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Abstract
Losartan potassium (LOS) is one of the most antihypertensives used in the world, and its presence in environmental matrices can
cause impacts to biota. In this study, the ecotoxicity and genotoxicity of LOS was assessed before and after treatment by UVC/
photolysis and UV/H2O2. The photodegradations were carried out at LOS solutions (2.5 mg L−1; 4.6 μM) for 30, 60, 90, 120,
240, and 480 min of treatment. For chromatographic analysis, the samples were submitted to solid-phase extraction (SPE) and
analyzed by HPLC-DAD. Ecotoxicity bioassays were conducted using Daphnia magna (acute) and Desmodesmus subspicatus
(chronic) for all the degradation times. To evaluate the genotoxicity, the comet assay was performed with a D. magna whole
organism cell suspension applying the alkaline gel electrophoresis technique. For both process, the degradation rate was over
99% at 30 min, which reduced the acute toxicity of LOS to D. magna. In addition, only the sample treated at 240 min by UV/
H2O2 showed significant chronic and acute toxicity. However, the genotoxicity effect was observed for samples treated LOS
before treatment and at 480 min by UV/H2O2. Therefore, even reaching high LOS degradation rates, for both processes, the
bioassays demonstrated the importance of ecotoxicological analyses by AOPs treatment.

Keywords Pharmaceutical drug . Daphnia magna . Desmodesmus subspicatus . Comet assay . UVC radiation . Advanced
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Introduction

According to the World Health Organization (WHO), it is
estimated that in 2020 about 1.5 billion people will suffer from
hypertension in the world (Kaur and Dulova 2020). Among
the most consumed antihypertensive drugs, losartan potassi-
um (LOS) is one of the pharmaceutics listed as essential
(WHO 2019) classified as vasodilator and angiotensin II re-
ceptor blockers (ARBs). Its consumption has doubled in the
USA in recent years and is the main hypertensive drug used in
Brazil in the public health system (de Andrade et al. 2020). In
addition, as an antihypertensive, LOS has been studied as a
possible treatment for COVID-19, which could lead to an
even greater consumption of the drug around the world
(Altay et al. 2020; Khan et al. 2020). Once consumed, LOS
is only partially metabolized, and about 4% of the drug is
excreted as the parent compound (Al-Majed et al. 2015;
Wielens Becker et al. 2020). This means a considerable
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supply of LOS and its metabolites in effluents and conse-
quently in the environment.

Several sources of pharmaceutics in the environment have
been reported, including wastewater treatment plants
(WWTPs), landfills, hospitals effluents, and pharmaceutical
manufacturing facilities (PMFs) (Scott et al. 2018). LOS has
been detected in several environmental matrices, usually in the
range of ng L−1 to ug L−1 (Kot-Wasik et al. 2016; Botero-Coy
et al. 2018; Cortez et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2018; Castiglioni
et al. 2020; Golovko et al. 2020). However, Larsson et al.
(2007) detected LOS in extremely higher concentrations
(2.4-2.5 mg L−1) in an effluent from a pharmaceutical
manufacturing facility. As consequence, it is classified as haz-
ardous to the aquatic environment. In addition, due its high
stability to hydrolysis band biodegradation, LOS has been
considered for monitoring micropollutants by environmental
agencies in several EU countries (de Andrade et al. 2020;
Kosek et al. 2020).

Since LOS is present in the environment, it is crucial to
investigate its toxic effects on non-target organisms, especial-
ly chronic ones. Previous studies have reported toxic effects of
LOS to different organisms, such as microcrustaceans, fish
and microalgae (FDA 2002), macrophytes (Godoy et al.
2015), and marine invertebrates (Yamamoto et al. 2014;
Cortez et al. 2018). However, studies that evaluate sublethal
effects of LOS are still scarce.

Since conventional processes were not designed to total
removal of micropollutants, such as pharmaceuticals (Kosek
et al. 2020), several technologies have been used for degrada-
tion and/or removal LOS in waters and effluents. In this con-
text, advanced oxidation processes (AOPs) such as UVC/
photolysis and UV/H2O2 (Starling et al. 2019; Kaur and
Dulova 2020), UV/Fe2+- activated persulfate (Kaur and
Dulova 2020), heterogeneous catalysis with peroxymonosul-
fate (PMS) (de Andrade et al. 2020), UVC/S2O8

−2 (Starling
et al. 2019), photo-electro-Fenton (Martínez-Pachón et al.
2019), and electrochemical oxidation (Salazar et al. 2016)
have recently been studied as an alternative for removing
LOS. However, partial oxidation can generate more toxic
by-products than the parent compound (Rizzo 2011; Utzig
et al. 2019). For this reason, the efficiency of the process must
be monitored not only by analytical parameters but also
through toxicity bioassays (Rizzo et al. 2019).

AlthoughAOPs have shown great potential for degradation
of LOS, few studies have evaluated their application in envi-
ronmentally relevant concentrations. In addition, the evolution
of toxicity during and after AOPs, when monitored, generally
uses a single acute bioassay. In this sense, the present study
aimed to evaluate the acute and chronic ecotoxicity besides
the genotoxicity of LOS before and after treatment by UVC/
photolysis and UV/H2O2 processes. For this purpose, organ-
isms of different trophic levels were used for the first time in
the literature: the microalgae Desmodesmus subspicatus

(chronic ecotoxicity) and the microcrustacean Daphnia
magna (acute ecotoxicity and genotoxicity).

Materials and methods

Chemicals reagents and solutions

The losartan potassium (LOS, ≥ 99% purity) was supplied by
Delaware Ltda. (Brazil). LOS solutions (2.5 mg L−1/4.6 μM)
were prepared in water purified by reverse osmosis (ROW).
Due to the high solubility of LOS in water (> 500 mg L−1), no
solvent was added (de Andrade et al. 2020). Until use, the
solutions were kept in amber flasks, at 2–8 °C for a maximum
of 48 h. Hydrogen peroxide (35% w/v) and Allper® reagent
were obtained from Peróxidos do Brasil Ltda. (Brazil). Bovine
liver catalase (4% w/v) was supplied by Sigma-Aldrich.

Degradation experiments

LOS solutions used in photodegradation experiments were
prepared in purified water (ROW) (2.5 mg L−1; 4.6 μM).
The solutions were used at natural pH (6.3 ± 0.2). UVC/
photolysis and UV/H2O2 experiments were conducted out in
a bench borosilicate reactor with 600 mL equipped with water
recirculation and magnetically stirred. The radiation was pro-
vided by a high-pressure mercury vapor lamp (125 W) with-
out its original glass bulb and covered with a quartz bulb,
which was immersed into the solution. The UV/H2O2 process
was performed with 50 mg L−1 (1.5 mM) of the H2O2, and
after every 30 min of treatment, the H2O2 amount was re-
added to the initial concentration. The residual H2O2 was
monitored by the spectrophotometric methodology using
Allper® reagent (Brandhuber and Korshin 2009) with LOD
0.5 mg L−1 at λ = 395 nm. In both treatments, samples were
collected in fixed time interval (0, 30, 60, 90, 120, 240, and
480 min). For each treatment time, aliquots of 3 mL were
collected, and the residual H2O2 was removed by adding
0.01 mol L−1 of bovine liver catalase and stored at − 20 °C
in an amber flask. All the experiments were in triplicate.

Chromatographic conditions

All chemicals used were of analytical-reagent grade
(J.T.Baker), and all solutions were prepared with ultrapure
water (MegaPurity). The detection and quantification of
LOS were performed by a high-performance liquid chroma-
tography (Prominence, Shimadzu) coupled to a diode array
detector (DAD) set at 254 nm. Chromatographic separation
took place in an ODS analytical column (Hypersyl, 150 ×
46 mm d.i, particle size diameter 5 μm). An isocratic method
was performed by mobile phase 63:37 (v/v) of methanol and
orthophosphoric acid (0.1 %), injection volume of 50 μL, and
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0.5 mL min−1 of flow rate. The column temperature was kept
at 30 °C. In these chromatographic conditions, the LOS was
eluted at the retention time (RT) of 10 min.

The linearity of a method can be observed by the equation y
= 106,181.75x – 3055.092 (r2 = 0.9992). The calibration
curve was obtained in linear range (between 0.075 and 9.0
μM). For samples below the LOQ, a pre-concentrated factor
(PCF) of 40 was performed by solid-phase extraction (SPE)
using ODS cartridges (500 mg and 6 mL, Chromabond). The
SPE column was conditioned by 10 mL of methanol and
ultrapure water, 20 mL of the sample, then dried for 2 min
under vacuum, and eluted with 10 mL of methanol. The elu-
ates were dried and then dissolved in 0.5 mL of methanol and
ultrapure water (1:1 v/v).

Bioassays

For ecotoxicity and genotoxicity assays, all samples were col-
lected in clean glass flasks and analyzed immediately, or,
when it was not possible, they were kept frozen at − 20 °C
for a maximum of 20 days until the tests were performed
(ABNT 2015). Bovine liver catalase (1% w/v) was added
for residual H2O2 removal. Two organisms of different trophic
levels were used: Desmodesmus subspicatus microalgae and
Daphnia magna microcrustacean.

Acute ecotoxicity with Daphnia magna

The tests with Daphnia magna were carried out following the
NBR 12713 (ABNT 2016). Previously to the ecotoxicity tests,
the pH of the samples was measure and, when necessary,
adjusted to 7.0 using NaOH (0.01 mol L−1). Samples for each
treatment time were diluted in culture medium at 100 (sample
without dilution), 50, 25, 12.5, 6.25, and 3.125% (v/v). The
results were expressed in terms of the toxicity factor (TF),
which corresponds to the highest sample solution which no
toxic effect is observed, represented as 1 (sample without di-
lution), 2, 4, 8, 16, and 32 (highest dilution) (ABNT 2016).
Ten neonates were exposed in 20 mL of the test solutions and
maintained for 48 h at 20 °C on the dark, in three replicates.
The negative control was the culture medium, and the positive
control was potassium chloride. After 48 h of exposure, the
number of immobile organisms was recorded to calculate the
percentage of immobility and toxicity factor (TF).

Chronic ecotoxicity with Desmodesmus subspicatus

The algae growth inhibition test was conducted according to
NBR 12648 (ABNT 2018).D. subspicatus cultures were kept
in a climate chamber at 23 ± 1 °C and 24-h photoperiod with
6000–6500 lux. The algae were cultivated in narrow glass
columns, filled with 500 mL algae medium (AM) and aerated
from the bottom. For the tests, Erlenmeyer flasks (100 mL)

were filled with 50 mL algal medium (5 × 104 cells mL−1);
three replicates for each group (control and treatment) were
performed. The flasks were agitated on a horizontal shaker at
145 g min−1 (Tecnal, TE—1400). Cell densities were deter-
mined after 72 h by spectrophotometric indirect method. The
absorbance (750 nm) and the cell density (cells mL−1) were
established according to analytical curve (r2 = 0.9993).
Spectrophotometric analyzes were performed in a microplate
reader (BMG Labtech, FluoStar Omega) using 96-well plates,
with 4 replicates for each dilution (50 μL). By calculating the
percentage of cell density between test and control solution,
percentage of inhibition of algae growth was obtained. The
results were expressed in FT, which were attributed to the
highest concentration in which there was no significant per-
centage of algal growth inhibition (ICA > 20%).

Comet assay on Daphnia magna

Comet assay was performed as described by Knapik and
Ramsdorf (2020). Ten neonates (≤ 24 h) were exposed to
sublethal LOS (2.5 mg L−1) concentrations before (0 min)
and at the end (480 min) of UVC/photolysis and UV/H2O2

processes. The culture medium (ABNT 2016) was used as
negative control. After 48 h of exposure (20 ± 0,5 °C), a pool
of 30 neonates were homogenized (whole organisms) in a
rotary tissue homogenizer (8000 rpm, for 5 s, in 30 μL PBS
buffer pH 7.4), generating a cell suspension. Homogenization
occurred directly in 2 mL microtubes, to avoid loss of cellular
and genetic material. Then, 80 μL of 0.05% liquefied low
melting point (LMP) agarose was and added into the
microtubes. The cell suspension was transferred to slides pre-
viously covered with agarose (1.5%) and refrigerated at 4 °C
for 20 min. For each concentration tested, 24 slides were ob-
tained for analysis, which were kept at least 24 h in a lysis
solution (2.5 M NaCl, 100 mM EDTA, and 10 mM Tris) and
next, placed in an electrophoresis vat and immersed in an
electrophoresis buffer solution (300 mM NaOH and
200 mM EDTA) at a 25 V and 300 mA. After, the slides were
neutralized (3 × 5 min) with TRIS (0.4 mol L−1) solution,
dried, and fixed with ethanol. Then, 25 μL of ethidium bro-
mide dye (20 μl mL−1) was added over the slides, and the
colorizing was analyzed. The scores attribution for the nucle-
oids was performed using epifluorescence microscope (Leica
DMLS, × 400 magnification). DNA damage quantification
was performed visually by analyzing 100 nucleoids per slide
(9 slides per sample/control), with classes ranging from 0 (no
apparent damage) to 3 (damagedDNA), adapted from Parrella
et al. (2015). To determine the damage, the intensity of tail
fragmentation was considered. Then, a score representing the
damage for each slide was calculated (Collins et al. 1997)
according to Eq. (1):
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Score ¼ n class 0� 0ð Þ þ n class 1� 1ð Þ
þ n class 2� 2ð Þ þ n class 3� 3ð Þ ð1Þ

where n class = total damage rated as 0, 1, 2, or 3.
Statistics data were analyzed by GraphPad Prism 5® soft-

ware. The Shapiro-Wilk normality test was applied, and then
the Kruskal-Wallis nonparametric test was performed follow-
ed by Dunn’s multiple comparison (p < 0.05).

Results and Discussion

The initial concentration of LOS (2.5 mg L−1) was used in this
work as an extreme environmental situation, where it was
detected in an effluent from a pharmaceutical manufacturing
facility (Larsson et al. 2007). To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first study to assess the degradation of LOS by
AOPs in an environmentally relevant concentration.

Figure 1 shows the LOS spectra profile during the UVC/
photolysis treatment. At 0 min, the retention time at 10 min
corresponds to LOS initial concentration of the 2.5 mg L−1

(4.6 μM) and also observed smaller peaks at RT of 11.3 e
12 min that could be attributed to impurities or the instability
of the LOS solution during the manipulation (Rao et al. 2012).
The authors investigated the stability of antihypertensive
drugs and degradation by-products from solutions prepared
under laboratory conditions, similarly to the present study.
They verified unknown chemical structure at m/z 827 ratio
after 24 and 48 h of LOS monitoring. However, LOS is con-
sidered a molecule stable to hydrolysis and biodegradation (de
Andrade et al. 2020).

According to Fig. 1a, the LOS was completely degraded in
the first 30 min of treatment by UVC/photolysis. This result is
in agreement with previous studies that show the LOS

instability under 30 min of photoirradiation (Ali et al. 2017;
Starling et al. 2019). The UV-Vis absorption spectra for LOS
shows higher intensity at 265 nm indicating the electron de-
localization of the imidazole and tetrazole rings on its struc-
ture. The electronic transitions under UV-C radiation can de-
stabilize the LOS structure and make it susceptible to degra-
dation (Ali et al. 2017; Starling et al. 2019).

In order to verify the by-products formed throughout the
LOS degradation process, aliquots were collected at 60 and
480 min of treatment and pre-concentrated (× 40) by SPE. As
observed in Fig. 1b, only at 480 min a peak appeared at RT of
11.9 that suggest the presence of by-product.

In relation to the UV/H2O2 process (Fig. 2a), the LOS degra-
dation achieved removal > 80% at 30 min of reaction. The LOS
and de H2O2 ratio 20:1 (H2O2: LOS) used in this work were
according to Borba et al. (2018). However, the difference of
LOS degradation obtained in this work could be assigned to
power of the radiation source (mercury vapor lamp) and its po-
sition related to reactor as reported by Yuan et al. (2009, 2011),
Starling et al. (2019), and Borba et al. (2018).

After 30 min, the LOS was completely removed, and a by-
product peak was identified in the same retention time (12 min)
and chromatographic conditions to UVC/photolysis process. An
increase on the intensity of this chromatographic peak was ob-
served until 90 min, which decrease the intensity at 120 min and
was no longer detected at 480 min (Fig. 2b). Also, other un-
known by-products were formed throughout the UV/H2O2 pro-
cess at retention times from 4.5 to 6.5 min (Fig. 2a). Due to
polarity differences and hydrophilic of the by-products, they have
been eluted at shorter retention times. These intermediate com-
pounds can present oxygenated functional groups in its structure
as identified by GC-MS (Borba et al. 2018). For the samples at
240 and 480 min, the SPE method was performed, and no sig-
nificant difference in the chromatographic profile was observed
when compared to Fig. 2a.

Fig. 1 Chromatographic analysis (λ = 254 nm) of potassic losartan before
(2.5 mg L−1) and duringUVC/photolysis process: samples analyzed with-
out SPE (a) and after SPE with a concentration factor of 40 times for
aliquots obtained during the treatment (b). Inside of figures: UV-Vis

spectra in the potassic losartan retention time (a) and in the retention time
of a possible by-product. Analytical method, mobile phaseMeOH:H3PO4

0.1% (63:37 v/v); flux rate, 0.5 mL min−1; injection volume, 50 μL
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Yuan et al. (2009) identified intermediate products formed
by some pharmaceuticals during UV/H2O2 process such as
benzoic acid and its derivatives and 1.4-benzenedicarboxylic
acid. In fact, it was observed that at the end of the UV/H2O2

process, the pH dropped from 6.5 to close to 4.0. This is
probably due to the acids by-products and also to the acid
character of the oxidant (Kaur and Dulova 2020). As describe
by Starling et al. (2019), the presence of chlorine and nitrogen
on LOS structure can form organochlorine compounds and
cyanide ions during the treatment. Kaur and Dulova (2020)
identified eight LOS transformation products after the UV/
H2O2 process. It is important to note that all the identified
TPs had already been reported in the literature. The authors
suggest two possible pathways for the LOS degradation: the
reaction between hydroxyl radical and the alcohol moiety of
LOS or the addition of HO● to the carbon double bond,
forming several isomers of biphenyl hydroxylation. Then,
chlorine is removed and followed by hydroxylation of carbon
at 2 and 5 position, and consequently the opening of the im-
idazole ring (Carpinteiro et al. 2019). Considering that LOS
contain chlorine atoms in its structure, the Cl∙ radicals may be
generated, which would contribute to the degradation of the
molecule under UVC-irradiation (Starling et al. 2019). These
chemicals can cause acute, chronic, and/or genotoxic effects,
even at low concentrations.

Acute toxicity with Daphnia magna

For UVC/photolysis process, the untreated LOS solution (0
minute) resulted on average of immobility by acute tests of the
76.67 for the pure solution (100%) and 13.33 % at 50% of
dilution (Table 1). After the treatments, the diluted samples
did not show acute effect. In this sense, for undiluted samples
(100%), a lowest average of immobility (20%) at 240 min was
observed and then increases up to 93% at 480 min. The

highest average of immobility was detected at 90, 120, and
480 min of treatment. These results indicate the hormesis ef-
fect, a nonlinear relationship between the exposure dose and
the test organism responses, which presence of by-products at
very low concentrations (not detectable chromatographically),
may generate an acute effect for D. magna. Studies report that
some pharmaceuticals can exhibit this behavior, since they
cause cellular stress, generated by adaptation responses
(Calabrese 2008; Nielsen and Roslev 2018). The hormesis
effect is in agreement with Fig. 1 that the presence of by-
products at RT = 12 min at 480 min of treatment was not
detectable at chromatographic conditions.

For the UV/H2O2 process, after 30 min of treatment was
observed an acute effect below 10% of immobility for 50% of
dilution, which indicate a reduction of toxicity compared to
LOS chemical (Table 2). Despite the rate immobility reduced
for undiluted samples (100%) at 60 and 90 min of treatment,
an increase from 120 min was notice. Fig. 2 shows peaks
in by-products of LOS degradation that may have been

Table 1 Average of immobility (%) and toxicity factor (TF) of losartan
potassium before and after treatment by UVC/photolysis to Daphnia
magna

Average of immobility (%)

Time (min) NC 100% 50% 25% CV (%) FT

0 0 76.67 ± 2.83 13.33 0 1.89 4

30 0 66.67 ± 2.58 0 0 2.32 2

60 0 63.33 ± 2.41 0 0 2.29 2

90 0 100 ± 3.73 0 0 2.24 2

120 0 80 ± 2.98 0 0 2.24 2

240 0 20 ± 1.00 0 0 3.00 2

480 0 93.33 ± 3.48 0 0 2.24 2

NC negative control, CV coefficient of variation, TF toxicity factor

Fig. 2 Chromatographic analysis (λ = 254 nm) of potassic losartan before
(2.5 mg L−1) and during the UV/H2O2 process: overlapping of the
chromatograms (a) and with waterfall projection on the y-axis (b).

Inside of “b” is the UV-Vis spectra in the retention time of a possible
by-product. Analytical method, mobile phaseMeOH:H3PO4 0.1% (63:37
v/v); flux rate, 0.5 mL min−1; injection volume, 50 μL
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responsible for potentiating this acute effect. At 240-min treat-
ment, the toxicity was above of 90% for all dilution’s samples.
Thus, although the analysis chromatographic limitations on
detectability of compounds at low concentrations, the toxicity
observed may be due to the presence of by-products that were
not chemically characterized by this technique.

The ●OH radicals from the UV/H2O2 treatment can react
with organic compounds containing π-bonds, as unsaturated
hydrocarbons and aromatic rings, by hydroxylation reaction
(Melo et al. 2009) and generate toxic by-products to
D. magna. Carpinteiro et al. (2019) verified that the LOS
degradation by free chlorine treatment can also form toxic
by-products to D. magna via electrophilic halogenation and
hydroxylation reactions. According to the authors, the CE50/

48h in silico of by-products, using the ECOSAR software, was
at ranged from 8 to 0.008 mg L−1. This can explain the high
in vivo toxicity at 240 min for the microcrustacean in this
work for UV/H2O2 process.

The calculate CE50/48h value of the standard LOS
D. magna resulted in 331 mg L−1 (FDA 2002; Cortez et al.
2018). Also, it is noticed that among the sartan drugs, the
CE50/48h for olmesartan and valsartan was greater than
120 mg L−1 and 580 mg L−1, respectively, showing high acute
toxicity for these class of compounds (Bayer et al. 2014).
However, the results obtained in this study demonstrate that
the CE50/48h value are over 100 mg L−1 and may be
underestimated once 76.67% of the exposed organisms was
immobilized at 2.5 mg L−1 of LOS (initial concentration).

Chronic ecotoxicity with Desmodesmus subspicatus

First of all, the inhibition of algae growth (IAG) was calculat-
ed from dilution factor (DF) for both processes at all treatment
times. In this sense, before UV/H2O2 and UVC/photolysis
treatments (0 min), the IAG was 16% at highest sample con-
centration (DF = 80%), which was considering no significant
(ANBT 2018) (Fig. 3, Table S1). After 30, 90, and 120 min of

treatment times for UVC/photolysis process, the IAG values
decrease to 10, 7, and 2%, respectively. However, at 60, 240,
and 480 min, a stimulus in algal growth was observed in the
order of 5, 3, and 3%, respectively. Therefore, the UVC/
photolysis not showed a significative chronic effect to
D. subspicatus.

Themicroalgae growth stimulus was observed at 60, 240, and
480min. This may have occurred due to the potassium, nitrogen,
and carbon by-products formed during the UVC/photolysis pro-
cess which would be assimilable by the microalgae. Thus, the
presence of microalgae on the environmental is beneficial owing
to its metabolism that converts CO2 into O2, which became the
aquatic environment aerobic, ensuring its ecosystem dynamics.
Nevertheless, an excessive proliferation can cause eutrophication
that prevents the light penetration and, as a consequence, a drop
on dissolved oxygen levels and death of fixed and free sub-
merged macrophytes, among other aquatic plants. Also, an in-
crease on the heterotrophic aerobes activity can consumes the O2

present in the aquatic environment and becomes anaerobic sys-
tem and inappropriate for aerobic organisms such as fishes
(WHO 1997).

Fig. 3 Inhibition of Desmodesmus subspicatus growth of potassic
losartan before (2.5 mg L−1) and during the treatment by UVC/
photolysis (P) and UV/H2O2 (UP) processes

Table 2 Average of immobility (%) and toxicity factor (TF) of losartan potassium before and after treatment by UV/H2O2 to Daphnia magna

Average of immobility (%)

Time (min) NC 100% 50% 25% 12.5% 6.25% 3.125% CV (%) FT

0 0 76.67 ± 2.83 13.33 0 0 0 0 1.89 4

30 0 100 ± 3.69 6.67 0 0 0 0 2.08 2

60 0 3.33 ± 0.23 0 0 0 0 0 4.12 1

90 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

120 0 100 ± 3.73 0 0 0 0 0 2.24 2

240 0 100 ± 0.31 100 100 100 100 93.33 0.03 > 32

480 0 56.67 ± 2.15 0 0 0 0 0 2.27 2

NC negative control, CV coefficient of variation, TF toxicity factor
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Table 3 summarized the toxicity factor after and before LOS
by UVC/photolysis and UV/H2O2 process, which the IGA
values was calculated from TF data. For the UVC/photolysis
treatment, the IGA values for all samples were not greater than
20% at the highest concentration analyzed (DF = 80%); there-
fore, the TF values were equal to 1 for this process.

Regarding to UV/H2O2, a significant chronic effect was
observed for samples after the photodegradation treatment
and IGA value up to 41% at 240 min (see Table S2). At 30
and 60 min of treatment was also verified an adverse effect on
microalgae related to an increase of the IGA by the increase of
the sample concentration. The reduction of this chronic effect
was achieved at DF of 80%. A growth stimulus of algal bio-
mass at DF of 3.125 and 6.25% at 480 min was observed,
which the toxicity is increasing as the increase of the DF
(Fig. 3; Table S2). Thus, the TF before and after LOS degra-
dation by UV/H2O2 (Table 3) indicates that, except for the
240 min of treatment, the IGA values were not greater than
20% at the highest concentration analyzed (DF = 80%), indi-
cating non-chronic toxicity for these samples.

It is interesting to note that for both organisms (D. magna
and D. subspicatus), an increase in toxicity after 240 min in
the UV/H2O2 process was observed, even the LOS was no
longer detected, which could correspond to the by-products.
This result shows the importance of using different organisms
to assess the ecotoxicity as well as the monitoring AOPs not
only by analytical parameters but also by toxicity bioassays.

Bouissou-Schurtz et al. (2014) verified that the LOS did
not exhibit ecological risk for the Selenastrum capricornutum
microalgae (known as Raphidocelis subcapitata). The authors
consider the ratio between the environmental concentration
(0.011 μg L−1) and the estimated concentration that has no
effect on the organism (14.3 mg L−1), which was 7.6 × 10−7.
Larsson et al. (2007) quantified the LOS concentration in the
pharmaceutical industries effluents and verified that the risk
quotient (QR) was 0.17, which there are no potential

ecological risk. Likewise, Godoy et al. (2015) detected a QR
in range from 6 × 10−3 to 9 × 10−3 to the Lemna minor mac-
rophyte for LOS in surface waters and effluents with QR =
39.2 as described by Larsson et al. (2007). According the QR,
the estimated environmental concentration (EEC) is compared
to an effect level, and the QR value must be higher than 1 to
infer that the chemical is presenting a risk to the ecosystem.
Therefore, despite the low ecological risk, environmental
damage can be caused by the presence of LOS in aquatic
organisms, such as macrophytes results showed. Hence, this
parameter explains the low ecotoxicity (TF = 1) of the LOS for
D. subspicatus obtained in this work for both UV/H2O2 and
UVC/photolysis processes, except for UV/H2O2 at 240 min.

The no observed effect concentration (NOEC) for green
microalgae Selenastrum capricornutum and LOS was
143 mg L−1 according to FDA (2002). Bayer et al. (2014)
evaluated the chronic effect for D. subspicatus and among
the sartan drugs, which show that EC50/72h > 120 mg L−1 to
olmesartan and > 115 mg L−1 to valsartan. Therefore, the LOS
concentration of 2.5 mg L−1 used in this work is lower than the
concentration that causes 50% inhibition of algae biomass
growth, which justifies the no chronic effect by TF values
for D. subspicatus, before and after degradation experiments.

Genotoxicity with Daphnia magna

The genotoxicity of LOS before and after treatment was eval-
uated by the comet assay with D. magna. The number of
damaged cells for all groups, for the 3600 cells analyzed, are
presented in the Table S3. Damage to control groups was
presumed to cultivar conditions and intrinsic conditions from
the organisms. Figure 4 shows the scores of DNA damage in
D. magna cells after exposure to LOS and after 480 min of

Table 3 Toxicity factor (TF) values of Desmodesmus subspicatus after
and before losartan potassium treatment by UVC/photolysis and UV/
H2O2 process

Treatment time (min) TF

UVC photolysis UV/H2O2

0 1 1

30 1 1

60 1 1

90 1 1

120 1 1

240 1 > 32

480 1 1

TF toxicity factor

Fig. 4 Medians obtained from damage scores after exposure ofD. magna
to LOS before and after 480 min byUVC/photolysis andUV/H2O2. Note:
CT, control; LOS, losartan (2.5 mg L−1); P480, LOS after UVC/
Photolysis (480 min); UP480, LOS after UV/H2O2 (480 min). Equal
letters indicate no statistically significant difference related compared to
the control after Dunn’s test (p < 0.05)
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both treatments, UVC/photolysis and UV/H2O2. The medians
obtained were 100, 146, 140, and 166 for the control, LOS,
UVC/photolysis (480 min), and UV/H2O2 (480 min), respec-
tively. The genotoxic effect was observed for LOS before the
treatment and for UV/H2O2 (480 min).

According to Fig. 4, the by-products formed after 480 min
of treatment byUV/H2O2 process showed the genotoxic effect
for D. magna, although acute and chronic effects was not
observed at this treatment time. This result demonstrates the
importance of assessing the sublethal toxic effects of a com-
pound using biomarkers of greater sensitivity. Recent studies
have shown a genotoxic effect to several pharmaceuticals
found in the environment (Borba et al. 2018; López-Pacheco
et al. 2019; Ao et al. 2019). However, there are very few
reports on the genotoxic effect of LOS at environmentally
relevant concentrations. Cortez et al. (2018) observed DNA
damage in mussel Perna perna gills cells after exposure to
LOS at 3000 ng L−1. Still, the evaluation of the genotoxicity
of environmental contaminants remains little explored in the
risk assessment. This is an extremely relevant parameter, be-
cause in addition to being associated with low concentrations
(sublethal), it can be related to other effects on biomarkers,
such as reproductive, endocrine, biochemical, and morpho-
logical (Pellegri et al. 2020). The use of the comet test with
D. magna in the investigation of contaminants genotoxicity,
whether in environmental monitoring or associated with treat-
ment processes such as AOPs, has several advantages. It is a
fast, sensitive, and easy procedure to be applied in the routine,
especially in laboratories that already use D. magna in bioas-
says (Knapik and Ramsdorf 2020; Pellegri et al. 2020).
D. magna is one of the most representative organisms in terms
of aquatic ecotoxicity and also one of the most used in bioas-
says in the world. Finally, the efficiency of AOPs in the treat-
ment of contaminants and environmental samples must be
monitored not only by analytical parameters, but especially
by bioanalytical tools. Advanced partial oxidation can gener-
ate several by-products that are combined in a complex mix-
ture, which can cause toxic effects at different ecotoxicologi-
cal levels. Hence the importance of associating analytical con-
trol with acute and chronic toxicity bioassays in addition to
investigating the effects on biomarkers (Neale et al. 2017;
Ghosh et al. 2017; Utzig et al. 2019; Xu et al. 2020).

Conclusion

In this study, the acute and chronic ecotoxicity as well as the
genotoxicity of losartan potassium was evaluated before and
after UVC/photolysis and UV/H2O2 processes. The efficient
degradation for LOS achieved rates higher than 99.99% after
30 min for both processes. Also, throughout the treatments,
unknown by-products formed during the degradation were
observed. Both processes reduced acute and chronic toxicity

after 480 min. However, D. magna and D. subspicatus were
sensitive to by-products formed after 240 min in the UV/H2O2

process. LOS, before and after 480 min UV/H2O2, caused
genotoxicity to D. magna cells. This demonstrates the impor-
tance of (i) the bioanalytical monitoring of AOPs; (ii) the use
of organisms of different trophic levels; and (iii) investigating
sublethal toxic effects through biomarkers such as
genotoxicity. Considering the results of acute and chronic
ecotoxicity besides the genotoxicity, the 480 min of treatment
by UVC/photolysis is the most suitable for the removal of
LOS under the conditions used in this work.

Acknowledgments We are grateful to the Multiuser Laboratory of
Chemical Analyses (LAMAQ-UTFPR) and the Multiuser Laboratory of
Equipment and Environmental Analyses (LAMEAA-UTFPR) for the
spectrophotometric and chromatographic analyses.

Authors’ contributions Eliane Adams was responsible to perform degra-
dation experiments and ecotoxicological bioassays. Bruno B. Neves and
Lucia R. Rocha Martins were responsible for the chromatographic anal-
yses and validation methods. Liziê D. T. Prola was responsible for ana-
lyzing the results and editing and revising the manuscript. Wanessa A.
Ramsdorf and Marcus V. de Liz were responsible for supervising the
genotoxicity and degradation experiments, respectively. Adriane M. de
Freitas was responsible for supervising and funding the project and
editing and revising the manuscript. All authors contributed to the anal-
ysis and writing of the manuscript.

Funding This study was financially supported by the Federal University
of Technology—Paraná (UTFPR) and the Fundação Araucária, Brazil,
for the graduate scholarship. This study was financed in part by the
Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior-Brasil
(CAPES)-(Prola L’s postdoctoral scholarship).

Data availability Not applicable.

Compliance with ethical standards

Competing interests The authors declare that they have no competing
interests.

Ethics approval and consent to participate Not applicable.

Consent to publish Not applicable.

References

ABNT. Associação Brasileira de Normas Técnicas (2015) ABNT NBR
15469 A Ecotoxicologia - Coleta, preservação e preparo de
amostras. ABTN, Rio de Janeiro, 16p

ABNT. Associação Brasileira de Normas Técnicas (2016) ABNT NBR
12713: Ecotoxicologia aquática— Toxicidade aguda—Método de
ensaio com Daphnia spp (Crustacea, Cladocera) Aquatic. ABNT,
Rio de Janeiro, 23p

ABNT. Associação Brasileira de Normas Técnicas (2018) ABNT NBR
12648 A Ecotoxicologia aquática— Toxicidade crônica—Método
de ensaio com algas (Chlophyceae) Aquatic. ABNT, Rio de Janeiro,
18p

23819Environ Sci Pollut Res  (2021) 28:23812–23821



Ali AMM, Kallenborn R, Sydnes LK, Rønning HT, Alarif WM, al-
Lihaibi S (2017) Photolysis of pharmaceuticals and personal care
products in the marine environment under simulated sunlight con-
ditions: irradiation and identification. Environ Sci Pollut Res 24:
14657–14668. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-8930-8

Al-Majed ARA, Assiri E, Khalil NY, Abdel-Aziz H (2015) Losartan:
comprehensive profile. In: Profiles of drug substances, excipients,
and related methodology, 1st edn. Elsevier Inc., pp 159–194

Altay O, Mohammadi E, Lam S, Turkez H, Boren J, Nielsen J, Uhlen M,
Mardinoglu A (2020) iScience ll current status of COVID-19 ther-
apies and drug repositioning applications. ISCIENCE 23:101303.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2020.101303

Ao X, Sun W, Li S, Yang C, Li C, Lu Z (2019) Degradation of tetracy-
cline by medium pressure UV-activated peroxymonosulfate pro-
cess: influencing factors, degradation pathways, and toxicity evalu-
ation. Chem Eng J 361:1053–1062. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.
2018.12.133

Bayer A, Asner R, Schüssler W, Kopf W, Weiß K, Sengl M, Letzel M
(2014) Behavior of sartans (antihypertensive drugs) in wastewater
treatment plants, their occurrence and risk for the aquatic environ-
ment. Environ Sci Pollut Res 21:10830–10839. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s11356-014-3060-z

Borba FH, Schmitz A, Pellenz L, Bueno F, Kasper N, Wenzel BM,
Baroni S, Dall’Oglio IC, Módenes AN (2018) Journal of
Environmental Chemical Engineering Genotoxicity and by-
products assessment in degradation and mineralization of Cipro
floxacin by UV/H2O2 process. J Environ Chem Eng 6:6979–6988.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2018.10.068

Botero-Coy AM, Martínez-Pachón D, Boix C, Rincón RJ, Castillo N,
Arias-Marín LP, Manrique-Losada L, Torres-Palma R, Moncayo-
Lasso A, Hernández F (2018) An investigation into the occurrence
and removal of pharmaceuticals in Colombian wastewater. Sci Total
Environ 642:842–853. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.06.
088

Bouissou-Schurtz C, Houeto P, Guerbet M, Bachelot M, Casellas C,
Mauclaire AC, Panetier P, Delval C, Masset D (2014) Ecological
risk assessment of the presence of pharmaceutical residues in a
French national water survey. Regul Toxicol Pharmacol 69:296–
303. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2014.04.006

Brandhuber PJ, Korshin G (2009) Methods for the detection of residual
concentrations of hydrogen peroxide in advanced oxidation process-
es. WateReuse Foundation, Alexandria, VA

Calabrese EJ (2008) Critical Review. Hormesis: why it is important to
toxicology and toxicologists. Environ Toxicol Chem 27:1451–
1474. https://doi.org/10.1897/07-541.1

Carpinteiro I, Castro G, Rodríguez I, Cela R (2019) Free chlorine reac-
tions of angiotensin II receptor antagonists: kinetics study, transfor-
mation products elucidation and in-silico ecotoxicity assessment.
Sci Total Environ 647:1000–1010. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2018.08.082

Castiglioni S, Zuccato E, Fattore E, Riva F, Terzaghi E, Koenig R,
Principi P, di GuardoA (2020)Micropollutants in Lake Comowater
in the context of circular economy: a snapshot of water cycle con-
tamination in a changing pollution scenario. J HazardMater 121441.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2019.121441

Collins A, Dobson VL, Dusinska M, Kennedy G, Stetina R (1997) The
comet assay: what can it really tell us? Mutat Res 375:183–193.
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0027-5107(97)00013-4

Cortez FS, da Souza LS, Guimarães LL et al (2018) Ecotoxicological
effects of losartan on the brown mussel Perna perna and its occur-
rence in seawater from Santos Bay (Brazil). Sci Total Environ 637–
638:1363–1371. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.05.069

de Andrade JR, Vieira MGA, da Silva MGC, Wang S (2020) Oxidative
degradation of pharmaceutical losartan potassium with N-doped hi-
erarchical porous carbon and peroxymonosulfate. Chem Eng J 382:
122971. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2019.122971

FDA. U.S. Food and Drug Administration (2002) Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research. Environmental Assessment/FONSI.
Approval Package for Application Number 20- 386/S-019 and
029. Review of Environment Assessment NDA 20-386 Cozaar
Tablets (LOSARTAN POTASSIUM)

Ghosh P, Thakur IS, Kaushik A (2017) Bioassays for toxicological risk
assessment of landfill leachate: a review. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf
141:259–270. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.03.023

Godoy AA, Kummrow F, Pamplin PAZ (2015) Ecotoxicological evalu-
ation of propranolol hydrochloride and losartan potassium to Lemna
minor L. (1753) individually and in binary mixtures. Ecotoxicology
24:1112–1123. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-015-1455-3

Golovko O, Rehrl A, Köhler S, Ahrens L (2020) Organic micropollutants
in water and sediment from Lake Mälaren, Sweden. Chemosphere
258:127293. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.127293

Kaur B, Dulova N (2020) UV-assisted chemical oxidation of antihyper-
tensive losartan in water. J Environ Manag 261:110170. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2020.110170

Khan Z, Karata Y, Ceylan AF, Rahman H (2020) COVID-19 and thera-
peutic drugs repurposing in hand: the need for collaborative efforts.
Le Pharmacien Hospitalier et Clinicien. In press. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.phclin.2020.06.003

Knapik LFO, Ramsdorf WA (2020) Ecotoxicity of malathion pesticide
and its genotoxic effects over the biomarker comet assay inDaphnia
magna. Environ Monit Assess 192–264. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10661-020-8235-0

Kosek K, Luczkiewicz A, Fudala-ksi S, et al (2020) Implementation of
advanced micropollutants removal technologies in wastewater treat-
ment plants ( WWTPs ) - Examples and challenges based on select-
ed EU countries. 112:213–226. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.
2020.06.011

Kot-Wasik A, Jakimska A, Śliwka-Kaszyńska M (2016) Occurrence and
seasonal variations of 25 pharmaceutical residues in wastewater and
drinking water treatment plants. Environ Monit Assess 188:661.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-016-5637-0

Larsson DGJ, de Pedro C, Paxeus N (2007) Effluent from drug manufac-
tures contains extremely high levels of pharmaceuticals. J Hazard
Mater 148:751–755. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2007.07.008

López-Pacheco IY, Silva-Núñez A, Salinas-Salazar C, Arévalo-Gallegos
A, Lizarazo-Holguin LA, Barceló D, Iqbal HMN, Parra-Saldívar R
(2019) Anthropogenic contaminants of high concern: existence in
water resources and their adverse effects. STOTEN 690:1068–1088.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.07.052

Martínez-Pachón D, Espinosa-Barrera P, Rincón-Ortíz J,Moncayo-Lasso
A (2019) Advanced oxidation of antihypertensives losartan and
valsartan by photo-electro-Fenton at near-neutral pH using natural
organic acids and a dimensional stable anode-gas diffusion electrode
(DSA-GDE) system under light emission diode (LED) lighting.
Environ Sci Pollut Res 26:4426–4437. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11356-018-2645-3

Melo SAS, Trovó AG, Bautitz IR, Nogueira RFP (2009) Degradação de
fármacos residuais por processos oxidativos avançados. Quim Nova
32:188–197. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-40422009000100034

Neale PA, Altenburger R, Aït-Aïssa S, Brion F, Busch W, de Aragão
Umbuzeiro G, Denison MS, Du Pasquier D, Hilscherová K, Hollert
H,Morales DA, Novák J, Schlichting R, Seiler TB, Serra H, Shao Y,
Tindall AJ, Tollefsen KE, Williams TD, Escher BI (2017)
Development of a bioanalytical test battery for water quality moni-
toring: Fingerprinting identified micropollutants and their contribu-
tion to effects in surface water. Water Res 123:734–750. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.07.016

Nielsen ME, Roslev P (2018) Behavioral responses and starvation sur-
vival of Daphnia magna exposed to fluoxetine and propranolol.
Chemosphere 211:978–985. https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/j .
chemosphere.2018.08.027

23820 Environ Sci Pollut Res  (2021) 28:23812–23821

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-8930-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2020.101303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2018.12.133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2018.12.133
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-3060-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-3060-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2018.10.068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.06.088
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.06.088
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2014.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1897/07-541.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.08.082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.08.082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2019.121441
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0027-5107(97)00013-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.05.069
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2019.122971
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.03.023
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-015-1455-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.127293
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2020.110170
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2020.110170
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phclin.2020.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phclin.2020.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-8235-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-8235-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2020.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2020.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-016-5637-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2007.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.07.052
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-2645-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-2645-3
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-40422009000100034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.08.027


Parrella A, Lavorgna M, Criscuolo E, Russo C, Isidori M (2015) Eco-
genotoxicity of six anticancer drugs using comet assay in daphnids.
J Hazard Mater 286:573–580. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-
8235-0

Pellegri V, Gorbi G, Buschini A (2020) DNA damage detection by
Comet Assay on Daphnia magna: application in freshwater biomon-
itoring. STOTEN 705:135780. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.
2019.135780

Rao DD, Krishna GV, Reddy AM, Kalyanaraman L, Kyas K (2012) A
single common stability indicating ultra-performance liquid chro-
matographic method for estimation of impurities in four angiotensin
ii receptor blockers. J Liq Chromatogr Relat Technol 35:1973–
1989. https://doi.org/10.1080/10826076.2011.627615

Rizzo L (2011) Bioassays as a tool for evaluating advanced oxidation
processes in water and wastewater treatment. Water Res 45:4311–
4340. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2011.05.035

Rizzo L, Malato S, Antakyali D, Beretsou VG, Đolić MB, Gernjak W,
Heath E, Ivancev-Tumbas I, Karaolia P, Lado Ribeiro AR, Mascolo
G, McArdell CS, Schaar H, Silva AMT, Fatta-Kassinos D (2019)
Consolidated vs new advanced treatment methods for the removal of
contaminants of emerging concern from urban wastewater. Sci Total
Environ 655:986–1008. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.
265

Salazar C, Contreras N, Mansilla HD, Yáñez J, Salazar R (2016)
Electrochemical degradation of the antihypertensive losartan in
aqueous medium by electro-oxidation with boron-doped diamond
electrode. J Hazard Mater 319:84–92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jhazmat.2016.04.009

Scott TM, Phillips PJ, Kolpin DW, Colella KM, Furlong ET, Foreman
WT, Gray JL (2018) Pharmaceutical manufacturing facility dis-
charges can substantially increase the pharmaceutical load to U.S.
wastewaters. Sci Total Environ 636:69–79. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.scitotenv.2018.04.160

Starling MCVM, Souza PP, Le Person A et al (2019) Intensification of
UV-C treatment to remove emerging contaminants by UV-C/H2O2
and UV-C/S2O82−: susceptibility to photolysis and investigation of
acute toxicity. Chem Eng J 376:120856. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cej.2019.01.135

Utzig LM, Lima RM,GomesMF, RamsdorfWA,Martins LRR, LizMV,
Freitas AM (2019) Ecotoxicity response of chlorpyrifos in Aedes

aegypti larvae and Lactuca sativa seeds after UV/H2O2 and UVC
oxidation. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf 169:449–456. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.ecoenv.2018.11.003

WangY, Li Y, HuA, Rashid A, AshfaqM,WangY,WangH, LuoH, Yu
CP, Sun Q (2018) Monitoring, mass balance and fate of pharmaceu-
ticals and personal care products in seven wastewater treatment
plants in Xiamen City, China. J Hazard Mater 354:81–90. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2018.04.064

WHO. World Health Organization (1997) Water Pollution Control - a
guide to the use of water quality management principles, E. & F.
Spon, London

WHO. World Health Organization (2019) Model list of essential medi-
cines, 21st List, 2019. Geneva: World Health Organization

Wielens Becker R, IbáñezM, Cuervo Lumbaque E, Wilde ML, Flores da
Rosa T, Hernández F, Sirtori C (2020) Investigation of pharmaceu-
ticals and their metabolites in Brazilian hospital wastewater by LC-
QTOF MS screening combined with a preliminary exposure and in
silico risk assessment. Sci Total Environ 699:134218. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134218

Xu J, Wei D, Wang F, Bai C, Du Y (2020) Bioassay: a useful tool for
evaluating reclaimed water safety. J Environ Sci 88:165–176.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2019.08.014

Yamamoto NS, Pereira CDS, Cortez FS, Pusceddu FH, Santos AR, Toma
W, Guimarães LL (2014) Avaliação dos efeitos biológicos adversos
dos fármacos anti- hipertensivos Losartan e Valsartan em ouriço-do-
mar Lytechinus variegatus (ECHINODERMATA, ECHINOIDEA).
Unisanta Bioscience 3:27–32

Yuan F, Hu C, Hu X, Qu J, Yang M (2009) Degradation of selected
pharmaceuticals in aqueous solution with UV and UV/H2O2.
Water Res 43:1766–1774. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2009.
01.008

Yuan F, Hu C, Hu X, Wei D, Chen Y, Qu J (2011) Photodegradation and
toxicity changes of antibiotics in UV and UV/H2O2 process. J
Hazard Mater 185:1256–1263. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.
2010.10.040

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdic-
tional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

23821Environ Sci Pollut Res  (2021) 28:23812–23821

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-8235-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-8235-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.135780
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.135780
https://doi.org/10.1080/10826076.2011.627615
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2011.05.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.265
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.265
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.04.160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.04.160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2019.01.135
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2019.01.135
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2018.04.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2018.04.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134218
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134218
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2019.08.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2009.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2009.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.10.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.10.040

	Ecotoxicity and genotoxicity assessment of losartan after UV/H2O2 and UVC/photolysis treatments
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Chemicals reagents and solutions
	Degradation experiments
	Chromatographic conditions
	Bioassays
	Acute ecotoxicity with Daphnia magna
	Chronic ecotoxicity with Desmodesmus subspicatus
	Comet assay on Daphnia magna

	Results and Discussion
	Acute toxicity with Daphnia magna
	Chronic ecotoxicity with Desmodesmus subspicatus
	Genotoxicity with Daphnia magna

	Conclusion
	References


