,25,37,40]

..-"-‘.

FFFRE ] AT TN T .
( Bacteroidetes) ( Sphingobacteriia) BB 8 ( Sphingobacterium) [35]
*2 PEMRBERELH
Table 2 Fungal taxa capable of PE degradation
P RS I
T 4 ‘ il i 1
E? B BEAG A (Alternaria ) 10 HIE ( Lasiodiplodia ) [3a1) =
( Dothideomycetes ) P
i ra — ]
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