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Introduction
The supporting information contains 3 figures as supplements to the content of the paper.
The figures display example pictures of the microplastics added to the samples for the recovery test

(Fig. S1), example pictures of the filters obtained at the end of the application of the three different
protocol tested (Fig. S2), and Raman spectra of the two polymers used (Fig. S3).
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Figure S1. Example of the pictures taken to each plastic fragment for nylon and

polyethylene terephthalate (PET) for the different dimensional classes (D1, D2, D3).



Figure S2. Example of the filters obtained for (A) protocol 1; (B) protocol 2; (C) protocol 3.
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Figure S3. Raman spectra of the plastic particles used: (A) polyethylene terephthalate; (B) nylon.



