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	This study provides a timely and systematic synthesis of microplastic removal in urban wastewater systems, offering an integrated perspective on treatment technologies, efficiency determinants, and environmental fate . By moving beyond simple reporting of removal efficiencies toward a system-level understanding, it contributes to advancing conceptual frameworks in wastewater and environmental research. The findings highlight critical gaps in scalability, methodological standardization, and the overlooked role of sludge as a secondary pathway of microplastic pollution. As such, the review serves as a valuable reference for researchers and policymakers aiming to develop more effective and sustainable strategies for microplastic mitigation.
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