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ABSTRACT

The present study aimed to i) assess the disintegration of a novel bio-packaging during aerobic composting (2 and
6 % tested concentrations) and evaluate the resulting compost ii) analyse the ecotoxicity of bioplastics residues
on earthworms; iii) study the microbial communities during composting and in ‘earthworms’ gut after their
exposure to bioplastic residues; iv) correlate gut microbiota with ecotoxicity analyses; v) evaluate the chemico-
physical characterisation of bio-packaging after composting and earthworms' exposure.

Both tested concentrations showed disintegration of bio-packaging close to 90 % from the first sampling time,
and compost chemical analyses identified its maturity and stability at the end of the process.

Ecotoxicological assessments were then conducted on Eisenia fetida regarding fertility, growth, genotoxic
damage, and impacts on the gut microbiome. The bioplastic residues did not influence the earthworms' fertility,
but DNA damages were measured at the highest bioplastic dose tested. Furthermore bioplastic residues did not
significantly affect the bacterial community during composting, but compost treated with 2 % bio-packaging
exhibited greater variability in the fungal communities, including Mortierella, Mucor, and Alternaria genera,
which can use bioplastics as a carbon source. Moreover, bioplastic residues influenced gut bacterial communities,
with Paenibacillus, Bacillus, Rhizobium, Legionella, and Saccharimonadales genera being particularly abundant at 2
% bioplastic concentration. Higher concentrations affected microbial composition by favouring different genera
such as Pseudomonas, Ureibacillus, and Streptococcus.

For fungal communities, Pestalotiopsis sp. was found predominantly in earthworms exposed to 2 % bioplastic
residues and is potentially linked to its role as a microplastics degrader. After composting, Attenuated Total
Reflection analysis on bioplastic residues displayed evidence of ageing with the formation of hydroxyl groups

and amidic groups after earthworm exposure.

1. Introduction

Plastics have become an environmental emergency worldwide
causing severe diffuse pollution (Li et al., 2021), mainly due to their
recalcitrance and persistence in the environment and, accumulation in
living organisms in the form of fragments less than 5.0 mm in length
(micro-plastics, MPs) or inferior to 100 nm (nano-plastics, NPs). The
community has taken action with international or national plans, in-
vestments by private companies, and global and local associations' ini-
tiatives to limit plastic pollution (Schnurr et al., 2018). In Europe, the
progressive reduction of single-use plastic production, representing the
most impactful artefacts (Barekova et al., 2021), was promulgated by a
2019 EU directive (European Parliament, 2019). In addition, it
encouraged the development and use of new materials that could fulfil
conventional plastics' functions and biodegrade in adequate times
(Emadian et al., 2017).

In this context, bioplastics, i.e. polymer compounds that are func-
tionally similar to synthetic plastics but considered more environmen-
tally sustainable, were introduced in the past decades (Atiwesh et al.,
2021). Bioplastics comprise a vast family of materials and could be
classified mainly as bio-based, biodegradable or with both characteris-
tics. According to European standards, bio-based plastics are made at
least partially from biological resources (Batori et al., 2018). On the
other hand, bioplastics, defined as biodegradable, must biodegrade at
definite timescales, with precise temperature and ventilation in indus-
trial conditions, as accurately described by specific EU regulations
(European Committee for Standardization, 2007, 2000). The packaging
sector is a driving force in bioplastic object manufacturing; in 2021, 43
% of the production of bioplastic materials is concerned with bio-based
packaging and 50 % with biodegradable packaging (European Bio-
plastics, 2022).

The growing demand for sustainable alternatives for packaging from
renewable resources, not fossil hydrocarbon-based, is strongly recom-
mended to reduce waste and recycle waste materials (Babalis et al.,
2013; UNEP, 2021). Using biopolymers from biomass and crop residues
leads to both economic savings and lower environmental impacts.
Cereal industry byproducts could fit perfectly into circular economy
projects; some examples are starch-based and cellulosic materials, which
are among the most often produced byproducts (Gadhave et al., 2018;
Rossi et al., 2020).

Although bioplastics save more non-renewable energy than con-
ventional plastics and emit fewer greenhouse gasses, they could have

negative environmental impacts such as water eutrophication and
acidification (Bohlmann, 2004; Folino et al., 2020; Rameshkumar et al.,
2020; Weiss et al., 2012).

Moreover, studies found that bioplastics could interfere with natural
environments, especially in marine ecosystems (Brizga et al., 2020;
Mastrolia et al., 2022; Napper and Thompson, 2019), while few reports
exist on their effects on the terrestrial environment (Boots et al., 2019;
Liwarska-Bizukojc, 2021). Bioplastics can enter the environment
following different routes, mainly summarised in the incorrect disposal
by consumers, the use of bioplastic mulch films, the distribution of
amendments, which may contain bioplastic residues such as compost,
sewage sludge, digestate, etc. (Bandini et al., 2022a; Liwarska-Bizukojc,
2021; Van Schothorst et al., 2021).

Bioplastics and their residues entering the soil ecosystem are sub-
jected to chemical, physical, and biological transformations, while
interacting with microorganism, plants and earthworms. Eisenia fetida
(E. fetida) earthworm is commonly employed in ecotoxicity standard
analysis with various endpoints (behavioural response, lethality, growth
and fertility) (ISO-17512-1, 2008; OECD, 2016, 2004). Moreover, due to
their ability to ingest and transport soil particles, these annelids are
considered appropriate organisms for the study of plastic and bioplastic
pollutant particles.

Recently, some local wine companies proposed introducing and
potentially using bio-packaging consisting of compressed straw and
bioplastic film for their environmentally friendly products (Rossi et al.,
2020). Limited research is available on this new class of bio-packaging
and its effect on fungi and bacteria during composting. Furthermore,
most of the articles studied the ecotoxicological effects of plastics, and
little is known about the possible impacts of bioplastics on soil organ-
isms and microorganisms (Fan et al., 2022). The present work was
developed to shed light on this literature gap, offering a complete end-
of-life view and the effects on the environment, also analysing the
change of the material from a chemical point of view.

More in detail, this study aimed to evaluate a novel bio-packaging
material's early disintegration and its effect on the microbial dynamics
involved during aerobic composting. Secondly, bioplastic residues and
their impacts on earthworms were evaluated. Eisenia fetida was used to
assess the genotoxicity damage, reproductive activity, and influence on
their gut microbiota. Furthermore, bioplastics were chemically charac-
terised in each step to evaluate their degradation evolution after com-
posting and after exposure to earthworms.
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2. Materials and methods
2.1. Tested bio-packaging

The bio-packaging used for the composting process was a prototype
suggested for wine bottle delivery. It was made of compressed straw
covered externally by a bioplastic multilayer film (Supplementary ma-
terials, Fig. S1). The bioplastic film was composed of an aliphatic-
aromatic copolyester based on the monomers 1.4-butanediol, adipic
acid and terephthalic acid in the polymer chain, and it is characterised
by 12 pm total thickness. The bio-packaging ratio of bioplastic to straw
fibres was 1 to 5 (w/w).

The bio-packaging was chopped up manually for the experiment into
large pieces of approximately 2 x 5 cm (Supplementary materials,
Fig. S2) to simulate the mechanical stresses due to industrial composting
processes such as shredding, turning, screening, etc., and as already
reported (Bandini et al., 2022a, 2022b).

2.2. Experimental design and composting

The starting substrate assembled to make the compost pile was a
mixture of organic materials, all screened and plastic/bioplastic-free.
The mixed substrate (MS) comprised, in equal proportion, domestic
food waste from the organic fraction of the municipal waste separate
collection system, plus other vegetable waste from the local fruit and
vegetable market, and waste from maintenance of the urban green areas
such as tree-shrub pruning residues, twigs, grass, and leaves, acting as a
bulking agent. A portion of manure was added to the mixture to allow
fermentation to begin.

A 1-m® compost pile with the MS was assembled outdoors on a
concrete platform covered by a waterproof wooden roof to prevent
precipitation interference (Supplementary Materials, Fig. S3). The entire
pile was turned over in the first week and at each sampling time to keep
the compost properly aerated and homogenous. The MS was amended
with the shredded bio-packaging at different concentrations, 2 and 6 %
w/w, or left unamended as negative control (100 % MS). Each of these
three treatments was arranged in 16 replicates represented by mesh bags
with 1 mm holes containing the equivalent of 1 kg dry substrate. These
two concentrations were chosen based on the latest Italian waste reports
and current bioplastic production trends. The percentage of bioplastics
in organic waste was 3.7 % (w/w) in the latest Italian report, and two
different percentages, a lower and a higher one, were selected to predict
future trends, considering the continuous increase of these materials.

The compost pile was divided into four main layers, namely layers 1,
2, 3 and 4 from bottom to top. In each layer, a total of 12 bags were
randomly placed, respectively adding 4 replicated bags for each treat-
ment. This design was employed to obtain 4 destructive replicas per
treatment from each of the 4 layers. The 4 layers were sampled
respectively at day 21 (Sample 1; S1), 42(Sample 2; S2), 63(Sample 3;
S3) and 84 (Sample 4; S4) after the beginning of the aerobic composting.
During the trial, the temperature was monitored to check accurately the
progress of the composting. Two temperature probes (Watchdog 1000,
Ecosearch srl, Italy) per layer were located respectively in a lateral and
central position of the pile's core to estimate the potential temperature
gradient. Data loggers were used to record the temperature measure-
ments every 15 min.

2.3. Biodegradation and compost analyses

At each sampling time, the bags' contents were sieved at 2 mm, and
the bioplastics residues were cleaned with water, weighed, and
compared with the initial sample to evaluate the disintegration status of
the bioplastic with the following formula according to the UNI EN
16929:2021 Regulation (ISO 16929, 2021):

Science of the Total Environment 951 (2024) 175403

m; —m,

D= x 100

i

where mi represents the initial dry mass of the bioplastic tested, and mr is
the dry mass of the persistent bioplastic with a diameter higher than 2
mm.

At the end of the composting process, total elements (Cd, Cr, Cu, Fe,
K, Mn, Ni, Pb, Zn and Hg) were extracted following the protocol in aqua
regia by Kasassi et al. (2008) with some modifications as reported in a
previous study (De Bernardi et al., 2022). According to EPA 6010D (U.S.
EPA., 2014), the analysis of the elements was carried out by inductively
coupled plasma optical emission spectrometry (ICP-OES, Agilent mod.
5800).

Other analyses made at the end of the composting were Total
Organic Carbon, following the standard method by Walkley and Black
(1934); Total phosphorous (Olsen method), pH (CaCly) and nitrogen
analysis were conducted following Italian regulation (Ministero delle
Politiche Forestali, 2013).

Finally, Organic nitrogen content was calculated as the difference
between the total fraction (Kjeldahl method) and the N-NH3 measured
by titration digestion and steam distillation.

2.4. Ecotoxicological tests with Eisenia fetida

Eisenia fetida earthworms were purchased from the company Lom-
bricoltura Bella Farnia (Sabaudia, Italy) and then reared in the labora-
tory at 20 + 1 °C in organic compost and fed with organic oats and
vegetables. Adults with wet body weights between 300 and 600 mg were
selected and acclimatised for a week in an artificial soil (ART) as
described by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment (OECD, 2004). ART soil was characterised by 3 % organic matter
content, 6.5 pH (H0), and nutrient content such as N and P, respec-
tively of 0.6 and 7.1 g kg ™.

A 28-day test was set up to evaluate the ecotoxicological effects of
bioplastic residues obtained at the end of the composting processes on
earthworms and separately added to an artificial soil (A).

In detail, a total of three treatments were tested: the unaltered arti-
ficial soil (A) that was used as control, and two bioplastics treatments,
namely A2 and A6, in which the A soil was mixed respectively with all
the bioplastic residues from the 2 and 6 % bio-packaging additions, that
represented quantitatively 0.2 and 0.7 % of the final mixture tested.

Three replicates of each treatment were prepared, and each consisted
of 500 g of the substrate and ten adult earthworms. At the beginning of
the tests and after 28 days of exposure, the gut of one earthworm per
replicate was stored for metagenomic analysis.

The analysis of earthworms' reproductive capacity and other sub-
lethal endpoints (i.e. unusual behaviour and body anomalies) was per-
formed following the n. 222 OECD guidelines (OECD, 2016). All treat-
ments were kept at a controlled temperature (20 + 1 °C) and water
content (60 %) for 56 days. After 28 days, adults were weighed and
removed from the containers while the substrate containing juveniles
and cocoons was incubated for another four weeks. One adult from each
replicate was used for the genotoxicity assessment with the SCGE test,
also known as Comet Assay; similarly, three test earthworms were
euthanised with 70 % ethanol, and their gut was dissected and used for
the analysis of the intestinal microbiome; protocols were the same as
reported in a previous study (Marini et al., 2024).

After 56 days, the number of juveniles and cocoons per replicate was
recorded. The growth rate (GR %) was calculated as the percentage of
weight change between the experiment's start and end (28 days).

Significant differences between treatments in the applied tests were
assessed using the Tukey post-hoc parametric test where ANOVA as-
sumptions were respected; in other cases, non-parametric Krus-
kal-Wallis and post-hoc Dunn tests were employed. Statistical analyses
were performed in R software version 4.3.1. A compact letter display
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was constructed using the cld function of the R companion package to
show significant differences (« = 0.05). Treatments not sharing any
letters were significantly different. When lowercase letters were not
reported, no statistical differences were found between groups.

2.5. Microbiological analyses

2.5.1. DNA extraction

Microbiological molecular analyses were performed on compost at
different stages of the process (21, 42, 63 and 84 days after the begin-
ning of the aerobic composting), as described in paragraph 2.1, and on
the gut of earthworms after exposure to bioplastics residues. For each
sample, the total DNA was extracted with DNeasy PowerSoil (Qiagen),
according to the manufacturer's protocol. Extracted DNA was quantified
with a Quant-iTTM HS ds-DNA assay kit (Invitrogen, Paisley, UK) with a
QuBit 2.0 fluorometer (Invitrogen, Paisley, UK).

2.5.2. DNA amplification and Illumina high-throughput sequencing

The bacterial V3-V4 region of the 16S ribosomal RNA (rDNA) gene
was amplified by PCR using the universal primers 343F (5-TACG-
GRAGGCAGCAG-3) and 802R (5-TACNVGGGTWTCTAATCC-3'). The
thermal profile comprised an initial denaturation, followed by 20 cycles
of denaturation, annealing and extension, as previously described
(Bandini et al., 2021; Vasileiadis et al., 2012, 2015). The fungal Internal
Transcribed Spacer 1 (ITS1) region of ribosomal RNA (rRNA) was
amplified using the universal primers ITS-1 (5-TCCGTAGGT-
GAACCTGCGG-3") and ITS-2 (5-GCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGC-3") (White
et al., 1990) with a similar thermal cycle. A two-step PCR was performed
to sequence multiple samples in a single run using forward-indexed
primers. The products of the second step were multiplexed as a single
pool for bacteria and fungi separately and purified, and the sequencing
process was performed by Novogene UK (Cambridge, UK). More
detailed information is provided in the supplementary materials (Sup-
plementary Information, Section 1).

2.5.3. Sequence data preparation and analyses

The TruSeq DNA sample preparation kit was employed for amplicon
preparation (REF 15026486, Illumina Inc., San Diego, CA), and the
Novaseq 6000 Illumina instrument (Illumina Inc., San Diego, CA) was
used to obtain 250bp paired-end reads. [llumina barcode demultiplex-
ing and base calling were performed with the MiSeq Control Software
version 2.3.0.3, RTA v1.18.42.0, and CASAVA v1.8.2 (Bortolini et al.,
2016). Raw sequences were aligned with the ‘pandaseq’ script (Bartram
et al., 2011) with a minimum overlap of 30 bp between read pairs and a
maximum of two mismatches allowed. After the filtration, trim, and
denoising of the demultiplexed sequences of each sample, the chimeric
sequences were recognised and removed using the QIIME™ 2 vsearch
plugin to acquire the feature table of amplicon sequence variants (ASV)
(Bolyen et al., 2019). For bacteria, the QIIME™ 2 feature-classifier
plugin was used to align the ASV sequences with a Silva trained classi-
fier, which was trimmed to the V3-V4 region bound by the 338F/806R
primer pair. Similarly, the UNITE classifier, trained with release
29.11.2022 (10.15156/BI0/2483915), was applied for ITS taxonomy
identification,.

2.6. Bio-packaging physico-chemical characterisation

The physico-chemical characterisation of the biopolymer under
study was carried out on the pristine samples at time zero (TO-pristine),
therefore before the composting process, on the bioplastic residues
found at the end of the composting for both concentrations tested (2 % C
and 6 % C) and finally on the residual bioplastics after they had been in
contact with earthworms in the ecotox test which lasted 56 days (2 % E
and 6 % E).

For thermal characterisation, TA Instruments DSC (Differential
Scanning Calorimetry) Q20 (New Castle, Delaware, USA) was used in
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order to analyse about 8 mg of each sample with the following thermal
cycle (performed under nitrogen atmosphere with a rate of 10 °C/min):
a first heating step was performed from 25 °C to 220 °C, followed by an
isothermal step at 220 °C for 3 min. Afterwards, a cooling scan from 220
to 25 °C and a second heating ramp from 25 °C to 220 °C have been
done.

For spectroscopic analysis, Attenuated Total Reflectance (ATR)
analysis was carried out using a Perkin-Elmer Frontier FT-IR spectro-
photometer in the range of 500-4000 em ! (16 scans, 4 cm ™! resolution,
diamond crystal). Three measures were performed on different points of
each sample and the mean spectrum was evaluated.

3. Results and discussions
3.1. Composting test

The temperature recorded by each probe during the 84-day compost
process (Supplementary materials, Fig. S4) showed the sudden tem-
perature drops corresponding to the turnings. Although highly variable
temperature trends have been measured between the outermost side
(probes at edge, B) and the innermost side (probes at centre, C) of the
pile, 60 °C was reached in all the layers for at least two weeks, a
threshold value for the activation of degradative processes as described
in the regulations.

The disintegration values measured (n = 4) at each sampling time
(21, 42, 63 and 84 days) were 87.10 =+ 8.60, 90.70 + 1.46, 92.28 + 1.80
and 91.41 + 2.98 % for treatment with 2 % of bio-packaging and 90.05
4+ 0.98, 90.31 £ 1.63, 92.00 & 5.61 and 93.13 + 2.17 % for treatment
about 6 % of bio-packaging (data not shown). Values close to 90 % of
disintegration were achieved in both treatments already at the first
sampling time. The standard provides for exceeding 90 % of disinte-
gration at the end of composting, a parameter acquired in both treat-
ments from the second sampling time (42 Days).

Metal analysis of the compost sampled from the control bags and
from the test bags with 2 and 6 % bio-packaging at the end of the
composting process are shown in Table S1. Pb, Cd, Cu, Ni, Zn and Hg
were found in concentrations below the thresholds indicated by the
Legislative Decree of 2010 (Gazzetta Ufficiale 75/2010).

The organic matter measured on the treatments at the end of com-
posting was 20.14 + 5.73 %, 18.89 + 1.71 % and 19.78 + 1.78 % for
MS, 2 % and 6 %, respectively. No significant differences in organic
matter content between treatments (n = 6, Kruskal Wallis and Dunn post
hoc test) were found. No unpleasant smell and pH values around 8.0
were assessed in all samples; therefore, the required standards have been
achieved (UNI CEN/TES 16202:2013). Other parameters measured on
compost samples were N (11.2 g kg™!) and P (3.65 g kg™1); the data
measured were similar to values reported in the literature (Balaguer
et al., 2016; Khater, 2012). The pH values obtained at the end of com-
posting are in line with those of a mature compost, which should
generally fluctuate between 7 and 9. Temperature and pH registered are
known to favour the biodegradation of bioplastics by microorganisms
during the composting process, which is considered the best technique
for the disposal of this material (Beltran-Sanahuja et al., 2021; Shruti
and Kutralam-Muniasamy, 2019).

The quantity of organic matter measured is slightly low, but this
depends a lot on the starting materials and can be interpreted as an
indicator of a good composting process for transforming organic matter
into COy (Azim et al., 2018).

The C/N ratio, calculated as organic carbon/organic nitrogen,
resulted in 10.25. This value was consistent with the ratio measured in
other papers (Canditelli et al., 2022) and is below 25, the “compost
stability limit” suggested by environmental agencies (Ministero delle
Politiche Forestali, 2013). As reported by other authors, bioplastics do
not affect the compost's final quality negatively (Canditelli et al., 2022;
Lavagnolo et al., 2020).
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3.2. Bacterial and fungal communities' dynamics during composting with
bioplastics

Microbial communities are crucial during composting process to
degrade organic matter (Xu et al., 2019). The presence of plastics and
bioplastics in soil affects the diversity, richness and composition of soil
microbial communities (Hou et al., 2021; Huang et al., 2019; Ng et al.,
2021; Ren et al., 2020). Especially, when composted, fragmented
polymers decrease the richness and diversity of bacteria at thermophilic
conditions (Sun et al., 2021).

In our work, bacterial amplicons resulted in 4.706.292 high-quality
sequences and a minimum of 25.000 reads per sample. Fig. 1b shows
the dendrogram grouping composting samples, based on a distance
measure between data points in the clustering input (Brian Curtis Index).
The samples clustered differently depending on the percentage of bio-
plastics and sampling time. Notably, the TO sampling, performed before
starting composting, shows a completely different bacterial community,
indicating that the fermentation process of the organic matter occurred.
On the other hand, S2 for both 2 % and 6 % bioplastics treatment was the
most distinctive, while for S3 and S4 less differences in bacterial dy-
namics were found. Control samples showed no significant differences
during the process, demonstrating that the differences in the bacterial
community found in the other samples are probably due to the treatment
and thus the presence of the bioplastics. In Fig. 1a, OTUs are summarised
and compared to their abundance at genus taxonomic levels based on
the annotation. Abundances of bacterial genera typical of composting,
such as Bacillus sp., Thermoactinomyces sp., Gluconobacter sp., Breviba-
cillus sp., Paenibacillus sp., were identified, and their presence suggests
that the process was carried out correctly. Furthermore, no pathogenic
bacteria genera were identified. Going into more detail, Leuconostoc sp.
was mostly abundant at TO and decreased during composting. These
mesophilic bacteria are typical for organic household waste, together
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with Lactobacillus and Pseudomonas sp. (Alfreider et al., 2002; Andrews
et al., 1994). On the other hand, the SBR1031 genus, which was mostly
abundant in 2 % treatment during all the sampling times, due to their
ability to grow again during the cooling stage of the process is related to
the maturity of the compost (Wang et al., 2022). Moreover, the presence
of Ureibacillus, Lysinibacillus and Limochordaceae genera leads to an
appropriate temperature environment, enhancing the amino acid and
carbohydrate metabolism function and promoting the degradation of
the organic matter (Wang et al., 2022). However, no particular differ-
ences were noted between the treatments, and the presence of bioplastic
pieces in different percentages appears to have had no impact on the
bacterial community during composting. Bacteria, such as Solibacillus
sp., Pseudomonas sp. and Phenylobacterium sp., and fungi, such as
Aspergillus sp., Trametes sp. and Phanerochaete chrysosporium, are
responsible for organic materials disintegration into carboxyl acids,
amino acids, polyphenols and sugars reduction (Jiang et al., 2021a;
Wang et al., 2018).

Although the bacterial community plays a crucial role in the com-
posting process, the fungal community can decompose several com-
pounds, such as lignocellulose (Xie et al., 2021a), due to high metabolic
versatility. The effect of plastic pollution and its fragmentation on the
biological treatment of organic waste has been widely assessed, but little
is known about the influence of bioplastics and bioplastics residues on
the composting process and the fungal community involved. However,
in a recent study by Zhou et al. (2022), micro-plastics and -bioplastics
added during thermophilic composting decreased the diversity and
richness of the fungal community and increased the relative abundance
of phytopathogenic fungi.

In the current work, fungal amplicons resulted in 2.723.326 high-
quality sequences and a minimum of 15.000 reads per sample. Fig. 2b
shows the distance measure among fungal communities in compost
samples treated with different percentages of bioplastics. As for bacteria,
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Fig. 1. a) Taxonomic distribution of bacterial communities in compost at different process stages using the average linkage algorithm at the genus level. b)
Phylogenetic tree showing the relationship between the different compost treatments. Legend: “Control_Sn”, control treatment at different sampling times S1, S2, S3
and S4; “2%B_Sn”, 2 % of bioplastic treatment at different sampling times S1, S2, S3 and S4; “6%B_Sn”, 6 % of bioplastic treatment at different sampling time S1, S2,

S3 and S4.
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Fig. 2. a) Taxonomic distribution of fungal communities in compost at different stages of the process using the average linkage algorithm at the genus level. b)
Phylogenetic tree showing the relationship between the different compost treatments. Legend: “Control_Sn”, control treatment at different sampling times S1, S2, S3
and S4; “2%B_Sn”, 2 % of bioplastic treatment at different sampling times S1, S2, S3 and S4; “6%B_Sn”, 6 % of bioplastic treatment at different sampling time S1, S2,

S3 and S4.

TO clustered separately, while S1 for 2 % bioplastics treatment and the
control showed similarities. On the other hand, S2 and S3 for the three
treatments (2 %, 6 % and control) showed a distinctive distance measure
based on the Brian Curtis Index. The general pattern discovery at the
genus level is shown in Fig. 2a and reports Aspergillus sp. as one of the
most abundant genera at S1 for 2 % bioplastics, control, and at TO.
Mortierella and Mucor genera were found from S2 in every sample, but
their abundance decreased at later sampling times, as for Rhizomucor sp.
whose abundance decreased during composting in 2 % bioplastic
treatment. Mortierella and Mucor genera were found in previous works
on the organic fraction of municipal solid waste composting in the
presence of bioplastics (Bandini et al., 2022b; Zhou et al., 2022). Species
belonging to Mortierella sp. were isolated from soil samples and
exploited to enhance the biodegradation of bioplastics at low tempera-
tures (Urbanek et al., 2021). The Alternaria genus was identified mainly
in the samples with 2 % bioplastic, particularly in the first three sam-
pling times. Its abundance in the remaining samples analysed was lower,
assuming that its presence is favored by the presence of a certain per-
centage of bioplastic used as a carbon source. Some species of this genus
are reported in the literature as PCL (polycaprolactone) and PBS (pol-
ybutylene succinate) degraders (Abdel-Motaal et al., 2019; Qi et al.,
2010). In conclusion, compost treated with 2 % bioplastics showed a
higher variability for fungal communities, and the most significant dif-
ference was found for the fungal communities during composting with
bioplastics.

3.3. Ecotoxicological effects of bioplastics residues on earthworms

The statistical analysis did not highlight significant differences in the
Growth Rate (GR) between treatments A (—11.83 & 2.47), A2 (—11.34
+ 1.18), and A6 (—10.61 £ 2.83). Even in a study by Huerta-Lwanga

et al. (2021) conducted on Lumbricus terrestris, where PLA (polylactic
acid) was tested at different concentrations (0.1, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1, 3 and
5 %), no significant differences were found regarding the percentage
biomass change between treatments.

In a previous paper (Boots et al., 2019), Aporrectodea rosea earth-
worms exposed to microplastics such as PLA at a ratio of 0.1 % signifi-
cantly reduced their biomass but always more moderately than those
exposed to non-biodegradable plastics HDPE (high-density
polyethylene).

The absence of mortality in tests with earthworms exposed to bio-
plastic particles (0.2 % in A2 and 0.7 % in A6 treatment) was also
observed in other studies (Liwarska-Bizukojc, 2022; Rodriguez et al.,
2023). Conversely, mortality was observed on Lumbricus terrestris
exposed to 1 % (w/w) micro or macro particles from starch-based mulch
in the study by Qi et al. (2018). Other authors (Ding et al., 2021) also
found dead earthworms when subjected to PLA and PPC (biodegradable
polypropylene carbonate) microparticles, but in the latter, doses were
considerably higher (mortality started at 12.5 % w/w). The mortality
absent in our study and instead recorded in the studies of Qi and Ding
can be motivated by the fact that in the latter, the concentrations tested
are higher, and several species have different capacities to break down
plastic and microplastics (Khaldoon et al., 2022).

In Fig. 3, fertility outputs such as cocoon and juvenile production and
hatchability values were reported for each treatment.

Regarding added bio-packaging residues (0.2 % in A2 and 0.7 % in
A6 treatment), no differences with the control (artificial soil without
bioplastic residues A) were found, suggesting no adverse effects of these
particles on earthworms' fertility. As discussed previously, some exper-
iments report an unfavourable effect of bioplastics on earthworms in
terms of survival and reproductive activity, while other papers didn't
measure any adverse effects; however, comparing results is complicated
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Fig. 3. Fertility parameters from reproduction trial (56 days). Different lowercase letters represent significant differences between treatments according to the
ANOVA-Tukey parametric test (n = 3). Treatments codes legend: artificial soil (A), artificial soil with bio-packaging at lower concentration (A2), artificial soil with

bio-packaging at higher concentration (A6).

due to different experimental designs (heterogeneity of substrates,
earthworm species, and tested bioplastic) (Chah et al., 2022).

As regards fertility, on the one hand, some studies found a stimula-
tion due to the bioplastics addition in the substrate: Qi et al. (2018)
measured an enhanced production of juveniles by bioplastics compared
to non-degradable plastics tested (low-density polyethylene), and Hol-
zinger et al. (2023) estimated a stimulation of reproduction when
E. fetida was exposed for eight weeks in an artificial soil amended with 1
% and 2.5 % (w/w) biodegradable polymers (poly-(i-lactide): PLLA and
PCL).

Otherwise, in a work on E. andrei (Sforzini et al., 2016), no effects of
MaterBi® residues were measured on survival and reproduction rates;
this perhaps also because the material was not added as is but after a six-
month composting process. This ageing condition of the bioplastic ma-
terials tested approaches and aligns with the reproduction outputs of the
present study. It must be taken into consideration that the weathering on
bioplastics brings chemical changes that usually reduce toxicity in
earthworms (Ji et al., 2021), as reported by Ferreira-Filipe et al. (2022),
where the same bioplastic material does not produce adverse effects on
E. andrei if subjected to weathering. Furthermore, the invasiveness of
untouched bioplastic instead of the weathered one was perceived by
earthworms, which preferred to swallow the latter in a study focusing on
the biofilm ingestion behaviour of L. terrestris (Zhang et al., 2018).

Fig. 4 shows the results of Comet Assay on the earthworm’ coelo-
mocytes after 28 days of exposure. This test is highly indicative of
genotoxic damages occurred during exposition to a toxicant.

According to Comet assay results, a certain DNA-damage response is
observable in earthworms subjected to bio-packaging residues added to
0.7 % (A6) compared to control and treatment with 0.2 % residues (A2).
Bioplastics' size and dose strongly influence toxicity effects on earth-
worms (Fan et al., 2022; Jiang et al., 2021b; Mo et al., 2023). Most
studies focus on microparticles of plastic (non-bioplastic type), and
where bioplastics were employed, they were studied in terms of oxida-
tive stress or by calculating integrated biomarker response indexes
induced in earthworms instead of the use of comet assay (Sanchez-
Hernandez et al., 2020). Despite this, it is known that oxidative stress
(such as excessive ROS accumulation) induces DNA damage in earth-
worm coelomocytes (Guo et al., 2023; Mincarelli et al., 2016).

Baihetiyaer et al. (2023a, 2023b) found that micro-bioplastic (PLA)
induced DNA damage at 1 % w/w exposure on E. fetida. In another paper
that combined the PS (polystyrene)/PLA effect alone or in combination
with Cd exposure on the same earthworm species, authors didn't find an
adverse effect on DNA about PLA alone, but comet assay revealed that
both microparticles exacerbate the toxicity of Cd in earthworms (Shang
et al., 2023).
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Fig. 4. Tail Length measured in earthworms' coelomocytes from each treat-
ment after 28 days of exposure. Different lowercase letters represent significant
differences between treatments according to the ANOVA-Tukey parametric test.
Treatments codes legend: artificial soil (A), artificial soil with bioplastics at
lower concentration (A2), artificial soil with bioplastics at higher concentra-
tion (A6).

3.4. Bacterial and fungal dynamics in earthworm's gut exposed to
bioplastics residues

Earthworms feed on soil rich in microorganisms which are digested
in the gut due to specific enzymes and an environment of anaerobic,
neutral pH and high humidity (Baihetiyaer et al., 2023b). The earth-
worms' gut microbiota plays a crucial role in their metabolism and
promotion of nutrient transformation (Baihetiyaer et al., 2023b). Mi-
croorganisms colonising the gut maintain the activity of the immune
system and defend the organism against external pollutants (Jin et al.,
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2017; Round et al., 2010; Zhou et al., 2019), such as MPs. Negative
effects of MPs on soil organisms were correlated to an alteration in gut
microbiome or microbiome dysbiosis after their ingestion (Ju et al.,
2019; Lietal., 2022; Xie et al., 2021b). Changes in gut microbiome after
MPs exposure occurred in dependence on polymer type (Rohrbach et al.,
2023), especially conventional polymers rich in additives such as poly-
styrene (PS) and polyethylene (PE) (Ji et al., 2021). However, the
literature mainly reports studies on MPs of conventional versus biode-
gradable polymers without comparison, suggesting that further inves-
tigation is urgently required (Boots et al., 2019; Ding et al., 2021;
Ferreira-Filipe et al., 2022; Vaccari et al., 2022; Yu et al., 2022; Zhang
et al., 2018).

In our study, bacterial amplicons from earthworms' guts resulted in
183.000 high-quality sequences and a minimum of 9.000 reads per
sample. Fig. S6 (Supplementary Materials) shows the dendrogram based
on the distance between data points in the clustering input. Earthworms
treated with A had a distinct bacterial community compared to those
treated with bioplastics in different percentages. The gut environment
can activate spore-forming bacteria (Koubova et al., 2010), such as some
Bacillus species, or other Gram-negative facultative anaerobic bacteria,
such as Aeromonas and Pseudomonas (Hong, 2011; Hong et al., 2011).
Bacillus, Streptomyces and Pseudomonas genera were mainly detected in
earthworms treated with compost (Koubova et al., 2015). These genera
are involved in nitrogen fixation and organic matter degradation, and
some species of Bacillus genera are MPs degraders according to the
literature (Auta et al., 2017; Xiang et al., 2023). In general, the structure
of the bacterial communities in the gut of earthworms exposed to
different percentages of bioplastics was quite distinct from the bacterial
communities during composting, including the final sampling time (S4).
Our results were in line with a recent study in which earthworms
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exposed to PLA biodegradable MPs and/or imidacloprid reported sig-
nificant differences in the structure of the bacterial communities in
E. fetida gut and surrounding soil (Baihetiyaer et al., 2023b). This result
may be due to the gut environment, which stimulates microbial com-
munities with greater metabolic capacities.

Linear discriminant analysis effect size (LEfSe) was performed to find
differences in taxa among samples treated differently. LEfSe combines
the standard tests for statistical significance (Kruskal-Wallis test and
pairwise Wilcoxon test) with linear discriminate analysis. The analysis
was performed under the following conditions: the p-value for the
factorial Kruskal-Wallis test among classes was 0.1 and the threshold on
the logarithmic LDA score for discriminative features was 2.0. Fig. 5
shows the LEfSe graphical summary at the genus level and highlights
how the type of sample (A or A combined with different percentages of
bioplastic) influenced the abundance of certain genera of bacteria. The
genus Comamonas includes cellulolytic bacteria and was only found in A
samples (Shweta, 2012; Vijayakumar et al., 2009; Wang et al., 2008;
Wonnapinij et al., 2022). On the other hand, when A was mixed with
bioplastic residues, other genera were more abundant, indicating a
different effect on gut bacterial communities depending on the con-
centration. For example, in samples with 2 % bioplastic, Paenibacillus,
Bacillus, Rhizobium, Legionella and Saccharimonadales genera were very
abundant compared to the others. Paenibacillus sp. is a common host of
the earthworm gut and lives in symbiosis with it, producing enzymes for
digesting organic compounds, such as chitin, cellulose and pectin (Par-
thasarathi et al., 2007; Pathma and Sakthivel, 2012). On the other hand,
Bacillus sp. is a well-known thermophilic bacteria able to biodegrade
plastics in compost (Skariyachan et al., 2018, 2015), and its presence
was mainly detected in samples with 2 % bioplastic and less frequently
in samples with 6 %. In contrast, several bacterial genera, such as
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Fig. 5. Graphical summary of LEfSe analyses. Significant taxa (genus level) are ranked in decreasing order by their LDA scores (x-axis). The mini heatmap to the right
of the plot indicates whether the taxa are higher (red) or lower (blue) in each group. Legend: artificial soil (A); artificial soil with bioplastics at lower concentration

(A2); artificial soil with bioplastics at higher concentration (A6).
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Pseudomonas, Ureibacillus, Opalinata, Agromyces, Streptococcus, etc., were
identified in greater abundance or only in earthworms exposed to 6 %
bioplastic. Some of these bacteria are typical of the composting process
and earthworms' gut (Brito-Vega and Espinosa-V, 2009; Liu et al., 2013;
Wonnapinij et al., 2022), and were also identified in our monitoring
shown in Fig. 1a. Moreover, Paenibacillus, Pseudomonas and Bacillus have
been identified as potential MPs and NPs degraders (Maddela et al.,
2023), suggesting that bioplastics to which earthworms have been
exposed may stimulate their presence, especially in higher percentages.

Fungal amplicons for earthworms' gut resulted in 497.091 high-
quality sequences and a minimum of 12.000 reads per sample. Fig. S7
(Supplementary Materials) summarises and compares the most abun-
dant fungal genera found in gut samples based on the annotation.
Aspergillus sp., which was found also in compost, were most abundant in
samples A and A2. On the other hand, Curvularia sp. was mainly found in
A6 and was also reported in the literature as widely present in the gut of
earthworms during composting (Parthasarathi et al., 2007). Mortierella
sp. was most reported in earthworms treated with bioplastics (Yu et al.,
2022). This saprophytic fungus is widely detected in earthworms and
material rich in organic matter (Sapkota and Nicolaisen, 2018).

The linear discriminant analysis effect size (LEfSe) was performed to
find differences in fungal taxa under the following conditions: the p-
value for the factorial Kruskal-Wallis test among classes was 0.1 and the
threshold on the logarithmic LDA score for discriminative features was
2.0. In this analysis (Fig. 6), the significant genera were different and
less than those shown in Fig. S7. Moreover, the significant genera were
identified mainly in the samples exposed to A. Bjerkandera sp. was the
most abundant genus identified in the control samples slightly less in
samples exposed to 6 % bioplastics, and its presence in the digestive
tract of E. fetida has already been reported in the literature. This fungus
was previously isolated from the gut of E. fetida (Byzov et al., 2009) and
was also inoculated to accelerate the waste material degradation
(Moran-Salazar et al., 2016). Bjerkandera adusta was selected in previous
studies due to its ability to produce versatile peroxidase, for both lignine
and manganese peroxidase enzymatic activities (Wang et al., 2002). Its
wide presence in earthworm gut is therefore associated with good ac-
tivity and could be considered a positive indicator, and consequently, it
could be assumed that bioplastic residues reduce its growth. On the
other hand, Pestalotiopsis sp. was mainly found in the gut of earthworms
exposed to 2 % bioplastics residues. One of the few references in the
literature reports the species Pestalotiopsis microspora, isolated from
wastewater, as an MPs degrader (Dey et al., 2021; Gaur et al., 2022), and
its presence could be linked to this feature. In conclusion, bibliographic
references for fungi associated with the gut of E. fetida and the possible
interaction with MPs of fossil and bio-based origin are still limited. As
fungi are mainly aerobic, research usually does not focus on their dy-
namics in earthworm's gut, but in this study, some differences and
changes in the fungal community due to the presence of bioplastic res-
idues were highlighted. Further studies and investigations are certainly
needed to better understand the interactions and effects on the health of
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Fig. 6. Graphical summary of LEfSe analyses. Significant taxa (genus level) are
ranked in decreasing order by their LDA scores (x-axis). The mini heatmap to
the right of the plot indicates whether the taxa are higher (red) or lower (blue)
in each group. Legend: artificial soil (A); artificial soil with bioplastics at lower
concentration (A2); artificial soil with bioplastics at higher concentration (A6).
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the earthworm and the microbial dynamics of its digestive tract.
Principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) for bacterial and fungal com-
munities is represented in Fig. 7a and b, respectively. This Beta-Diversity
analysis, based on Bray-Curtis Index, measures the distances or dissim-
ilarity between each sample pair to evaluate the impacts of the treat-
ment of the different substrates on E. andrei gut microbiota. The results
for the bacterial community (Fig. 7a) showed that the two axes of PCoA
exhibited 53.3 % and 23.9 % of the total variation, respectively. The
matrix reflects the negative clusterisation of A samples, while A2 and A6
grouped separately, positively correlated to Axis 1. A6 and A2 reported a
wider variability between replicates. The PCoA for the fungal commu-
nity (Fig. 7b) showed a 35.1 % total variation between samples for Axis
1 and 26 % for Axis 2. In this case, the samples clustered more homo-
geneously, without showing any separation between the different
treatments, confirming the microbial trend discussed above.

3.5. Exploring the nexus between ecotoxicity and gut microbiota
dynamics of earthworms exposed to bioplastics residues

Since ‘earthworm's gut environment changes when exposed to pol-
lutants (Ma et al., 2017), the microbial communities are considered
important indicators to evaluate MPs effects. On the other hand, the
presence of earthworms influences plastic residues, their stability, fate,
transport and behaviour (Manzoor et al., 2022). Indeed, at the end of the
exposure test with earthworms (56 days), the 2 mm bioplastics residues
were recovered and weighed (an example reported in Fig. S5). The
reduction percentage of residues from the start of the ecotoxicological
test to the end of 56 days was36.29 + 9.53 and 31.43 + 6.73, corre-
sponding to treatments A2 and A6, respectively.

The present study aimed to correlate the gut responses of earth-
worms with the toxicity analyses carried out and to understand possible
interactions. The differentiation in the gut microbiome, as well as the
damage in the DNA of the earthworms exposed to bioplastic residues,
can additionally change compost fertility or other compost properties.
The relationship between MPs-earthworm-gut microbiota is extremely
complex and has been the subject of several studies in recent years, and
the effects are still unclear (Yu et al., 2022). However, studies demon-
strated that the increased abundance of Proteobacteria plays a patho-
genic role in gut inflammation (Shin et al., 2015) and is associated with
the production of lipopolysaccharides which trigger inflammation,
mucosal barrier disruption and intestinal permeability (Zhang et al.,
2021). In our study, genera belonging to Proteobacteria, such as Aci-
netobacter, Pseudomonas, Sphingomonas and Dickeya, were mainly found
in earthworms exposed to bioplastics residues, suggesting a role for
these materials in promoting them or transporting them within the or-
ganism by acting as vectors.

Future perspective consider more in-depth investigations monitoring
earthworms' responses, by evaluating the stress level, and behaviours,
by mapping the structure and topography of their burrials.

3.6. Physico-chemical analyses of materials

3.6.1. Differential Scanning Calorimetry (DSC) results

Table S2 (Supplementary Materials) shows the main results of DSC
analysis from cooling and second heating of pristine samples and after
composting and treatment with earthworms. In particular, crystal-
lisation temperature Tcg, melting temperatures of the single polymer
Twmi and Ty, crystallisation enthalpy AHcg and melting enthalpy AHy
are reported. Tcg and Ty increase with higher polymer percentages in
compost, while Tyj3 is present only in pristine polymer; on the other
hand, both AHcg and AHy decrease after composting and treatment
with earthworms because of degradation. During the cooling stage,
crystallisation is faster since the chains result shorter after composting,
so Tcr increases as AHcg decreases, considering that the degradation
rate of the PBAT component is greater concerning one of the higher
crystalline PLA (Nomadolo et al., 2022). Amorphous polymers, such as
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Fig. 7. Principal Coordinate Analysis (PCoA) of bacterial (a) and fungal (b) diversities in earthworms' gut exposed to different treatments. Legend: artificial soil (A);
artificial soil with bioplastics at lower concentration (A2); artificial soil with bioplastics at higher concentration (A6).

PBAT, are indeed more sensitive to biodegradation and this results in
Tcr closer to the crystallisation temperature of the crystalline region, as
PLA one (Kijchavengkul et al., 2010). Regarding melting, the DSC curve
of the pristine sample is complex with 4 melting points consisting of 2
main sharp peaks at 126 °C and 152 °C and 2 broader ones at 87 °C and
144 °C since there are two crystalline phases in the blend (Palsikowski
et al., 2018); after ageing, the peaks of PLA disappears due to the loss of
crystallinity, while the Ty increases but its signal is less intense.

3.6.2. Attenuated Total Reflectance (ATR) results

Fig. 8a shows the ATR spectra of the pristine sample and after
composting with 2 % and 6 % of compost, while Fig. 8b shows the ATR
spectra of the pristine sample and after treatment with earthworms. TO
spectra are characterised by the peaks of both PBAT and PLA. Some of
the main peaks of these polymers are reported in Tables S3 and S4
(Supplementary Materials). At high wavenumbers, composting leads to
chain scission and ester linkages, a wide band appears between 3640
and 3100 cm ™! approximately due to the formation of hydroxyl groups
—OH (Nomadolo et al., 2022; Sednickova et al., 2018; Tammer, 2004), a
likely formation of a layer of protein on the surface (Sednickova et al.,
2018), while the bands at 2920 cm™! and 2850 cm™! become wider
(Myalenko and Fedotova, 2023). Moreover, the PLA peak at 1450 em™!
separates into a double peak at 1454 cm ™! and 1447 cm ™7, especially at
6 % of compost, an indication of the shift in the absorption of
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asymmetric bending mode of CH3 groups, while the peak ratio between
PLA (1745 cm ) and PBAT (1710 cm™ 1) related to CO stretching drops
(Tabasi and Ajji, 2015) due to hydrothermal ageing and hydrolysis of
PLA (Palsikowski et al., 2018).

Regarding treatment with earthworms, the presence of amine groups
and resulting NH stretching is assessed by a band between 3600 and
3465 cm™! with a maximum at 3530 cm ™! and between 3465 and 3335
em ™! with a maximum at 3405 and a peak at 600 em™! (Tammer, 2004),
as well as stretching of —OH groups in depolymerised PLA with a wide
peat at 3340 (Meng et al., 2023). Furthermore, a peak related to the
amidic group appears between 1450 and 1400 cm ™, probably due to
residues of earthworms on the surface (Ruggero et al., 2020).

4. Conclusions

Disintegration levels above 90 % were reached after 63 days of
aerobic composting. Furthermore, the compost chemical analyses and
the presence of several fungal and bacteria genera typical of composting
environments indicates the correct progress of the composting process
and the reached maturity of the substrate. Microbial diversity analysis
suggests that different bioplastic concentrations may affect the fungal
community more than the bacterial community.

The biopolymer residues after composting did not influence the
earthworms' reproductive activity, but limited damage at the DNA level
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Fig. 8. a) ATR analysis on the pristine sample and after composting; b) ATR analysis on the pristine sample and after treatment with earthworms.
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was observed at the highest dose after twenty-eight days of exposure.

Mixing artificial soil with bioplastic residues altered gut bacterial
communities, with Paenibacillus, Bacillus, Rhizobium, Legionella, and
Saccharimonadales being abundant at 2%B, while higher concentrations
(6%B) favored Pseudomonas, Ureibacillus, and Streptococcus. Pestalo-
tiopsis sp. was predominant at 2%B for fungal communities, suggesting
its potential role as an MPs degrader.

The increased presence of Proteobacteria, known for their role in gut
inflammation through lipopolysaccharide production, was prominent in
earthworms exposed to bioplastic residues, suggesting a potential as-
sociation between bioplastics and the proliferation or transportation of
Proteobacteria within the organism, prompting the need for further
investigation into earthworm responses and behaviour. ATR analysis
showed significant changes in sample spectra due to hydrothermal
ageing and hydrolysis of samples after composting and detection of
amine groups after treatment with earthworms.

Our study presents the first interdisciplinary evidence of the impact
of bioplastic residues on earthworm gut ecology, particularly shedding
light on fungal community dynamics. The potential risk of bioplastics
during aerobic composting with the organic fraction of municipal solid
waste must be further explored to determine the safe threshold amount
of bioplastics, and a robust risk assessment is still needed. Although the
actual mechanisms of the response of E. andrei in the present work
require further studies, our findings could improve the understanding of
the ecotoxicological risks of biodegradable plastic and its residues.

Funding

The research was funded by the project RICREA-PSRMarche, Grant
Number: 41421.

CRediT authorship contribution statement

Arianna De Bernardi: Writing — review & editing, Writing — original
draft, Visualization, Validation, Supervision, Methodology, Investiga-
tion, Formal analysis, Data curation, Conceptualization. Enrica Marini:
Writing — review & editing, Investigation, Formal analysis, Data cura-
tion. Francesca Tagliabue: Formal analysis, Data curation. Cristiano
Casucci: Writing - review & editing, Methodology, Investigation,
Conceptualization. Gianluca Brunetti: Writing — review & editing,
Investigation, Formal analysis, Data curation. Filippo Vaccari: Valida-
tion, Software, Investigation, Formal analysis, Data curation. Gabriele
Bellotti: Investigation, Formal analysis, Data curation. Vincenzo
Tabaglio: Investigation, Funding acquisition, Formal analysis, Data
curation. Andrea Fiorini: Writing — review & editing, Investigation,
Formal analysis, Data curation. Alessio Ilari: Writing — review & edit-
ing. Chiara Gnoffo: Writing — review & editing, Investigation, Formal
analysis, Data curation. Alberto Frache: Writing — review & editing,
Investigation, Formal analysis, Data curation. Eren Taskin: Writing —
review & editing, Methodology. Uberson Boaretto Rossa: Writing —
review & editing. Elisangela Silva Lopes Ricardo: Writing — review &
editing. Amarildo Otavio Martins: Writing — review & editing. Daniele
Duca: Writing — review & editing. Edoardo Puglisi: Writing — review &
editing, Supervision, Methodology, Funding acquisition, Conceptuali-
zation. Ester Foppa Pedretti: Writing — review & editing, Supervision,
Funding acquisition. Costantino Vischetti: Writing — review & editing,
Supervision, Project administration, Conceptualization.

Declaration of competing interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing financial

interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence
the work reported in this paper.

11

Science of the Total Environment 951 (2024) 175403
Data availability
Data is contained within the article.
Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2024.175403.

References

Abdel-Motaal, F.F., Mahmoud, W.N., El-Zayat, S.A., 2019. Eco-friendly biodegradation of
poly (e-caprolactone)(PCL) by the fungus Alternaria alternata-STO1. Plant Cell
Biotechnol. Mol. Biol. 1447-1455.

Alfreider, A., Peters, S., Tebbe, C.C., Rangger, A., Insam, H., 2002. Microbial community
dynamics during composting of organic matter as determined by 16S ribosomal DNA
analysis. Compost. Sci. Util. 10, 303-312. https://doi.org/10.1080/
1065657X.2002.10702094.

Andrews, S.A., Lee, H., Trevors, J.T., 1994. Bacterial species in raw and cured compost
from a large-scale urban composter. J. Ind. Microbiol. 13, 177-182. https://doi.org/
10.1007/BF01584004.

Atiwesh, G., Mikhael, A., Parrish, C.C., Banoub, J., Le, T.-A.T., 2021. Environmental
impact of bioplastic use: a review. Heliyon 7, e07918. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
heliyon.2021.e07918.

Auta, H.S., Emenike, C.U., Fauziah, S.H., 2017. Screening of Bacillus strains isolated from
mangrove ecosystems in Peninsular Malaysia for microplastic degradation. Environ.
Pollut. 231, 1552-1559. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.09.043.

Azim, K., Soudi, B., Boukhari, S., Perissol, C., Roussos, S., Thami Alami, I., 2018.
Composting parameters and compost quality: a literature review. Org. Agric. 8,
141-158. https://doi.org/10.1007/5s13165-017-0180-z.

Babalis, A., Ntintakis, 1., Chaidas, D., Makris, A., 2013. Design and development of
innovative packaging for agricultural products. Procedia Technol. 8, 575-579.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.protcy.2013.11.082.

Baihetiyaer, B., Jiang, N., Li, X., He, B., Wang, J., Fan, X., Sun, H., Yin, X., 2023a.
Oxidative stress and gene expression induced by biodegradable microplastics and
imidacloprid in earthworms (Eisenia fetida) at environmentally relevant
concentrations. Environ. Pollut. 323, 121285 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envpol.2023.121285.

Baihetiyaer, B., Jiang, N., Li, X., Song, J., Wang, J., Fan, X., Zuo, Y., Yin, X., 2023b.
Exploring the toxicity of biodegradable microplastics and imidacloprid to
earthworms (Eisenia fetida) from morphological and gut microbial perspectives.
Environ. Pollut. 337, 122547 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2023.122547.

Balaguer, M.P., Aliaga, C., Fito, C., Hortal, M., 2016. Compostability assessment of nano-
reinforced poly(lactic acid) films. Waste Manag. 48, 143-155. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.wasman.2015.10.030.

Bandini, F., Hchaichi, I., Zitouni, N., Missawi, O., Cocconcelli, P.S., Puglisi, E., Banni, M.,
2021. Bacterial community profiling of floating plastics from South Mediterranean
sites: first evidence of effects on mussels as possible vehicles of transmission.

J. Hazard. Mater. 411, 125079.

Bandini, F., Taskin, E., Bellotti, G., Vaccari, F., Misci, C., Guerrieri, M.C., Cocconcelli, P.
S., Puglisi, E., 2022a. The treatment of the organic fraction of municipal solid waste
(OFMSW) as a possible source of micro- and nano-plastics and bioplastics in
agroecosystems: a review. Chem. Biol. Technol. Agric. 9, 4. https://doi.org/
10.1186/540538-021-00269-w.

Bandini, F., Vaccari, F., Soldano, M., Piccinini, S., Misci, C., Bellotti, G., Taskin, E.,
Cocconcelli, P.S., Puglisi, E., 2022b. Rigid bioplastics shape the microbial
communities involved in the treatment of the organic fraction of municipal solid
waste. Front. Microbiol. 13, 1035561. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fmicb.2022.1035561.

Bérekovd, A., Demovicova, M., Tatosova, L., Danisova, L., Medlenov4, E.,

Hlavacikovd, S., 2021. Decomposition of single-use products made of bioplastic
under real conditions of urban composting facility. J. Ecol. Eng. 22, 265-272.
https://doi.org/10.12911/22998993/134040.

Bartram, A.K., Lynch, M.D.J., Stearns, J.C., Moreno-Hagelsieb, G., Neufeld, J.D., 2011.
Generation of multimillion-sequence 16S rRNA gene libraries from complex
microbial communities by assembling paired-end Illumina reads. Appl. Environ.
Microbiol. 77, 3846-3852. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02772-10.

Bétori, V., Akesson, D., Zamani, A., Taherzadeh, M.J., Sarvari Horvéth, L., 2018.
Anaerobic degradation of bioplastics: a review. Waste Manag. 80, 406-413. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2018.09.040.

Beltran-Sanahuja, A., Benito-Kaesbach, A., Sanchez-Garcia, N., Sanz-Lazaro, C., 2021.
Degradation of conventional and biobased plastics in soil under contrasting
environmental conditions. Sci. Total Environ. 787, 147678 https://doi.org/10.1016/
j-scitotenv.2021.147678, 0048-9697.

Bohlmann, G.M., 2004. Biodegradable packaging life-cycle assessment. Environ. Prog.
23, 342-346. https://doi.org/10.1002/ep.10053.

Bolyen, E., Rideout, J.R., Dillon, M.R., et al., 2019. Reproducible, interactive, scalable
and extensible microbiome data science using QIIME 2. Nat Biotechnol. 37,
852-857. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-019-0209-9.

Boots, B., Russell, C.W., Green, D.S., 2019. Effects of microplastics in soil ecosystems:
above and below ground. Environ. Sci. Technol. 53, 11496-11506. https://doi.org/
10.1021/acs.est.9b03304.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2024.175403
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2024.175403
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0005
https://doi.org/10.1080/1065657X.2002.10702094
https://doi.org/10.1080/1065657X.2002.10702094
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01584004
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01584004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e07918
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e07918
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.09.043
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13165-017-0180-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.protcy.2013.11.082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2023.121285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2023.121285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2023.122547
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2015.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2015.10.030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9030
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40538-021-00269-w
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40538-021-00269-w
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.1035561
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.1035561
https://doi.org/10.12911/22998993/134040
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02772-10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2018.09.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2018.09.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147678
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147678
https://doi.org/10.1002/ep.10053
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-019-0209-9
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b03304
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b03304

A. De Bernardi et al.

Bortolini, C., Patrone, V., Puglisi, E., Morelli, L., 2016. Detailed analyses of the bacterial
populations in processed cocoa beans of different geographic origin, subject to
varied fermentation conditions. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 236, 98-106. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2016.07.004.

Brito-Vega, H., Espinosa-V, D., 2009. Bacterial diversity in the digestive tract of
earthworms (Oligochaeta). J. Biol. Sci. 9, 192-199. https://doi.org/10.3923/
jbs.2009.192.199.

Brizga, J., Hubacek, K., Feng, K., 2020. The unintended side effects of bioplastics: carbon,
land, and water footprints. One Earth 3, 45-53. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
oneear.2020.06.016.

Byzov, B.A., Nechitaylo, T.Yu., Bumazhkin, B.K., Kurakov, A.V., Golyshin, P.N.,
Zvyagintsev, D.G., 2009. Culturable microorganisms from the earthworm digestive
tract. Microbiology 78, 360-368. https://doi.org/10.1134/50026261709030151.

Canditelli, M., Cafiero, L.M., Cellamare, C.M., Landolfo, P.G., Manzo, S., Montereali, M.
R., Salluzzo, A., Schiavo, S., Tuffi, R., 2022. Use of bioplastic bags for the collection
of organic waste in an electromechanical composter: effects on the facility
management and the compost quality. Waste Biomass Valor 13, 2399-2410. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s12649-021-01637-1.

Chah, C.N., Banerjee, A., Gadi, V.K., Sekharan, S., Katiyar, V., 2022. A systematic review
on bioplastic-soil interaction: exploring the effects of residual bioplastics on the soil
geoenvironment. Sci. Total Environ. 851, 158311 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2022.158311.

De Bernardi, A., Marini, E., Casucci, C., Tiano, L., Marcheggiani, F., Vischetti, C., 2022.
Copper monitoring in vineyard soils of Central Italy subjected to three antifungal
treatments, and effects of sub-lethal copper doses on the earthworm Eisenia fetida.
Toxics 10, 310. https://doi.org/10.3390/toxics10060310.

Dey, T.K., Uddin, Md.E., Jamal, M., 2021. Detection and removal of microplastics in
wastewater: evolution and impact. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 28, 16925-16947.
https://doi.org/10.1007/511356-021-12943-5.

Ding, W., Li, Z., Qi, R., Jones, D.L., Liu, Qiuyun, Liu, Qin, Yan, C., 2021. Effect thresholds
for the earthworm Eisenia fetida: toxicity comparison between conventional and
biodegradable microplastics. Sci. Total Environ. 781, 146884 https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.146884.

Emadian, S.M., Onay, T.T., Demirel, B., 2017. Biodegradation of bioplastics in natural
environments. Waste Manag. 59, 526-536. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
wasman.2016.10.006.

European Bioplastics, 2022. Bioplastics Facts and Figures [WWW Document]. URL.
https://docs.european-bioplastics.org/publications/fs/EuBP_FS_What_are_bioplasti
cs.pdf (accessed 10.20.22).

European Committee for Standardization, 2000. EN13432 Packaging-Requirements for
Packaging Recoverable Through Composting and Biodegradation-Test Scheme and
Evaluation Criteria for the Final Acceptance of Packaging.

European Committee for Standardization, 2007. EN 14995 Plastics - Evaluation of
Compostability - Test Scheme and Specifications.

European Parliament, 2019. Directive (EU) 2019/904 of the European Parliament and of
the Council of 5 June 2019 on the Reduction of the Impact of Certain Plastic
Products on the Environment.

Fan, P., Yu, H., Xi, B., Tan, W., 2022. A review on the occurrence and influence of
biodegradable microplastics in soil ecosystems: are biodegradable plastics substitute
or threat? Environ. Int. 163, 107244 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2022.107244.

Ferreira-Filipe, D.A., Paco, A., Natal-da-Luz, T., Sousa, J.P., Saraiva, J.A., Duarte, A.C.,
Rocha-Santos, T., Patricio Silva, A.L., 2022. Are mulch biofilms used in agriculture
an environmentally friendly solution? - an insight into their biodegradability and
ecotoxicity using key organisms in soil ecosystems. Sci. Total Environ. 828, 154269
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.154269.

Folino, A., Karageorgiou, A., Calabro, P.S., Komilis, D., 2020. Biodegradation of wasted
bioplastics in natural and industrial environments: a review. Sustainability 12, 6030.
https://doi.org/10.3390/s5u12156030.

Gadhave, R.V., Das, A., Mahanwar, P.A., Gadekar, P.T., 2018. Starch based bio-plastics:
the future of sustainable packaging. OJPChem 08, 21-33. https://doi.org/10.4236/
ojpchem.2018.82003.

Gaur, V.K,, Gupta, S., Sharma, P., Gupta, P., Varjani, S., Srivastava, J.K., Chang, J.-S.,
Bui, X.-T., 2022. Metabolic cascade for remediation of plastic waste: a case study on
microplastic degradation. Curr. Pollut. Rep. 8, 30-50. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$40726-021-00210-7.

Guo, S., Wang, Q., Li, Z., Chen, Y., Li, H., Zhang, J., Wang, X., Liu, J., Cao, B., Zou, G.,
Zhang, B., Zhao, M., 2023. Ecological risk of microplastic toxicity to earthworms in
soil: a bibliometric analysis. Front. Environ. Sci. 11, 1126847 https://doi.org/
10.3389/fenvs.2023.1126847.

Holzinger, A., Hink, L., Sehl, E., Riippel, N., Lehndorff, E., Weig, A.R., Agarwal, S.,
Horn, M.A., Feldhaar, H., 2023. Biodegradable polymers boost reproduction in the
earthworm Eisenia fetida. Sci. Total Environ. 892, 164670 https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.scitotenv.2023.164670.

Hong, S.W., 2011. Culture-based and denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis analysis of
the bacterial community structure from the intestinal tracts of earthworms (Eisenia
fetida). J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 21, 885-892. https://doi.org/10.4014/
jmb.1009.09041.

Hong, S.W., Lee, J.S., Chung, K.S., 2011. Effect of enzyme producing microorganisms on
the biomass of epigeic earthworms (eisenia fetida) in vermicompost. Bioresour.
Technol. 102, 6344-6347. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.02.096.

Hou, J., Xu, X., Yu, H,, Xi, B., Tan, W., 2021. Comparing the long-term responses of soil
microbial structures and diversities to polyethylene microplastics in different
aggregate fractions. Environ. Int. 149, 106398 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envint.2021.106398.

12

Science of the Total Environment 951 (2024) 175403

Huang, Y., Zhao, Y., Wang, J., Zhang, M., Jia, W., Qin, X., 2019. LDPE microplastic films
alter microbial community composition and enzymatic activities in soil. Environ.
Pollut. 254, 112983 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.112983.

Huerta-Lwanga, E., Mendoza-Vega, J., Ribeiro, O., Gertsen, H., Peters, P., Geissen, V.,
2021. Is the polylactic acid fiber in green compost a risk for Lumbricus terrestris and
Triticum aestivum? Polymers 13, 703. https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13050703.

ISO 16929, 2021. Plastics — Determination of the degree of disintegration of plastic
materials under defined composting conditions in a pilot-scale test.

1SO-17512-1, 2008. Soil Quality ““Avoidance Test for Determining the Quality of Soils
and Effects of Chemicals on Behaviour — Part 1: Test With Earthworms (Eisenia
fetida and Eisenia andrei”).”.

Ji, Z., Huang, Y., Feng, Y., Johansen, A., Xue, J., Tremblay, L.A., Li, Z., 2021. Effects of
pristine microplastics and nanoplastics on soil invertebrates: a systematic review and
meta-analysis of available data. Sci. Total Environ. 788, 147784 https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147784.

Jiang, Z., Li, X., Li, M., Zhu, Q., Li, G., Ma, C., Li, Qingyun, Meng, J., Liu, Y., Li, Qunliang,
2021a. Impacts of red mud on lignin sdepolymerisation and humic substance
formation mediated by laccase-producing bacterial community during composting.
J. Hazard. Mater. 410, 124557 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.124557.

Jiang, H., Lv, L., Ahmed, T., Jin, S., Shahid, M., Noman, M., Osman, H.-E., Wang, Y.,
Sun, G., Li, X,, Li, B., 2021b. Effect of the nanoparticle exposures on the tomato
bacterial wilt disease control by modulating the rhizosphere bacterial community.
LJMS 23, 414. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23010414.

Jin, Y., Wu, S., Zeng, Z., Fu, Z., 2017. Effects of environmental pollutants on gut
microbiota. Environ. Pollut. 222, 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envpol.2016.11.045.

Ju, H., Zhu, D., Qiao, M., 2019. Effects of polyethylene microplastics on the gut microbial
community, reproduction and avoidance behaviors of the soil springtail, Folsomia
candida. Environ. Pollut. 247, 890-897. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envpol.2019.01.097.

Kasassi, A., Rakimbei, P., Karagiannidis, A., Zabaniotou, A., Tsiouvaras, K., Nastis, A.,
Tzafeiropoulou, K., 2008. Soil contamination by heavy metals: measurements from a
closed unlined landfill. Bioresour. Technol. 99, 8578-8584. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.biortech.2008.04.010.

Khaldoon, S., Lalung, J., Kamaruddin, M.A., Yhaya, M.F., Alam, M., Siddiqui, M.R.,
Rafatullah, M., 2022. Short-term effect of poly lactic acid microplastics uptake by
Eudrilus eugenia. Journal of King Saud University - Science 34 (5), 102111. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jksus.2022.102111, 1018-3647.

Khater, E.-S.G., 2012. Chemical and physical properties of compost. Misr J. Agric. Eng.
29, 1567-1582. https://doi.org/10.21608/mjae.2012.101382.

Kijchavengkul, T., Auras, R., Rubino, M., Selke, S., Ngouajio, M., Fernandez, R.T., 2010.
Biodegradation and hydrolysis rate of aliphatic aromatic polyester. Polym. Degrad.
Stab. 95, 2641-2647. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab. 2010.07.018.

Koubova, B., Knapp, B.A., Insam, H., Pizl, V., 2010. The effect of passage through the gut
of earthworms (Annelida: Lumbricidae) on the diversity of archaea and bacteria.
Acta Soc. Zool. Bohem. 74 (6).

Koubova, A., Chronakova, A., Pizl, V., Sanchez-Monedero, M.A., Elhottova, D., 2015. The
effects of earthworms Eisenia spp. on microbial community are habitat dependent.
Eur. J. Soil Biol. 68, 42-55. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejs0bi.2015.03.004.

Lavagnolo, M.C., Ruggero, F., Pivato, A., Boaretti, C., Chiumenti, A., 2020. Composting
of starch-based bioplastic bags: small scale test of degradation and size reduction
trend. Detritus 57-65. https://doi.org/10.31025/2611-4135/2020.14008.

Li, P., Wang, X., Su, M., Zou, X., Duan, L., Zhang, H., 2021. Characteristics of plastic
pollution in the environment: a review. Bull. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 107,
577-584. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-020-02820-1.

Li, T., Lu, M., Xu, B., Chen, H,, Li, J., Zhu, Z., Yu, M., Zheng, J., Peng, P., Wu, S., 2022.
Multiple perspectives reveal the gut toxicity of polystyrene microplastics on Eisenia
fetida: insights into community signatures of gut bacteria and their translocation.
Sci. Total Environ. 838, 156352 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.156352.

Liu, D.-F., Wang, B, Lian, B., 2013. Dynamic changes in bacterial communities during
compost and earthworm treatment of low-grade potassium ore. Geomicrobiol J. 30,
653-661. https://doi.org/10.1080/01490451.2012.757999.

Liwarska-Bizukojc, E., 2021. Effect of (bio)plastics on soil environment: a review. Sci.
Total Environ. 795, 148889 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.148889.

Liwarska-Bizukojc, E., 2022. Application of a small scale-terrestrial model ecosystem
(STME) for assessment of ecotoxicity of bio-based plastics. Sci. Total Environ. 828,
154353 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.154353.

Ma, L., Xie, Y., Han, Z., Giesy, J.P., Zhang, X., 2017. Responses of earthworms and
microbial communities in their guts to Triclosan. Chemosphere 168, 1194-1202.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.10.079.

Maddela, N.R., Ramakrishnan, B., Kadiyala, T., Venkateswarlu, K., Megharaj, M., 2023.
Do microplastics and nanoplastics pose risks to biota in agricultural ecosystems? Soil
Systems 7, 19. https://doi.org/10.3390/soilsystems7010019.

Manzoor, S., Nagash, N., Rashid, G., Singh, R., 2022. Plastic material degradation and
formation of microplastic in the environment: a review. Mater. Today: Proc. 56,
3254-3260. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.09.379.

Marini, E., De Bernardi, A., Tagliabue, F., Casucci, C., Tiano, L., Marcheggiani, F.,
Vaccari, F., Taskin, E., Puglisi, E., Brunetti, G., Vischetti, C., 2024. Copper toxicity on
Eisenia fetida in a vineyard soil: a combined study with standard tests, genotoxicity
assessment and gut metagenomic analysis. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. https://doi.org/
10.1007/511356-024-31946-6.

Mastrolia, C., Giaquinto, D., Gatz, C., Pervez, Md., Hasan, S., Zarra, T., Li, C.-W.,
Belgiorno, V., Naddeo, V., 2022. Plastic pollution: are bioplastics the right solution?
Water 14, 3596. https://doi.org/10.3390/w14223596.

Meng, K., Lwanga, E.H., Van Der Zee, M., Munhoz, D.R., Geissen, V., 2023.
Fragmentation and sdepolymerisation of microplastics in the earthworm gut: a


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2016.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2016.07.004
https://doi.org/10.3923/jbs.2009.192.199
https://doi.org/10.3923/jbs.2009.192.199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2020.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2020.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0026261709030151
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12649-021-01637-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12649-021-01637-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.158311
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.158311
https://doi.org/10.3390/toxics10060310
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-12943-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.146884
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.146884
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2016.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2016.10.006
https://docs.european-bioplastics.org/publications/fs/EuBP_FS_What_are_bioplastics.pdf
https://docs.european-bioplastics.org/publications/fs/EuBP_FS_What_are_bioplastics.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0165
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2022.107244
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.154269
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12156030
https://doi.org/10.4236/ojpchem.2018.82003
https://doi.org/10.4236/ojpchem.2018.82003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40726-021-00210-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40726-021-00210-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2023.1126847
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2023.1126847
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.164670
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.164670
https://doi.org/10.4014/jmb.1009.09041
https://doi.org/10.4014/jmb.1009.09041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.02.096
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2021.106398
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2021.106398
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.112983
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13050703
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf202408122018281562
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf202408122018281562
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0230
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147784
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147784
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.124557
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23010414
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.11.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.11.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.01.097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.01.097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2008.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2008.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jksus.2022.102111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jksus.2022.102111
https://doi.org/10.21608/mjae.2012.101382
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab. 2010.07.018
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0275
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejsobi.2015.03.004
https://doi.org/10.31025/2611-4135/2020.14008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-020-02820-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.156352
https://doi.org/10.1080/01490451.2012.757999
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.148889
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.154353
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.10.079
https://doi.org/10.3390/soilsystems7010019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.09.379
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-024-31946-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-024-31946-6
https://doi.org/10.3390/w14223596

A. De Bernardi et al.

potential for microplastic bioremediation? J. Hazard. Mater. 447, 130765 https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2023.130765.

Mincarelli, L., Vischetti, C., Craft, J., Tiano, L., 2016. DNA damage in different Eisenia
andrei coelomocytes sub - populations after in vitro exposure to hydrogen peroxide.
SpringerPlus. https://doi.org/10.1186/540064-016-1950-x.

Ministro delle Politiche Forestali, 2013. Aggiornamento degli allegati del Decreto
Legislativo 29 aprile 2010, n. 75, concernente il riordino e la revisione della
disciplina in materia di fertilizzanti., Gazzetta Ufficiale Serie Generale n.218.

Mo, A., Zhang, Y., Gao, W., Jiang, J., He, D., 2023. Environmental fate and impacts of
biodegradable plastics in agricultural soil ecosystems. Appl. Soil Ecol. 181, 104667
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aps0il.2022.104667.

Moran-Salazar, R.G., Marino-Marmolejo, E.N., Rodriguez-Campos, J., Davila-

Vazquez, G., Contreras-Ramos, S.M., 2016. Use of agave bagasse for production of an
organic sfertiliser by pretreatment with Bjerkandera adusta and vermicomposting
with Eisenia fetida. Environ. Technol. 37, 1220-1231. https://doi.org/10.1080/
09593330.2015.1108368.

Myalenko, D., Fedotova, O., 2023. Physical, mechanical, and structural properties of the
polylactide and polybutylene adipate terephthalate (PBAT)-based biodegradable
polymer during compost storage. Polymers 15, 1619. https://doi.org/10.3390/
polym15071619.

Napper, LE., Thompson, R.C., 2019. Environmental deterioration of biodegradable, oxo-
biodegradable, compostable, and conventional plastic carrier bags in the sea, soil,
and open-air over a 3-year period. Environ. Sci. Technol. 53, 4775-4783. https://
doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b06984.

Ng, E.L, Lin, S.Y., Dungan, A.M., Colwell, J.M., Ede, S., Huerta Lwanga, E., Meng, K.,
Geissen, V., Blackall, L.L., Chen, D., 2021. Microplastic pollution alters forest soil
microbiome. J. Hazard. Mater. 409, 124606 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jhazmat.2020.124606.

Nomadolo, N., Dada, O.E., Swanepoel, A., Mokhena, T., Muniyasamy, S., 2022.

A comparative study on the aerobic biodegradation of the biopolymer blends of poly
(butylene succinate), poly(butylene adipate terephthalate) and poly(lactic acid).
Polymers 14, 1894. https://doi.org/10.3390/polym14091894.

OECD, 2004. Test No. 222: Earthworm Reproduction Test (Eisenia fetida/Eisenia
andrei). https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264070325-en.

OECD, 2016. Guideline for Testing of Chemicals ““Earthworm Reproduction Test (Eisenia
fetida/Eisenia andrei”)” 222.

Palsikowski, P.A., Kuchnier, C.N., Pinheiro, L.F., Morales, A.R., 2018. Biodegradation in
soil of PLA/PBAT blends compatibilised with chain extender. J. Polym. Environ. 26,
330-341. https://doi.org/10.1007/510924-017-0951-3.

Parthasarathi, K., Ranganathan, L.S., Anandi, V., Zeyer, J., 2007. Diversity of Microflora
in the Gut and Casts of Tropical Composting Earthworms Reared on Different
Substrates.

Pathma, J., Sakthivel, N., 2012. Microbial Diversity of Vermicompost Bacteria that
Exhibit Useful Agricultural Traits and Waste Management Potential.

Qi, S., Ying-mei, L., Cheng-ming, T., Chang-an, Z., 2010. Screening and scharacterisation
of poly (butylenes succinate)-degrading fungi. J. Beijing Forest. Univ. 32, 130-134.

Qi, Y., Yang, X., Pelaez, A.M., Huerta Lwanga, E., Beriot, N., Gertsen, H., Garbeva, P.,
Geissen, V., 2018. Macro- and micro-plastics in soil-plant system: effects of plastic
mulch film residues on wheat (Triticum aestivum) growth. Sci. Total Environ. 645,
1048-1056. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.07.229.

Rameshkumar, S., Shaiju, P., O’Connor, K.E., P, R.B., 2020. Bio-based and biodegradable
polymers - state-of-the-art, challenges and emerging trends. Curr. Opin. Green
Sustain. Chem. 21, 75-81. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogsc.2019.12.005.

Ren, X., Tang, J., Liu, X., Liu, Q., 2020. Effects of microplastics on greenhouse gas
emissions and the microbial community in sfertilised soil. Environ. Pollut. 256,
113347 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.113347.

Rodriguez, T., Represas, D., Carral, E.V., 2023. Ecotoxicity of single-use plastics to
earthworms. Environments 10, 41. https://doi.org/10.3390/
environments10030041.

Rohrbach, S., Gkoutselis, G., Hink, L., Weig, A.R., Obst, M., Diekmann, A., Ho, A.,
Rambold, G., Horn, M.A., 2023. Microplastic polymer properties as deterministic
factors driving terrestrial plastisphere microbiome assembly and succession in the
field. Environ. Microbiol. 25, 2681-2697. https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-
2920.16234.

Rossi, G., Conti, L., Fiorineschi, L., Marvasi, M., Monti, M., Rotini, F., Togni, M.,
Barbari, M., 2020. A new eco-friendly packaging material made of straw and
bioplastic. J. Agric. Eng. 51, 185-191. https://doi.org/10.4081/jae.2020.1088.

Round, J.L., O’Connell, R.M., Mazmanian, S.K., 2010. Coordination of tolerogenic
immune responses by the commensal microbiota. J. Autoimmun. 34, J220-J225.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaut.2009.11.007.

Ruggero, F., Carretti, E., Gori, R., Lotti, T., Lubello, C., 2020. Monitoring of degradation
of starch-based biopolymer film under different composting conditions, using TGA,
FTIR and SEM analysis. Chemosphere 246, 125770. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chemosphere.2019.125770.

Sanchez-Hernandez, J.C., Capowiez, Y., Ro, K.S., 2020. Potential use of earthworms to
enhance decaying of biodegradable plastics. ACS Sustain. Chem. Eng. 8, 4292-4316.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.9b05450.

Sapkota, R., Nicolaisen, M., 2018. Cropping history shapes fungal, oomycete and
nematode communities in arable soils and affects cavity spot in carrot. Agr Ecosyst
Environ 257, 120-131. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2018.01.032.

Schnurr, R.E.J., Alboiu, V., Chaudhary, M., Corbett, R.A., Quanz, M.E., Sankar, K.,
Srain, H.S., Thavarajah, V., Xanthos, D., Walker, T.R., 2018. Reducing marine
pollution from single-use plastics (SUPs): a review. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 137, 157-171.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.10.001.

Sednickovd, M., Pekafova, S., Kucharczyk, P., Bockaj, J., Janigova, I., Kleinova, A.,
Jochec-Moskova, D., Omanikovd, L., Perdochova, D., Koutny, M., Sedlarik, V.,

13

Science of the Total Environment 951 (2024) 175403

Alexy, P., Choddk, 1., 2018. Changes of physical properties of PLA-based blends
during early stage of biodegradation in compost. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 113,
434-442. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2018.02.078.

Sforzini, S., Oliveri, L., Chinaglia, S., Viarengo, A., 2016. Application of biotests for the
determination of soil ecotoxicity after exposure to biodegradable plastics. Front.
Environ. Sci. 4 https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2016.00068.

Shang, G., Zhai, J., Xu, G., Wang, L., Wang, X., 2023. Ecotoxicological effects of co-
exposure biodegradable microplastics polylactic acid with cadmium are higher than
conventional microplastics polystyrene with cadmium on the earthworm. Sci. Total
Environ. 903, 166953 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.166953.

Shin, N.-R., Whon, T.W., Bae, J.-W., 2015. Proteobacteria: microbial signature of
dysbiosis in gut microbiota. Trends Biotechnol. 33, 496-503. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.tibtech.2015.06.011.

Shruti, V.C., Kutralam-Muniasamy, G., 2019. Bioplastics: missing link in the era of
microplastics. Sci. Total Environ. 697, 134139 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2019.134139, 0048-9697.

Shweta, M., 2012. Cellulolysis: A Transient Property of Earthworm or Symbiotic/
Ingested Microorganisms?, 2.

Skariyachan, S., Megha, M., Kini, M.N., Mukund, K.M., Rizvi, A., Vasist, K., 2015.
Selection and screening of microbial consortia for efficient and ecofriendly
degradation of plastic garbage collected from urban and rural areas of Bangalore,
India. Environ. Monit. Assess. 187, 4174. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-014-
4174-y.

Skariyachan, S., Manjunath, M., Shankar, A., Bachappanavar, N., Patil, A.A., 2018.
Application of novel microbial consortia for environmental site remediation and
hazardous waste management toward low- and high-density polyethylene and
prioritising the cost-effective, eco-friendly, and sustainable biotechnological
intervention. In: Hussain, C.M. (Ed.), Handbook of Environmental Materials
Management. Springer International Publishing, Cham, pp. 1-48. https://doi.org/
10.1007/978-3-319-58538-3_9-1.

Sun, Y., Ren, X., Rene, E.R., Wang, Z., Zhou, L., Zhang, Z., Wang, Q., 2021. The
degradation performance of different microplastics and their effect on microbial
community during composting process. Bioresour. Technol. 332, 125133 https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.125133.

Tabasi, R.Y., Ajji, A., 2015. Selective degradation of biodegradable blends in simulated
laboratory composting. Polym. Degrad. Stab. 120, 435-442. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2015.07.020.

Tammer, M., 2004. G. Sokrates: infrared and Raman characteristic group frequencies:
tables and charts: Wiley, Chichester, 2004. ISBN 0-470-09307-2, 347 pages,
paperback; US $60. Colloid Polym. Sci. 283, 235. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00396-
004-1164-6.

U.S. EPA, 2014. Method 6010D (SW-846): Inductively coupled plasma—optical emission
spectrometry. In: Computers and Industrial Engineering, p. 6. Washington, DC.

UNEP, 2021. POLSOL.pdf.

Urbanek, A.K., Strzelecki, M.C., Miroriczuk, A.M., 2021. The potential of cold-adapted
microorganisms for biodegradation of bioplastics. Waste Manag. 119, 72-81.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2020.09.031.

Vaccari, F., Forestieri, B., Papa, G., Bandini, F., Huerta-Lwanga, E., Boughattas, I.,
Missawi, O., Banni, M., Negri, L., Cocconcelli, P.S., Puglisi, E., 2022. Effects of micro
and nanoplastics on soil fauna gut microbiome: an emerging ecological risk for soil
health. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sci. Health 30, 100402. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
coesh.2022.100402.

Van Schothorst, B., Beriot, N., Huerta Lwanga, E., Geissen, V., 2021. Sources of light
density microplastic related to two agricultural practices: the use of compost and
plastic mulch. Environments 8, 36. https://doi.org/10.3390/environments8040036.

Vasileiadis, S., Puglisi, E., Arena, M., Cappa, F., Cocconcelli, P.S., Trevisan, M., 2012. Soil
bacterial diversity screening using single 16S rDNA V regions coupled with multi-
million read generating sequencing technologies. PLoS ONE 7, e42671.

Vasileiadis, S., Puglisi, E., Trevisan, M., Scheckel, K.G., Langdon, K., McLaughlin, M.,
Lombi, E., Donner, E., 2015. Changes in soil microbial communities and diversity in
response to long-term silver exposure. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 91 (10), fivi14.

Vijayakumar, B., Shanmugasundaram, P., Saranya, V., Sujatha, R., Anandhi, V., 2009.
A Study on Isolation and Characterisation of Earthworm Gut Flora of Perionyx
excavates, p. 2.

Walkley, A., Black, I.A., 1934. An examination of the degtjareff method for determining
soil organic matter, and a proposed modification of the chromic acid titration
method. Soil Sci. 37, 29-38. https://doi.org/10.1097,/00010694-193401000-00003.

Wang, Y., Vazquez-Duhalt, R., Pickard, M.A., 2002. Purification, characterisation, and
chemical modification of manganese peroxidase from Bjerkandera adusta UAMH
8258. Curr. Microbiol. 45, 77-87. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-001-0081-x.

Wang, C.-M., Shyu, C.-L., Ho, S.-P., Chiou, S.-H., 2008. sCharacterisation of a novel
thermophilic, cellulose-degrading bacterium Paenibacillus sp. strain B39. Lett. Appl.
Microbiol. 47, 46-53. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-765X.2008.02385.x.

Wang, K., Yin, X., Mao, H., Chu, C., Tian, Y., 2018. Changes in structure and function of
fungal community in cow manure composting. Bioresour. Technol. 255, 123-130.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.01.064.

Wang, Y., Tang, Y., Yuan, Z., 2022. Improving food waste composting efficiency with
mature compost addition. Bioresour. Technol. 349, 126830 https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.biortech.2022.126830.

Weiss, M., Haufe, J., Carus, M., Brandao, M., Bringezu, S., Hermann, B., Patel, M.K.,
2012. A review of the environmental impacts of biobased materials. J. Ind. Ecol. 16
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-9290.2012.00468.x.

White, T.J., Bruns, T., Lee, S., Taylor, J., 1990. Amplification and direct sequencing of
fungal ribosomal RNA genes for phylogenetics. PCR Protoc. Guid. Appl. 18,
315-322.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2023.130765
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2023.130765
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40064-016-1950-x
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0350
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2022.104667
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2015.1108368
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2015.1108368
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym15071619
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym15071619
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b06984
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b06984
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.124606
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.124606
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym14091894
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264070325-en
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0390
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10924-017-0951-3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0410
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.07.229
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogsc.2019.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.113347
https://doi.org/10.3390/environments10030041
https://doi.org/10.3390/environments10030041
https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-2920.16234
https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-2920.16234
https://doi.org/10.4081/jae.2020.1088
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaut.2009.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.125770
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.125770
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.9b05450
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2018.01.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2018.02.078
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2016.00068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.166953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2015.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2015.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134139
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0490
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-014-4174-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-014-4174-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-58538-3_9-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-58538-3_9-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.125133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.125133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2015.07.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2015.07.020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00396-004-1164-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00396-004-1164-6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0525
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2020.09.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2022.100402
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2022.100402
https://doi.org/10.3390/environments8040036
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9000
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9000
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9000
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf0545
https://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-193401000-00003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-001-0081-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-765X.2008.02385.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.01.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2022.126830
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2022.126830
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-9290.2012.00468.x
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(24)05553-0/rf9010

A. De Bernardi et al.

Wonnapinij, P., Sriboonlert, A., Surat, W., 2022. Exploration of microbial communities in
the guts and casts of Eudrilus eugeniae, Perionyx excavatus, and Eisenia fetida. Folia
Microbiol. 67, 329-337. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12223-022-00948-7.

Xiang, P., Zhang, Y., Zhang, T., Wu, Q., Zhao, C., Li, Q., 2023. A novel bacterial
combination for efficient degradation of polystyrene microplastics. J. Hazard. Mater.
458, 131856 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2023.131856.

Xie, G., Kong, X., Kang, J., Su, N., Fei, J., Luo, G., 2021a. Fungal community succession
contributes to product maturity during the co-composting of chicken manure and
crop residues. Bioresour. Technol. 328, 124845 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
biortech.2021.124845.

Xie, M., Lin, L., Xu, P., Zhou, W., Zhao, C., Ding, D., Suo, A., 2021b. Effects of
microplastic fibers on Lates calcarifer juveniles: accumulation, oxidative stress,
intestine microbiome dysbiosis and histological damage. Ecol. Indic. 133, 108370
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.108370.

Xu, J., Jiang, Z., Li, M., Li, Q., 2019. A compost-derived thermophilic microbial
consortium enhances the humification process and alters the microbial diversity
during composting. J. Environ. Manage. 243, 240-249. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jenvman.2019.05.008.

Yu, H., Shi, L., Fan, P., Xi, B., Tan, W., 2022. Effects of conventional versus biodegradable
microplastic exposure on oxidative stress and gut microorganisms in earthworms: a

14

Science of the Total Environment 951 (2024) 175403

comparison with two different soils. Chemosphere 307, 135940. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135940.

Zhang, L., Sintim, H.Y., Bary, A.L,, Hayes, D.G., Wadsworth, L.C., Anunciado, M.B.,
Flury, M., 2018. Interaction of Lumbricus terrestris with macroscopic polyethylene
and biodegradable plastic mulch. Sci. Total Environ. 635, 1600-1608. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.04.054.

Zhang, J., Meng, H., Kong, X., Cheng, X., Ma, T., He, H., Du, W., Yang, S., Li, S.,
Zhang, L., 2021. Combined effects of polyethylene and organic contaminant on
zebrafish (Danio rerio): accumulation of 9-Nitroanthracene, biomarkers and
intestinal microbiota. Environ. Pollut. 277, 116767 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envpol.2021.116767.

Zhou, G.-W., Yang, X.-R,, Sun, A.-Q,, Li, H., Lassen, S.B., Zheng, B.-X., Zhu, Y.-G., 2019.
Mobile incubator for iron(IIl) reduction in the gut of the soil-feeding earthworm
Pheretima guillelmi and interaction with denitrification. Environ. Sci. Technol. 53,
4215-4223. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b06187.

Zhou, Y., Sun, Y., Liu, J., Ren, X., Zhang, Z., Wang, Q., 2022. Effects of microplastics on
humification and fungal community during cow manure composting. Sci. Total
Environ. 803, 150029 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150029.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s12223-022-00948-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2023.131856
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.124845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.124845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.108370
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135940
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.135940
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.04.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.04.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.116767
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.116767
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b06187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150029

	Integrated assessment of the chemical, microbiological and ecotoxicological effects of a bio-packaging end-of-life in compost
	1 Introduction
	2 Materials and methods
	2.1 Tested bio-packaging
	2.2 Experimental design and composting
	2.3 Biodegradation and compost analyses
	2.4 Ecotoxicological tests with Eisenia fetida
	2.5 Microbiological analyses
	2.5.1 DNA extraction
	2.5.2 DNA amplification and Illumina high-throughput sequencing
	2.5.3 Sequence data preparation and analyses

	2.6 Bio-packaging physico-chemical characterisation

	3 Results and discussions
	3.1 Composting test
	3.2 Bacterial and fungal communities' dynamics during composting with bioplastics
	3.3 Ecotoxicological effects of bioplastics residues on earthworms
	3.4 Bacterial and fungal dynamics in earthworm's gut exposed to bioplastics residues
	3.5 Exploring the nexus between ecotoxicity and gut microbiota dynamics of earthworms exposed to bioplastics residues
	3.6 Physico-chemical analyses of materials
	3.6.1 Differential Scanning Calorimetry (DSC) results
	3.6.2 Attenuated Total Reflectance (ATR) results


	4 Conclusions
	Funding
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Data availability
	Appendix A Supplementary data
	References


