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Results
Growth and survival Histopathological analyses

A500:Zebrafish feed + 1-5pum [0.5g/kg]
B50: Zebrafish feed + 40-47um [0.05g/kg] ASO
B500:Zebrafish feed + 40-47um [0.5g/kg] oo+l 0.05¢/ke

Amino formaldehyde polymer - FMV-1.3**

*Diets were prepared in the pilot feed mill facility available at the Department of Agriculture, Food, Environmental and Animal science of University of
Udine (Italy). A control diet MPs-free (named Control) was formulated to resemble the proximate composition of a commercial standard diet available larvae
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Larvae whole specimen 0 05+022 3.5+0.8P 0 0
intestine 0 1.15+0.45° 61.93+14.30" 0.14+0.01° 0.64+0.15
Juveniles liver 0 54+1.6°? 231.1+47.1° 0 0
muscle 0 03+0.1¢% 47+1.2° 0 0
intestine 0 28+0.32 170.9 +20.6® 0.6+0.32 0.8+022
Adults liver 0 6.6+1.72 821.1+955P 0 0
muscle 0 20+0.22 80+24P 0 0
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Molecular analyses
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MPs microbeads of 40-47 ym in size were not
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