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ENDOTOXINS IN THE AIR OF OBJECTS OF WASTE  
AND WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT INFRASTRUCTURE. 

REVIEW OF THE APPLIED METHODOLOGY  
AND OBTAINED RESULTS OF THE STUDY 

The paper analyses the variability of the methodology of collecting samples of endotoxins from 
the air in the premises and the vicinity of objects of waste management and wastewater treatment in-
frastructure, methods of their preparation, determination of endotoxin content, and results of research 
to date. The high sensitivity of analytical methods enables the analysis of the concentration of 
endotoxins in air samples with a small volume. After freezing, they can be stored for a long time. 
The effectiveness of extraction of endotoxins from bioaerosol samples can be improved by adding 
Tween 20 or Tween 80 to water. So far, factors determining the variability of concentrations of endo-
toxins in the air in the premises and the vicinity of objects of waste management infrastructure were 
determined. Further research in the scope is necessary. This will allow the determination of acceptable 
levels of endotoxin in the future. The impact of endotoxins on human health and the specificity of 
sewage and waste management must also be taken into account. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Air (atmospheric and indoor) is not the environment of the constant presence of 
microorganisms due to the lack of nutrients and unfavorable physicochemical condi-
tions. It is, however, a route of transmission to environments favoring the growth and 
reproduction of viruses, bacteria, microscopic fungi, and algae, as well as plant pollen. 
The air also carries products of the metabolism of microorganisms such as endotoxins 
and mycotoxins [1]. The dust of organic origin floating in the air is described by the 
general name of bioaerosol. 
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Some of the microorganisms floating in the air are pathogenic or potentially patho-
genic for people and bred animals. Other cause phenomena unfavorable for the economy 
(e.g., biological corrosion of construction materials, rotting of food). Preventing these 
phenomena requires among others monitoring the concentration of bioaerosol in the air. 
The determination of the concentration of all the occurring microorganisms in the air is 
practically impossible due to their species diversity and undetectability of part of them 
utilizing culture methods. Therefore, monitoring of the sanitary state of air is limited to 
the determination of the concentration of selected groups of indicator microorganisms. 
One of the indicators of the sanitary state of air is the concentration of endotoxins  
– toxins constituting lipopolysaccharide complexes included in the composition of the 
cell wall of gram-negative bacteria. Results of research conducted to date show that 
persons employed in waste management and wastewater treatment are exposed to the 
effect of endotoxins present in the air in relatively high concentrations, reaching even 
a dozen of million EU/m3 [2]. 

No uniform research methodology has been developed and commonly adopted so 
far regarding concentrations of endotoxins in the air. It concerns collecting samples, 
their storage, extraction, the technique of determination of the content of endotoxins in 
samples, and determination of acceptable concentrations. Therefore, the objectives of 
the presented paper were as follows: 

• analysis of the applied methodologies of sample collection and their preparation 
for analysis, and proposing a uniform methodology, 

• analysis of the current state of knowledge on the emission of endotoxins to at-
mospheric air by objects of waste management and wastewater treatment infrastructure. 

2. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

2.1. SAMPLE COLLECTING 

Owing to the high sensitivity of methods of quantitative determination of endotoxins, it 
is possible to determine their content in small air samples of even 0.666 dm3 [3]. Small sam-
ple volumes allow a considerable reduction of sampling duration, even to 9 min [4]. This 
enables the determination of concentrations related to short-term events, e.g., waste un-
loading. Results of the analysis of samples collected over a period of several hours allow 
the determination of the mean concentration of endotoxins in the air, e.g., during one work 
shift, with no necessity of analysis of many samples and averaging the results [5, 6]. Sample 
collecting with breaks adjusted to the time of breaks of employees is also often applied [7]. 

Small bioaerosol samples can be collected using pumps with a low flow rate – from 
1.0 dm3/min [8]. The application of pumps with a higher flow rate is not excluded, e.g., 
12.5 dm3/min [9]. 
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The application of stationary samplers [4, 6] enables the analysis of the concentra-
tion of endotoxins at selected study sites, located, e.g., at a specified distance from the 
emission source, or in selected rooms or work stations. The use of personal samplers 
allows the determination of the exposure of an employee to endotoxins during a single 
shift or during performing particular tasks [10, 11]. 

Despite their size at a level of 30–50 nm, endotoxins are a component of bioaerosol and 
are usually sampled using low-flow dust monitors on filters made of glass fibers [2, 6], poly- 
carbonate [12, 13], Teflon [14, 15] or cellulose ester [12]. The applied filters usually 
had a pore diameter of 0.8 μm [7, 16] or 1 μm [4], pores of 1.2 μm [17], exceptionally 
less, e.g., 0.4 μm [10], or more, e.g., 2 μm [16]. Some authors collected bioaerosol sam-
ples from the air utilizing scrubbers filled with 50 cm3 of apyrogenic water [9], or 
20 cm3 physiological saline [18]. Glass filters were the most commonly applied, fol-
lowed by filters made of polycarbonate, and sporadically of other materials. The filters 
usually had pore diameters of 0.8–1.0 μm. 

The common application should be one of the criteria of selection of the sampling 
methodology. It enables comparison of the obtained results with results of other authors. 
An important criterion of selection of the sampling methodology is its effectiveness. 
Results of studies conducted so far showed that the effectiveness of sample collecting 
using scrubbers filled with 20 cm3 of apyrogenic physiological saline is similar as in the 
case of sampling on filters made of polyvinyl chloride [18]. More endotoxins were re-
tained on a glass filter than on one made of polycarbonate [13]. Filters made of cellulose 
ester allowed extracting twice less endotoxins than filters made of glass fiber, Teflon, 
and polycarbonate. No differences were recorded in the quantities of endotoxins ex-
tracted from filters made of different types of glass (borosilicate and soft) and polycar-
bonate [12]. 

Common application and proven effectiveness of filtration allow recommending the 
use of glass filters in further research works concerning concentrations of endotoxins in 
air. No experimental data are available, however, regarding the effect of pore sizes on the 
effectiveness of sampling air-suspended endotoxins, filters with the pore diameter of 0.8–
1.0 μm are commonly applied, a size larger than endotoxins. It, therefore, remains un-
known whether the application of filters with smaller pores increased the efficiency of 
bioaerosol sampling for the determination of concentrations of endotoxins in air. 

2.2. TRANSPORT AND STORAGE OF SAMPLES 

Endotoxins are persistent substances, although they can sometimes be subject to 
decomposition. To avoid that, the collected bioaerosol samples need to be analyzed pos-
sibly quickly, e.g., within 24 h [2], or transported and stored at a low temperature. Au-
thors of available papers usually froze the collected samples or their extracts to –20 °C [3, 
5], and more seldom to a temperature of –80 °C [6]. Others store samples at 4 °C [4, 9] or 
7 °C [19]. According to Spaan et al. [20], no significant differences in the content of 
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endotoxins occur between samples stored at a temperature of 4 °C and –20 °C. Bioaer-
osol samples for analysis of endotoxins in cold storage conditions can be stored over 
many months. Filters with aerosol samples can be frozen, as well as the extract [12, 14], 
or both [20]. In cold storage conditions, they can be stored for many months. The 
amount of endotoxins on filters stored at a temperature of –20 °C did not decrease after 
2–3 years [19]. The situation was similar in the case of extract stored for 1 year at 7 °C 
[12]. Freezing to –20 °C, defrosting, and freezing again caused a decrease in the content 
of endotoxins in a sample by 20% (household bioaerosol with endotoxins), or even by 
25% (pure commercial endotoxin) [12]. Data available in the literature allow recom-
mending freezing samples to –20 °C, if they cannot be extracted and tested for endotoxin 
content directly after sampling. 

2.3. EXTRACTION OF ENDOTOXINS 

Endotoxins collected on filters, and not for scrubbers, must be extracted to a solu-
tion. Authors of available papers dissolved them in: 

• apyrogenic water [2, 7], 
• apyrogenic water with an addition of 0.05% Tween 20 [1, 5] or 0.04–0.05% 

Tween 80 [17, 18], 
• tris buffer [21], 
• 50 mM potassium phosphate with 0.01% triethylamine [13]. 
Morgenstern et al. [19] collected bioaerosol samples to scrubbers filled with physi-

ological saline solution. It could therefore be also used for the extraction of endotoxins 
from the filter. Authors of available papers usually extracted endotoxins from the filter 
by dissolving them in water or in water with an addition of non-ionic surfactants such as 
Tween 20 and Tween 80. They are surfactants that increase the efficiency of endotoxin ex-
traction with water up to seven times [12, 21]. Authors of the majority of papers used 5 cm3 
[2, 5] or 10 cm3 of solvent [1, 7], exceptionally different volumes, e.g., 6 cm3 [17]. Only 
Thorne et al. [13] applied extraction in 30 cm3 of apyrogenic water, and Duchaine et al. 
[18] in 30 cm3 of apyrogenic water with an addition of 0.04% Tween 80. 

Few authors provided information regarding temperature at which extraction was 
conducted. Spaan et al. [21] conducted it at room temperature, Duchaine et al. [18] at 
37 °C, and Duquenne et al. [4] at 60 °C. Thorne et al. [13] compared the efficiency of 
extraction at 22 and 68 °C, and concluded that heating did not affect the extraction effi-
ciency. 

The most frequently applied extraction method is shaking or swishing filters in a sol-
vent. Authors of almost all available papers applied 60 min shaking or swishing [1, 5] 
exceptionally shorter – 10–30 min [7, 13, 17] or longer – 120 min. [13], and even overnight 
[18]. Some authors provide information regarding the frequency of shaking, e.g., 25 or 160 
oscillations/min [1, 20], and regarding the shaking amplitude, e.g., 15 cm [20]. A rarely 
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applied alternative to shaking is sonication for 20 min [4] or 60 min [14]. Duquene et al. 
[4] also provide information regarding the frequency of applied ultrasounds (47 KHz). 

Available literature data point to similar efficiency of both extraction methods, namely 
shaking and swishing, and sonication [2]. The reduction of the commonly applied shak-
ing time (60 min) to 10 min also caused no decrease in the efficiency of endotoxins 
extraction [21]. This suggests that shaking and swishing, as well as sonication, can be 
applied alternatively, and the commonly applied 60 min shaking time ensures high ef-
ficiency of extraction, irrespective of the variability of shaking parameters such as fre-
quency and its character (swishing, orbital and horizontal shaking). 

2.4. DETERMINATION OF THE CONTENT OF ENDOTOXINS IN SAMPLES 

Three fundamentally different methods of analysis of endotoxins have been devel-
oped so far. The oldest one involves the determination of the pyrogenic effect of endo-
toxins injected in experimental animals. The method has not been applied by any of the 
authors cited in this paper. Currently, the most commonly applied method uses the abil-
ity to produce colored products of the reaction with the participation of among others 
endotoxins and enzymes contained in the amebocytes of horseshoe crab (Limulus Ame-
bocyte Lysate – LAL). This also concerns studies on endotoxins in atmospheric air in 
the premises and in the vicinity of objects related to waste and wastewater management. 
The method was applied by authors of all papers cited herein. In the case of studies on 
endotoxins sampled from the air, the most important advantage of the LAL method in 
comparison to the determination of the pyrogenic effect of endotoxins in experimental 
animals is a considerable decrease in the size of samples needed for the analysis. A fur-
ther decrease in sample size is made possible by modifications of the LAL method per-
mitting analyses in microplates and dynamic measurement of absorbance. It also ena-
bles a decrease in the amount of required reagents. The abundance of horseshoe crabs 
is limited. They are captured for blood collection and then released into the sea. The 
demand for reagents produced from horseshoe crab blood is high. Medicines and nu-
merous medicinal materials must be free from endotoxins. This requires testing them in 
those terms. An increase in the global demand for commercial tests permitting analysis 
of endotoxin content, primarily in medicines and medical materials, as well as the limited 
abundance of shoehorn crab, result in the necessity of search for alternative methods. 
Therefore, the method of quantitative determination of endotoxins has been developed, 
employing techniques of fluorimetry or colorimetry based on reagents produced with 
no use of horseshoe crab blood [22]. It is currently less common than the LAL method, 
also in research on endotoxins contained in the air in the premises of waste and 
wastewater management objects. This is evidenced by the failure to apply it by authors 
of papers cited herein. The method shows sensitivity similar to that of LAL, and could 
be applied for the analysis of endotoxins contained in the air. Such applications will 
probably appear in the future. 
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3. RESULTS OF STUDIES TO DATE 

Concentrations of endotoxins in atmospheric air and indoor air of objects related to 
waste and wastewater management show considerable variability, from tens [15] to 
a dozen million [2]. Results of studies to date enabled the identification of at least some 
of the factors determining their concentration. They include among others the concen-
tration of suspended solids in air and the concentration of bacteria. The correlation co-
efficient r between the concentration of suspended solids and concentration of endotox-
ins to which employees of a large waste composting plant were individually exposed 
was 0.783, p < 0.05. Therefore, the concentration of suspended solids can be a good 
predictor of the concentration of endotoxins [1]. This conclusion also concerns the con-
centration of mesophilic bacteria (Gram+ and Gram–), determined by breeding meth-
ods. The coefficient of correlation between the concentration of mesophilic bacteria and 
concentration of endotoxins in the air of a wastewater treatment plant was in a range of 
0.74–0.89, depending on the used microbiological substrate [23]. 

Authors of papers to date, applying different techniques of sample collection, deter-
mined the variability of concentrations of endotoxins in the air: 

• in the vicinity of particular objects of a wastewater treatment plant and installa-
tions processing waste, and the function of distance from such objects [24, 25], 

• to which employees at different positions are exposed [7, 21], 
• to which employees are exposed during the performance of particular tasks [2, 10]. 
Results of these studies show exposure to the highest concentrations of endotoxins 

of employees working in places related to: 
• wastewater movement: including its stirring, pumping wastewater from the septic 

car, cleaning chambers of the treatment plant or sewage system, dewatering and drying 
of waste [4, 21], 

• waste movement: segregation, mixing, transfer of waste [1], 
• anaerobic digestion and sieving of compost [25]. 
Concentrations of endotoxins inside the wastewater treatment plant were higher 

than outdoors [26], similarly as in the case of the waste collection and processing plant 
[25]. In cabins of vehicles working at the composting plant, the concentrations were 
considerably lower than outdoors. Air filters and systems providing higher than average 
pressure inside the cabin reduced endotoxin concentration by 93–98% in comparison to 
concentrations in outdoor air [25]. Employees working with the sewage system inhaled 
more endotoxins while performing works inside the sewage system (inspection and clean-
ing) than outdoors [4]. In the wastewater treatment plant analyzed by Thorn et al. [7], the 
level of exposure to inhaling endotoxins at particular workstations was assessed by the 
authors as relatively stable. Workers in wastewater plants are more exposed than work-
ers in the wastewater net system [27]. Exposure of particular employees at the same 
stations in the chain of waste collection and processing analyzed by Wouters et al. [28] 
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showed considerable variability. Differences between particular employees at the same 
stations were higher than between the stations. 

In the case of employees cleaning devices at the wastewater treatment plant, expo-
sure to endotoxins depends on the applied cleaning technique. The concentration of en-
dotoxins in the air increased when treated wastewater was used for cleaning instead of 
tap or surface water. Using a fire hose with a fully opened mouth brought about a de-
crease in endotoxins exposure in comparison to a partially obstructed mouth. The expo-
sure was also reduced by turning on ventilation. The distance at which an employee 
stood from the cleaned object, or pressure of the liquid used for cleaning was of no 
significance [5]. 

Due to the variability of results of measurements of endotoxin concentrations in the 
air in wastewater treatment plants and waste processing plants obtained by the authors 
of particular papers, the exposure of employees to endotoxins was assessed by them in 
different ways. It was relatively low: in the case of waste collection and processing [28], 
including at household waste containers [29] and in a wastewater treatment plant [21]. 
Sykes et al. [1] assessed the exposure of employees of a waste composting plant as 
higher than average. The concentration of endotoxins in the air of a hospital wastewater 
treatment plant was considerably higher than in Danish cities [17]. 

Papers concerning the spread of endotoxins around wastewater treatment plants and 
waste management plants are scarce. Their concentration on the downwind side of the 
waste composting plant increased at a distance of up to 80 m, then decreased, and at 
a distance of 100–150 m, it unexpectedly increased again [4]. In the case of spreading 
bioaerosols around the wastewater treatment plant, it was determined as difficult to model, 
and potentially dependent on land relief and the presence of terrain obstacles such as tree 
stands, railway banks, or roads with intensive traffic. In the vicinity of a wastewater treat-
ment plant (or waste management plant), additional sources of emission of bioaerosols can 
also occur, in the form of, e.g., eutrophicated water bodies. The area around a wastewater 
treatment plant or waste management plant functioning over a long time can also be 
subject to microbiological contamination. In that case, bioaerosol, i.e., also endotoxins, 
can be subject to secondary blowing away from the substrate [30]. 

The effects of exposure of workers in waste and wastewater management facilities 
to endotoxins are like the effects of exposure to other environments [31]. The effects, 
however, do not differ from those of exposure of people to endotoxins in other environ-
ments. In the case of recycling employees, respiratory and gastric ailments were to 
a greater degree related to exposure to (1-3)-β-D-glucans than endotoxins [16]. In the case 
of employees of the wastewater treatment plant, the factor analysis showed that the depend-
ency on vocational exposure to endotoxins was manifested for skin conditions, symptoms 
in the upper and lower respiratory tract, and flu-like and systemic symptoms [26 ]. No lit-
erature data are available regarding the effect of endotoxins emitted by waste manage-
ment and wastewater treatment plants on the health of residents of housing estates 
neighboring such plants. Until the preparation of such papers, it is possible to assume 
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that it is similar to the effect analogical in terms of concentration, frequency of occur-
rence, and duration as in persons exposed to endotoxins in other environments. 

Data on concentrations of endotoxins in the air in the premises and the vicinity of 
waste management objects have been so far collected in few plants. The concentrations 
of endotoxins in air, however, depend on many factors: the composition of waste or 
wastewater, the technology of their processing or treatment, or current meteorological 
conditions. Such plants are located in places different in terms of land relief, which 
affects the distribution of pollutants, including endotoxins, in the air. Caution is recom-
mended in generalizing study results regarding concentrations of endotoxins at waste 
management and wastewater treatment plants about similar plants in other climatic 
zones. Results of studies to date are also insufficient to determine acceptable concentra-
tions of endotoxins in the air that could be commonly adopted. So far, they have only 
been introduced in some countries, e.g., in the Netherlands [32]. It is therefore justified 
to undertake further research in the scope. 

REFERENCES 

[1] SYKES P., MORRIS R.H.K., ALLEN J.A., WILDSMITH J.D., JONES K.P., Workers’ exposure to dust, endo-
toxin and β-(1-3)glucan at four large-scale composting facilities, Waste Manage., 2011, 31, 423–430. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.wasman.2010.10.016. 

[2] DUQUENNE PH., MARCHAND G., DUCHAINE C., Measurement of endotoxins in bioaerosol at workplace: 
A critical review of literature and a standarizaton issue, Ann. Occup. Hyg., 2013, 57 (2), 137–172. 
DOI: 10.1093/annhyg/mes051. 

[3] PANKHURST L.J., DEACON L.J., LIU J., DREW G.H., HAYES E.T., JACKSON S., LONGHURST P.J., 
LONGHURST J.W.S., POLLARD S.J.T., TYRREL S.F., Spatial variations in airborne microorganism and 
endotoxin concentrations at green waste composting facilities, Int. J. Hyg. Environ. Health, 2011, 214, 
376–383. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijheh.2011.06.001. 

[4] DUQUENNE PH., AMBROISE D., GÖRNER P., CLER F., GREFF-MIRGUET G., Exposure to airborne endotoxins 
among sewer workers. An exploratory study, Ann. Occup. Hyg., 2014, 58 (3), 283–293. DOI: 10.1093 
/annhyg/met085. 

[5] VISSER M.J., SPAAN S., ARTS H.J.J.M., SMIT L.A.M., HEEDERIK D.J.J., Influence of different cleaning 
practices on endotoxin exposure at sewage treatment plants, Ann. Occup. Hyg., 2006, 50 (7), 731–736. 
DOI: 10.1093/annhyg/mel026. 

[6] CYPROWSKI M., SOBALA W., BUCZYŃSKA A., SZADKOWSKA-STAŃCZYK I., Endotoxin exposure and 
changes in short-term pulmonary function among sewage workers, Int. J. Occup. Med. Environ. Health, 
2015, 28 (5), 803–811. DOI: 10.13075/ijomeh.1896.00460. 

[7] THORN J., BEIJER L., JONSSON T., RYLANDER R., Measurement strategies for the determination of air-
borne bacterial endotoxin in sewage treatment plants, Ann. Occup. Hyg., 2002, 46 (6), 549–554. DOI: 
10.1093/annhyg/mef068. 

[8] SKLAR R., ZHOU Z., MARLEY ZALAY M., ASHLEY MUSPRATT A., HAMMOND S.K., Occupational expo-
sure to endotoxin along a municipal scale fecal sludge collection and resource recovery process in 
Kigali, Rwanda, Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health, 2019, 16, 4740. DOI: 10.3390/ijerph16234740. 

[9] WEN N., LIU H., FU Y., WANG C., Optimalization and influence mechanism od sampling and analysis of air-
borne endotoxin based on limulus amebocyte lysate assay, Aerosol Air Qual. Res., 2017, 17, 1000–1010. 
DOI: 10.4209/aaqr.2016.05.0184. 



 Endotoxins in the air of objects of waste and wastewater management infrastructure 57 

[10] OPPLIGER A., HILFIKER S., VU DUC T., Influence of seasons and sampling strategy on assesment of 
bioaerosols in sewage treatment plants in Switzerland, Ann. Occup. Hyg., 2005, 49 (5), 393–400. 
DOI: 10.1093/annhyg/meh108. 

[11] SCHLOSSER O., HUYARD A., RYBACKI D., DO QUANG Z., Protection of the vehicle cab environment 
against bacteria, fungi, and endotoxins in composting facilities, Waste Manage. 2012, 32, 1106–1115. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.wasman.2012.01.013. 

[12] DOUWES J., VERSLOOT P., HOLLANDER A., HEEDERIK D., DOEKES G., Influence of various dust sam-
pling and extraction methods on the measurement of airborne endotoxin, Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 
1995, 65 (5), 1763–1769. DOI: 10.1128/AEM.61.5.1763-1769.1995. 

[13] THORNE P.S., REYNOLDS S., MILTON D.K., BLOEBAUM P.D., ZHANG X., WHITTEN P., BURMEISTER L.F., 
Field evaluation of endotoxin air sampling assay methods, Am. Ind. Hyg. Assoc. J., 1997, 58, 792–799. 
DOI: 10.1080/15428119791012298. 

[14] DE ROOIJ M.M.T., HEEDERIK D.J.J., BORLÉE HOEK G., WOUTERS I.M., Spatial and temporal variation 
in endotoxin and PM10 concentrations in ambient air in a liverstock dense area, Environ. Res., 2017, 
153, 161–170. DOI: 10.1016/j.envres.2016.12.004. 

[15] SPAAN S., SCHINKEL J., WOUTERS I.M., PRELLER L., TIELEMANS E., NIJ E.T., Variability in endotoxin 
exposure levels and consequences for exposure assesment, annales of occupational hygiene, 2008, 52 
(5), 303–316. DOI: 10.1093/annhyg/men024. 

[16] GLADDING T., THORN J., STOTT D., Organic dust exposure and work-related effects among recycling 
workers, Am. J. Ind. Med., 2003, 43, 584–591. DOI: 10.1002/ajim.10220. 

[17] UHRBRAND K., SCHULTZ A.C., KOIVISTO A.J., NIELSEN U., MADSEN A.M., Assesment of airborne bac-
teria and noroviruses in air emissions from a new highly-advanced hospital wastewater treatment 
plant, Water Res., 2017, 112, 110–119. DOI: 10.1016/j.watres.2017.01.046. 

[18] DUCHAINE C., THORNE P.S., MÉRIAUX A., GRIMARD Y., WHITTEN P., CORMIER Y., Comparison of en-
dotoxin exposure assesment by bioaerosol impinger and filter-sampling methods, Appl. Environ. Micro-
biol., 2001, 67 (6), 2775–2780. DOI: 10.1128/AEM.67.6.2775-2780.2001. 

[19] MORGENSTERN V., BISCHOF W., KOCH A., HEINRICH J., Measurement of endotoxin on ambient loaded 
PM filters after long-term storage, Sci. Total Environ., 2006, 370, 574–579. DOI: 10.1016/j.scitotenv. 
2006.08.027. 

[20] SPAAN S., HEEDERIK D.J.J., THORNE P.S., WOUTERS I.M., Optimization of airborne endotoxin exposure 
assesment. Effects of filter type, transport conditions, extraction solutions, and storage of samples and 
extracts, Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 2007, 73 (19), 6134–6143. DOI: 10.1128/AEM.00851-07. 

[21] SPAAN S., SMIT L.A.M., EDUARD W., LARSSON L., ARTS H.J.J.M., WOUTERS I.M., HEEDERIK D.J.J., 
Endotoxin exposure in sewage treatment workers: investigation of exposure variability and compari-
son of analytical techniques, Ann. Agric. Environ. Med., 2008, 15, 251–261. DOI: pubmed.ncbi. 
nlm.nih.gov/19118445/. 

[22] DING J.L., HO B., A new era in pyrogen testing, Trends Biotechnol., 2001, 19 (8), 277–281. DOI: 10.1016 
/S0167-7799 (01)01694-8. 

[23] LAITINEN S., NEVALAINEN A., KOTIMAA M., LIESIVUORI J., MARTIKAINEN P.I., Relationship between 
bacterial counts and endotoxin concentrations in the air of wastewater treatment plants, Appl. Environ. 
Microbiol., 1992, 58 (11), 3774–3776. DOI: 10.1128/AEM.58.11.3774-3776.1992. 

[24] PANKHURST L.J., DEACON L.J., LIU J., DREW G.H., HAYES E.T., JACKSON S., LONGHURST P.J., 
LONGHURST J.W.S., POLLARD S.J.T., TYRREL S.F., Microbial and endotoxin emission from composting 
facilities: characterization of release and dispersal patterns, Air Poll., 2009, 17, 163–172. DOI: 10. 
2495/AIR090151. 

[25] SCHLOSSER O., HUYARD A., CARTNICK K., YAÑEZ A., CATALÁN V., DO QUANG Z., Bioaerosol in com-
posting facilities. Occupational health risk assessment, Water Environ. Res., 2009, 81 (9), 866–877. 
DOI: 10.2175/106143009x407258. 



58 P. JADCZYK 

[26] SMIT L.A.M., SPAAN S., HEEDERIK D., Endotoxin exposure and symptoms in wastewater treatment 
workers, Am. J. Ind. Med., 2005, 48, 30–39. DOI: 10.1002/ajim.20176. 

[27] HELDAL K.H., AUSTIGARD Ǻ.D., SVENDSEN K.H., EINARSDOTTIR E., GOFFENG L.O., SIKKELAND L.I., 
NORDBY K.-C., Endotoxin and hydrogen sulphide exposure and effects on the airways among waste 
water workers in sewage treatment plants and sewer net system, Ann. Work Exp. Health, 2019, 63 
(4), 437–447. DOI: 10.1093/annweh/wxz020. 

[28] WOUTERS I.M., SPAAN S., DOUWES J., DOEKES G., HEEDERIK D., Overview of personal occupational 
exposure levels to inhalable dust, endotoxin, β (1→3)-glucan and fungal extracellular polysaccarides 
in the waste management chain, Ann. Occup. Hyg., 2006, 50 (1), 39–53. DOI: https:// academic. 
oup.com/annweh/article/50/1/39/156710. 

[29] THORN J., Seasonal variations in exposure to microbial cell wall components among household waste 
collectors, Ann. Occup. Hyg., 2001, 45 (2), 153–156. DOI: https://academic.oup.com/annweh/article 
/45/2/153/209910. 

[30] JADCZYK P., SÓWKA I., PAWNUK M., WRONISZEWSKA A., Impact of a small wastewater treatment plant 
on the sanitary state of atmospheric air, Rocz. Ochr. Środ., 2020, 22, 927–939. DOI: https://research 
gate.net/publication/publication/343346105_Impact_of_a_small_municipal_wastewater_treatment_plant 
_on_the_sanitary_state_of_atmospheric_air. 

[31] AGHAEI M., YAGHMAEIAN K., HASSANVAND M.S., HEDAYATI M.H., YOUSEFIAN F., JANJANI H. 
NABIZADEH R., YUNESIAN M. Exposure to endotoxins and respiratory health in composting facilities, 
Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf., 2020, 202, 110907. DOI: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/ 
S0147651320307466. 

[32] ROLPH C.A., GWYTHER C.L., TYRREL S.F., NASIR Z.A., DREW G.H., JACKSON S.K., KHERA S., HAYES E., 
WILIAMS B., BENNETT A., COLLINS S., WALSH K., KINNERSLEY R., GLADDING T.L., Sources of airborne 
endotoxins in ambient air and exposure of nearby communities. A review, Atmosphere, 2018, 9, 375. 
DOI: 10.3390/atmos9100375. 


