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Abstract: This study presents a comprehensive analysis of plastic waste accumulation in both
terrestrial and aquatic environments in Can Tho city, Vietnam, a nation with high per capita plastic
consumption and significant plastic waste discharge. Focusing on urban residential areas, riverside
communities, suburbs, and rural regions, the research investigates the extent and impact of plastic
waste in these diverse settings. Additionally, the study examines the accumulation of plastics at
barriers, under bridges, and in the Hau River, identifying the predominance of single-use plastics
and their environmental implications. The key findings indicate that the plastic waste leakage at
land-based-source emission sites is substantial, with waste persisting for extended periods without
effective clean-up. The study reveals a significant accumulation of plastics at barriers and bridge
bases in aquatic environments, including along the river. The pollution level was observed to be
more influenced by the quantity of waste rather than its mass per unit area, emphasizing the need for
targeted waste reduction strategies. The study also identifies seven types of plastic, each associated
with different sources of accumulation or settlement. This variety presents both challenges and
opportunities for waste management and recycling. Significantly, the research underscores the
potential of repurposing plastic waste into recycled products, aligning with the circular economy
model. This approach not only extends the lifecycle of plastic products but also contributes to
reducing plastic waste generation and minimizing the environmental impact. Overall, the findings
highlight the urgent need for improved waste management practices in Vietnam, particularly in urban
and riverside areas, and advocate for innovative recycling solutions to mitigate the environmental
challenges posed by plastic pollution.

Keywords: accumulation; Can Tho city; circular economy; deposition; plastic waste; sustainability

1. Introduction

The increasing global population, rapid urbanization, and economical expansion
have led to a surge in the production of plastic waste. However, this escalation is not
counterbalanced by the same development in the recycling, recovery, and treatment of
plastic waste, thus posing a significant environmental crisis [1]. As of 2015, approximately
6.3 billion tons of plastic waste had been generated worldwide, with a staggering 79%
accumulating in landfills, and the rest in natural environments [2]. This issue is aggravated
by the fact that regulations governing the management, use, disposal, and consumption of
plastics vary widely across different countries, resulting in its inefficient management [3].
Currently, one of the most pressing environmental concerns is plastic pollution in aquatic
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ecosystems. Plastic waste has directly resulted in the endangering of aquatic life and
the exacerbation of flood risks by obstructing urban drainage systems [4,5]. Moreover,
over time, exposure to sunlight results in the physical breakdown of plastic debris into
microplastics [6]. These microplastics are ingested by aquatic organisms, subsequently
entering human and animal food chains and, thus, posing a grave threat to human health
and the integrity of global ecosystems [7,8].

Building on the global context of the plastic waste crisis, this study specifically focuses
on Vietnam, particularly the Can Tho area. In Vietnam, the reported national average
for solid waste collection is 85.5% in urban areas and between 40 and 60% in rural areas.
Furthermore, plastic waste constitutes approximately 6–8% of this collected waste [9].
Notably, there has been a significant increase in the plastic content of household solid waste,
rising from 5.5% in 2009 to 13.9% by 2017. The average per capita plastic consumption has
increased dramatically, from 3.8 kg per person in 1990 to 41.3 kg per person in 2018 [10].
The majority of this plastic waste comprises items such as plastic bags, contaminated plastic
bottles, single-use plastic products, and other plastics that pose challenges in the recovery
and recycling processes. The sources of this waste are diverse, including domestic and
consumption activities, socio-economic activities, and sectors like agriculture, tourism,
construction, and the plastic recycling industry [10]. Approximately 10–12% of household
solid waste in the country is made up of plastic waste and plastic bags. It has been
estimated that Vietnam generated between 2.6 and 2.8 million tons of plastic waste in 2019,
contributing significantly to the floating waste found in rivers, lakes, estuarine wetlands,
and coastal areas [11].

This study investigates the plastic pollution crisis in Can Tho city, Vietnam. Can Tho,
a major urban center, faces substantial environmental issues due to domestic waste. With
a collection rate of 85–90%, the city generates approximately 650 tons of domestic waste
daily [12,13]. As part of a strategic plan (Plan No. 66/KH-UBND, dated 3 April 2019), the
authorities in Can Tho city aim to significantly improve the city’s waste management by
2030, targeting the 100% collection of domestic solid waste in urban areas and 95% in rural
areas [14]. Despite having numerous waste treatment facilities and the active promotion of
the “anti-plastic waste” movement through various awareness programs to safeguard the
environment [15], Can Tho still faces significant challenges in the collection and manage-
ment of domestic waste. Waste accumulation and the clogging of land and water bodies is
prevalent in many areas, resulting in the deterioration of the urban landscape [16]. These
challenges underscore the need for a shift in public perceptions and habits regarding waste
management and environmental stewardship [17]. Thus, there is a pressing need for Can
Tho city to sustain and intensify the “anti-plastic waste” movement over the long term to
effectively mitigate these environmental problems [18].

This study on the Can Tho region provides crucial insights into the implementation
and impact of waste management strategies within the context of Vietnam’s broader
environmental challenges. Plastics from terrestrial sources inevitably find their way into
river systems, a process influenced by land use patterns, wind, rainfall, river flow, and
the efficiency of hydraulic infrastructure within the river catchment area [19–22]. Can Tho
has a huge network of waterways which are ultimately connected with the Hau River.
Therefore, plastics ultimately find their way into these water bodies of the river network.
Once in the river system, plastic items may sink or become stranded, while others continue
their journey to the river mouth [23–25]. Consequently, in this region, there is a clear need
for a comprehensive evaluation of this problem to gain a complete understanding of its
scope and impact. Hence, this study specifically aims to investigate the current state of
plastic waste accumulation in the receiving environments of Can Tho city. Through this
study, we aim to identify and propose effective solutions to mitigate plastic waste pollution
sustainably, aligning with the broader environmental goals of the region and contributing
to the global effort to tackle plastic pollution.
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2. Materials and Methods

The primary objective of this study is to investigate the pathways and patterns of
plastic waste leakage and accumulation in both terrestrial and aquatic environments within
Can Tho city. Specifically, the focus is on illegal dumping sites on land, as well as the
accumulation at various points in water bodies such as barriers, bridges, and along the Hau
River. The research methodology encompasses several key areas of assessment: quantifying
plastic waste leakage at illegal dumping sites located in urban residential areas, riverside
residential areas, riverside suburbs, and rural localities; evaluating the accumulation of
waste at water barriers; assessing waste deposition at the bases of bridges; analyzing waste
accumulation along the Hau River, and proposing viable solutions for sustainable reduction
of plastic waste pollution. These components of the study are illustrated in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Schematic of research process.

To achieve these objectives, the study measures the volume of waste leaking from
illegal dumping sites on land and estimates the time required for clean-up operations. In
aquatic environments, the waste collected at barriers, deposited at bridge bases, and found
in the river is categorized by its composition and type of plastic, quantified by mass. The
classification and quantification methodologies are detailed in Figure 2 and Table 1. This
comprehensive approach aims to provide a clear understanding of plastic waste dynamics
in Can Tho city and inform effective strategies for mitigating environmental pollution.

Table 1. Illustration of sampling locations.

1. Illegal dumping sites

1.1 Urban residential areas

1.1.1 Hung Phu 1 residential area (Cai Rang district)
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Table 1. Cont.

1.2 Riverside residential areas

1.2.1 Area 1 Tam Vu (Ninh Kieu district)
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1.3.1 Thanh Hoa area (Cai Rang district)
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Figure 2. Location of the sampling locations in the study area.

2.1. Study Area

Can Tho city, covering an area of 1401 km2, exhibits a diverse range of population
densities across its districts. The overall population density is 848 people per km2. Within
the city, Ninh Kieu district reports the highest density with 8407 people per km2, while Vinh
Thanh district has the lowest at 274 people per km2. Administratively, Can Tho comprises
nine units: five urban districts (Ninh Kieu, Binh Thuy, Cai Rang, O Mon, Thot Not) and
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four rural districts (Vinh Thanh, Co Do, Thoi Lai, Phong Dien), encompassing a total of
85 communes, wards, and towns [26].

According to 2022 statistical data, the urban population of Can Tho city stands at
882,586 individuals across 266,872 households, representing 72.45% of the total population.
Conversely, the rural population accounts for 27.55%, totaling 630,288 individuals in
101,497 households [27]. In 2020, the city achieved a notable urban solid waste collection
rate of 98%. Of the districts, Ninh Kieu leads with a 98.5% collection rate, closely followed
by Thot Not and Thoi Lai districts, each at 98%. The practice of waste classification at the
source varies across districts: Thoi Lai district achieves over 97%, Ninh Kieu district 80%,
Cai Rang district 65%, and Binh Thuy district 41% [15]. These detailed demographic and
waste management data form the basis for understanding the varied challenges across Can
Tho city in managing and mitigating plastic waste pollution.

2.2. Sample Collection
2.2.1. Illegal Dumping Sites

The geometry of illegal dumping sites is not specific. However, for the purpose of
volume estimation, they are hypothesized as rectangular prisms. Based on this, the length
(L) is defined as the longest side, the width (W) as the widest point across, and the height
(H) as the peak height of the waste pile. The volume (V) of the dump is calculated using the
formula V = L × W × H (in cubic meters). Additionally, brief interviews were conducted
with nearby residents to gather information about the frequency and schedule of clean-up
efforts at these sites.

2.2.2. Barriers

The barriers, constructed from steel and with a mesh size of 5 cm, are detailed in
Figure 2. The Xuan Khanh barrier has a length of 22 m (Figure 3a), and the Xang Thoi
barrier measures 25 m in length (Figure 3b). Plastic waste accumulation at these barriers is
collected over a two-day period (14–15 January 2021) using rackets and is subsequently
stored in nylon bags. The collected plastic waste is then dried to a constant weight at 85 ◦C
(using a Memmert UN110 oven, Germany, with an accuracy of ±0.5 ◦C) before proceeding
with counting, weighing, and classification.

Figure 3. (a) The Xuan Khanh barrier and (b) Xang Thoi barrier.
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2.2.3. Bridge-Foot Waste Collection

Plastic waste accumulation at the bases of bridges was sampled from a randomly
selected area of 15 m2 (3 m × 5 m). The collected plastic waste was dried to a constant
weight at 85 ◦C (using a Memmert UN110 oven, Germany, with an accuracy of ±0.5 ◦C).
This process precedes sorting, counting, and weighing, which are conducted at the Solid
Waste Treatment Laboratory of the Faculty of Natural Resources and Environment, Can
Tho University.

2.2.4. Hau River Waste Collection

To assess plastic pollution in the Hau River, a net with dimensions of 8 m × 9 m (width
× height, with a mesh hole size of 1 cm2) was used. This net is strategically placed on a boat
near the junction where the Can Tho River discharges into the Hau River, approximately
500 m upstream from the Can Tho Bridge on the Mekong River (Figure 4). The Hau River
has a total length of 65 km and an average width of about 1.6 km [13]. The average flow
speed in this section of the river ranges from 0.60 to 0.80 m/s, with maximum speeds
reaching up to 1.25 m/s [28]. The net is positioned perpendicular to and against the river
flow, ensuring it remains submerged by more than 4 m.

Figure 4. Sampling plastic waste on Hau River: (a) sampling location, (b) sample collection net,
(c) sample classification, and (d) seize plastic samples.

Sampling was conducted from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. over two consecutive days
(18–19 January 2021). Approximately every two hours, the net was retrieved, and the
collected plastic waste was transported to the solid waste treatment laboratory, Faculty of
Environment and Natural Resources at Can Tho University. Here, the waste was dried at
85 ◦C (Memmert UN110 oven, Germany, ±0.5 ◦C) to stabilize its weight before undergoing
counting, weighing, and sorting. The classification of plastic types adheres to the consum-
able materials guidelines set by the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP),
2018 [4]. This systematic approach to sample collection from both terrestrial and aquatic
sources provides comprehensive data on plastic waste distribution and characteristics in
the Can Tho region.
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Waste Leaking into the Land Environment at Illegal Dumping Sites

A survey was conducted to assess the waste leakage at illegal dumping sites located
in various areas, including urban residential areas, riverside residential areas, suburban
riverside areas, and rural regions, as illustrated in Figure 5. The survey results indicated a
significant variation in the volume of waste at these illegal dumping sites, ranging from
1.65 m3 to 7.60 m3. Specifically, in urban residential areas, the volume of waste at illegal
dumping sites varied considerably, with a range from 6.30 m3 in the Hung Phu 2 residential
area to 7.60 m3 in the Hung Phu 1 residential area of Cai Rang district. The average volume
in these urban areas was calculated to be 6.95 m3. These findings highlight the substantial
issue of waste leakage into the land environment within residential areas. Additionally, in
the suburban riverside area of Cai Rang district, notably at embankment 586, the volume
of waste at an illegal dumping site was recorded at 1.66 m3, whereas in the Thanh Hoa
area, it reached 5.04 m3, averaging 3.35 m3 across these sites. Considering that Can Tho city
achieves a 98% collection rate from urban solid waste and, specifically, Cai Rang district
has a collection rate of only 65% [29], it is evident that a portion of the waste does not enter
the formal collection system and instead leaks into the land environment, accumulating
over time.

 
Figure 5. Volume of illegal dumping sites. 
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Figure 5. Volume of illegal dumping sites.

In the riverside residential areas of Tam Vu (areas 1 and 2) in Ninh Kieu district, the
volume of waste at illegal dumping sites was found to range from 3.91 m3 to 6.22 m3,
averaging 5.06 m3. Despite Ninh Kieu district boasting the highest domestic solid waste
collection rate at 98.5%, the rate of waste classification at the source is only 80% [29]. This
discrepancy highlights a significant issue that a considerable amount of waste still escapes
into the land environment, particularly along riverbanks, where it is at high risk of entering
the water environment. In rural areas, the volume of illegal landfills ranges from 1.65 m3

in the My Khanh area of Phong Dien district to 2.59 m3 in the An Binh area of Binh Thuy
district, with an average volume of 2.12 m3. Notably, Binh Thuy district reports only
a 41% rate of household waste classification at the source. There are also issues with
indiscriminate and unsanitary waste disposal on roads, public works, and construction
sites. Furthermore, the habit of directly discarding garbage into canals and rivers persists
among local residents [29].

The results indicate that waste leakage into the land environment is considerably
high, with illegal dumping sites ranging in volume from 1.65 m3 to 7.6 m3. These sites
contribute to the accumulation of waste in aquatic environments, as debris is often washed
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from land into various water systems. These illegal dumping sites, resulting from human
activities, are not part of the formal waste collection system. The frequency with which
these sites is cleaned varies significantly across different locations (Figure 6a,b). For instance,
Figure 6a shows that only 12.5% of sites are cleaned within 3 days, a rate similar to those
cleaned after 14 and 30 days. In contrast, cleaning after 7 days occurs at twice this rate
(25%). Notably, 37.5% of these sites are not cleaned regularly. This irregularity in waste
management highlights the importance of effective management at the source. Even when
these sites are cleaned, the process can be prolonged, with the fastest cleanup taking 3 days
and the slowest 30 days. During this time, waste can further decompose, accumulate, or
spread. The diverse origins of land-based waste emissions complicate the responsibility
for cleanup. A survey of households near these illegal dumping sites revealed that 37.5%
reported that no one cleans these sites. However, cleanup efforts are still undertaken by
local government (12.5%), villagers (12.5%), and others (37.5%) (Figure 6b). These findings
underscore that waste leakage into the land environment is significant, particularly at the
points of emission, and that it persists in the environment for extended periods without
effective cleanup measures.

Figure 6. Status of illegal landfill cleaning: (a) frequency of cleanup, (b) who cleaned up.

3.2. Garbage Accumulates at the Barrier

After two days of collecting floating trash at the Xuan Khanh and Xang Thoi barriers,
as depicted in Figure 7, significant findings were observed. The majority of the floating
debris at these barriers consisted of plastic items, including plastic bottles, cups, and
foam takeout containers. The presence of these items was consistent over the two days of
sample collection.

At the Xuan Khanh barrier, the total weight of floating waste collected amounted
to 1845 g on the first day and 1660 g on the second day. In addition to plastic, other
types of floating waste, such as glass and metal, were also found. Despite their higher
density, these materials floated due to features like sealed glass bottles and metal cans. The
statistical results covering two days showed that the plastic component ranged from 89.97%
to 93.37%, with an average of 91.67%. Although the number of hard plastics is smaller than
others in total plastic waste, they have the largest volume, including sandals and baskets.
Meanwhile, take out/away containers (foam) are available in large quantities, but they
have a low density, so their collected volume is smaller than that of hard plastic, but more
than those of plastic bottles, plastic cups, and other plastic bags.

At the Xang Thoi barrier, the total waste collected was 2640 g on the first day, with
plastic constituting 540 g (20.45%). On the second day, the total collection was 850 g, with
plastic accounting for 760 g (89.41%). The first day saw a higher volume of entangled
trash, largely due to the significant weight of a glass bottle (1500 g), resulting in a lower
percentage of plastic. On the second day, the proportion of plastic was higher, at 89.41%.
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Foam takeout containers were more prevalent in quantity and volume compared to other
plastic items at both barriers.

Figure 7. Garbage accumulation at the barrier.

The results indicated that the floating plastic waste was more entangled in the Xuan
Khanh barrier compared to the Xang Thoi barrier, despite the fact that the former is
smaller (Figure 8). This can be attributed to the Xuan Khanh barrier’s proximity to the Can
Tho River and a nearby market. Additionally, the entanglement of plastic in barriers is
influenced by various factors, including water currents, objects like water hyacinths, wind,
and river activities. The findings highlight the significant presence of various types of
plastic waste in the river, with foam takeout containers posing a particular concern due to
their abundance, fragility, and potential to pollute the water environment. The classification
of plastic types at the Xuan Khanh and Xang Thoi barriers is detailed in Figure 9.

Figure 8. (a) Total amount of plastic waste at Xuan Khanh barrier and (b) Xang Thoi barrier.

On the first day of the sample collection at the Xuan Khanh barrier, the composition of
the collected plastics varied significantly. High-density polyethylene (HDPE) was the most
prevalent, constituting 34.48% of the total. This was followed by a category labeled as “other
plastics,” which made up 27.59%. Polystyrene (PS) was the third most common, accounting
for 20.69% of the plastics. The remaining plastics included polyethylene terephthalate
(PETE), at 11.49%, and polypropylene (PP), at 5.75%. Notably, low-density p(LDPE) was
absent in the samples collected on this day. On the second day, the distribution of plastic
types changed. ‘Other plastics’ emerged as the most abundant category, representing
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49.24% of the collected materials. This was followed by HDPE, comprising 24.17% of the
plastics. Furthermore, PS accounted for 14.50%, which was double the amount of PETE
plastic, at 7.25%. The PP and LDPE plastics were also present, but in smaller quantities,
accounting for 2.40% of the total.

Figure 9. (a,b) Proportion of types of plastic at Xuan Khanh barrier on day 1 and day 2 and (c,d) Xang
Thoi barrier on day 1 and day 2.

At the Xang Thoi barrier, the composition of plastics varied notably over the two-day
sampling period. On the first day, the category of “other plastics” comprised the largest
portion of the collected material, accounting for 52.63%. However, this category was not
present in the samples collected on the second day. In contrast, low-density polyethylene
(LDPE) was the predominant plastic type on the second day, making up 51.76% of the
plastics, but it was not detected on the first day. Polystyrene (PS) consistently ranked as
the second most abundant type on both days, ranging between 21.18% and 31.58%. The
proportion of polyethylene terephthalate (PETE) resin remained relatively stable during
the two days, fluctuating between 11.76% and 12.28%. Polypropylene (PP) also maintained
a lower percentage in the overall composition, varying from 3.51% to 9.41%. Interestingly,
high-density polyethylene (HDPE) was not found in the samples from the Xang Thoi barrier
on either day of observation.

These findings indicate that the composition of plastics at the barriers is subject to
significant daily fluctuations. At the Xang Thoi barrier, “other plastics” and PS were the
most prevalent on average. Meanwhile, at the Xuan Khanh barrier, the categories of “other
plastics” and HDPE were found to have the highest average content. This variation in plastic
types highlights the dynamic nature of plastic pollution at these sites and underscores the
need for adaptable and comprehensive waste management strategies.

3.3. Garbage Deposited at the Foot of the Bridge

In this study, we also investigated the accumulation of waste, particularly plastics,
deposited at the bases of bridges, as depicted in Figure 10. The figure illustrates the diversity
of waste deposited at the bridge bases, with a predominant presence of plastic waste. At
Hung Loi bridge, the entire collection of waste (totaling 37 pieces) from an area measuring
15 m2 was composed of various plastics. The most common type was “other plastic
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materials” (seven pieces), followed by plastic beverage bottles (six pieces), and takeout
plastic containers (five pieces). There were equal quantities (four pieces each) of food
wrappers, foam takeout containers, and bottle caps and lids. Additionally, the collection
included straws/stirrers (three pieces), plastic cups and plates, and other plastic/foam
packaging (two pieces each).

Figure 10. Garbage accumulates at the foot of the bridge.

At Ninh Kieu bridge, the deposited plastic waste constituted 87.95% of the total debris
(73 out of 83 pieces) in a similarly sized area of 15 m2. The most numerous items were
plastic takeout containers (24 pieces), followed by food wrappers (nine pieces) and fishing
line (eight pieces). Other items included plastic beverage bottles (six pieces), bottle caps,
lids, straws, and stirrers (five pieces each). There were also four pieces each of foam takeout
containers, plastic utensils (forks, knives, and spoons), and other plastic or foam packaging.
Plastic cups and plates accounted for three pieces, while “other plastic materials” were
found in one piece. Notably, electronic waste (e-waste) was also present, amounting to
10 pieces at the base of Hung Loi bridge.

The survey of waste accumulation extended to the Con Khuong bridge, where the
same area (15 m2) as the previous bridges was examined. At this location, a total of 67 pieces
of debris were identified, with 66 pieces (98.51%) being plastic. The most abundant items
were takeout plastic containers, straws/stirrers, and other plastic materials, each category
comprising nine pieces. This was followed by eight pieces of foam takeout containers
and six pieces each of food wrappers, bottle caps and lids, and plastic beverage bottles.
Additionally, there were four pieces each of plastic utensils (forks, knives, and spoons) and
other plastic or foam packaging. The lesser quantities included one piece each of plastic
cups and plates and appliances, and two pieces of fishing line and rope.

Figure 11 presents the volume of garbage deposited under the bridge. E-waste was
found to have the largest volume among all the types, totaling 911.05 g at the Ninh Kieu
bridge, consisting of 10 pieces. Appliances followed in volume, with the largest single item
weighing 460.15 g, found at the Con Khuong bridge. This item ranked second in volume
after e-waste across the three bridges surveyed. In third place was “other plastic material,”
comprising six pieces totaling 216.14 g, with the largest volume of this category found at
the Hung Loi bridge.
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Figure 11. The volume of garbage accumulates at the foot of the bridge.

The density of various items found under the bridges significantly influenced their
mass, despite variations in quantity. For example, at the Ninh Kieu bridge, the collected
e-waste comprised 10 pieces but had the highest total mass, of 911.05 g. In comparison,
takeout plastic containers, totaling 24 pieces, were 2.4 times more numerous than the
e-waste but had a total mass that was approximately 4.4 times smaller. Additionally,
a single piece of “other plastic material” weighed 315.23 g, which, although lower in
number compared to the 23 pieces of takeout plastic containers, was 1.5 times heavier. A
similar trend was observed at the Con Khuong bridge. A single appliance item, although
significantly less in quantity than the takeout plastic containers (nine pieces), foam takeout
containers (eight pieces), and straws/stirrers (nine pieces), had a mass that was 7.2 times,
18.4 times, and 62.9 times heavier than those respective items.

Figure 12a illustrates the proportions of different types of plastic, based on the number
of pieces found per unit area of 15 m2. At the Con Khuong bridge, all seven identified types
of plastic were present. Polystyrene (PS) plastic was the most prevalent, accounting for
37.88%, followed by polypropylene (PP) at 24.24%, and high-density polyethylene (HDPE)
at 13.6%. Low-density polyethylene (LDPE) and polyethylene terephthalate (PETE) each
constituted 9.09%, while polyvinyl chloride (PVC) and other plastics together accounted
for 3.03%. At the Ninh Kieu bridge, PP plastic was predominant, representing 43.84% of the
total number of pieces, followed by PS plastic, at 23.29%. Notably, PVC plastic, particularly
in fishing lines, comprised 10.96% of the total. Similarly, at the Hung Loi bridge, PP plastic
was the most abundant (29.73%), followed by PS plastic (24.32%). The LDPE, PETE, and
HDPE plastics accounted for 10.81%, 16.22%, and 18.92%, respectively.

Figure 12b presents the proportions of various plastic types based on their weight
per item. The data reveal that high-density polyethylene (HDPE) plastic constituted the
highest percentage of weight at the Con Khuong bridge, accounting for 50.7%. This
percentage ranged from 30.81% at the Ninh Kieu bridge to 35.06% at the Hung Loi bridge.
Polypropylene (PP) plastic followed, with its proportion varying between 16.21% and
2.88%. Polystyrene (PS) plastic was the third most significant component, representing
12.11% to 23.87% of the plastic weight.

These results suggest that within the same area, the extent of the waste pollution
deposited under bridges is more influenced by the quantity of waste items rather than their
volume. Essentially, the number of waste pieces is a more accurate indicator of the density
of the pollution covering the surveyed area, as opposed to the total volume of waste. This



Water 2024, 16, 951 14 of 20

distinction is important for understanding the impact and distribution of waste in these
environments, emphasizing the need for waste management strategies that address both
the volume and the quantity of debris.

Figure 12. Proportion of types of plastic deposition at the foot of the bridge: (a) by quantity and
(b) by volume.

3.4. Waste Accumulation on the Hau River

In this study, we investigated the accumulation of plastic waste in the aquatic environ-
ment of the Hau River, as depicted in Figure 13. The total weight of the waste collected
on the first day was 1160 g, increasing to 1470 g on the second day. Over the two-day
monitoring period, a substantial quantity of items such as plastic bags, cups, grocery bags,
and other plastic types was observed (Figure 13a). These items probably originated from
direct discharge into the river or from their accumulation on land, before their subsequently
washing into the aquatic environment. Figure 13a illustrates the diversity of the plastic
items found in the Hau River. Plastic bags were the most prevalent on both days, with an
average weight of approximately 710 g, accounting for 53.99% of the total. Plastic cups
followed, with an average weight of 185 g (14.07%), and plastic grocery bags averaged 135 g
(10.27%). Additionally, a significant volume of other plastic items was detected, totaling
230 g and representing 17.49% of the collected waste. The remaining 3.42% comprised foam
takeout containers (3.04%) and foam cups and plates (0.38%). Metal components were also
present, accounting for 0.76% of the total waste.

From Figure 13b, the chemical composition analysis of the plastics accumulated in
the Hau River over the two-day monitoring period reveals a predominance of low-density
polyethylene (LDPE) plastic, ranging from 59.18% to 71.93%. Polypropylene (PP) plastic
comprised between 12.24% and 16.67%, while the proportion of other types of plastics
varied from 7.02% to 25.85%. Notably, polystyrene (PS) plastic accounted for 2.72% to 4.39%
of the total. High-density polyethylene (HDPE) and polyethylene terephthalate (PETE)
plastics were not detected on either day of monitoring. These findings indicate that the
most abundant type of plastic waste in the Hau River is LDPE, primarily in the form of
plastic bags and PP plastic, which was mainly found in plastic cups (Figure 14).

In summary, we observed that in aquatic environments, a variety of trash types
accumulate at barriers, predominantly consisting of floating plastics with low density.
Among these, PS plastic items, mainly foam takeout containers, tend to fragment under
external influences, losing their original shape and forming smaller, amorphous pieces.
Conversely, the accumulation of litter under bridges suggests that the extent of plastic
pollution is related more to the quantity of items rather than to their volume. A significant
number of items were found to be LDPE plastics, corresponding to takeout containers. In
the river, LDPE and PP plastics were mainly found in plastic bags. It is estimated that the
waste in the Mekong River passing through Can Tho city, including areas like the Cai Rang
floating market and Con Son Island, amounts to approximately 300–400 tons per year [30].
This comprehensive analysis underscores the diverse nature of plastic pollution in riverine
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environments and the importance of targeted waste management strategies to address this
issue.

Figure 13. Plastic accumulation on the Hau River: (a) volume of all types of waste and (b) type
of plastic.

Figure 14. Total types of plastic waste accumulated in Hau river.

3.5. Proposed Solutions to Limit Plastic Waste

The research findings on the leakage and accumulation of plastic waste in terrestrial
and aquatic environments reveal a diverse array of plastic items persisting in the environ-
ment. These items encompass nearly all seven non-degradable plastic types: PETE, HDPE,
PVC, LDPE, PS, PP, and other plastics. Notably, some of these plastics, like PETE and HDPE,
are fully recyclable, while others, such as PVC and LDPE, are recyclable under specific
conditions. However, PS, PP, and other plastics present significant recycling challenges, as
indicated in Table 2. According to Figure 15, fully recyclable plastics, such as PETE, account
for approximately 10.70% to 13.79%, and HDPE ranges from 14.66% to 38.87%. Plastics
like LDPE and PVC, which are recyclable under certain conditions, range from 13.55% to
65.56% and about 0.2%, respectively. The remaining categories, including non-recyclable
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plastics like PP (5.27% to 21.8%), PS (3.55% to 21.99%), and other plastics (0.68% to 33.84%),
pose greater challenges.

Table 2. Types of plastic that can be recycled (source: [31]).

Symbol Abbreviation Polymer Name Uses Repurposed to Make Recyclable
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The overall average of fully recyclable plastics (PETE and HDPE) at all the surveyed
sites was found to be 39.01% [31]. Furthermore, LDPE and PVC, commonly used in
plastic and grocery bags, are also recyclable, averaging 43.93%, although they require
specific conditions, as outlined by Mertes (2017) [31]. Consequently, the total proportion of
recyclable plastics could be as high as 82.84%. A World Bank report (2019) indicates that
Vietnam recycles about 33% of its plastic waste, with PETE packaging achieving the highest
recycling collection rate among plastic types [32]. The Global Plastic Action Partnership
(2022) reported that approximately 10% to 15% of Vietnam’s plastic waste is collected for
recycling [33]. The recycling of plastic waste has garnered attention globally. For instance,
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the recycling rate of PETE beverage bottles in California is 74%, which is significantly
higher than the US average [34].

Figure 15. Ratio of recyclable plastic and non-recyclable plastic.

In Vietnam, innovative recycling efforts have been made with LDPE plastics, which
are commonly derived from plastic bags. One notable example is the recycling of LDPE
to produce a “plastic stone,” an alternative to traditional green stone, which is used in
construction projects. This process has been copyrighted under Nguyen Dinh Duong (No.
2927/2012/QTG) [35]. Furthermore, research is being conducted on utilizing LDPE in the
production of hot asphalt concrete in the laboratory [36]. Studies are also exploring the use
of plastic waste as an additive to enhance the mechanical properties of asphalt concrete [37]
and investigating the impact of waste nylon on the elastic modulus of asphalt concrete [38].
Additionally, PETE waste plastic is utilized in hot asphalt mixtures in Ho Chi Minh City,
with the aim of improving the properties of the mix and the overall quality of asphalt
pavements [39,40].

The study’s findings on plastic waste management in Vietnam reveal a complex
landscape, necessitating multifaceted strategies to address the challenges effectively. Firstly,
there is a critical need to enhance recycling infrastructure. Investment in and the upgrading
of recycling facilities are essential, specifically for plastics that are currently very challenging
to recycle. This step is pivotal in broadening the scope of recyclable materials and enhancing
the efficiency of the recycling process. Moreover, public awareness and education also
play a critical role in the success of recycling programs. Educating the public about
the importance of recycling and proper waste segregation can significantly increase the
collection rate of recyclable waste. This approach is fundamental in ensuring the efficacy
of recycling efforts from the grassroots level. Another key area is innovative repurposing,
where encouraging research and development in the repurposing of plastic waste can
open avenues for novel uses, especially for plastics that are not traditionally recyclable.
The ongoing initiatives with LDPE and PETE plastics serve as exemplary models in this
context. The implementation of effective policies and regulations is also vital. These must
aim to incentivize recycling activities while imposing penalties for the improper disposal
of plastic waste. Such policy measures will significantly boost recycling rates and ensure
compliance with environmental standards. In addition, collaboration and partnerships
form the basis of innovation in recycling technologies and strategies. The building of robust
partnerships between the government, private sector, and research institutions is critical
for advancing innovation and developing sustainable solutions in waste management.
Targeted interventions for high-impact plastics, particularly those constituting a larger
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portion of the waste stream, like LDPE in plastic bags, is also essential. Focusing on such
materials will yield substantial benefits in reducing environmental pollution and managing
waste more effectively.

Despite these strategies, the study features certain limitations and gap areas. For
instance, the lack of comprehensive data on the lifecycle of all the plastic types in the study
area limits the ability to suggest tailor-made solutions effectively. Furthermore, the study’s
geographic focus on Can Tho city does not fully encapsulate the diverse waste management
practices across different regions of Vietnam. Future research shall aim to address these
limitations by encompassing a broader geographic scope and delving deeper into the
lifecycle analysis of different plastics. Studies exploring the long-term environmental effects
of various waste management strategies would also be very valuable. Additionally, research
into emerging recycling technologies and innovative waste-to-resource methods would
further advance the field. The task of managing plastic waste in the study area currently has
significant challenges but also offers considerable opportunities for meaningful solutions.
Through a combination of improved recycling processes, innovative repurposing methods,
public education, policy support, and strategic partnerships, it is practical to significantly
mitigate the environmental impact of plastic waste. These efforts, coupled with targeted
research and development, are key to advancing sustainable waste management practices
in Vietnam and other developing regions of the world.

4. Conclusions

This study analyses the plastic waste leakage and accumulation in Can Tho city, Viet-
nam, providing crucial insights into their environmental impact and potential mitigation
strategies. Notably, the leakage of waste into terrestrial environments, particularly at emis-
sion points, is a significant concern. This waste remains in the environment for extended
periods, often without effective clean-up measures, indicating a need for enhanced waste
management practices in these areas. In the aquatic environments in the study area, the
accumulation of plastic waste at barriers, bridge bases, and within rivers was observed.
The study found a high occurrence of single-use plastic items, stressing the urgent need
to address this source of pollution. Notably, the study showed that the level of pollution
in these environments depends more on the quantity of waste items than their mass per
unit area. This finding suggests that interventions targeting the reduction in the number
of disposable plastics could be particularly effective. The diversity of the plastic types
found in these environments was also noteworthy. Seven different types of plastic were
identified, each originating in various sources of waste accumulation or settlement. This
diversity presents both challenges and opportunities in recycling and waste management.
Importantly, the results of this study underscore the potential of recycling plastic waste
into new products. This approach is deemed to extend the lifecycle of the products, as well
as reducing the generation of plastic waste. It will also minimize the environmental impact
and aligns with the principles of the circular economy. The possibility of using plastic
waste to create recycled products represents a sustainable solution that could significantly
contribute to environmental protection and waste management efficiency. The findings
from this research emphasize the need for comprehensive strategies to manage plastic
waste in Can Tho city. These strategies should include enhancing waste collection and
recycling infrastructure, promoting public awareness and education, and implementing
policies that encourage the reduction in and recycling of plastics. Furthermore, innovative
recycling initiatives, as observed in the study, can offer promising avenues for transform-
ing plastic waste into valuable resources, thereby contributing to a more sustainable and
circular economy.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization: N.T.T., P.V.T., T.V.T., P.K. and G.M. Methodology: N.T.T.,
P.V.T. and T.V.T. Formal Analysis: N.T.T., P.V.T. and K.L. Sample collection and analysis: K.L., D.V.D.,
N.T.T., P.V.T. and T.V.T. Resources: K.L. and D.V.D. Writing—original draft preparation: N.T.T., P.V.T.,
P.K., G.M. and T.V.T. Writing—review and editing: H.V.T.M., D.V.D., K.L., P.K., F.A.T. and G.M. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.



Water 2024, 16, 951 19 of 20

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study is available from the corresponding
author upon reasonable request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Blettler, M.C.M.; Abrial, E.; Khan, F.R.; Sivri, N.; Espinola, L.A. Freshwater plastic pollution: Recognizing research biases and

identifying knowledge gaps. Water Res. 2018, 143, 416–424. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Geyer, R.; Jambeck, J.R.; Law, K.L. Production, use, and fate of all plastics ever made. Sci. Adv. 2017, 3, e1700782. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
3. Jambeck, J.R.; Geyer, R.; Wilcox, C.; Siegler, T.R.; Perryman, M.; Andrady, A.; Narayan, R.; Law, K.L. Plastic waste inputs from

land into the ocean. Science 2015, 347, 768–771. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. UNEP. Single-Use Plastics: A Roadmap for Sustainability. 2018. Available online: https://www.unep.org/ietc/resources/

publication/single-use-plastics-roadmap-sustainability (accessed on 11 November 2023).
5. Conchubhair, D.O.; Fitzhenry, D.; Lusher, A.; Andrew, L.; van Emmerik, T.; Lebreton, L.; Cicaurte-Villota, C.; Espinosa LRourke,

E.O. Joint effort among research infrastructures to quantify the impact of plastic debris in the ocean. Environ. Res. Lett. 2019, 14.
[CrossRef]

6. Thompson, R.C.; Barnes, D.K.A.; Galgani, F.; Barlaz, M. Accumulation and fragmentation of plastic debris in global environments.
Phil. Trans. R. Soc. B 2009, 364, 1985–1998.

7. Barboza, L.G.A.; Vethaak, A.D.; Lavorante, B.R.B.O.; Lundebye, A.K.; Guilhermino, L. Marine microplastic debris: An emerging
issue for food security, food safety and human health. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 2018, 133, 336–348. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Schwabl, P.; Köppel, S.; Königshofer, P.; Bucsics, T.; Trauner, M.; Reiberger, T.; Liebmann, B. Detection of various microplastics in
human stool: A prospective case series. Ann. Intern. Med. 2019, 171, 453–457. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment: Plastic Waste Management in Viet Nam. 2019. Available online: https:
//www.env.go.jp/en/recycle/asian_net/Annual_Workshops/2019_PDF.pdf (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

10. Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment. National Environmental Status Report in 2019. 2019. Available online:
http://dwrm.gov.vn/uploads/news/2020_11/bao-cao-hien-trang-moi-truong-2019.pdf (accessed on 11 November 2023).
(In Vietnamese)

11. IUCN and ISPONRE. Microplastic Pollution: A Case Study in Vietnam and International Experience. 2021. Available online:
https://www.iucn.org/sites/default/files/content/documents/2021/final_-_ban_tin_so_2_iucn_17.3.2021.pdf (accessed on 11
November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

12. Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment. Can Tho City—Basically Handles Household Waste. 2019. Available on-
line: https://monre.gov.vn/Pages/tp.-can-tho-co-ban-xu-ly-duoc-rac-thai-sinh-hoat.aspx (accessed on 11 November 2023).
(In Vietnamese)

13. Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment. Natural Conditions and Natural Resources of Can Tho City. 2020. Available
online: https://www.monre.gov.vn/Pages/dieu-kien-tu-nhien-va-tai-nguyen-thien-nhien-thanh-pho-can-tho.aspx (accessed
on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

14. People’s Committee of Can Tho City. Plan to Implement the National Strategy on Integrated Solid Waste Management
until 2025, with a Vision to 2050 in Can Tho City. No. 66/KH-UBND dated April 3, 2019. 2019. Available online:
https://caselaw.vn/van-ban-phap-luat/337310-ke-hoach-so-66-kh-ubnd-ngay-03-04-2019-thuc-hien-chien-luoc-quoc-gia-
ve-quan-ly-tong-hop-chat-thai-ran-den-nam-2025-tam-nhin-den-nam-2050-tren-dia-ban-thanh-pho-can-tho (accessed on 11
November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

15. Hung, L. Can Tho—Will Bring the “Anti-Plastic Waste” Movement into Depth and Substance. 2020. Available online: https:
//baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/can-tho-se-dua-phong-trao-chong-rac-thai-nhua-di-vao-chieu-sau-thuc-chat-302195.html (ac-
cessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

16. Linh, P.; Si, V. Garbage Is Stagnant and Scattered in the Center of Can Tho City. 2022. Available online: https://laodong.vn/photo/
rac-thai-un-u-vuong-vai-o-ngay-trung-tam-thanh-pho-can-tho-1059870.ldo (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

17. Hung, L.; Environmental Protection in the City. Can Poetry: Changing People’s Awareness and Habits. 2022. Available
online: https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/bao-ve-moi-truong-o-tp-can-tho-thay-doi-nhan-thuc-thoi-quen-cua-nguoi-dan-
336711.html (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

18. Hung, L. Can Tho Carries out the Movement “Anti-Plastic Waste”: A Regular and Long-Term Task. 2023. Available on-
line: https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/can-tho-thuc-hien-phong-trao-chong-rac-thai-nhua-nhiem-vu-thuong-xuyen-va-
lau-dai-362874.html (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

19. Baldwin, A.K.; Corsi, S.R.; Mason, S.A. Plastic debris in 29 great lakes tributaries: Relations to watershed attributes and hydrology.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 2016, 50, 10377–10385. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Horton, A.A.; Walton, A.; Spurgeon, D.J.; Lahive, E.; Svendsen, C. Microplastics in freshwater and terrestrial environments:
Evaluating the current understanding to identify the knowledge gaps and future research priorities. Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 586,
127–141. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.06.015
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29986250
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1700782
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28776036
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1260352
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25678662
https://www.unep.org/ietc/resources/publication/single-use-plastics-roadmap-sustainability
https://www.unep.org/ietc/resources/publication/single-use-plastics-roadmap-sustainability
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab17ed
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.05.047
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30041323
https://doi.org/10.7326/M19-0618
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31476765
https://www.env.go.jp/en/recycle/asian_net/Annual_Workshops/2019_PDF.pdf
https://www.env.go.jp/en/recycle/asian_net/Annual_Workshops/2019_PDF.pdf
http://dwrm.gov.vn/uploads/news/2020_11/bao-cao-hien-trang-moi-truong-2019.pdf
https://www.iucn.org/sites/default/files/content/documents/2021/final_-_ban_tin_so_2_iucn_17.3.2021.pdf
https://monre.gov.vn/Pages/tp.-can-tho-co-ban-xu-ly-duoc-rac-thai-sinh-hoat.aspx
https://www.monre.gov.vn/Pages/dieu-kien-tu-nhien-va-tai-nguyen-thien-nhien-thanh-pho-can-tho.aspx
https://caselaw.vn/van-ban-phap-luat/337310-ke-hoach-so-66-kh-ubnd-ngay-03-04-2019-thuc-hien-chien-luoc-quoc-gia-ve-quan-ly-tong-hop-chat-thai-ran-den-nam-2025-tam-nhin-den-nam-2050-tren-dia-ban-thanh-pho-can-tho
https://caselaw.vn/van-ban-phap-luat/337310-ke-hoach-so-66-kh-ubnd-ngay-03-04-2019-thuc-hien-chien-luoc-quoc-gia-ve-quan-ly-tong-hop-chat-thai-ran-den-nam-2025-tam-nhin-den-nam-2050-tren-dia-ban-thanh-pho-can-tho
https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/can-tho-se-dua-phong-trao-chong-rac-thai-nhua-di-vao-chieu-sau-thuc-chat-302195.html
https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/can-tho-se-dua-phong-trao-chong-rac-thai-nhua-di-vao-chieu-sau-thuc-chat-302195.html
https://laodong.vn/photo/rac-thai-un-u-vuong-vai-o-ngay-trung-tam-thanh-pho-can-tho-1059870.ldo
https://laodong.vn/photo/rac-thai-un-u-vuong-vai-o-ngay-trung-tam-thanh-pho-can-tho-1059870.ldo
https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/bao-ve-moi-truong-o-tp-can-tho-thay-doi-nhan-thuc-thoi-quen-cua-nguoi-dan-336711.html
https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/bao-ve-moi-truong-o-tp-can-tho-thay-doi-nhan-thuc-thoi-quen-cua-nguoi-dan-336711.html
https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/can-tho-thuc-hien-phong-trao-chong-rac-thai-nhua-nhiem-vu-thuong-xuyen-va-lau-dai-362874.html
https://baotainguyenmoitruong.vn/can-tho-thuc-hien-phong-trao-chong-rac-thai-nhua-nhiem-vu-thuong-xuyen-va-lau-dai-362874.html
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b02917
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27627676
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.01.190
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28169032


Water 2024, 16, 951 20 of 20

21. Lebreton, L.C.M.; Van der Zwet, J.; Damsteeg, J.W.; Slat, B.; Andrady, A.; Reisser, J. River plastic emissions to the worldas oceans.
Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 15611. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Lebreton, L.; Andrady, A. Future scenarios of global plastic waste generation and disposal. Palgrave Commun. 2019, 5, 6. [CrossRef]
23. Kukulka, T.; Proskurowski, G.; Morét-Ferguson, S.; Meyer, D.W.; Law, K.L. The effect of wind mixing on the vertical distribution

of buoyant plastic debris. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2012, 39, L07601. [CrossRef]
24. Cózar, A.; Echevarría, F.; González-Gordillo, J.I.; Irigoien, X.; Ubeda, B.; Hernández-León, S.; Palma, A.T.; Navarro, S.; García-

de-Lomas, J.; Ruiz, A.; et al. Plastic debris in the open ocean. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 2014, 111, 10239–10244. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

25. Ryan, P.G. Does size and buoyancy affect the long-distance transport of floating debris? Environ. Res. Lett. 2015, 10, 084019.
[CrossRef]

26. Can Tho Portal. Overview of Can Tho City. 2017. Available online: https://www.cantho.gov.vn/wps/portal/home/gioi-thieu/
chi-tiet/Gioi+thieu+TPCT/Gioi+thieu+chung (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

27. People’s Committee of Can Tho City. Decision 4290, December 23, 2022 Approving the Results of Reviewing Poor and Near-poor
Households in Can Tho City in 2022. 2022. Available online: https://luatvietnam.vn/chinh-sach/quyet-dinh-4290-qd-ubnd-uy-
ban-nhan-dan-tp-can-tho-242006-d2.html (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

28. Tien, N.N.; Thanh, N.T.; Ðang, V.H. Hydrodynamic and environmental characteristics during the dry season in the coastal waters
of Hau River estuary. J. Mar. Sci. Technol. 2015, 15, 235–241. [CrossRef]

29. Hung, L. Can Tho: Urban Solid Waste Collection Reaches 98%. 2021. Available online: https://www.monre.gov.vn/Pages/can-
tho-thu-gom-chat-thai-ran-do-thi-dat-98.aspx (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

30. Xuan, T. Launching the Project “For the Mekong River without Trash” in Can Tho City. 2022. Available online:
https://www.cantho.gov.vn/wps/portal/home/Trang-chu/chi-tiet/thongtinhoatdong/thong+tin+hoat+dong+cua+so+
nganh/vi+me+kong+khong+rac (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

31. Mertes, A. Types of Plastic and Their Recylce Codes. 2017. Available online: https://www.qualitylogoproducts.com/promo-
university/different-types-of-plastic.htm (accessed on 11 November 2023).

32. World Bank. Market Research Executive Summary for Vietnam: Opportunities and Barriers for Plastic Circularity. 2019. Available
online: https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/36313/Executive-Summary-VT.pdf (accessed on 11
November 2023).

33. The Global Plastic Action Partnership. Viet Nam Reshaping the Plastics Sector to Deliver a More Sustainable Marine Economy by
2030. 2022. Available online: https://globalplasticaction.org/countries/vietnam/ (accessed on 11 November 2023).

34. Kang, D.H.; Auras, R.; Singh, J. Life cycle assessment of non-alcoholic single-serve polyethylene terephthalate beverage bottles in
the state of California. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 2017, 116, 45–52. [CrossRef]

35. Ministry of Culture, Sports and Tourism. Use Plastic Waste to Produce Plastic Stones to Replace Green Stones and Pour Concrete
for Construction Projects. Copyright Office No. 2927/2012/QTG. 2012. Available online: https://ximang.vn/khoa-hoc-cong-
nghe/nghien-cuu-thu-nghiem/tai-che-rac-thai-nhua-nilon-de-san-xuat-da-do-be-tong-9696.htm (accessed on 11 November
2023). (In Vietnamese)

36. Quan, N.H.; Phuc, N.Q.; Chieu, L.X.; Thanh, N.H. Research on the Influence of LDPE Waste Additive Content on
Some Mechanical Properties of Hot Asphalt Concrete in the Laboratory. Workshop on Structural Solutions and As-
phalt Pavement Technology in Vietnam—2nd Time; University of Transport Technology. 2019. Available online: https:
//tapchigiaothong.vn/nghien-cuu-anh-huong-cua-ham-luong-phu-gia-phe-thai-ldpe-den-mot-so-chi-tieu-co-hoc-cua-be-
tong-nhua-nong-trong-phong-thi-nghiem-18370351.htm (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

37. Quan, N.H. Research on Using Plastic Waste as an Additive to Enhance the Mechanical Properties of Asphalt Concrete. 2019.
Available online: https://quanly.moitruongvadothi.vn/5/13435/San-xuat-hon-hop-be-tong-nhua-voi-phu-gia-tu-phe-thai-
nhua.aspx (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

38. Quan, N.H.; Dung, C.T.; Phuc, N.Q.; Chieu, L.X. Evaluate the influence of waste nylon additives on the elastic modulus of asphalt
concrete. Transport Commun. Sci. J. 2020, 71, 973–983. [CrossRef]

39. Tuan, M.; Huy, V.H.; Application of Waste Plastic (PET) in Hot Asphalt Mixture in Ho Chi Minh City. Transport Mag. 2015.
Available online: https://tapchigiaothong.vn/ung-dung-nhua-phe-thai-pet-trong-hon-hop-be-tong-nhua-nong-o-tp-ho-chi-
minh-18315121.htm (accessed on 11 November 2023). (In Vietnamese)

40. Kumar, P.; Inamura, Y.; Bao, P.N.; Abeynayaka, A.; Dasgupta, R.; Abeynayaka, H.D.L. Microplastics in freshwater environment in
Asia: A systematic scientific review. Water 2022, 14, 1737. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15611
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28589961
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-018-0212-7
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012GL051116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1314705111
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24982135
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/10/8/084019
https://www.cantho.gov.vn/wps/portal/home/gioi-thieu/chi-tiet/Gioi+thieu+TPCT/Gioi+thieu+chung
https://www.cantho.gov.vn/wps/portal/home/gioi-thieu/chi-tiet/Gioi+thieu+TPCT/Gioi+thieu+chung
https://luatvietnam.vn/chinh-sach/quyet-dinh-4290-qd-ubnd-uy-ban-nhan-dan-tp-can-tho-242006-d2.html
https://luatvietnam.vn/chinh-sach/quyet-dinh-4290-qd-ubnd-uy-ban-nhan-dan-tp-can-tho-242006-d2.html
https://doi.org/10.15625/1859-3097/15/3/7218
https://www.monre.gov.vn/Pages/can-tho-thu-gom-chat-thai-ran-do-thi-dat-98.aspx
https://www.monre.gov.vn/Pages/can-tho-thu-gom-chat-thai-ran-do-thi-dat-98.aspx
https://www.cantho.gov.vn/wps/portal/home/Trang-chu/chi-tiet/thongtinhoatdong/thong+tin+hoat+dong+cua+so+nganh/vi+me+kong+khong+rac
https://www.cantho.gov.vn/wps/portal/home/Trang-chu/chi-tiet/thongtinhoatdong/thong+tin+hoat+dong+cua+so+nganh/vi+me+kong+khong+rac
https://www.qualitylogoproducts.com/promo-university/different-types-of-plastic.htm
https://www.qualitylogoproducts.com/promo-university/different-types-of-plastic.htm
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/36313/Executive-Summary-VT.pdf
https://globalplasticaction.org/countries/vietnam/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2016.09.011
https://ximang.vn/khoa-hoc-cong-nghe/nghien-cuu-thu-nghiem/tai-che-rac-thai-nhua-nilon-de-san-xuat-da-do-be-tong-9696.htm
https://ximang.vn/khoa-hoc-cong-nghe/nghien-cuu-thu-nghiem/tai-che-rac-thai-nhua-nilon-de-san-xuat-da-do-be-tong-9696.htm
https://tapchigiaothong.vn/nghien-cuu-anh-huong-cua-ham-luong-phu-gia-phe-thai-ldpe-den-mot-so-chi-tieu-co-hoc-cua-be-tong-nhua-nong-trong-phong-thi-nghiem-18370351.htm
https://tapchigiaothong.vn/nghien-cuu-anh-huong-cua-ham-luong-phu-gia-phe-thai-ldpe-den-mot-so-chi-tieu-co-hoc-cua-be-tong-nhua-nong-trong-phong-thi-nghiem-18370351.htm
https://tapchigiaothong.vn/nghien-cuu-anh-huong-cua-ham-luong-phu-gia-phe-thai-ldpe-den-mot-so-chi-tieu-co-hoc-cua-be-tong-nhua-nong-trong-phong-thi-nghiem-18370351.htm
https://quanly.moitruongvadothi.vn/5/13435/San-xuat-hon-hop-be-tong-nhua-voi-phu-gia-tu-phe-thai-nhua.aspx
https://quanly.moitruongvadothi.vn/5/13435/San-xuat-hon-hop-be-tong-nhua-voi-phu-gia-tu-phe-thai-nhua.aspx
https://doi.org/10.47869/tcsj.71.8.8
https://tapchigiaothong.vn/ung-dung-nhua-phe-thai-pet-trong-hon-hop-be-tong-nhua-nong-o-tp-ho-chi-minh-18315121.htm
https://tapchigiaothong.vn/ung-dung-nhua-phe-thai-pet-trong-hon-hop-be-tong-nhua-nong-o-tp-ho-chi-minh-18315121.htm
https://doi.org/10.3390/w14111737

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Sample Collection 
	Illegal Dumping Sites 
	Barriers 
	Bridge-Foot Waste Collection 
	Hau River Waste Collection 


	Results and Discussion 
	Waste Leaking into the Land Environment at Illegal Dumping Sites 
	Garbage Accumulates at the Barrier 
	Garbage Deposited at the Foot of the Bridge 
	Waste Accumulation on the Hau River 
	Proposed Solutions to Limit Plastic Waste 

	Conclusions 
	References

