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Abstract: Combining coagulants with ballast (natural soil or modified clay) to remove cyanobacteria
from the water column is a promising tool to mitigate nuisance blooms. Nevertheless, the possible
effects of this technique on different toxin-producing cyanobacteria species have not been thoroughly
investigated. This laboratory study evaluated the potential effects of the “Floc and Sink” technique on
releasing microcystins (MC) from the precipitated biomass. A combined treatment of polyaluminium
chloride (PAC) with lanthanum modified bentonite (LMB) and/or local red soil (LRS) was applied to
the bloom material (mainly Dolichospermum circinalis and Microcystis aeruginosa) of a tropical reservoir.
Intra and extracellular MC and biomass removal were evaluated. PAC alone was not efficient to
remove the biomass, while PAC + LMB + LRS was the most efficient and removed 4.3–7.5 times more
biomass than other treatments. Intracellular MC concentrations ranged between 12 and 2.180 µg L−1

independent from the biomass. PAC treatment increased extracellular MC concentrations from 3.5 to
6 times. However, when combined with ballast, extracellular MC was up to 4.2 times lower in the top
of the test tubes. Nevertheless, PAC + LRS and PAC + LMB + LRS treatments showed extracellular
MC concentration eight times higher than controls in the bottom. Our results showed that Floc and
Sink appears to be more promising in removing cyanobacteria and extracellular MC from the water
column than a sole coagulant (PAC).

Keywords: toxic bloom; cyanobacteria mitigation; geo-engineering; Dolichospermum; Microcystis;
eutrophication control

Key Contribution: The Floc and Sink technique can effectively settle the biomass comprised of
Dolichospermum circinalis and Microcystis aeruginosa and showed potential microcystin adsorption
depending on the ballast used.

1. Introduction

Cyanobacteria perform many vital functions to the health of ecosystems, especially
as photosynthetic organisms (e.g., oxygen production and nitrogen-fixing); however, they
have become an increasing issue worldwide, mainly due to the massive proliferation of
toxin-producing species caused by anthropogenic eutrophication [1–3]. Cyanobacterial
blooms represent a threat to human health and aquatic biota, mainly due to the potential
contamination by toxins [1–3].
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Cyanotoxins comprise many compounds with wide variations in the chemical struc-
ture, causing effects in exposed invertebrates and vertebrates. In freshwaters, the most
common cyanotoxin is the hepatotoxic MC, which presents more than 300 known vari-
ants [4]. MCs are cyclic heptapeptides with a general structure (Figure S1) composed of
D-alanine, a variable amino acid (X1), D-MeAsp (D-erythro-β-methylaspartic acid), another
variable amino acid (X2), Adda ((2S,3S,4E,6E,8S,9S)-3-amino-9-methoxy-2,6,8-trimethyl-
10-phenyldeca-4,6-dienoic acid), D-glutamic acid, and Mdha (N-methyldehydroalanine).
MCs have been named according to the standard one-letter amino acid code applied to
the variable amino acids X1 and X2 (present in the positions 2 and 4, respectively). For
example, the one-letter codes A, R, L, F, Y, and W present in some MCs variants (e.g.,
MC-RR, MC-LR, MC-LA, MC-LF, MC-LW, MC-YR, Figure S2, Table S1) represent the
amino acids alanine (A), arginine (R), leucine (L), phenylalanine (F), tyrosine (Y), and
tryptophan (W). Other structural modifications are added to the name as a suffix, such as
[D-Asp3] which represents a missing methyl group in the position 3 of MCs structure (e.g.,
[D-Asp3]MC-RR and [D-Asp3]MC-LR, Figure S2) [3]. Studies have reported that MCs were
shown to be tumor promoters, immunotoxicants, and endocrine disruptors [5–7]. This
toxin can inhibit protein phosphatases 1 and 2A, promote DNA fragmentation, necrosis,
apoptosis, and intrahepatic bleeding, leading to death [1,8]. MC-producing cyanobacteria
blooms have been described in 80 countries, and the genera Microcystis and Planktothrix
are considered the most potent sources because they are often associated with high toxin
levels [9]. However, the filamentous genus Dolichospermum (formerly Anabaena) contains
species capable of producing MCs [9] and are considered as potential MC producers in risk
assessments [3], mainly strains from high latitudes [10–12]. MC-producing strains have
also been recorded at moderate latitude [13] and low latitude [14,15].

Although the most coherent way to mitigate eutrophication is to reduce the external
nutrient input [2,16], it is also an onerous approach in developing countries, where the
sewage system and treatment are inefficient, requiring expensive investments [17]. Fur-
thermore, there is a need to control the internal nutrient load to accelerate the system’s
recovery [18].

The coagulation and precipitation of cyanobacteria biomass and phosphate (P) is a
promising tool to manage eutrophication and its nuisance [19]. This technique combines
a ballast and a coagulant (Floc and Sink) that moves intact cells and P out of the water
column, bound to ballast, toward the sediment, and is proven safe [19–23]. However,
the coagulation step is a critical part of this technique because the coagulant can cause
physiological or chemical stress to cell membranes, releasing intracellular toxins and P into
water [20,21,24]. Polyaluminium chloride (PAC) is widely used as an inorganic flocculant
in drinking water supply plants [25,26], wastewater treatment [27], and in-lake restoration
measures to mitigate cyanobacterial blooms [23,28–30]. Its mechanism of coagulation
includes charge neutralization, sweep coagulation, and bridge aggregation [31]. Algal
blooms coagulation can suffer interference from the release of algogenic organic matter
(AOM) into the water, extracellularly (EOM), and intracellularly (IOM) when cell lysis
occurs [32]. One mechanism AOM interferes in the coagulation efficiency is by forming
complexes with cations [33]. More specifically, studies have shown that proteins from
Microcystis aeruginosa interfere with coagulation by forming chelate complexes with the
coagulant [34,35]. PAC also interacts with humic acid, reducing its effectiveness [36,37].
The reduction of humic acid is important in lake restoration measurements because of it
interferes in phosphorus adsorption by lanthanum modified clay [38,39]. Although all
these cited interferences can affect the flocculation efficiency, each water body is unique
and has physical, chemical and biological characteristics. In each system, algal removal can
be achieved by conducting experimental trials aiming to find the right flocculant and the
best dosage [28,40,41]. In our study, PAC was chosen because it previously showed high
efficiency to flocculate cyanobacterial blooms at the Funil reservoir [23,42]. In addition
to PAC, LMB and LRS as a ballast present similar efficiency to settle the cyanobacteria
with similar dosages [21,23,28]. Both compounds are solid-phase P sorbents (SPB), but
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also the removal of extracellular harmful algal toxins from the water has already been
recorded for them [21,43]. Floc and Sink proved to be efficient in laboratory tests, cleaning
the water column without indicating cell lysis [19]. Moreover, water from a tropical
eutrophic reservoir could be cleared from cyanobacteria [23,42]. At the time of those studies,
the samples comprised predominantly small spherical/flat colonial cyanobacteria (e.g.,
Microcystis aeruginosa, Microcystis brasiliensis, Microcystis panniformis). The majority of Floc
and Sink studies have been performed with Microcystis [41,42,44]. Some studies, however,
indicated that the efficiency of the Floc and Sink technique in cell removal varied among
cyanobacteria species [21]. A recent study also mentioned that “the applicability of the
technique to genera of cyanobacteria that have not yet been studied is unknown” [44]. One
of the genera of which no information exists about how well it can be removed from water
by the Floc and Sink technique is the filamentous genus Dolichospermum which recently
became dominant in the phytoplankton community of a tropical eutrophic reservoir in the
southeast region of Brazil (Funil Reservoir).

Since controlling eutrophication and mitigating cyanobacteria nuisance have been
considered a crucial challenge to agencies and companies responsible for producing
and distributing potable water [21,23], insight into the removal efficacy of filamentous
Dolichospermum species is needed. The experiments executed here tested the hypothesis
that the Floc and Sink technique efficiently removes the cyanobacterial biomass composed
mainly of Dolichospermum circinalis with undergrowth of Microcystis aeruginosa in a deep
tropical reservoir without MC releasing.

2. Results
2.1. Coagulant Range

In the experiment testing different doses of PAC, the cyanobacteria suspension pre-
sented no positive buoyancy, and after the incubation (2 h), most of the biomass was in
the bottom of the tube, as shown in the control (Figure 1). The chlorophyll-a concentration
in the top 5 mL of the tubes containing PAC varied from 1.6 to 1.9 times less than in
the bottom 5 mL of the control tube (Figure 1). The best dosage was 3 mg L−1, yielding
the high biomass concentration in the bottom of the tube. The pH decreased gradually
with the increasing dose of PAC concentrations, from 1 mg L−1 (Figure 1). Moreover, the
Photosystem II efficiency (ΦPSII) reduced progressively in the top and bottom 5 mL in the
PAC range tubes from 1 mg L−1.

2.2. Floc and Sink Assays

The cyanobacterial suspension in this experiment presented similar distribution in the
water column. As indicated in the controls, the chlorophyll-a concentrations in the top of
the cylinders were similar to the bottom, even after incubation (Figure 2). The addition
of only PAC doubled the concentration of cyanobacterial biomass in both areas of the
cylinders (Figure 2). This effect was strongly modified when PAC was combined with
a ballast. Virtually all biomass was precipitated to the bottom of the cylinders with the
addition of LMB and/or LRS (Figure 2). The chlorophyll-a concentration in the top of the
cylinders in these treatments with ballast was 20 to 60 times lower than in the controls
(Figure 2A), reaching a removal efficiency of 97 ± 1.8%, whereas in the bottom of the
cylinders, there was 4.3 to 7.5 times more chlorophyll-a than in the control (Figure 2B).
One-way ANOVA indicated a significant difference in chlorophyll-a concentrations among
treatments for the top (F4,14 = 28.275; p < 0.001) and the bottom (F4,14 = 22.910; p < 0.001) of
the cylinders. In the bottom of the cylinders, three homogeneous groups for chlorophyll-
a concentrations were found: (i) the lowest concentration was observed in the control;
(ii) similar to each other, but higher values than control were found for PAC, PAC + LMB,
and PAC + LRS; (iii) the highest concentrations were detected in the PAC + LMB + LRS
treatment (Figure 2B).
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Figure 1. Chlorophyll-a concentrations (µg L−1) in the top 5 mL (top light gray bars) and bottom
5 mL (lower dark gray bars), Photosystem II efficiency (ΦPSII) (circles), and pH values (triangles) of
60 mL cyanobacteria suspensions incubated for 2 h in the presence of different concentrations (1, 2,
3, and 4 mg Al L−1) of the coagulant PAC (polyaluminium chloride). The control is represented by
0 mg Al L−1.

The ΦPSII did not show a difference among treatments in the top of the cylinders
(F4,10 = 3.259; p > 0.001), but ΦPSII of PAC + LMB + LRS treatment was significantly lower
than the control and other treatments in the bottom of the cylinders (p = 0.002) (Figure 2A,B).
Differences were observed in pH between the control and all treatments (F4,10 = 79.083;
p < 0.001) (Figure 2).

2.3. Effects on the Microcystins Concentrations

Total intracellular MC concentration in the top of the cylinders varied from 12 to
2049 µg L−1 (Figure 3A) and in the bottom, from 176 to 2180 µg L−1 (Figure 3B). Total
intracellular MC values in the top of the cylinders (Figure 3A) were significantly higher
in the control and the PAC treatment alone than in the other treatments (F4,12 = 59.980;
p < 0.001). Total intracellular MC concentration in the top of the treatments combining PAC
with a ballast was 40 times (PAC + LMB) to 148 times (PAC + LRS) lower than in the control.
We also observed a significant difference between total intracellular MC concentrations in
the bottom of the cylinders (F4,13 = 23.326; p < 0.001). The PAC + LMB + LRS treatment
had the highest intracellular MC concentration in the bottom and was different from the
control and PAC treatment (Figure 3B). No difference was recorded in the bottom of the
tubes among treatments that combined PAC and a ballast (Figure 3B). Total intracellular
MC concentration in treatments with a ballast was 7 to 12 times higher than in the control.



Toxins 2021, 13, 405 5 of 17Toxins 2021, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 17 
 

 

  

Figure 2. Chlorophyll-a concentrations (µg L−1) in the top 15 mL ((A) top light gray bars) and bottom 

15 mL ((B) lower dark gray bars), Photosystem II efficiency (ΦPSII) in the top ((A) filled circles), and 

bottom ((B) open circles) and pH values ((A) triangles) of 1 L cyanobacteria suspensions from the 

Funil Reservoir incubated for 2 h in the absence (control) or presence of the coagulant (polyalumin-

ium chloride, PAC 3 mg Al L−1) and coagulant combined with ballast (lanthanum modified benton-

ite, LMB 0.2 mg L−1, and local red soil, LRS 0.2 mg L−1) separately or in binary mixtures (lanthanum 

modified bentonite, LMB 0.1 mg L−1, and local red soil, LRS 0.1 mg L−1). The dotted line indicates the 

initial chlorophyll-a concentration in the cylinders, error bars represent one standard deviation (n = 

3), and similar letters indicate homogeneous groups according to the Holm–Sidak post-hoc test (p < 

0.05). 

2.3. Effects on the Microcystins Concentrations 

Total intracellular MC concentration in the top of the cylinders varied from 12 to 2049 

µg L−1 (Figure 3A) and in the bottom, from 176 to 2180 µg L−1 (Figure 3B). Total intracellular 

MC values in the top of the cylinders (Figure 3A) were significantly higher in the control 

and the PAC treatment alone than in the other treatments (F4,12 = 59.980; p < 0.001). Total 

intracellular MC concentration in the top of the treatments combining PAC with a ballast 

was 40 times (PAC + LMB) to 148 times (PAC + LRS) lower than in the control. We also 

observed a significant difference between total intracellular MC concentrations in the bot-

tom of the cylinders (F4,13 = 23.326; p < 0.001). The PAC + LMB + LRS treatment had the 

highest intracellular MC concentration in the bottom and was different from the control 

and PAC treatment (Figure 3B). No difference was recorded in the bottom of the tubes 

among treatments that combined PAC and a ballast (Figure 3B). Total intracellular MC 

concentration in treatments with a ballast was 7 to 12 times higher than in the control. 

Six MC variants were detected in the intracellular samples (WR, YR, FR, LR, and [D-

Asp3] RR), while only three of those were found in extracellular samples (YR, LR, and RR). 

RR was the most abundant variant in both the intra- and extracellular samples, followed 

by LR and YR (Figures 3 and 4). In samples with chlorophyll-a <11 µg L−1, the variants 

WR, FR, and [D-Asp3] RR were not detected. The concentration of the intracellular MC 

variants varied between treatments in the top and the bottom of the cylinders. The RR 

variant was the most abundant, representing an average of 69% in the top and 73% at the 

C
O
N
T

P
A
C

P
A
C
+ 

LM
B

P
A
C
+ 

LR
S

P
A
C
+ 

LM
B
+R

S

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

a

b

c c c

C
h
lo

ro
p
h

y
ll-

a
 (

g
 L

1
)

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

Initial Chl-a

p
H

5.0

5.5

6.0

6.5

7.0

7.5

8.0

P
S

II
 E

ff
ic

ie
n
c
y
 

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

a

b

c c c

A

B

Bottom Chlorophyll-a
Bottom PSII Efficiency

Top PSII Efficiency

Top Chlorophyll-a 

pH

Figure 2. Chlorophyll-a concentrations (µg L−1) in the top 15 mL ((A) top light gray bars) and bottom
15 mL ((B) lower dark gray bars), Photosystem II efficiency (ΦPSII) in the top ((A) filled circles), and
bottom ((B) open circles) and pH values ((A) triangles) of 1 L cyanobacteria suspensions from the
Funil Reservoir incubated for 2 h in the absence (control) or presence of the coagulant (polyaluminium
chloride, PAC 3 mg Al L−1) and coagulant combined with ballast (lanthanum modified bentonite,
LMB 0.2 mg L−1, and local red soil, LRS 0.2 mg L−1) separately or in binary mixtures (lanthanum
modified bentonite, LMB 0.1 mg L−1, and local red soil, LRS 0.1 mg L−1). The dotted line indicates
the initial chlorophyll-a concentration in the cylinders, error bars represent one standard deviation
(n = 3), and similar letters indicate homogeneous groups according to the Holm–Sidak post-hoc test
(p < 0.05).

Six MC variants were detected in the intracellular samples (WR, YR, FR, LR, and
[D-Asp3] RR), while only three of those were found in extracellular samples (YR, LR,
and RR). RR was the most abundant variant in both the intra- and extracellular samples,
followed by LR and YR (Figures 3 and 4). In samples with chlorophyll-a <11 µg L−1, the
variants WR, FR, and [D-Asp3] RR were not detected. The concentration of the intracellular
MC variants varied between treatments in the top and the bottom of the cylinders. The RR
variant was the most abundant, representing an average of 69% in the top and 73% at the
bottom of the cylinders, whereas the YR was less abundant, representing an average of 6%
and 3% in the tube’s top and bottom, respectively.
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Figure 3. Intracellular concentrations (µg L−1) of MCs and their variants in the top of the cylinder
(A) and bottom (B) in 1 L of cyanobacteria suspensions from the Funil Reservoir incubated for 2 h
in the absence (control) or presence of the coagulant (polyaluminium chloride, PAC 3 mg Al L−1)
and coagulant combined with ballast (lanthanum modified bentonite, LMB 0.2 mg L−1, and local
red soil, LRS 0.2 mg L−1) separately or in binary mixtures (lanthanum modified bentonite, LMB
0.1 mg L−1, and local red soil, LRS 0.1 mg L−1). The black diamonds represent the total intracellular
MC in the treatments. Similar letters indicate homogeneous groups in the total MC according to the
Holm–Sidak post-hoc test (p < 0.05).

Total extracellular MC concentrations in the top of the cylinders were consider-
ably lower than intracellular concentrations and varied between 0.33 and 3.14 µg L−1

(Figure 4A). Although PAC increased 2.3 times the extracellular MC concentration, when
combined with LMB, it reduced 75% of the MC concentration. PAC + LMB + LRS and
PAC + LRS reduced 64% and 50%, respectively. One-way ANOVA indicated significant
differences in total extracellular MC concentrations in the top of the cylinders (F4,10 = 8.174;
p = 0.003). The PAC treatment was significantly different from the PAC + LMB and
PAC + LRS and similar to PAC + LMB + LRS (Figure 4A). Nevertheless, no difference
was recorded among treatments with ballast and control at the top (Figure 4A). The treat-
ments combining PAC and ballast had 1 to 4.2 times less extracellular MC in the top than
treatment with PAC only. Extracellular MC concentrations were also different among
treatments in the bottom of the cylinders (F4,6 = 9.433; p = 0.009). The Holm–Sidak post-hoc
test separated the extracellular MC concentrations in the bottom of the cylinders into two
groups: (i) PAC, PAC + LRS, and PAC + LMB + LRS and (ii) control (Figure 4B). The
highest concentration of extracellular MCs (5.67 µg L−1) in the bottom of the cylinders was
observed in the PAC + LMB + LRS treatment (Figure 4B). The ANCOVA analysis showed
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no influence of biomass on the extracellular MC concentration in the top (F1,9 = 2.127;
p = 0.179) and in the bottom (F1,8 = 1.534; p = 0.251).

Toxins 2021, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 17 
 

 

ment with PAC only. Extracellular MC concentrations were also different among treat-
ments in the bottom of the cylinders (F4,6 = 9.433; p = 0.009). The Holm–Sidak post-hoc test 
separated the extracellular MC concentrations in the bottom of the cylinders into two 
groups: (i) PAC, PAC + LRS, and PAC + LMB + LRS and (ii) control (Figure 4B). The high-
est concentration of extracellular MCs (5.67 µg L−1) in the bottom of the cylinders was 
observed in the PAC + LMB + LRS treatment (Figure 4B). The ANCOVA analysis showed 
no influence of biomass on the extracellular MC concentration in the top (F1,9 = 2.127; p = 
0.179) and in the bottom (F1,8 = 1.534; p = 0.251). 

  
Figure 4. Extracellular concentrations (µg L−1) MCs and their variants in the top of the cylinder (A) 
and bottom (B) in 1 L of cyanobacteria suspensions from the Funil Reservoir incubated for 1 h in the 
absence (control) or presence of the coagulant (polyaluminium chloride, PAC 3 mg Al L−1) and co-
agulant combined with ballast (lanthanum modified bentonite, LMB 0.2 mg L−1, and local red soil, 
LRS 0.2 mg L−1) separately or in binary mixtures (lanthanum modified bentonite, LMB 0.1 mg L−1, 
and local red soil, LRS 0.1 mg L−1). The black diamonds represent the total intracellular MC in the 
treatments. Similar letters indicate homogeneous groups in the total MC according to the Holm–
Sidak post-hoc test (p < 0.05). 

3. Discussion 
This study tested the hypothesis that the Floc and Sink technique could efficiently 

remove the cyanobacterial biomass comprised of filamentous Dolichospermum and small 
colonial Microcystis species without releasing MCs in water from a tropical reservoir. Our 

ab

b

a
a

CONT
PAC

PAC+L
MB

PAC+L
RS

PAC+LM
B+LR

S

2

4

6

8

0

1

2

3

4

5

YR 
LR
RR
MC Total

Ex
tra

ce
llu

la
r M

C
 v

ar
ia

nt
s 

 (μ
g 

L−1
) 

A Top

B Bottom

ab

b

a a
ab

α

β

αβ

β
β

Figure 4. Extracellular concentrations (µg L−1) MCs and their variants in the top of the cylinder
(A) and bottom (B) in 1 L of cyanobacteria suspensions from the Funil Reservoir incubated for 1 h
in the absence (control) or presence of the coagulant (polyaluminium chloride, PAC 3 mg Al L−1)
and coagulant combined with ballast (lanthanum modified bentonite, LMB 0.2 mg L−1, and local
red soil, LRS 0.2 mg L−1) separately or in binary mixtures (lanthanum modified bentonite, LMB
0.1 mg L−1, and local red soil, LRS 0.1 mg L−1). The black diamonds represent the total intracellular
MC in the treatments. Similar letters indicate homogeneous groups in the total MC according to the
Holm–Sidak post-hoc test (p < 0.05).

3. Discussion

This study tested the hypothesis that the Floc and Sink technique could efficiently
remove the cyanobacterial biomass comprised of filamentous Dolichospermum and small
colonial Microcystis species without releasing MCs in water from a tropical reservoir.
Our results indicated that biomass composed predominantly of Dolichospermum circinalis
and Microcystis aeruginosa could be efficiently removed from the water column using a
mixture of low-dose coagulants and ballasts. PAC in combination with LMB or LRS had
similar efficacy, and this result is in agreement with previous studies carried out in tropical
systems [21–24]. At odds with what was observed by Miranda et al. [21] and Lucena-Silva
et al. [22], we recorded the release of MCs with a low dose of PAC (3 mg Al L−1) and in all
combinations of PAC and ballast. The highest extracellular MC concentration was recorded
in PAC + LMB + LRS, the most efficient treatment in removing biomass. Nevertheless,
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the decrease in MC concentration in the top of the cylinders treated with PAC + LMB and
PAC + LRS and the lower concentration of MC compared to solely PAC suggests the clays’
potential capacity as ballast to remove dissolved MC from the water column [45–47].

3.1. Coagulant Range

Algal morphology and other characteristics (e.g., motility, surface charge, and ex-
tracellular organic matter) influence the coagulation and sedimentation processes [48].
In laboratory conditions, Miranda et al. [21] showed that similar concentrations of PAC
resulted in distinct responses for blooms of the filamentous Raphidiopsis raciborskii (for-
merly Cylindrospermopsis raciborskii) and the colonial Microcystis aeruginosa. The filamen-
tous species (R. raciborskii) formed flocs and subsequently sank, whereas the colonial species
accumulated at the surface. Experiments with water samples dominated by the filamentous
species Planktothrix agardhii and R. raciborskii also presented a tendency to sink in a wide
range of PAC concentrations (2–32 mg Al L−1) [22]. In our experiment, the biomass con-
centration was higher at the bottom of the tube than at the top, possibly reflecting the coag-
ulant effect on the dominant filamentous species, Dolichospermum circinalis. Based on these
studies executed in freshwater, we could suggest a pattern where the filamentous species re-
sponse to PAC is to sink, and colonial spherical tends to float. This hypothesis is also supported
by differences between our results and the other study performed in the same system [23],
in which the dominant species were the colonial spherical Microcystis brasiliensis (formerly
Sphaerocavum brasiliense) and Microcystis panniformis. With a similar design, the experiment
tested a range from 1 to 32 mg Al−1 of PAC, and in all concentrations, the biomass presented
positive buoyance, accumulating in the top of the tubes [19].

We recorded a gradual decline in pH during the experiment, starting from 7 in control
and 6.8 in the dose of 1 mg Al L−1 to 6.5 in the highest PAC dose of 4 mg L−1, values
considered safe to the cyanobacteria’s physiological status [18]. Because hydrogen ions are
released during hydrolysis of aluminum-based coagulants, they may cause a decline in the
pH, promoting cell lysis [23,49]. There are reports of this phenomenon in the literature from
doses≥8 mg Al−1 [21,23], almost three times more than the 3 mg Al L−1 dose chosen as the
optimal dose in this study. The ΦPSII was not affected up to 1 mg of AL L−1 and decrease
sharply from this concentration, being at odds with other studies where the decrease was
recorded from 8 mg Al L−1 [41,50,51]. Miranda et al. [21] observed a reduction not only in
the ΦPSII but also in the pH in water dominated by Microcystis when using higher doses
of PAC (16 and 32 mg Al L−1) in the PAC range test. These results suggest that there is
no direct action of the PAC on the ΦPSII, which may vary according to the organism’s
physiological state or vary between species.

3.2. Floc and Sink of Cyanobacteria

As we expected, the Floc and Sink experiment showed that D. circinalis and M. aeruginosa
could be precipitated using a combination of a low dose of PAC and LMB and LRS
as a ballast. These results agree with other studies conducted in tropical freshwater
systems [19,52,53]. Several coagulants and clays (as ballast) have been tested, aiming to
find a safe, efficient, and cheaper treatment [21,23,42]. In tropical aquatic ecosystems, both
combinations (PAC + LMB and PAC + LRS) have shown similar efficacy in removing
cyanobacterial biomass in laboratory tests [21,23]. The LMB is known as the commercial
name Phoslock [54], is more expensive than LRS, a material easily found in banks of natural
aquatic systems in the southeast of Brazil [51]. However, LMB has a great advantage over
LRS: it immobilizes more P per unit product than LRS [51]. We also decided to test the
efficacy of these two materials together (LMB + LRS) combined with PAC to reduce the
cost of the potential application. All tested treatments had similar total ballast dosages.
However, the treatment with PAC + LMB + LRS removed 38% more biomass than the
treatment with just a single ballast (PAC + LMB or LRS).

The lanthanum of LMB has a strong affinity for P, forming an electrostatic interaction
with flocks of biomass previously formed by charge neutralization of PAC [19,21,23,28].
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This process turns these flocks heavy, sinking the cyanobacteria biomass. Natural soils
present less affinity for P but can perform other mechanisms inducing sedimentation [23].
Previous tests in the Funil Reservoir using PAC + LRS and PAC + LMB showed excellent
flocculation and sedimentation of biomass formed by D. circinalis and M. aeruginosa and
was achieved without effects on the zeta potential [23]. On that occasion, the authors
suggested inter-particle bridging and sweeping as a mechanism of flocculation followed by
sedimentation. In other laboratory studies, the combined use of a coagulating metal salt and
colloidal local soil solution has been shown to increase the electrostatic interaction, bridging,
and enmeshment, which enhanced the effective collision between algal cells and clay
particles and inducing sedimentation [44]. Considering this information, we suggest that
the combined use of PAC + LMB + LRS were able to increase removal efficiency due to firstly,
the action of the different chemical flocculation mechanisms provided by two different
ballast, and secondly, the presence of inorganic particles with different granulometry,
increasing the action of the physical mechanism in biomass flocks of different sizes, which
led to improved sweep flocculation. It is noteworthy that the LRS is composed of coarse
sand (2–0.0 mm), fine sand (0.20–0.05 mm), silt (0.05–0.002 mm), and clay (<0.002 mm) [23].

Surprisingly, a reduction in ΦPSII was observed in the bottom of the cylinders when
LMB and LRS were used together. This parameter expresses the Photosystem II effi-
ciency, giving a more realistic evaluation of the physiological status of the cells un-
der the tested conditions [23,55,56]. However, we cannot assume that a reduction of
30% in ΦPSII reflects cell lysis [57]. A reduction in ΦPSII was already recorded using
PAC (2 mg Al L−1) +≤100 mg LMB L−1 in tests with the filamentous species Planktothrix rubescens,
but there was no evidence of cell damage [19,50,58]. Miranda et al. [21] used 4 mg of Al L−1

in the filamentous species R. raciborskii and 8 mg of Al L−1 in the small colonial Microcystis
in the Floc and Sink experiment and observed a marginal effect on the pH and ΦPSII,
indicating no damaging of the cells during the incubation time. Thus, based on our data of
pH and ΦPSII, we cannot affirm the occurrence of the cell lysis, although it seems the stress
in ΦPSII may have stimulated MC liberation.

3.3. Effects of Floc and Sink Technique on the MCs Concentration

The Floc and Sink technique was proposed as a tool to manage eutrophication and
cyanobacterial blooms [19,50,58]. One of the advantages of this technique is the possi-
ble coagulation and sinking of cells without lysis [19,50,58] and a later degradation of
cyanobacteria and their toxins in the sediment [59,60]. In this way, we expected that the
pH and ΦPSII would remain steady or with low variations, not causing cell damage, and
that the intra and extracellular MC amounts would remain unchanged after treatment.

In this study, six variants of MC were identified in the intracellular form. The less abun-
dant variants could not be quantified in the low biomass. Only the three most abundant
intracellular MC variants were also identified in the extracellular MC samples. Although in
our experiments, the dosage of PAC (3 mg Al L−1) was below a critical dosage described in
the literature, and the pH remained stable and under a safe level [19,21–23,49], we recorded
variations in intra- and extracellular MC values among the control and the treatments.
Firstly, we cannot generalize the physiological responses; different cyanobacteria species
will respond differently to the same treatment, and different strains of the same species
may also respond differently [57], so this precludes direct comparison with other studies.
Second, we also cannot consider that a variation in the intracellular MC portion is just
a consequence of the release. We have biomass comprised of a natural phytoplankton
community, predominantly composed of two different species with morphological differ-
ences and probably various strains producing MC or not. In that view, different species or
strains may possess different buoyancy, as exemplified in the controls by the discrepancy
between the biomass (chlorophyll-a) and the measured intracellular MC concentration.
Whereas chlorophyll-a concentrations in both the top and the bottom of the tubes were
similar (see Figure 2), intracellular MC concentrations in the top were 10 times higher
than in the bottom (see Figure 3A,B). In addition, we have the influence of the treatment
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under all these variables mentioned above. An evaluation of the coagulation properties of
ten microalgae and cyanobacteria species showed that not just the type of coagulant and
dosage influence the effectiveness of the coagulation process but also the species [61]. Based
on this, we presume that species characteristics (e.g., morphology, mucilage, surface charge,
etc.) could affect the coagulation process. Thus, it was not expected that the distribution
of species and, consequently, the intracellular MC of flocculated biomass in the cylinders
occurs homogeneously. In this way, with the methodology adopted in this study, we did
not consider any variation in the intracellular MC portion as an irrefutable indicator of
toxin release.

Among the coagulants commonly used to remove cyanobacterial biomass, PAC is
safer than other aluminum-based salt coagulants because a lower dose is needed to obtain
efficient results. Consequently, there is less pH reduction, preventing cell lysis during
the settling process and the liberation of intracellular toxins [62,63]. However, we ob-
served an increase of 2.3 and 4.6 times in the extracellular MC in the bottom and top
of the cylinders, respectively, for PAC treatment compared to control. Unlike our find-
ings, Miranda et al. [21] applied a dose of 4 mg Al L−1 in water samples dominated by
R. raciborskii and Microcystis spp. and had not observed any significant alteration in sax-
itoxins or MC concentration. Lucena et al. [22] reported that PAC had not affected the
extracellular MC fraction, indicating no cell lysis in experiments using water samples
dominated by P. agardhii and R. raciborskii. An explanation for the divergences between our
results and those in the published literature would be the initial pH; here it was ~7 while
the similar tests were around 8–10 [21,22]. Another explanation is that the tests already
carried out were comprised of biomass of different cyanobacteria species. There are no
data about the coagulation process with Dolichospermum species. Another possibility is the
physiological stage of cells in our samples. The release of toxins appears to occur mainly,
but not exclusively, during cellular senescence [3]. From a physiological perspective, the
PAC solution can be more toxic when the cells are in the senescence phase [3].

In the Floc and Sink experiment, we sampled both the top and bottom of the cylinders.
We observed that the extracellular MC concentration was higher in the bottom of the
cylinders, giving the impression that it was higher in more dense biomasses. Although the
covariance analysis (ANCOVA) has shown that there is no effect of biomass on extracellular
MC, we cannot ignore that the cell lysis may not happen immediately after the application
of the treatment, occurring after cells sedimentation [24] and promoting more extracellular
MC concentration in more dense biomasses. It may also happen during the filtration
process due to initial slight cell damage promoted by PAC added to the mechanical action
of the sampling process. Furthermore, MC release may not occur due to cell lysis specifi-
cally but because of the chemical stress response. Coagulation tests with polyaluminium
ferric chloride and the filamentous species R. raciborskii reported increasing extracellular
saxitoxins even without any indicator of cell lysis [21]. The authors attributed this result to
the fact that filamentous species are more susceptible to external stress than small colonial
species. In this study, we did not use any direct test of cell lysis. However, considering
the incubation time and our results, we can say that lysis did not occur immediately after
applying of the technique but after the sinking of the cyanobacteria.

Additionally, MCs’ bioavailability in the water column is influenced by suspended
particles’ adsorption, especially clays [45,64]. The MC desorption process was already
described, and the stability of this bound MC depends on the clays’ composition [65,66].
Hence, MC molecules, which are unstably connected to ballast particles after sedimentation,
were released by adverse reactions, increasing extracellular MC levels in the bottom of
the cylinders. Nonetheless, more research is needed to disentangle possible coagulant
MC-liberating and ballast MC-adsorbing/desorbing effects. Some studies have indicated
that a Floc and Sink treatment can reduce biomass and MCs strongly [57], while LMB itself
could lower extracellular MC concentration by 61–86% [46].

There are some possibilities for the non-homogeneity in dissolved MC in the water
column, first when the tests are carried out with a natural phytoplankton population and
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large water volumes. Another reason is the potential property of clays in reducing the
concentration of dissolved MC. LMB and LRS adsorption may have indirectly influenced
dissolved MC concentration. The PAC + LMB treatment showed a significant reduction
in extracellular MC (73%) compared to only PAC treatment on the top of the cylinders. If
PAC promoted MC release, as observed by comparing to control, the reduction recorded
in PAC + LMB treatment could be due to LMB sorption. These findings agree with the
recently reported capacity of LMB to lower extracellular MC concentration [45,64]. A
similar activity could be observed in PAC + LRS treatment. The extracellular MC decreased
by 88% in the top of the cylinders. Laboratory studies showed that sediment particles
applied in the water column effectively reduced MC concentration to less than the detection
limit [45,64]. Noteworthy, no significant difference was observed in the bottom of the
cylinders in all treatments.

Unexpectedly, no difference was recorded in MC-extra in the top of the cylinders
between PAC + LMB + LRS and PAC treatment. A possible explanation for the divergence
between this treatment and others with ballast is that the ballast compound showed no
linear adsorption capacity. Investigating the ability to absorb MC by LMB, the authors
observed that at the doses of 50, 100, and 150 ppm, the decrease in MC concentrations was
61.2%, 86.0%, and 75.4%, respectively, relative to the control [50,60]. Many studies have
focused on the adsorptive capacity of MC in sediment [50,60], but little is known about the
potential of MC adsorption by lanthanum modified bentonite (LMB). These facts would
justify the differences observed in extracellular MC concentration between treatments that
contained ballast since we think that MCs’ release was promoted by adding PAC in all
ballast treatments.

We emphasize that in this study, at the top of the cylinders in all treatments combining
coagulant and ballast, the extracellular MC concentration was below 1 µg L−1, the maxi-
mum acceptable values adopted by WHO [3] and the Brazilian Government. Although
we observed an increase in extracellular MC concentration after application of the Floc
and Sink technique, especially in the bottom of the cylinders of PAC, PAC + LRS, and
PAC + LMB + LRS treatments, these extracellular MC amounts are negligible compared
with the intracellular concentrations that range from 1.2 to 2.2 µg L−1 in the same treatments.
For instance, in the most efficient treatment in removing biomass, PAC + LMB + LRS, it
is less than 0.3%. Moreover, some authors consider that lysis of cyanobacteria after sedi-
mentation of biomass is beneficial in reducing the possibility of recolonization of the water
column by perturbations or bioturbation process, whereas near the sediment, liberated
toxins can be adsorbed and degraded by decomposing bacteria [50,60]. These results show
that Floc and Sink is a promising tool to manage toxic blooms. However, we suggest a
detailed investigation of PAC effects on different species of toxin-producing cyanobacteria,
and additionally, an investigation of the potential capacity for MCs adsorption in LMB and
clays is needed.

4. Conclusions

Our results showed that combining a low dose of coagulant with a ballast compound
effectively removed biomass composed predominantly of Dolichospermum circinalis and
Microcystis aeruginosa from the water column. PAC + LMB + LRS was the most efficient com-
bination to settle the cyanobacteria biomass in the bottom of the tubes. PAC promoted the
release of MC but combined with ballast, and the concentrations remained similar to control
in the top. PAC + LMB was efficient to remove biomass and maintained concentrations of
extracellular MC similar to the control. Although we observed an increase in extracellular
concentrations of MC in the bottom of the tube after the application of PAC + LRS and
LMB + LRS, the concentrations were extremely low, which does not preclude technical use.



Toxins 2021, 13, 405 12 of 17

5. Materials and Methods
5.1. Sampling

The Funil Reservoir is a eutrophic system located in southern Brazil (22◦30′ S and
44◦45′ W) at 440 m of altitude, in a warm-rainy tropical climate area (Cwa in the Köp-
pen system). Since the 1980s, toxigenic cyanobacterial blooms with a dominance of
Microcystis aeruginosa have been registered in this reservoir, especially during warm periods [67,68].

For the experiments, water samples were collected in the mild-cold season and concen-
trated with a plankton net (50 µm mesh) to create a cyanobacterial suspension, yielding an
initial concentration of ~155 µg L−1 of chlorophyll-a. The total cyanobacteria biomass in the
sample was composed of 72% Dolichospermum circinalis (Rabenhorst) Wacklin, Hoffmann
and Komárek, 23% Microcystis aeruginosa (Kützing) Kützing, 3% Dolichospermum spiroides
(Klebhan) Wacklin, L. Hoffmann and Komárek, and 1% Microcystis panniformis Komárek et al.
At the time of sampling, the pH was 7.38, alkalinity was 499 µEq L−1, turbidity was 16 NTU,
and the water temperature was 21 ◦C.

5.2. Chemicals and Materials

The coagulant PAC (polyaluminium chloride; Aln(OH)mCl3n—m, r ~1.37 kg L−1,
9.5% Al, 21.0% Cl) was obtained from Purewater Efluentes (São Paulo, Brazil). Local red
soil (LRS) was collected from the banks of the Funil Reservoir as described by Noyma
et al. (2016), and the lanthanum modified bentonite Phoslock® (LMB) was obtained from
HydroScience (Porto Alegre, Brazil). LRS and LMB were used as ballast.

5.3. Floc and Sink Assays
5.3.1. Experiment 1—Coagulant Range

A range of PAC concentrations were tested (0, 1, 2, 3, and 4 mg Al L−1). This experi-
ment has no replicates because it followed a regression design to evaluate the most appro-
priate and effective coagulant dosage. The assay was set up in glass tubes (10 × 200 mm)
containing 60 mL of cyanobacteria suspensions with an initial concentration of ~155 µg L−1

of chlorophyll-a. PAC was added at the surface and mixed with a metal rod for 30 s; the
tubes were then incubated for two hours. After the incubation time, the tubes were visually
inspected for flocs formation, and 5 mL aliquots were taken from the top and bottom
of the tubes to determine the precipitation of cyanobacteria biomass. The chlorophyll-a
concentration and the Photosystem II efficiency (ΦPSII) [55] were measured using a PHYTO-
PAM phytoplankton analyzer (Heinz Walz GmbH, Effeltrich, Germany). The pH was also
measured in the tubes.

5.3.2. Experiment 2—Floc and Sink Assays

Based on the first experiment, the coagulant (PAC) dose of 3 mg of Al L−1 was chosen
as an effective dose. This 3 mg Al L−1 of PAC was also combined with LMB (0.2 g L−1),
LRS (0.2 g L−1), and LMB + LRS (0.1 g−1 of each). The dosage of ballast was based on
previous tests [21,23]. The experiment was run in triplicate in acrylic cylinders containing
1 L of cyanobacteria suspensions from the Funil Reservoir. We tested four treatments:
(1) only PAC, (2) PAC + LMB, (3) PAC + LRS, and (4) PAC + LMB + LRS, while the fifth
series remained untreated (Controls). The PAC was added first, followed by the immediate
addition of a slurry of LMB and/or LRS in the top of the cylinders. Subsequently, the
suspensions were mixed with a glass stirring rod, and after two hours, 15 mL samples were
collected from the top and bottom of the cylinders. Then, 8 mL of sample were filtered
through 1.2 µm glass fiber filters (85/70 BF, Macherey-Nagel) to quantify MCs. The filters
were used to quantify intracellular MC, and the filtrate was used to quantify extracellular
MC. Filter and filtrate samples were immediately frozen and kept at −20 ◦C until the
analysis. Then, 5 mL of the samples were used to quantify chlorophyll-a and ΦPSII by
PHYTO-PAM phytoplankton analyzer (Heinz Walz GmbH, Effeltrich, Germany).
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5.4. Sample Analysis
Toxins Analysis

Before the extractions, filters, and filtrates were freeze-dried (Sartorius GmbH, Ger-
many), for the analysis of the intracellular toxins, 2.5 mL of 75% (v/v) methanol (MeOH)
(Merck®, São Paulo, Brazil) was added to the filters in an 8 mL glass tube. After vortexing
the samples for 15 s, they were placed in a water bath (Buchi Heating Bath b-491, São Paulo,
Brazil) for 30 min at 60 ◦C. The suspensions were transferred to new glass tubes. This
extraction step was repeated twice, but this time with 2.0 mL of 75% (v/v) methanol. The
new glass tubes containing 6.5 mL of extract were placed in the Speedvac (Savant SPD121P,
Thermo Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA). After drying, they were resuspended with 2 mL
of MeOH 100% (v/v), vortexed for 15 s and filtered through 0.45 µm PVDF membrane
syringe filters (Analítica, São Paulo, Brazil) into amber glass vials for LC-MS/MS analysis.
For the extracellular toxins analysis, the freeze-dried samples were resuspended with 2 mL
of MeOH 100% (v/v), vortexed for 15 s, and filtered through 0.45 µm PVDF membrane
syringe filters (Analítica, Brazil) into amber glass vials. If needed, the samples with high
MC concentrations were diluted in methanol 75% v/v before re-analysis. The lyophilized
samples were resuspended with 2 mL of MeOH (100%), vortexed for 15 s, and filtered
through 0.45 µm PVDF membrane syringe filters (Analítica, Brazil) into amber vials for
the analysis of dissolved toxins. Samples were then stored in a freezer (−20 ◦C) until LC-
MS/MS analysis. See the Supplementary Materials for additional details on MC recovery
(Table S2).

Toxin determination in all samples was performed by liquid chromatography-tandem
mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) using a series 200 HPLC system (Perkin Elmer, Waltham,
MA, USA) coupled to electrospray ionization (ESI) mass spectrometer. Chromatographic
separations were carried out on a Luna C18 column (150 × 2 mm; 5 µm particles, Phe-
nomenex, Torrance, CA, USA). The mobile phases consisted of 5 mM ammonium formate
and 53 mM formic acid in water (mobile phase A) and 90% (v/v) acetonitrile (mobile phase
B). Gradient elution was performed at a flow rate of 300 µL min−1 and followed a linear
increase from 10 to 90% B within 15 min, then it was held at 90% B for 2 min, and returned
to the initial condition (10% B) within 12 min. MS/MS experiments were performed using
an API 365 triple quadrupole (QqQ) mass spectrometer (AB Sciex, Concord, ON, Canada)
equipped with a turbo ion spray source. The instrument was operated using the selected
reaction monitoring (SRM) mode, with specific m/z transitions selected for the highest
sensitivity and selectivity. Single and double-charged ions were monitored in positive
ion mode. Characteristic precursor ions for SRM were m/z 519 (RR), 910 (LA), 986 (LF),
995 (LR), 1025 (LW), 1045 (YR), 512 ([D-Asp3] RR), and 981 ([D-Asp3] LR). As only MCs
were detected in the studied samples, MCs’ quantification in SRM mode was based on
the characteristic Adda fragment at m/z 135. Calibration standards of non-demethylated
MCs were obtained from Abraxis (Eurofins®, Nantes, France) and prepared in methanol
75%. Samples were quantified using a calibration curve and subsequently corrected for
recovery. Quantification of the demethylated MC structures was performed by relative
quantification using the corresponding non-demethylated MC as analytical standards.

5.5. Statistical Analysis

A one-way ANOVA analysis was performed to evaluate the differences in chlorophyll-
a and MC concentration between treatments in the tool pack SigmaPlot (12.5 version, Rio de
Janeiro, Brazil). A pairwise multiple comparison post-hoc test (Holm–Sidak) was applied
to distinguish means that were significantly different (p < 0.05). The ANCOVA analysis
was also performed in IBM SPSS Statistics® (2.0 version, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil) to evaluate
the linear relationship between biomass and MC concentration.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/
10.3390/toxins13060405/s1, Figure S1: Microcystins (MCs) general structure, cyclo-(D-Ala1-X1

2-D-
MeAsp3-X2

4-Adda5-D-Glu6-Mdha7). D-Ala: D-alanine, X1 and X2: variable amino acids, D-MeAsp:

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/toxins13060405/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/toxins13060405/s1
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D-erythro-β-methylaspartic acid, Adda: (2S,3S,4E,6E,8S,9S)-3-amino-9-methoxy-2,6,8-trimethyl-10-
phenyldeca-4,6-dienoic acid, D-Glu: D-glutamic acid, Mdha: N-methyldehydroalanine. R1 and R2:
H or CH3., Figure S2: Chemical structure for the MC variants MC-RR, [D-Asp3]MC-RR, MC-YR,
MC-LR, [D-Asp3]MC-LR, MC-LA, MC-LF, and MC-LW. The one-letter codes A, R, L, F, Y, and
W represent the amino acids alanine, arginine, leucine, phenylalanine, tyrosine, and tryptophan,
respectively. The suffix [D-Asp3] represents a missing methyl group in position 3 of MCs structure.
Table S1: Chemical and physical properties of the MC variants MC-RR, [D-Asp3]MC-RR, MC-YR,
MC-LR, [D-Asp3]MC-LR, MC-LA, MC-LF, and MC-LW., Table S2: Recovery in % for MC in two
different matrices (tap water and cultures of Chlorella vulgaris) for three concentrations.
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Kozak, A.; Rosińska, J.; Meriluoto, J. The Biodegradation of Microcystins in Temperate Freshwater Bodies with Previous
Cyanobacterial History. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2017, 145, 420–430. [CrossRef]

9. Li, X.; Dreher, T.W.; Li, R. An Overview of Diversity, Occurrence, Genetics and Toxin Production of Bloom-Forming Dolichosper-
mum (Anabaena) Species. Harmful Algae 2016, 54, 54–68. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Harada, K.I.; Ogawa, K.; Kimura, Y.; Murata, H.; Suzuki, M.; Thorn, P.M.; Evans, W.R.; Carmichael, W.W. Microcystins from
Anabaena Flos-Aquae NRC 525-17. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 1991, 4. [CrossRef]

11. Rantala, A.; Rajaniemi-Wacklin, P.; Lyra, C.; Lepistö, L.; Rintala, J.; Mankiewicz-Boczek, J.; Sivonen, K. Detection of Microcystin-
Producing Cyanobacteria in Finnish Lakes with Genus-Specific Microcystin Synthetase Gene E (McyE) PCR and Associations
with Environmental Factors. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2006, 72, 6101. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-018-0040-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2021.117017
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tox.2004.05.016
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF01629424
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1618889
http://doi.org/10.1016/0041-0101(90)90097-Q
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.07.046
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2015.10.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28073482
http://doi.org/10.1021/tx00023a008
http://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01058-06


Toxins 2021, 13, 405 15 of 17

12. Kobos, J.; Błaszczyk, A.; Hohlfeld, N.; Toruńska-Sitarz, A.; Krakowiak, A.; Hebel, A.; Sutryk, K.; Grabowska, M.; Toporowska, M.;
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