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Abstract: The textile industry consumes large volumes of freshwater, producing enormous
wastewater containing chemicals from dyeing and bathing, but also microplastics concen-
trations that have not been deeply studied. Liquid wastes from the synthetic and natural
textile manufacturers were treated with a new disruptive technology (Adiabatic Sonic
Evaporation and Crystallization, ASEC), which completely removed contaminants from
water, providing distilled water and crystallized solids. The current study presents the
characterization of the industrial residues and the obtained by-products: microplastics and
organic matter contained in the solid residue were analyzed and characterized through
chromatography. The results of the analyses displayed that compounds such as benzene,
benzoic acid and 2,4-dymethyl-1-heptene were found in the synthetic industry water sam-
ples as degraded compounds of polyester and polypropylene. Meanwhile, the natural
industry water also contained polyester, nylon and PMM polymer. After the depuration
of samples, microplastics were completely retained in the solid phase, together with the
organic matter (sulfate and surfactants) resulting on clean water. This is the first study
focused on the study of microplastics generated by the textile industry and their prevention
by removing them as solid waste.

Keywords: crystallized solids; microplastics; Adiabatic Sonic Evaporation and Crystallization;
effective water depuration; plastics in water; synthetic fibers; natural fibers

1. Introduction

Awareness is increasing about the presence of plastics and microplastics (MPs) in
the environment, especially in aquatic environments (rivers, lagoons and oceans) and
their impact on health is being more and more frequently studied [1-3]. The presence
of MPs results from the degradation of larger pieces of plastic, or from being released
directly into the environment. In the case of the fashion industry, MPs are provided
by both sources: the manufacturing process, and the wearing and washing of textiles
made from synthetic (plastic) fiber fragments. Around 66% of the textile fiber market is
produced from synthetic fibers (mainly nylon and polyester), followed by cotton, cellulosic
materials and wool [4]. The production processes of synthetic fibers (Sf), yarns, fabrics and
products may be responsible for the increased release of microfibers [5]. In particular, the
application of abrasive friction during production is an important factor in MP formation [6].
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Periyasamy and Tehrani-Bangha [5] estimated that of global fiber production will reach
145 million metric tons in 2030, due to garments made from synthetic fibers (34.8%).
Previous studies [7,8] have determined an annual estimation of MPs release into the ocean
of between 0.2 and 0.5 million from synthetic textiles. MPs from aquatic environments can
enter organisms through various pathways, commonly ingestion (bioaccumulation), but
they are also biologically transported through the food chain [9,10] and enriched at higher
trophic levels (biomagnification), ultimately affecting human health [11].

The release of MPs into the water environment is being regulated in Europe through
the Council decision 2021/764 (May 2021) [12], which requires water pollution control
(including MPs) to ensure that water bodies achieve a good ecological status. Therefore,
controlling the potential plastic emission sources, such as the textile industry, would allow
the aquatic ecosystem quality to improve. In terms of the water from textile manufacturing
processes (wet processing: dyeing, pre-treatment, finishing), it is supposed that around 86%
of consumed water [13] is usually dumped after water waste treatment in Europe. However,
it is crucial to monitor process parameters to reduce waste, costs and environmental
impacts [14].

MPs (and nanoplastics) removal during water treatment includes chemical removal
(fourth flotation, agglomeration, coagulation), chemical degradation (hydrolysis, cavitation,
advanced oxidation, photocatalysis) [15] and physical removal (such as micro-/nano-/ultra-
filtration, reverse osmosis or dynamic membrane). Biological removal employs aerobic and
anaerobic digestion, lagoons and septic tanks, but these are inefficient and might cause
secondary contamination [16]. A recent study focused on the thermal pyrolysis process
into fuel oil [17]. Ozonation can dissolve 90% of MPs into functional groups with O,, but
harmful intermediate chemicals might be generated [18]. UV oxidation makes MPs into
smaller sizes or nanoplastics [18]. Therefore, most of these techniques are not completely
efficient, and are extremely costly, with a high consumption of energy or other consumables
(membranes, reagents) or are not scalable, among others. The search for a cost-effective
technology with a high level of effectiveness for MPs removal to treat significant volumes
of wastewater is still a challenge.

Zero liquid discharge (ZLD) technologies might represent a transformative solution
because despite their high implementation costs, due to the use of renewable resources as
energy supply, and their 100% efficiency in water recovery, they could be a cost-effective
choice to significantly remove MPs from wastewater [19] and other environmental chal-
lenges. These ZLD technologies are reshaping wastewater management practices in the
textile sector [20]. The utilization of water in the textile industry, the avoidance of chemicals
and reduced waste disposal are some of their main advantages. Nevertheless, once these
technologies are implemented in industry, the destiny of MPs is not clear. A previous
study [21] characterized the removal of contaminants (metals and metalloids) from textile
industry fluids after an innovative ZLD treatment. However, this study solely focuses
on the removal of MPs from textile industry water using this technology, with the aim of
checking its effectiveness.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Liquid Residues

The industrial processes for both synthetic (Sf) and natural (Nf) fiber manufacturing
are composed of different steps, which are partially cyclical. Water at different temperatures
is processed through baths with chemicals and additives (colorants, surfactants, glues,
detergents, dyes, etc.) that appear in the solution of the output effluents. These are collected
and treated in a local wastewater treatment plant (WWTP). In the case of Sf, the daily total
average volume is 150 m3, and a volume of 950 m?/day is employed for Nf.
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For the experiment, different aqueous residues were collected at different phases of
the Sf textile processing line (Figure 1). Sample S1 was collected during the preparation
phases from the autoclaves. Sample S2 corresponded to the staining and dyeing phases,
and is called jiggers, a mixture with the fluid from the previous treatment. Sample S3 was
taken before the WWTP. A fourth sample from the Nf manufacturer was collected as a
homolog of S3 (after all the treatments plus the domestic wastes, and before the WWTP).

WATER WATER
! Preparation ; / Wash section \
SYNTHETIC o Dy i ction  NATURAL
FIBER Autoclave  liggers ) o FIBER
NDUSTRIAL 3y | H/J\  INDUSTRIAL
PROCESS lsz ®=="  PROCESS

N )

[}
x,
,
a

Rames

-

i
’

— WWTP <——— Rames

N

#

i

i
s

Figure 1. Scheme of the manufacture textile processes for synthetic (left) and natural (right) fibers
and the sampling locations (S1, S2, S3, N).

2.2. Adiabatic Sonic Evaporation and Crystallization (ASEC) Technology

The ASEC system (EP:3135635) is a ZLD technology designed for contaminated fluid
purification using the distillation-separation of dissolved solids and liquids based on
physical changes, resulting in clean water and dried crystallized solid salts (moisture < 1%).
The technology requires an energy supply between 3 and 5 kWh/m? of treated fluid (it
can be replaced by renewable energies or residual heat from industrial processes) [21-23].
Briefly, the ASEC system uses a physical process combining evaporation and crystallization
in one step to remove all the solutes and solids in the solution as salts and/or dried solids,
without the use of reactants or fungible pieces. The fluid to be treated passes through
a solid removal stage using self-cleaning filters. Then, it flows through two preheating
exchangers to reach the required process temperature, before being directed to the nozzles.
The fluid is injected into the evaporation chamber, impacting the transfer surfaces, and
onto hot plates, forming a falling layer. The vapor is then routed to the interior of the
plates, where it transfers heat to the falling layer of the fluid, subsequently condensing the
pure water (distilled water). The water is then directed to the condensate tank existing in
the evaporation chamber. Meanwhile, the concentrated fluid inside the crystallizer loses
moisture until it reaches the target level. At this stage, the solid product falls into a screw
conveyor that transports it out of the plant, where it is recovered.

2.3. Experiment

To test the efficiency of the ASEC technology, water samples (50 L) were collected from
a different phase of the Sf (51, S2, S3), and a new sample from the Nf textile manufacturer
(Figure 1), as detailed in Bonnail et al. [21]. The same volume (50 L) of distilled water was
obtained after depuration for all samples, together with the crystallized solids (950 g for
Slout; 260 g for S24yt; 350 g for S3out; and 200 g for N).

2.4. Sample Collection and Analyses

Liquid industrial waste samples (Sf: S1, S2, S3; Nf: N) were directly collected from
industry (also called as i, samples) and injected into the ASEC system. Treated samples
(also called as _out samples) were collected, together with their respective solid dried
residues (humidity < 1%) as outlined in [21].
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2.4.1. MPs Characterization

The extraction and analysis of MPs was carried out for 12 samples (8 liquid and 4 solid).
For the MPs extraction in the liquid samples, a volume of 200 mL and 1 g was taken for
liquid and solid samples, respectively. The first step was the removal of organic matter by
adding an oxidizing agent. It was kept under contact stirring at a temperature of 70 °C for
3 h. Next, NaCl was added until saturation, and it was left to settle for 12 h to favor the
separation by the density of the plastic materials. Finally, the supernatant was filtered with
quartz fiber filters of 0.3 um pore size (previously pre-treated at 500 °C for 2 h). Analyses
were carried out by certified laboratories.

A gas chromatograph equipped with a pyrolyzer and a mass spectrometer (Pyr-
GC/MS) were used for the identification of MPs. The pyrolysis was performed by sharp
heating to 600 °C in an inert atmosphere (He), and the released products were analyzed. The
chromatographic system employed Ultra Alloy UA+-5 capillary columns. The identification
of the polymers was carried out thanks to the pyrolyzed compounds by comparing the
mass spectra obtained and the spectral libraries (NIST and F-Search MPs).

2.4.2. Determination of Surfactants and Sulfates

The MBAS/CTA titration was applied for the surfactant’s determination (MBAS
measurement range: 0.1-5.0 mg/L; CTAB measuring range: 1-20 mg/L). The determination
of SO4%~ was made by using the turbidity measurement with barium sulfate and a specific
kit (Visocolor® ECO, Macherey-Nagel GmbH & Co. KG, Diiren, Germany) (measuring
range: 25-250 mg/L).

3. Results
3.1. Mass Balance

Volumes of 50 L were supplied to the ASEC equipment, and about 50 L of each sample
were recovered after the treatment (Figure 1) with complete transparency (~10 mg/L of
suspended solids). The pH ranged between 6.87 and 7.01, with an electrical conductivity
of 16 uS/cm [21]. So, the complete recuperation of the liquid volume was achieved after
the treatment of all the samples. On the other hand, the dried solids and crystallized salts
were collected from the output. Effluents from both industries before the WWTP have a
dried conglomerate production (humidity < 1%) of 7 g per liter for Sf and 4 g per liter for
Nf (Table 1).

Table 1. Salt formation collected in the ASEC, the MP mass in the liquids (Aq) and solids (Salt) at the
entrance (_jn) and exit (.out) of the equipment and the ratio of MPs retained per gram of salt formation.

Samples Salt Formation (g/L) MP Mass (mg) Retained Ratio = MPs Removal
Aqin Aqout Solidgyut (mg MP/Solid) (%)

S1 19 4 +1 03+0.1 95 +1.0 0.005 99.97

S2 5.8 182+ 3 01+01 027 £2.0 4.65 x 107° 99.99

S3 7 55+2 0.1 101 +£2.0 0.014 99.99

N 4 69 +3 025£0.1 146 £ 2.0 0.0365 99.99

The samples with the highest MPs particle load (in mg) retained in the filter were all
from the raw samples: S2_j, (182) > NLjn (69) > S3.in (55) > Sl.in (44). The MP mass in the
depurated water samples (.out) was below 0.3 mg for the samples studied.

The number of MPs found in dried solids were 146 mg in N, 101 mg in 53, 95 mg in S1
and 0.27 mg in S2. The highest amount of MPs retained was in the N sample with a ratio of
0.014; this meant that most of the mass of the salt formed was composed of MPs.
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3.2. By-Product Characterization
3.2.1. Water Intake Characterization

Regarding incoming samples (Table 2), in sample S1;,, the presence of polyester was
detected in degraded compounds including benzoic acid and their structure. For sample
S2in, it was not possible to identify the type of polymer. 2,4-dymethy-1-heptene being found
evidences the presence of polypropylene (low match). In addition, a compound containing
benzene in its structure might suggest the presence of polyester (styrene, low match). The
presence of any polymer is not completely guaranteed for S3;,, despite benzene and styrene
being present (low match). In the case of the Nj, sample, methyl methacrylate also appears,
indicating the presence of polymethyl methacrylate (low match). Cyclopentanone also
appears, which may be due to nylon-6,6. In addition, other compounds with the ester
functional group appear due to polymethyl methacrylate or polyester.

Table 2. Compounds detected in the liquid samples from the input of the Sf and Nf samples.

Compound
Input Water Stin S2in S3in Nin
Benzene Polyester Polyester Polyester

R 0o 0 Woow o o -
O ot 1 +7‘c‘ O S Low match Ao g@g;o_gggf
Lok e b a .

Benzoic acid
COOH

Polyester

f /N T
=T

Polypropylene PMMA polymer
2,4-dymethyl-1-heptene + CHi’"
CH2 CHe oo
c—¢cC
L J[ . =
OCH,
Styrene/
i Polyester
\ 8 ° T
Lo cchofi —i % Low match Presence
(Low match)
Cyclopentanone

& Jmm—

3.2.2. Water Output Characterization

The collected water after the ASEC treatment was transparent for all the samples [13].
None of the compounds confirmed in the input samples were significantly detected in the
S1out samples. For the output water of sample 2 (524t), the presence of any polymer was
not guaranteed. Polyester may be present due to the presence of benzene, styrene and
cyclohexane, 1,3,5- triphenyl (low match). For the sample S3.yt, there was no significant de-
tection of any of the compounds in Table 1. For the distilled water collected from the natural
fiber sample (Noyut), none of the compounds shown in Table 3 were significantly detected.
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Table 3. MPs characterization in solid samples collected after the ASEC depuration of the textile effluents.

Solid S1out

Compound CAS Characteristic ions m/z Match
Benzene 71-43-2 50,51,77,78 790
Cyclopentanone 120-92-3 41,55, 84 714
2,4-Dimethyl-1-heptene 19549-87-2 43,55, 70, 83 887
Styrene 100-42-5 51, 78,104 888
Cyclohexane, 1,3,5-triphenyl- 117-81-7 149, 167 666
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 117-81-7 149, 167 665

Solids S2,ut

Compound CAS Characteristic ions m/z Match
Benzene 71-43-2 50,51,77,78 805
Styrene 100-42-5 51, 78,104 834
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 117-81-7 149, 167 820
2,4-Dimethyl-1-heptene 19549-87-2 43, 55,70, 83 895
Toluene 108-88-3 91,92 708

Solids S3out

Compound CAS Characteristic ions m/z Match
Benzene 71-43-2 50,51,77,78 886
Toluene 108-88-3 91,92 773
2,4-Dimethyl-1-heptene 19549-87-2 43, 55,70, 83 842
Styrene 100-42-5 51, 78,104 843
1-Eicosene 01-07-3452 43,55, 69,71, 83,97 830
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 117-81-7 149, 167 676

Nout

Compound CAS Characteristic ions m/z Match
Benzene 71-43-2 50,51,77,78 798
2,4-Dimethyl-1-heptene 19549-87-2 43,55,70, 83 919
Styrene 100-42-5 51, 78,104 709
Benzene, 1-ethyl-3-methyl- 620-14-4 120, 105 703
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 117-81-7 149, 167 913

3.2.3. Solid Characterization

When analyzing the different dried solid samples (Table 3), different compounds were
detected, confirming the presence of MPs. In the dried solids from 51, 2,4-dimethyl-1-
heptene was detected, so polypropylene may be present. Polyester may be present due to
the presence of styrene, benzene and cyclohexane, 1,3,5-triphenyl. However, this cannot be
confirmed as no further pyrolyzed compounds appear to confirm the presence of polyester.
Also, cyclohexane, 1,3,5-triphenyl- had a low match. Cyclopentanone also appeared, which
may be due to nylon-6,6 (low match).

Solids from sample S2 displayed polypropylene, due to the presence of 2,4-dimethyl-
1-heptene. Although benzene and styrene appeared, it is not certain that polyester was
present as cyclohexane, 1,3,5-triphenyl and other pyrolyzed compounds did not appear.

The solids derived from treatment of S3 contained 2,4-dimethyl-1-heptene, so
polypropylene might be present. In addition, peaks corresponding to alkenes were observed
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as 1-eicosene, although the typical profile of polyethylene was not observed. Therefore, the
presence of polyethylene in the sample was not guaranteed.

Solids obtained from the treatment of the N sample showed 2,4-dimethyl-1-heptene in
the chromatogram, indicating the presence of polypropylene. Polyester may be present
due to the presence of styrene, benzene and 1-ethyl-3-methyl. However, this cannot be
confirmed due to no further pyrolyzed compounds appearing to confirm the presence of
polyester, and the matches were low.

The sulfate content and the concentrations of surfactants are summarized in Table 4. All
the original samples contained a significant number of sulfates (above 200 mg/L). However,
the ASEC treatment removed the sulfate ions (<25mg/L). Detergents were present in all the
input samples, but the output liquid samples did not present with surfactant concentrations.

Table 4. Sulfate ions and concentration of surfactant results.

Concentration of Surfactants (mg/L)

Sample Sulfate Ions (mg/L) — —
MBAS Anionic CTAB Anionic
Slin 8000 <0.1 1.0
S.n 200 <0.1 1.0
S.in 400 <0.1 1.0
Nin 200 2.0 3.0
Slout <25 <0.1 <0.1
S2out <25 <0.1 <0.1
S3out <25 <0.1 <0.1
Nout <25 <0.1 <0.1

4. Discussion

There are almost 2 thousand chemicals involved in fabric production, and 165 of
them are classified by the European Union as hazardous to the environment [13]. Among
emerging contaminants, MPs involved in the fashion industry are detected in different
environmental compartments and biological systems [24]. The release of Sf into the envi-
ronment leads to widespread contamination, and has ecological consequences [25]. MPs
are already found in the respiratory tract, blood, placenta, feces and other human body
compartments; also, MPs might induce cancer, diseases and other immunotoxicity reac-
tions [26]. On the other hand, fashion industry processes also consume huge volumes
of water (79 billion m3 [13]). Therefore, there is a dual problem associated with textile
production: water consumption and contamination. Nowadays, in the search for new
procedures, the use of alternative, friendly chemicals and innovative technology might
help to solve environmental /health problems.

In the current study, the ASEC process has been demonstrated to be effective in elimi-
nating MPs and other organic compounds (sulfates and surfactants) from depurated textile
industry effluent water samples (Tables 2 and 4). Despite the surfactant lubricate [27], fiber
fragment emissions occur from the use of detergents containing zeolite that promotes fric-
tion (powder) and the hydroxylation of surfaces such as PET (alkali-based detergents) [5].
The identification of MPs was carried out using a Pyr-GC/MS. This technique pyrolyzes
the samples and analyzes the vapors. So, the identification of the polymers was based
on pyrolyzed compounds. Sf samples showed polyester and polypropylene present (PP).
Meanwhile, despite the natural origin of the fibers, Nf samples contained PP, PMMA, nylon
and polyester. Once the samples were treated with ASEC technology, it was not possible to
detect the presence of polymers. The generated dried solids derived from the treatment
of the contaminated samples were also analyzed (Table 3). These displayed the presence
of PP and nylon. Some limitations require further study or observation, such as the trans-



Appl. Sci. 2025, 15, 2630

8 of 10

formation of MPs into other potentially hazardous materials. The thermal processes that
occur both in purification and those carried out in the analytical determination could lead
to the formation of new compounds with a toxic potential greater than that of microplas-
tics, such as phthalates. The treatment of new samples and greater volumes, or even the
choice of other characterization methods, would help to clear up doubts. Meanwhile, the
temperature of the depuration process might be adjusted to obtain better results with the
same efficiency.

Previous studies [25,28] support that many Sf, such as nylon, polyester and acrylics,
were found to shed in clothing and discharge from the stream wastewater into aquatic
ecosystems. Vdovchenko and Remini [29] found significant environmental contamination
originating from the textile industry, a notion supported by the prevalence of polyester,
nylon, polyamid and polyurethane (textile materials), which are among the most frequently
encountered polymer types in food and human samples.

Other industries releasing MPs into water sources include the pharmaceutical indus-
try [30,31], food processing and agriculture [32] and the cosmetic industry [33], among
others. By coupling ZLD into their wastewater cycles, they would save a huge volume
of water, and more importantly, prevent the MPs being released into water sources and,
consequently, the environment.

The study’s main environmental implications include water recovery and recycling,
and the minimization of wastewater discharge. The high-quality water byproduct free of
MPs can be reinjected into the industry for a new use (Figure 1). The second by-product of
dried solids requires further research for its potential value, but the main purpose—the
immobilization of MPs—is achieved. There are some other environmental implications,
such as potential hazards or toxicity derived from the solid phase, that require tackling.
This residue is transformed into an easier and low-volume conglomerate of compounds.
By using renewable energy sources (or even heat from industrial processes), it is possible
to reduce the carbon footprint. Other economic implications are linked to saving costs in
chemical and membrane usage. The implementation of ZLD technologies in the textile
industry is subject to significant costs, but these are justified by the benefits obtained in
terms of sustainability and environmental protection. This would allow the fulfillment of
the European Green Deal, boosting the efficient use of resources, reducing GHG emissions
and controlling pollution release (in these cases, from MPs and other chemicals from the
textile industry).

5. Conclusions

The textile industry generates a significant number of MPs in the manufacturing
process. These reach the aquatic systems, promoting environmental pollution and, conse-
quently, environmental health, due to the incorporation of these emerging contaminants
into organisms. Traditional depuration methods do not consider the removal of these types
of contaminants. However, in the current study, the ASEC technology depurated textile
effluents (synthetic and natural fibers), resulting in the complete removal of MPs from the
liquid phase and achieving dried solids that captured the transformed MPs compounds.
Due to MPs being immobilized in dried solids, further investigations are proposed to
determine potential hazards and the commercial value of the solids. ZLD technologies are
recommended to be developed and commercially implemented in the textile industries to
fulfill the sustainable goals of the United Nations and the European Green Deal objectives.



Appl. Sci. 2025, 15, 2630 90f 10

Author Contributions: E.B. and T.A.D. were involved in all aspects of the manuscript such as con-
ceptualization, methodology, software, validation, formal analysis, investigation, resources, data
curation, writing, reviewing and editing, visualization, supervision, project administration and fund-
ing acquisition. S.V. was involved in conceptualization, methodology, software, validation, formal
analysis, investigation, resources, writing, reviewing and editing, visualization, supervision, project
administration and funding acquisition. J.B. and T.A.D. were involved in validation, investigation,
writing, reviewing and editing, visualization and supervision. All authors have read and agreed to
the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by ASEC Grant #190180588 through the EU EIC/ Accelerator
Horizon Europe 2022 call.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.
Data Availability Statement: Data are unavailable due to privacy or ethical restrictions.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the Water Challenge S.L. technical team for all the activities
conducted during the study in the ASEC plant, and the technical and laboratory staff from the
ICMAN (CSIC) and AIMPLAS.

Conflicts of Interest: Sebastian Vera was employed by the company Water Challenge S.L. The
remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or
financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

References

1. Ma, H.; Pu, S.; Liu, S.; Bai, Y.; Mandal, S.; Xing, B. Microplastics in aquatic environments: Toxicity to trigger ecological
consequences. Environ. Pollut. 2020, 261, 114089. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Vivekanand, A.C.; Mohapatra, S.; Tyagi, V.K. Microplastics in aquatic environment: Challenges and perspectives. Chermosphere
2021, 282, 131151. [CrossRef]

3. Ahmed, A.S.S; Billah, M.M.; Ali, M.M.; Alam Bhuiyan, K.; Guo, L.; Mohinuzzaman, M.; Hossain, M.B.; Rahman, M.S,; Islam, S.;
Yan, M.; et al. Microplastics in aquatic environments: A comprehensive review of toxicity, removal, and remediation strategies.
Sci. Total Environ. 2023, 876, 162414. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. HIS Markit. Anon. Natural and Man-Made Fibers Overview. IHS Markit. 2015. Available online: https://ihsmarkit.com/
products/fibers-chemical-economics-handbook.html (accessed on 14 May 2024).

5. Periyasamy, A.P; Tehrani-Bangha, A. A review on microplastic emission from textile materials and its reduction techniques.
J. Polym. Degrad. Stab. 2022, 199, 109901. [CrossRef]

6.  Cai, Y,; Mitrano, D.M.; Heuberger, M.; Hufenus, R.; Nowack, B. The origin of microplastic fiber in polyester textiles: The textile
production process matters. J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 267, 121970. [CrossRef]

7. Sherrington, C. Plastics in the Marine Environment; Eunomia: Bristol, UK, 2016.

8. Ellen MacArthur Foundation. A New Textiles Economy: Redesigning Fashion’s Future. 2017. Available online: https://www.
ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/a-new-textiles-economy (accessed on 26 January 2021).

9.  Salam, M.; Zheng, H.; Liu, Y,; Zaib, A.; Rehman, S.A.U.; Riaz, N.; Eliw, M.; Hayat, F; Li, H.; Wang, F. Effects of micro(nano)plastics
on soil nutrient cycling: State of the knowledge. J. Environ. Manag. 2023, 344, 118437. [CrossRef]

10. Salam, M.; Li, H.; Wang, F,; Zaib, A.; Yang, W.; Li, Q. The impacts of microplastics and biofilms mediated interactions on
sedimentary nitrogen cycling: A comprehensive review. Process Safe Environ. Prot. 2024, 184, 332-341. [CrossRef]

11. Li, X,; Bao, L.; Wei, Y.; Zhao, W.; Wang, F,; Liu, X,; Su, H.; Zhang, R. Occurrence, Bioaccumulation, and Risk Assessment of
Microplastics in the Aquatic Environment: A Review. Water 2023, 15, 1768. [CrossRef]

12.  European Union. Council Decision (EU) 2021/764 of 10 May 2021 Establishing the Specific Programme Implementing Horizon
Europe—The Framework Programme for Research and Innovation, and Repealing Decision 2013/743/EU (Text with EEA
Relevance). 2021. Available online: https:/ /eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dec/2021/764/0j/eng (accessed on 26 January 2021).

13.  Uddin, E Introductory Chapter: Textile Manufacturing Processes. In Textile Manufacturing Processes; IntechOpen: Rijeka,
Croatia, 2019. [CrossRef]

14. Majumdar, A,; Das, A.; Alagirusamy, R.; Kothari, V.K. (Eds.) Process Control in Textile Manufacturing, 1st ed; Woodhead Publishing:

Sawston, UK, 2012; p. 512, ISBN 9780857090270.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114089
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32062100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.131151
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.162414
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36868275
https://ihsmarkit.com/products/fibers-chemical-economics-handbook.html
https://ihsmarkit.com/products/fibers-chemical-economics-handbook.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2022.109901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.121970
https://www.ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/a-new-textiles-economy
https://www.ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/a-new-textiles-economy
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2023.118437
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psep.2024.02.007
https://doi.org/10.3390/w15091768
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dec/2021/764/oj/eng
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.87968

Appl. Sci. 2025, 15, 2630 10 of 10

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Zhou, T;; Song, S.; Min, R; Liu, X.; Zhang, G. Advances in chemical removal and degradation technologies for microplastics in
the aquatic environment: A review. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 2024, 201, 116202. [CrossRef]

Park, H.; Park, B. Review of Microplastic Distribution, Toxicity, Analysis Methods, and Removal Technologies. Water 2021,
13,2736. [CrossRef]

Mustapha, S.; Tijani, J.; Elabor, R.; Salau, R.; Egbosiuba, T.; Amigun, A.; Shuaib, D.; Sumaila, A.; Fiola, T.; Abubakar, Y.; et al.
Technological approaches for removal of microplastics and nanoplastics in the environment. . Environ. Chem. Eng. 2024,
12, 112084. [CrossRef]

Nasir, M.S.; Tahir, I.; Ali, A.; Ayub, L; Nasir, A.; Abbas, N.; Sajjad, U.; Hamid, K. Innovative technologies for removal of micro
plastic: A review of recent advances. Heliyon 2024, 10, e25883. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sharma, N.; Prakash, S.; Kumari, N.; Sharma, D.; Laller, R.; Pundir, A.; Puri, S.; Radha. From Challenges to Opportunities:
Exploring Minimum Liquid Discharge and Zero Liquid Discharge Strategies for Wastewater Management and Resource Recovery.
In Role of Science and Technology for Sustainable Future; Sobti, R.C., Ed.; Springer: Singapore, 2024. [CrossRef]

Pundir, A.; Thakur, M.S.; Goel, B.; Prakash, S.; Kumari, N.; Sharma, N.; Parameswari, E.; Senapathy, M.; Kumar, S.; Radha; et al.
Innovations in textile wastewater management: A review of zero liquid discharge technology. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2024, 31,
12597-12616. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bonnail, E.; Vera, S.; Blasco, J.; DelValls, T.A. Towards a Cleaner Textile Industry: Using ASEC to Decrease the Water Footprint to
Zero Liquid Discharge. Water 2023, 15, 3781. [CrossRef]

Bonnail, E.; Vera, S.; Blasco, J.; Conradi, M.; DelValls, T.A. Metal pollution and mining in the Iberian Pyrite Belt: New remediation
technologies to improve the ecosystem services of the river basins. Water 2023, 15, 1302. [CrossRef]

Bonnail, E.; Vera, S.; DelValls, T.A. A New Disruptive Technology for Zero-Brine Discharge: Towards a Paradigm Shift. Appl. Sci.
2023, 13, 13092. [CrossRef]

Tang, KH.D.; Li, R.; Li, Z.; Wang, D. Health risk of human exposure to microplastics: A review. Environ. Chem. Lett. 2024, 22,
1155-1183. [CrossRef]

Carney Almroth, B.M.; Astrom, L.; Roslund, S.; Petersson, H.; Johansson, M.; Persson, N.-K. Quantifying shedding of synthetic
fibers from textiles; a source of microplastics released into the environment. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2018, 25, 1191-1199.
[CrossRef]

Osman, A.IL; Hosny, M; Eltaweil, A.S.; Omar, S.; Elgarahy, A.M.; Farghali, M.; Yap, P-S.; Wu, Y.-S.; Nagandran, S.; Batumalaie, K.;
et al. Microplastic sources, formation, toxicity and remediation: A review. Environ. Chem. Lett. 2023, 21, 2129-2169. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Cesa, FS.; Turra, A.; Checon, H.H.; Leonardi, B.; Baruque- Ramos, J. Laundering and textile parameters influence fibers release in
household washings. Environ. Pollut. 2020, 257, 113553. [CrossRef]

O’Brien, S.; Rauert, C.; Ribeiro, F.; Okoffo, E.D.; Burrows, S.D.; O’Brien, ].W.; Wang, X.; Wright, S.L.; Thomas, K.V. There’s
something in the air: A review of sources, prevalence and behaviour of microplastics in the atmosphere. Sci. Total Environ. 2023,
874,162193. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Vdovchenko, A.; Resmini, M. Mapping Microplastics in Humans: Analysis of Polymer Types, and Shapes in Food and Drinking
Water—A Systematic Review. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 7074. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lang, Y.; O'Neill, S.; Lawler, J. Considerations for the pharmaceutical industry regarding environmental and human health
impacts of microplastics. In Influence of Microplastics on Environmental and Human Health; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2022;
pp- 61-78.

Pashaei, R.; Dzingeleviciené, R.; Bradauskaité, A.; Lajevardipour, A.; Mlynska-Szultka, M.; Dzingelevicius, N.; Raugelé, S.;
Razbadauskas, A.; Abbasi, S.; Rees, RM.; et al. Pharmaceutical and microplastic pollution before and during the COVID-19
pandemic in surface water, wastewater, and groundwater. Water 2022, 14, 3082. [CrossRef]

Zurier, H.S.; Goddard, ].M. Biodegradation of microplastics in food and agriculture. Curr. Opin. Food Sci. 2021, 37, 37-44.
[CrossRef]

Akbay, HEE.G.; Akarsu, C,; Isik, Z.; Belibagli, P.; Dizge, N. Investigation of degradation potential of polyethylene microplastics in
anaerobic digestion process using cosmetics industry wastewater. Biochem. Eng. J. 2022, 187, 108619. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual

author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to

people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2024.116202
https://doi.org/10.3390/w13192736
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2024.112084
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e25883
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38380043
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-97-5177-8_20
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-024-31827-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38236573
https://doi.org/10.3390/w15213781
https://doi.org/10.3390/w15071302
https://doi.org/10.3390/app132413092
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-024-01727-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-0528-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-023-01593-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37362012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.113553
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.162193
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36828069
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms25137074
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/39000186
https://doi.org/10.3390/w14193082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cofs.2020.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2022.108619

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Liquid Residues 
	Adiabatic Sonic Evaporation and Crystallization (ASEC) Technology 
	Experiment 
	Sample Collection and Analyses 
	MPs Characterization 
	Determination of Surfactants and Sulfates 


	Results 
	Mass Balance 
	By-Product Characterization 
	Water Intake Characterization 
	Water Output Characterization 
	Solid Characterization 


	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

