
����������
�������

Citation: Constant, M.; Reynaud, M.;

Weiss, L.; Ludwig, W.; Kerhervé, P.

Ingested Microplastics in 18 Local

Fish Species from the Northwestern

Mediterranean Sea. Microplastics

2022, 1, 186–197. https://doi.org/

10.3390/microplastics1010012

Academic Editor:

Nicolas Kalogerakis

Received: 25 January 2022

Accepted: 18 February 2022

Published: 1 March 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

Article

Ingested Microplastics in 18 Local Fish Species from the
Northwestern Mediterranean Sea
Mel Constant 1,2,* , Mathieu Reynaud 1,2 , Lisa Weiss 1,2 , Wolfgang Ludwig 1,2 and Philippe Kerhervé 1,2

1 Centre de Formation et de Recherche sur les Environnements Méditerranéens, UMR 5110,
Université de Perpignan Via Domitia, 52 Avenue Paul Alduy, F-66860 Perpignan, France;
mathieu.reynaud62@gmail.com (M.R.); lisa.weiss@univ-perp.fr (L.W.); ludwig@univ-perp.fr (W.L.);
kerherve@univ-perp.fr (P.K.)

2 Centre de Formation et de Recherche sur les Environnements Méditerranéens, UMR 5110,
Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique (CNRS), 52 Avenue Paul Alduy, F-66860 Perpignan, France

* Correspondence: mel.constant@lilo.org

Abstract: Plastic waste and its fragments (microplastics, <5 mm) are a global, persistent, and ubiqui-
tous threat for land and marine ecosystems. We have investigated the occurrence and composition of
microplastics within 18 coastal fish species of the northwestern Mediterranean Sea. Digestive tracts
were digested using hydrogen peroxide, and residues were observed under a stereo-microscope.
Suspected microplastics were analyzed with a Fourier Transform InfraRed (FTIR) spectrometer to con-
firm its plastic nature and to identify the polymer type. A rigorous blank control and FTIR correction
was applied, leading to the removal of 78% of the initially sorted and suspected particles. Corrected
concentrations range from 0.00 to 5.15 items per fish, a result within the same range than this has
been reported for other coastal species previously investigated in this area. Fibers, made of polyester
(PES), polyamide (PA), acrylic (A) and polypropylene (PP), largely dominate the microplastic shapes
(91%). A single driving force could not be identified, but several species traits (morphology, feeding,
and habitat) may influence the number of ingested microplastics.

Keywords: marine litter; Gulf of Lion; marine vertebrates; contamination; digestive tracts

1. Introduction

Among the wide diversity of materials constituting marine litter (e.g., glass, paper,
wood, metal), plastic is the most numerous component found on beaches, sea surfaces and
floors [1]. Concerns about marine litter pollution began five decades ago with the discovery
of plastics in 74% of stomachs of dead chick Laysan albatrosses (Phoebastria immutabilis)
along the isolated islands of Hawaii [2]. Few years later, plastic litter has been described
inside a wide range of marine animals, including zooplankton, benthic invertebrates, fishes,
birds, top predators and cetaceans [3–8]. Contact with marine litter through ingestion or
entanglement may induce blockage of the digestive tract, immobility or struggle and lead
to death by starvation, predation or injury [9,10]. Marine litter may also affect marine
ecosystems by carrying pollutants and invasive species across the oceans [11,12] and by
interfering with chemical communication [13].

The plastic production reached 368 million tons in the world in 2019 [14]. The large
diversity of properties of plastic, e.g., resistance, flexibility, durability and ease of process-
ing, coupled with a relatively low production cost, makes it an essential product for many
applications but also a persistent pollutant when discarded into the environment [15]. Its
resistance to complete degradation depends on several factors including solar radiation,
heat, oxygen supply and mechanical perturbation [16]. Indeed, fragmentation of plastics
stranded on the continent and beaches or floating at the sea surface is faster than fragmenta-
tion of immersed plastics [16]. Degradation processes yield small plastic particles (<5 mm),
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commonly named microplastics (MPs), which are more numerous than larger pieces. MPs
may also come from manufactured micro-size plastics (e.g., from cosmetics [17]).

Once in the oceans, MPs can be ingested through feeding or respiration by organisms
of all size classes and be transported through the water column [18,19]. If egested with
faeces, microplastics can significantly alter the sinking rates of faecal pellets and thus lower
the efficiency of the biological pump [20]. In addition, several studies have demonstrated
experimentally the transfer of MPs to higher trophic levels in the food web (e.g., mussel
to crab [21] or copepods to jellyfish [22]). In addition, their large surface areas increase
their capacity to adsorb pollutants or to carry invasive or pathogen species [11,12]. MPs are
included among the descriptors of the Good Environmental Status defined by the European
Marine Strategy Framework Directive [23], which requires Member States to monitor them
within four marine compartments: coastlines, sea surfaces, marine sediments, and biota.

The Mediterranean Sea, although it only represents 0.7% of the world’s ocean area, [24]
hosts 28% of endemic species, 7.5% of the world’s marine fauna and 18% of the world’s
marine flora. The area is highly exposed to marine litter pollution [25–29] because of its
semi-enclosed basin coupled with a highly anthropized coastline. Mediterranean shores
host high population densities, receive waters from densely populated river catchments
and is one of the most popular tourist destination in the world [30]. At least 134 species
have been identified as being impacted by marine litter in the Mediterranean Sea [27]. MPs
have consequently been observed in various species in the Mediterranean Sea [28] but
only three species were studied in the Gulf of Lion (Clupea harengus, Sardina pilchardus, and
Engraulis encrasicolus) [31–35]. Thus, the aim of this study was to improve our knowledge
on MP impacted fishes in the Gulf of Lion, one of the most productive Mediterranean
areas. We examined the presence of MPs within 18 local and coastal fish species and
assessed their concentrations and their qualitative properties such as their shapes and
polymer composition. We further analyzed these data in the search for patterns between
the level of MP contamination and traits of the life of the different species (i.e., food and
habitat preferences).

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The Gulf of Lion is a river-dominated continental margin covering 11,000 km2 from
Cap Croisette in the northeast to Cap Creus in the southwest (Figure 1). This northwestern
Mediterranean region is characterized by dense coastal populations and large supplies of
freshwater, sediments, nutrients and contaminants [36–38]. The Rhône River (discharging
to the Gulf of Lion) currently represents the highest freshwater input into the Mediterranean
Sea. Inputs of particulate matter to the gulf originate mainly from the Rhône River (on
average 95% of the total inputs) but other small coastal rivers (Hérault, Orb, Aude, Agly,
Têt and Tech) can also carry large amounts of freshwater, sediments and contaminants
during intense flash floods [39]. The sea floor along the coast is dominated by a sandy
shore habitat and the rocky habitats are only found in the southernmost part of the Gulf of
Lion [40]. The strong Northern Current runs along the continental slope of the Gulf of Lion
from northeast to southeast.

2.2. Sample Collection

Digestive tract were opportunistically obtained from another research team of the
university of Perpignan (see acknowledgment), already gathered by species in plastic
beakers. Fishes were collected by divers along the rocky coast or bought at local fish
markets (already dead, no killing was performed during this study). All species have
been fished or captured within the study area at the southern part of the Gulf (Figure 1).
They were preserved in a cooling container and transported to the laboratory, where they
were identified at the species level, weighed and measured. Then, the entire digestive
tracts (from esophagus to the end of the intestine) were dissected, measured and gathered
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by species in individual clean plastic beakers. Beakers were frozen at −20 ◦C until the
extraction of MPs.

Figure 1. Location of the study area. General map of the northwestern Mediterranean Sea showing
the location of the Gulf of Lion (shaded area). Gulf of Lion with location of the sampling area (red
empty square).

2.3. Extraction of MPs from Fish Tissues

Contamination of samples was minimized by wearing laboratory cotton coats and
by using glass or steel equipment and tools, rinsed with MilliQ® water (Merck KGaA,
Darmstadt, Germany) and wrapped in aluminum foils. Several contamination control
filters were simultaneously performed as blanks with MilliQ® water following the same
procedures, as the digestive tracts, described hereafter. Digestive tracts were transferred to
glass beakers and tissues were removed using hydrogen peroxide (H2O2; modified from
Avio et al. [41]). A total of 2 mL of H2O2 (40%) was added repeatedly until most of the
tissues was digested. During the entire digestive process, beakers were heated at 50 ◦C on a
heating plate. The resulting solutions were filtered on LLG® filter papers (diameter: 47 mm;
porosity: 2 µm; Lab Logistics Group GmbH, Meckenheim, Germany). Filters were dried at
50 ◦C overnight and then examined under a Wild Heerbrugg (Leica®, Wetzlar, Germany)
dissecting stereomicroscope (6×, 12×, 25× and 50× magnification). The smallest size of
MPs that can be accurately sorted with this microscope has been estimated to 100 µm,
which means that a MP size range of 100 µm to 5 mm could be investigated in our study.
Particles were separated into only two shape categories: fibers (including filaments and
fishing line) and fragments (items with a three-dimensional shape). No other shapes, such
as solid spheres (beads), two-dimensional items (films) or pieces with a spongy or soft
structure (foams) were found.

2.4. Polymer Analysis with Fourier Transform InfraRed Spectroscopy

A total of 31 fibers and 4 fragments found in fish guts were randomly selected and an-
alyzed with a Spectra-Tech IR-PLAN® microscope (Spectra Tech Inc., Oak Ridge, TN, USA)
coupled to a Bomem ABB® FTLA FTIR spectrometer (ABB, Zurich, Switzerland) in order to
verify their plastic nature and to determine their polymeric composition [42]. The identifica-
tion of each polymer was performed by comparison with a self-collected spectrum database
including polyethylene (PE), polypropylene (PP), polyamide (PA), polyvinyl chloride
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(PVC), polystyrene (PS), poly(ethylene-vinyl acetate) (PEVA), polyethylene terephthalate
(PET), polyester (PES), polyurethane (PUT), acrylic (A) and some non-plastic materials
such as cotton, wool, wood, paper, calcium carbonate, talcum powder and plant fibers.
Only polymers reaching at least 70% of similarity with reference spectra were accepted,
according to the suggestion of Thompson et al. [43].

2.5. Data Analysis

The highest number of suspected plastics found in blank laboratory control filters
(10 fibers) was subtracted to the initial sorting to correct overestimation due to laboratory
contaminants. In addition, FTIR analysis was used to remove the false-positive particles,
i.e., non-plastic particles incorrectly sorted as “suspected plastic items” in our samples.
An identified plastic ratio was calculated by dividing the number of particles with a real
“plastic spectra” by the total number of suspected plastics. All MP results (contents and
relative contents of shapes given in the following text, figures and tables) correspond
to identified and spectrometrically verified MPs. Finally, mean concentrations of MPs
(items fish−1) were estimated by dividing the corrected numbers of MP items by the
number of individuals for each species. As digestive tracts of fishes were pooled at the
species level before extraction, concentrations per individual could not be estimated, and
therefore, no standard deviation could be calculated, and no further statistical analysis
could be performed.

3. Results

A total of 386 particles have been suspected to be MPs, consecutively sorted from
the 107 fishes belonging to 18 species of the Mediterranean Sea (Table 1 and Figure 2A).
After blank control and FTIR correction, it appears that only 85 items or 22% (identified
plastic ratio) of the suspected MPs were really ingested MPs (Figures 2B and 3). The
mean concentration of MPs was 0.80 items fish−1 if we consider the total number of fishes,
1.00 items fish−1 if the species without ingested MPs are removed and 0.31 items fish−1 if
we consider only the 5 taxa with 10 individuals and more (Table 1).

Table 1. Average numbers of microplastics (MPs) per fish (corrected values) and associated features
of the different species. Size: Mean total length of fishes (cm). Information on habitats and foods are
given in [44–47].

Species Number of
Fish Size (cm)

Mean
Digestive

Tract Length
(mm)

Habitat Type of Preys Trophic Level Mean MPs
Per Fish

Anthias anthias 1 17 113 reef-associated small nektonic 3.8 ± 0.6 1.05
Boops boops 10 23 493 demersal small nektonic 2.8 ± 0.0 0.52

Chromis chromis 7 9 140 reef-associated small nektonic 3.8 ± 0.4 0.65
Coris julis 1 23 121 reef-associated small nektonic 3.4 ± 0.1 1.05

Diplodus annularis 10 17 203 benthopelagic small nektonic 3.6 ± 0.0 0.10
Diplodus cervinus 3 43 451 benthopelagic small nektonic 3.0 ± 0.4 3.85
Diplodus puntazzo 1 35 429 benthopelagic small nektonic 3.2 ± 0.0 5.15

Diplodus sargus 2 25 276 demersal small nektonic 3.4 ± 0.1 0.00
Mugil cephalus 3 75 1739 benthopelagic planktons 2.5 ± 0.2 0.35

Pagellus erythrinus 6 35 197 benthopelagic small nektonic 3.5 ± 0.1 0.00

Sardina pilchardus 13 19 145 pelagic-neritic small
invertebrates 3.1 ± 0.1 0.48

Scieana umbra 8 38 351 demersal small nektonic 3.8 ± 0.5 3.52

Spicara maena 12 23 179 pelagic-neritic small
invertebrates 4.2 ± 0.6 0.46

Symphodus ocellatus 8 9 66 reef-associated small nektonic 3.5 ± 0.0 1.09
Symphodus roissali 13 14 95 reef-associated small nektonic 3.5 ± 0.4 0.00

Symphodus rostratus 2 9 71 reef-associated small nektonic 3.5 ± 0.0 1.40
Symphodus tinca 6 28 228 reef-associated small nektonic 3.3 ± 0.3 0.52

Uranoscopus scaber 1 30 175 benthic crustaceans
and fishes 4.4 ± 0.7 0.00
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Figure 2. Uncorrected and corrected numbers of items per fish (items fish−1) for the 18 fish studied
species. (A) Numbers of suspected MPs per fish, i.e., before Fourier Transform InfraRed (FTIR) and
blank corrections. (B) Numbers of corrected MPs per fish. Red short line indicates the highest number
of suspected MP found in all blank laboratory control filters (i.e., 10 items) divided by the number
of fish examined per taxon. Colors indicate MP shapes, with light blue for fibers and dark blue for
fragments. Numbers above bars indicate the number of fish examined per taxon. Taxa are ordered
following the mean length of digestive tracts measured, with increasing length from left to right.

Figure 3. Relative shape distribution and synthetic organic polymer composition of suspected MPs
(circles 1 and 2) and verified MPs (circles 3 and 4) found in the 18 fish species. Circle 1 (center): shape
of the suspected MPs before FTIR and blank control correction. Circle 2: results of the FTIR analysis
on randomly selected suspected MPs. Circle 3: shape of MPs after FTIR and blank control correction.
Circle 4 (exterior): polymer composition of MPs. Except for the number of suspected MPs (circle 1),
“n” is an estimated number of MPs.

Mean concentrations of corrected MPs range from 0.00 to 5.15 items fish−1 within
the 18 species (Table 1 and Figure 2B). Only 4 species (22 fishes) have no MP in their
digestive tracts: D. sargus, P. erythrinus, S. roissali and U. scaber. 7 taxa (61 fishes) had MP
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concentrations lower than 1.5 MPs per fish and the remaining 3 species (12 fishes) had MP
concentrations higher than 3 MPs per fish: D. cervinus, D. puntazzo, S. umbra.

Only fiber and fragment shapes were observed inside digestive tracks (Figure 3).
FTIR results indicate that among the 31 randomly selected fibers only 11 were made of
plastic (35%). All tested fragments (n = 4) were made of PE. After FTIR and blank control
corrections, MP fibers were still remain largely dominant (91%) compared to fragments
(9%). About half of the 11 certified plastic fibers were made of PES (n = 5; 45%), slightly
less were PA (n = 4; 36%), and only one fiber was made of A (n = 1; 9%) or PP (n = 1; 9%).

The three species with high MP mean concentrations (>3 items fish−1; Diplodus cervinus,
Diplodus puntazzo, Scieana umbra) have different prey preferences than the others species
and feed on small nektonic organisms or crustaceans and fishes (Figure 4B and Table 1).
They also belong to the longest fishes (mean size) with the longest digestive tracts (mean
length; Table 1 and Figure 2B). No undeniable differences in mean MP concentrations
according to the fish position across the water column (Figure 4A) and prey preferences
(Figure 4B) were noticed. No co-variation was observed between the trophic level and MP
concentrations (Figure 4C).

Figure 4. Mean MP concentrations per fish (items fish−1). (A) Concentrations within five groups
of species pooled according to their habitats. (B) Concentrations for four groups of species pooled
according to their prey preferences. (C) Concentrations according to the trophic level [47] of each
species. The bars represent the standard deviation from the mean.

4. Discussion
4.1. Mediterranean Fish Species Impacted by MPs

Our study exhibited MP concentrations per fish that are close to the laboratory con-
tamination. This result shows that a strict blank control procedure is required despite all
the rigorous contamination control procedures. Additionally, the authentication procedure
with an FTIR spectrometer is required, as 78% of the suspected MPs particles initially sorted
were removed after both the blank control and the FTIR correction.

Blank corrected and FTIR verified MP concentrations of our 18 species of coastal fishes
from the NW Mediterranean Sea varied within the same range (<5.2 items fish−1) than
MP concentrations measured within previous studies (0.3–2.0 items fish−1; Table 2). In
other locations of the Mediterranean Sea, Pellini et al. [48] and Anastasopoulou et al. [49]
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measured the highest concentration means in Adriatic fishes (8.6 items fish−1 for S. solea
and 9.5 items fish−1 for C. auratus). These values are about twice as great than the highest
mean MP concentration observed for D. puntazzo in our study (5.2 items fish−1). The
Adriatic Sea focused several investigations on contamination of fishes with MPs and seems
to exhibit the highest contents of MPs in Mediterranean fishes. This semi-enclosed basin
with an almost closed oceanic circulation at the Strait of Otranto is bordered by 3.700 km of
shores which attract many tourists and which collect one third of the continental freshwater
that flows into the Mediterranean Sea. The Adriatic Sea is among the zones with the highest
floating MP concentrations recorded in the Mediterranean Sea [50].

Unlike results from Mediterranean beaches [51], where high MP concentrations are
coupled with high percentages of fibers, percentages of fibers inside fishes vary from low
to high independently of total MP concentrations, i.e., some fishes with high concentrations
had low percentages of fibers and others with low concentrations had high percentages of
fibers. Among the 107 fishes of 18 species, fibers accounted, on average, for 91% of all MP
items. In other literature studies, they represent in a few cases less than 50% [4,31,48], and
are dominant in the majority of them [52–55], and sometimes even reached up to 97 and
100% [56,57]. Fibers are definitely complex to accurately enumerate.

Synthetic fibers are among the most abundant MP shapes in oceans and beaches, and
can originate from textile [58] but also from fishing nets [59]. Most of the ecotoxicological
studies on MP impact on marine organisms used manufactured small microbeads and little
is known about the consequence of other MP shapes as fibers on marine animals [60]. Fossi
et al. [28] reported from the scientific literature and for the whole Mediterranean Sea 60 fish
species contaminated by plastic debris whatever their sizes. This study added 14 new
species to the 7 other coastal fish species previously investigated in the NW Mediterranean,
that reach now the total number of 27 (Table 2).

Table 2. Synthesis of MP concentrations in coastal fishes of the northwestern Mediterranean Sea. The
number of fish is the sum of fishes investigated in each study. The percentage of fish with MPs and
MP concentrations (fish without MPs are included) are weighted average by the number of fish per
study. ND: no data. * MP concentrations within fish with MPs (i.e., fish without MPs are excluded).
Decimal values are rounded to the nearest integer.

Species Number of Fish Fish with MPs Concentrations
(Items fish−1) References

Anthias anthias 1 1.1 This study
Boops Boops 1750 50% 0.8 [56,61–64]

10 0.5 This study
Chromis chromis 7 0.7 This study

Coris julis 1 1.1 This study
Diplodus annularis 10 0.1 This study
Diplodus cervinus 3 3.85 This study
Diplodus puntazzo 1 5.2 This study

Diplodus sargus 2 0 This study
Mugil cephalus 3 0.35 This study
Mullus barbatus 281 19% 1.4 [53,65,66]

Mullus surmuletus 417 27% 0.4 [57]
Pagellus bogaraveo 24 13% ND [67]
Pagellus erythrinus 15 6% ND [67]

6 0% 0 This study
Raya miraletus 1 100% 2.0 [66]

Spondyliosoma cantharus 3 100% 2.3 ± 1.1 * [54]
Sardina pilchardus 229 35% 0.8 [35,62,68]

13 0.5 This study
Scieana umbra 8 3.5 This study
Scorpaena sp. 8 63% 3.2 ± 3.3 * [54]
Spicara maena 12 0.5 This study

Spondyliosoma cantharus 3 100% 2.3 ±1.1 * [54]
Symphodus ocellatus 8 1.1 This study
Symphodus roissali 13 0 This study

Symphodus rostratus 2 1.4 This study
Symphodus tinca 6 0.5 This study

Trigla lyra 16 19% 0.3 [66]
Uranoscopus scaber 6 83% 2.4 ± 1.7 * [54]

1 0 This study
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4.2. Impacted Fish Species: Relation with Their Food Supply and Their Habitat

In this study, the high heterogeneity between the number of individuals per species
as well as the lack of data per fish (fishes have been polled by species) does not allow to
statistically test the differences between habitats and prey preferences. However, results
(Table 1, Figure 3) suggest that fishes with large digestive tracks and fed by larger preys
record the highest MP concentrations. Several previous studies [54,69,70] investigated the
MP concentrations in fishes from different trophic levels without detecting relationships
between MP concentration inside fishes and trophic levels. Welden et al. [70] observed a
transfer of MPs between a prey (A. tobianus) and its fish predator (P. platessa), but mean
concentrations were similar between both species and the authors suggested that MPs are
not significantly retained within the digestive tract of predators. Lusher et al. [6] came to
the same conclusions after having found MPs throughout the whole digestive tract of fishes.
Retention within the digestive tracts may be influenced by the length, the morphology and
the straightness of these tracks. This may explain that the most impacted fishes in our study
have the longest digestive tracts. Within the same trophic level, behavior of fishes in terms
of feeding strategy or migration may also influence MP ingestion [71,72]. Romeo et al. [71]
found no differences in MP concentration within bluefin tuna T. thynnus (opportunistic
feeder) and albacore tuna T. alalunga (specialist feeder). Romeo et al. [72] observed within
the same family, more MPs within species characterized by a migration behavior than
without. At the species scale, MP ingestion may depend on fish size, weight, physical
condition or stomach contents [48,52,54,55]. Alomar and Deudero [52] observed that fuller
stomachs contained more MPs. Güven et al. [54] found no relation between fish length or
fish mass and MP ingestion (all species were polled), whereas Pellini et al. [48] observed
that in soles, small MPs (<100 µm) were less abundant in larger fishes than in smaller fishes.
Compa et al. [55] came to the same conclusions for S. pilchardus. As concluded by Fossi
et al. [28], further studies are now needed at different scales and with sentinel species, to
better understand the interactions between marine organisms and MP accumulation.

The habitats of our investigated fish species could also play a significant role in
the contamination of MPs, but the relationships were less evident than in the case of the
preferred preys. Indeed, the demersal species were slightly more contaminated than pelagic
ones. At a larger spatial scale, fish habitats in the Mediterranean Sea and other oceans
have been often proposed as an important forcing factor for MP accumulation [48,53,56,70].
With respect to potential sources of MP pollution in the sea, Alomar et al. [57] found no
relation between MPs inside fishes and the sampling distance from the coast and the main
sources of MPs as through rivers, harbors and coastal cities.

5. Conclusions

This study was carried out on the ingestion of MPs by 18 Mediterranean fish species,
about which 14 were investigated for the first time. We confirm the widespread presence of
MPs in Mediterranean fishes and are able to draw several major conclusions.

1. The quantification of MPs in fishes requires high methodological concerns and ana-
lytical confirmation. A total of 78% of the suspected plastic particles in our samples
were actually not MPs;

2. We found that 4 species (D. sargus, P. erythrinus, S. roissali and U. scaber) were not
contaminated by MPs and 3 species (D. cervinus, D. puntazzo, S. umbra) were found to
have higher than average MP concentrations (>3 MPs per fish). However, the number
of investigated fishes per species was low and further investigations are needed to
confirm this;

3. About 80% of our contaminated species did not exceed the concentration of 2 MPs per
fish. A low MP ingestion rate and a rapid egestion through simple digestive tracks
can explain this low accumulation;

4. Fiber is the main MP shape (91%) found in fish digestive tracts. Their impact on
marine life are nearly unknown;
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5. The length and the morphology of fish digestive tracts, the prey preferences and, with
lesser evidence, the habitat may influence the concentration of MPs.
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