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Hypotheses Results and graphs
1. There will be more microplastic

particles found in
macroinvertebrates that live in
streams with more
macroplastics

2. There will be more microplastics
found in pollution tolerant
species over pollution sensitive
species of macroinvertebrates.

Collected Macroplastics

Introduction to microplastics

 Microplastics are pieces of plastic
smaller than 5 mm

* Infiltrate waterways and soil

* They can easily be ingested by
accident or mistaken for food

Conclusion

 Urban areas are more affected
by microplastic pollution

At the bottom of the food
chain, macroinvertebrates are
able to ingest microplastics
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Bring back to the lab
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POO I Sa m p I es Figure 3. Relationship between the number of microplastics

ingested by macroinvertebrates and the number of
macroplastics found in each stream (n=6). Linear
regression analysis shows a positive slope but is statistically
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