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Research progress on microplastic and pesticide pollutions and their toxic effects on soil organisms

XUE Ying—hao', HUANG Hong—kun', JIN Tuo', CHEN Si*, XU Xiang—bo’, LI Shao—hua', BAO Zhe', JU Xue—hai', XI Bin'
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3. Key Laboratory of Ecosystem Network Observation and Modeling, Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Pesticides and microplastics are typical pollutants and may coexist ubiquitously in soils. Different types and structures of plastic
products lead them to display a high affinity for the absorption of organic compounds. Therefore, microplastics may act as a vector for
pesticides, thereby combining their pollution with that of pesticides, resulting in joint toxic effects on organisms, which may harm the soil
ecosystem food chain and even human beings. In this study, the effects of microplastics and pesticides on soil environments are
summarized, the current progress in research regarding the adsorption of pesticides by microplastics and the underlying mechanisms are
reviewed, and the combined toxicity of microplastics and pesticides on soil organisms is analyzed. The deficiencies of the available studies
and several future directions of interest are proposed. This information may be helpful in the risk assessment of microplastics and pesticides
in soil environments.
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WFFEF ], GO AT R B 35 vp i) e 24 Fn = A A
FALFP T, IF A B AL A o w5 A YY)
A RE Sl A MR R DR BT A EE ARk,
MR G 3 v R 2 5 Okl 2 ) i AR B AR
AH G 1y i 1l P DL S B X A s E . AR
LRI T WOBRAR 256 PR S TR AR 2 1Y
W AR FH LA R XoF - 8 5l 40 %) A 25 BN, R PPA 1
SEAIAR 200 43 A 2 A R R e FLAT S S

1 EER T IEIRE RS

1.1 TIERERLTLEIVR

P DR BRI R SR A L B Rk
2R RO R R I Y E AR R (£ 1),
2Pl v R T 1 v Vb DX B BORE R
FER R IR 1.3~14 712.5 4> -kg "™, 16 45 I,
IRHEA [RI S AU 1Y) 43 (ROl + R B A % )
ARG 24 1 A DX R A R A 25 R G0 A3 Hh A
IR BE 43 918 10.3~2.2 4> - kg™ 1 78.0~12.9 4> -
kg PO AE 25 B, RS} A T v S 0 DX - g
W Ik 7 100~42 960 4~ - kg, - 1 24 18 760 4 -
kg 71, AL b Al b DX 3 A B RO RS e
il o FEMKAE RS Tk X, 243t A 35 p g oL
e FEFE 300~67 500 mg - kg™ 22 [0]2; By - k2 [X 90%
(Y - S5 TP A AE RO G FERR it TS e B AR
A A KR O RG Y , 20°8 0.6~10.4 4> g,
fF 9% IR - 8 i ok ke B o R ke 7 U A it

EL[30]

iR
TORL— B A 3, AR RAR T A B
KAV AP E I TR 58 #Y .
SR RL 2 BE S8 /N T ERURL , AT A] 2 - A
L ORI A G Sk AL
Wi - 98K o3 3l 2 N - SR A S I, R O
(PE) Tl ¥ BH5 G 25 38 R - 338 1Y bb R T AR, ekt 1 8
IK G328 15 TE ZE AR HH ()X v | 4 8 40 2R g &1 4
TIAFEVE A v 25 0 25385 T R A R AR (52 mm) A9 550
FIFLER (530 m) BOARFAR, TlOIB R 2 ik IR 1 8 25
) se v, S BRI TR R Liu SFOWESY
TR IR A LT B S, A IR
I AR N (PP) R R (28% mim) 35 2
i 1LV A MRS  EURE 7K R B ROER Y
HEAEMRES W HIEAERRENFE S EA LR, R
T, R 2 5 a8 L e A S AG PR R F2 R VS ZE AL
A
1.2 RZEELX IR B SR
TR - 3 Sy B s PR e DL 2. O R
Z 58 X} B (Porcellio scaber ) W HE £ %6 HE R 45
T AU T AR RE B A0 S AR AR AR 1 T B 2
HAFE T 5 mg- m> W RURL 2 d 5, 75 T F AT 4k
(Caenorhabditis elegans ) 715 % MR N o 2
Y, MRSy R R YT Sz — T
TN Ty KA AR AR R R G A S g
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Table 1 Distribution of microplastics in soil environments

URETR Rt Y F 4055 2

B AR 2% 1 3 20 (LDPE) iU B2 5 | L M 15| ( Eisenia
Setida ) VRBEE 05 1SRRI B8R s SRR 24 (PS) T

Hi A5 ARl Yk wg R~ TR 5 225 30k
Locations Soil type Determination method Density Size Shape Material Reference
PEIN AR STARERMEE SEM . 1.3~14712.5 kg (FE)  <5mm FR(69%) 7k PE.PP.PS.PU  [23]

ATR-FTIR (27.8%) ¥ (1.1%)
274 (1%)
FPET R Aol BB 7 130 THi#k3~5s,  40~100 4~ +kg™ . 120~320  100~400 pm — PE PP [24]
+ REL HAEEIEMEEE kg 80~100 1 kg
ARALATIIE
P ¥t TR u-FTIR 2 4(0~3 cm) :78.0£12.9 20 pm~5 mm  £F4E B A ERIR PP(50.5%) PE - [25]
A~ kg (43.4%) PET
HIZ+(3~6 cm) :62.5+13.0 (6.1%)
kg
hE R RS R SR B RES . w-FTIR 10.3+2.2 4~ -kg™ <5 mm 2f4E ki R A PE(61.4%) PP [26]
ST Bt (35.1%) .PVC
(3.5%)
PEAE HE L R RYA TG 7100~42 960 4~-kg'.  0.05~10 mm  ZF4E(92%) W T — [27]
% phiy 1458 8 180~18 100 4>+ kg™!
WAFRE Tkt FTIR 0.03~6.70% (m/m) — — PVC.PE.PS [28]
i1 Z IR w-FTIR <593 4~-kg! 0.125~5 mm — PE(88%) .PS. [29]
PVC.SBR.PP

BFI £l + AINTX G PR 1.1-3.5 g (] 0.16~10 mm  £F4E(>97%) T 1 — [30]

+) F BRI

T FTIR Oy UM AR R 2L AN I3 5 o~ FTIR o (8 HL 22 e LU A 5 ATR-FTIR Sy 4 BLIMAS g ol 42 S AF 20463 5 SEM g 4948 1~
BE; PVC R A LM PE R LI 5 PS Iy RAE L5 s SBROGIE AR T — s s PP SR NG 5 PU Sy SR 4 it s PETT D SR XK — W iR & — el

Note: FTIR—Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy; pw—FTIR—Fourier transform infrared micro—spectroscopy; ATR-FTIR—attenuated total

reflectance—Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy ; SEM—scanning electron microscopy ; PVC—polyvinyl chloride ; PE—polyethylene ; PS—polystyrene;

SBR—styrene butadiene ; PP—polypropylene ; PU—polyurethane ; PET—polyethylene terephthalate.

R2 MBI T IEFH MBI FERN

Table 2 Toxicological effects of microplastics on soil animals

Wb WOk A TR FRERUSE A 275 3Lk
Species Size Microplastics Density or concentration Effects Reference
15 1 (Hypoaspis aculeifer .Damaeus 80~250 pm pvC 5 000 particles-cm™ IE T OB EHE R Y [36]
exspinosus) .7 & H (Folsomia e iR
candida)
S (Porcellio scaber) 18349313751 pm PE 4mg g (T FiH) pATE S| [37]
2% dt (Caenorhabditis elegans) 0.1.1.5 pm PA .PE.PP, 0.5.1.5.10 mg-m™ PIIAEG R A [38]
PVC.PS B AN
HE 5| ( Eisenia fetida) <400 pm LDPE 0.1.0.25.0.5.1.5 g-kg ' (P i) B A% [40]
W8] ( Eisenia fetida) 100.1 300 nm PS 100.1 000 wg-kg () U7ZE ] Ok AR iR A [41]
# DNA#14%5
TE18| (Lumbricus terrestris) 40.7+3.8 pum Polyester 0.1% 1% (m/m) TeBAHE AT M [42]
AL
LR L (Lobella sokamensis) 0.47~0.53.27~32 PE .PS 10,20 mg- L™ A5 i [44]
250~300 pm
i 2t (Folsomia candida ) 2.34.66 pm PE — FAARAZ 2 0 AP [45]
2 dt (Folsomia candida) <500 wm PE 0.005%.0.02%.0.1%.0.5% 1% 4702 G5, [46]
(m/m) R i T AR

0 LDPE WARSE IR 2075 PA R R ; PE W3R O 0 5 PS W ROR LM s PV C R IREGH LI s PP BTN 5 Polyester S RFREF 4k .

Note : LDPE—low density polyethylene ; PA—polyamide ; PE—polyethylene ; PS—polystyrene ; PV C—polyvinyl chloride ; PP—polypropylene.
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Figure 1 Transport of pesticide in soil environment(Prosser et al®”)

SR i 1B PR A 23 5 | R i 051 40 L % Ak F DNA 5
731, Prendergast—Miller 551 % Bl , 7% 5% F1 45 A R 5
214 ( Polyester) b 1E W8] ( Lumbricus terrestris ) Y%A EXHE
PE L AE I 1 REAIG, 5 26 0 0 b S A O 1Y) 4 s At
A -20m=2) B RIEHIN T 243 15, PR EH A
(hsp70) ) FIRFEAK

M T RIS A R A o AR G,
W E A YA T R 5 S e Z A B 56 R A B T
TRRHAR SIS o Zho SFPHRGE , AR R CR I,
T e g Wkt - s vh OBRL R i i Ao A RE D R
R R RO AL S o e B R, = TR A
BB E Y Z 1, Kim SE0EL 31 3 i
BHG Y2 T3 2 B (Folsomia candida) Wiz sl . #F
— BRI, R AT B RS /N T (66.0+10.9)
pm P TEIE AL s 55X BRZHAR FE S5/ D TR 193
BB JURY iz B R AR B 8 3 IR T 74%+
389, Ju SR B, 2 FE T 0.5% F1 1% (m/m ) W JEE Tk
SRET B 5t Rt SR B SR T Oy, RE 033 R 59%
F169% ; 5% BRZHAH L, 19 Vi J3E Tl 9 el ol L 2 B R o
KT 70.2%; (B RHR 2 AR 1 5 R BB A 2
FEPE, HA W] 2 BRI

2 REGXHEREHIF M

2.1 REGX T IEERIZIN

Al Az 7= e A A 2 2 S B AT 7
e JF AR B R AR B E RS
T AR I QORI (1) o HIERUEY) S
A HLBR 5 B IR O, BE B S Rl TR 3 Y
AL, H A R R B AR R AR R AR Ry
M) - S R R AR WD) R RS 1, 5 S ol A P i IR 5

A PR A . TERZHCE LT A 25 2 /At
PR RS ), B S AT 25 TR R R 2 i 4 A
T B0 A: Wy Y AR AS AL, T S0 A ) R T A R
Chen S5 WIF 58 & B, AR T8 R ve T PHRI A T S AR B
TR 711) R A8 RBEOR — 898 v TR )3 1, S O T 1
2 s AU, 7 fol P AL TR | S TR A i e 25 3%
TR, b 5 AR e R A T Y B ] R O
DI White S50 B, 1) - 3 R AT B A ELA
G, e rh R SE R RO A RS E PR S T e, s 2
ORISR N B AR E PR 2 B4 g 1 2 A5 AN 4 4%, SR A
Lo 2 TR A (8 AN 23 i A AR 24 A 25 3N AIE
ARG 22 | L A R AU 3L , = e SRS TR AR
W IR R AG IR BRI AN TS , W Arthrobacter
sp. Achromobacter sp. Fll Streptomyces sp., 7] V) [ i 3
AR RAE FEA K AR 16 2, X UL L3RR W)
A Ak H R AL TR L R B A 24 9 Gl BT BR B
SR, AR T35 78 3 b B R 2 RO Wy i i R A
BT, AT EATTE LA R G h BRI A
HREFNZH D R 2550 LI U WIS RO BIETEAR SR
AR

NG 2 SRR Y Y R A S )
Oy UAFTE R, T S AT O - S AN A W e h RE Y
A HAE B 2 S e - A BR 1 55 — A AR R AR
WEFE R B, 15 TR 52 i A b A B8 TR I Tl L 90 23 W TR
ity A LW IR T FAT AL~ W) - 52 G W R I A2 3 R 24
(VUL KRN S5 250 1 5200 B /)N, 158 B 2 - 33 mT LA fR
PG A2 R IR AE T Dilly SRR B
SEAE YR AAAE T LA S i e i 1 L A 2k
AR AR . — SR O G0 AR A | A SO
AT T , 6B R 5 A e TR B 2 IR
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JI5t S T 9 M T A ARG A e BT I s R
PEBS S BUSR R Bk EC R RV T £ SRR g ep
JI58 SRR %) 05 PR T A ) s TR L 0, A
iy (5 P R R I A v R T o A R A 1
P AZ B, Cycon SF AR, 35 BUAS A 4 2
55+ HEE TG 2 (] (0 25 57 0T BB - S B R
AT K,
2.2 REG¥F IR BT

el R A AR IS R G AR R FE R 4
AR AN KAR B SR, DR b2 R R ik B4 24, v
FOPAR A 25 (4 R 25 KU A 240 U B Xof i | LA o
ZRE EALR I S IR A LURAE Ik i R, H R
FET-(F23)%), Rico SR BN, 214 X ke 5] H A7 45
R (LCso=2 mg-kg™") , AR XS M| FR 3 v B
BEPE(LCs0=28 mg-kg™) , T ET HL 3G WS 2 A0 DK i i (1)
BRI (LCso>100 mg-kg ™) o i 7 2 52 0], HoA:
YA FH A A AR R A7 R IR 2 M s,
Bt S H B IR, SR 2455 T T S0 | A A
AT Z Ay, HAT, ARA w5 2Rk

25159, th FARE R 24 DRI NS RN , B A
T AP AR 2 I 255 BRIV R R

1 Tl A A AR R 4 22 S AN R A
PR A 25 W S OARHATR] . Jegede S5 , 78
550 rh |, 28 CCHT SR SR A1 B A8 WX ik i B R Y
P AE FH L 20 CHEIE 2D 10°~10° (ECso25<=1.42 mg -
kg ' F12.52 mg-kg™ ,ECs020¢=6.18 mg-kg ' F110.09 mg-
k) s 7E 3R HUi 6 v, 26 C SR LA 25 L M0 3t
HEH R BEPEVE T 20 C(ECs0260=0.11 mg- kg
F10.018 mg - kg™, ECs020¢=0.29 mg - kg™ #1 0.031 mg -
kg™) T T8 5036 T 14 17 00 DU AH B (ECso 260 =12.85 mg »
kg™, ECs020c=2.77 mg-kg) ; Ui AN [R]85 T
H T) v B 1 A 24 2 5 350 A A R AN T g i s i),
Alves S5 5 A0 A4 24 P18 A Mk 3 R0, & BT
- J& R b2 B 2 AT R ) B R T G EL
W WEIE ST ZE R AR SE U JCR R . Ak, AR 2R
2GR B Cyp6 ABC I GABA 3£ [H 3k, L H &
FEMRHRBE T, SE PR Rk Je T AR 4 SO & A0, 313
BEIR 2 AT VR A 2 B E DA R8T ik o

R3 KA LEHWHF RN

Table 3 Toxicological effects of pesticides on soil animals

Wl K2k ErS- 235 Al EZ BN
Species Pesticides Concentration Effects References
W 45| (Aporrectodea SR F AT A K T 0.011~5.292 mg- kg™ SALNLBL A EU [63]
caliginosa) FHAR R I e e A 2 B
WEI5| ( Eisenia fetida) ER 33.50.75.113.169.253 mg-keg ' /i e Ml (Ao &, W R Qhm fEk [64]
S 119557 128 meke TR TNV SLAUK N AT S
Qiik mg-kg™ T T PEFISRIE
ZWR 0.8.1.2.1.8.2.6.4.0.6.0 mg-kg' T JFi
TR 63.95.142.213.320 mg-kg T i &
/S35 188.216.249 286,329 mg- kg T /fi it
W3] ( Eisenia andrei) AL 3.5 mg kg™ W | R 39 e ) A 2 Wi s [66]
- 05 mgekg” IR A (b
nee P A B
EPBEMLIG] (Lampito RS 0.093f10.311 mg-kg" IB AL Wi i [65]
mauritii ) 9% B R >
W 35| (Allolobophora AL 1.3 mg-kg™ AN TR) i 5]t o X} A 245 it 37 AN ] [84]
chlorotica Fl Aporrectodea SR L T PG i A P o
caliginosa) Xof S I mg kg
LS| (Eisenia fetida) 2% B 8 TR RIBR 0] (7R — BB TR EA LI [69]
“Y T, B2z 5 | g A

iR B (Folsomia candida) MEHIK Z53JE | thiametoxam |

captan , carboxin+thiram

#i 2t (Folsomia candida) SR BEFEM AR S AGTR
T EYERE (Hypoaspis
aculeifer)
$iFE i (Folsomia candida) ry 2 B 2 RS ik H B
i £ H (Collembola) W W i o e R

1.10,100.500,1 000 mg-kg'(Za k)

0.33.1.3.3.10.33 mg-kg"
0.2~5 kg+hm™

AR R R AR, 23 [70]

0.06.0.12.0.5.1 mg-kg ™' (12 1k) KAt R B )
0.1~1 000 mg-kg™ TR AR 2 ) [68)

LSRR N IR 1B SISESIN [71]

LR H IR A 5 o R it [85]
IEAHE
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3.1 BRI MR RER

Al PE il F HA &K R B K sk
PERR SR =i I RE  TEAO AR = A T2 1
7 72, (LIS SR ] i B4 TSR R 3 60% , B T 43
FRIE BB 3R 2R AR 2 T B k5 Y . AR 245 %%
T8 B eSS | AR, A 4R 2 TR 25 R Tk
fEHRNZ AATRER™ ™, M5 F JE (Phenanthrene) , i
T 6 % PE SR S0 20 (PVC) ORI B9 S5 A B
RUIHIB R G & LB AL EAR 2 3 A EE T
YLl Wang 257 WFSY T PE ORI 2 R B
Bk DR | 2 7 B B R ik FE IR 1 W B RE T 5 3R 2
WEFE A 5 Tl 24 I W 635k ) & AR 1 8 5 i A
AR 245 2 B3 2oL A AR A P R R o e b, S f
Bl 1 5 A IR 2R 53 A 5 O — A A AN Freundlich 2
TUFRAAE , 156 I W B 2k A2 B 1 W B A Bl SR 2R 1T A1 3
5 B 30 o A 3o FUARE B, IR B 3o R 2 2 A
Pl FE B4 6 5 45 4% 25 06 PE S8 RE I A W B 4K
U B HRUDR > 25 ik R BRI > T 37 6 > 22 TR R > B0H
o B v BT EE A R T S R X A 2 W T AR
ZTESICIE R 1) W B Bk o K 43 L R B
G K PR A 1) A 2473 W RV P B S TR A
FEAT AR 2 18 L HE T A9 5% B LL BN 4% 3 50 T 15%,
BRI ROER Sl R G A B RO, 1
BK RS Y,

T R 5 A 2 S5 22 [ AR AR F AN 32 314k
A ) 5 SRR R A 2 M TR A 2 L, 38 32 0] ff 9 e
PR S AR5 om0, BRI, T A R RS T fi
TR Yo A 25 B W BFHRR P T BE AR AE SR K 22 5% 0 Gong
SESUHE TR AT AR AL (PE (PS . PVC PP fil A )
Al RO R (R FLRR PLA R T MR T B2l PBS)
X5 JE WL B AT o0, 45 SR BT, PLA 1 PBS (1) W% B
B RAE T PE PP PVC Fl PS, 253 JE e 88 kL L )
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