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RIS ERRAR ARG, A R E 5 )
11k 21590%, i IERAEFHA 25 7] DA% 101 40% /e A7
AR g, R A R TIRE RS 28
(MRaaE4E, 2019). R E RN A R FEIERAE, HE
KA E R BUE A 1004 M, REEA BT A AR S
E4x10° hm?, &t 8 — AR 258 = A G . 4R
M, HATFEEATS AL AT R AR o HIOkL 1) 45
G T o 7 B RS 1 A L b S B R B
HUEFRIAML 200 N & A= L2 FHAEH, i HAEAE
FE N eI RIS G R A A 2 4 e AR (BRFS, 2005
Knowles, 2007). Ut4h, 405 R &2k AH R, 77
AR 22, A D)t P O AR DR A I R AR ik
1A R L 2K I 70%—90%, LA PRI TE 4 N 5
b B0 A5 14 2R H 2 — kA $30% (Deng et al.,
2016). A 21 i &t P AN AE g B B 24 1 o,
Y 2 REPE AR, RS BRI B AR B T
(Dawkar et al., 2013; Volova et al., 2016; Duhan et
al., 2017).

YRR 2] R LI BLAR1E1-1 000 nmf
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A % (Kah and Hofmann, 2014). fR#%Ostwald-Freund-
lich75 7%, J80/INKLAR BT DA fa MV 14 25 W0 TE 7K H ) 1
AR, T B 4 5ME (MUller and Peters,
1998). KL T HA /NS RBL FHEN A SIS
BN, AT DA 245 AR o I AR E 1, R XS B ITAR E
FIE RS, bR, $em A 25 H] FH % (Lossbroek
and den Ouden, 1988; Yang et al., 2017). KR
)il 2 B X T B 5 27 (Zhao et al., 2018¢). (1) 44
KRLEEANE, BIVE A UB AR R S5 0 K 0 T Bed i
BARTE AR TR R, R BN 58K TG
M. BEER, WRFl. 9KIL. 9eKEF R A
IRGNK AT B . I B 8 A AT EE 4 JRU AT BA il £ 1 IR
2 T (bifenthrin) 2 K 2L A1 B- S &% I (cypermethrin)
gk L7 (Wang et al., 2007; Liu et al., 2011); J#
Z2 B [ BA UL B A ] 4 B 2% (abamectin) 25 14 5. 0 1
71 B - 28 SR Dy i B 3 IO AL T 4 3R oK
F.(Guan et al., 2018); £ (5 [F1BA 53 51 K I b AL
AE A s 5 SR R T e S R %R T (lambdla-
cyhalothrin) 44 >k & 7% 77 F1 & B 2% B i (chlo-
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rantraniliprole) [l {444 K 73§44k (Pan et al., 2015; Cui
et al., 2016). (2) Pk AL, REEGKRT)
W ARG, EIEEAERIR T A BR 2, R
BRBAR TR R . BARPRL 3 ERFE KRR = T4
Bh AR TR A RE TR TN LA
Hl45(Song et al., 2019), JE I 7 VR HIFR 2477 7Y
FEHYOKER, GPERTERYKEE L % (Pereira et al.,
2014; Kumar et al., 2015; Sarkar and Singh, 2017).

IR, PUKR AR R T &2 0k, 24
TR AR 25 40 K TR0 L 1 ) ) R0 A 03 MR VR 7 T, T 4R
KARZGER AR N WS % 3 43 A1 F 50 AH R4
Do T IRAR ZIGUKRL AR AR A B RRS B is AT
BT HHPKREA SEMM BT R, NEmdkat
9K B 2 &R G A0 BT B2 5E 3R B Al (Bombo et
al., 2019). WAk, BT 5k B ERY & ALK AR 245 7]
DL I W aE N NAR, DRI FEAR 25 9 KR FE A
VAR N IR S s 38 A R T8 s FLAR AL 2 A4
YRR, R e E, RGUK AR 2 A
A AF TR S (Valletta et al., 2014; Stamm et
al., 2016). % T, ARSCGRR ZJ7EEY) R 1
W Heiz RAH G o3 M TR AT 4RIk

1 MRRGEEIERRBEE SR
ESE 3

YRR S YA A AR AR 2 2%, HAEED+
MRS 3 FOT AT N2 Z PP R R, R B
THEMMIE . GERRT B SR LUK IR 5% 1 (Rico
etal., 2011),

AN [F AR A S DR L B A M T R TR S A B M
ZS, RGBT N YA RE S BT AN . i,
PP HEYAA SR, B EY A YR R AR
K AL A B P A 4 0 - G0 KR T (1) 3 3 B D UK
(Suetal., 2019). HHB A 7 2 4 M BE 5 A H AR Joit A
R 2 I R M B R 8 7K 2 &5 M ——3IL I HF (casparian
strip). JLIRAHTEAR BABIRR ML R B A4, GEfl
L1 JoT DA S A B e R R o ) R S AR R AR A
(Judy and Bertsch, 2014). K23 %40 2B
AYLIRAT, ReMHI 4K KL 1 F AL L # (Hose et al.,
2001). fEHPIM F A2 9K R T8 55 1) 5 257 i,
Hi533 PE A R SR KB B A8 K (Wang and

Liu, 2007). AFEFEYIH FFLERK/NMEEZE 7. B,
B 47 R il (Coffea arabica) i 4 # in £ K4 #
(Populus canadensis)i F 2 1 1) £ i 2 FLER 5 51 9
47f14.8 nm (Eichert and Goldbach, 2008). tt4F), [A
— VA FRRAL (AR SR MR AKX . 22, AR
rHK) A 3 AT I 2 St T R 2 A 44 KR A
R EIHfi2%i(Su et al., 2019).

YURRL T BRI, Wk KN SR (b2
A R 2 ST 5T AR 2 5 e AR L) AR N I B is
(Rico et al., 2011; Zhang et al., 2015; Prasad et al.,
2018; Sanzari et al., 2019). Fi 1% K/ R MAEY) )
AT F) EE R TR 3% o Kb 3 IR AR A 4 e BE AL
BUEE NAE AR N o IR BT 7K P A T2 A 9K 3 ()R
ZHEFHBE (Wang et al., 2016a), HALIREZ/NT5.0
nm, — A BEMOORLAR B /N 49 K A4 B (Schwab et
al., 2016). #RT, KT 5 = FL B I 4Kkt R d
Tk Al e o J2 RN 4 g BE T E N R A (Larue et al.,
2014b) . ZHARNLFR T A4 5 M ot 2= 5 M L/ A A 1
PRI 5 T LR FRDRE B 25 5 B IS B AR 1, Tf
a7 A7 FEL AT PR 40 KR - R B 20 v I DU) B8 25 5 e e 4% 2|
21 rh(Judy and Bertsch, 2014). 2% ] £ (Rl e B 34
AT DL I 5 40 KR T 5 AN (R AE A RSy (W B R
USRS ) B AR ELAE FH 32 T 5 e LA AR A 4 9 B e
Beiz AL W) B (Tripathi et al., 2017a; Prasad et al.,
2018). FKIH LhAEAAB M AE SR YKL T R T T,
T s 5 HE YA AR . Kurepa%s(2010) A&
B, STiO Kk F AL, HEREE I TIO Kk +
TERE WA P (R 00 BE B iy, 3 I RE R B (i gk 40 Kok
TIEMDARNIIER . hoh, H=HEREN LA
W HE G K KL 7 R {2 2k F 2 0% B V) 40 i (Torney et
al., 2007). A [F AR 2 AR 2 /ERE YA N T A
Fi A TF(Nguyen et al., 2016).

B BRI AL, HIERH. BRI, RGBT
T3 RN (7] 45 PR 55 26 A #8 4 52 WA 9 KR 1 CE AL 1
NI 518 . Bilan, & 2 Bk B n] RE S IR 1 45 51
BRI PIRETS, JF B e b 1 5 T 5 B g okoks
TR BUCRSE, 2E 1i FR A X 98 oK R T AR I A
(Raliya et al., 2018). #>KCufE4liK. HHLI & &
(7K A B 7K B3 15 W R IE B K P AN R (Conway - et
al., 2015), L 3gE7K VA FE 2 A [RI 2 FE 1 BELRS 48 K bE 1
PR J5 A4 o i g A2 id a2 5T (Su et al., 2019).
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AR 24 32 S DL e [T g it R AR e 24 20 O N/ T
Yo REGGKKRLT 5HEY) M BAEH 3 Z A3
5 (Su et al., 2019): (1) FEKRLF PR IR T T 14
RIMAR 2. m); (2) GBI HHEE N BUZ
MIZE R, 3k Ty DAL o A 55T A4 i 423 78 2 4E 5 4
21, (3) YRR T 4R A S i BRI e
fi7(Judy et al., 2012; Lead et al., 2018).

2.1 IREPIRUEESHLE
WIFEMRZ IR GG A BN AR IO R K B (R 4
BRI B2 2 VAE AT (B AE i A i AN 4R 1 20) .
Fe )7 5 AR AR E, 4EE A TR E (Su et
al., 2019). FUKKTEMR WAL HALTTHE Y (1)
Y AKORL ¥ 45 AR B 20 PR WAL R A 1 e A A (2)
DAL o A i 42 Bl 5 AMA IR A2 R EE N B2 2 (3)
T I AT 5 1 R I8 H g oK kLT (Hischemdller
et al.,, 2009; Anjum et al., 2016; Tripathi et al.,
2017a).

ERP N AR EE S RN 1Y AN BT VAR TR
TR 25 53 W B AE e ) B i b, BEE e i rE B
WU 5 B 538 7K 1 518 R ) 48 4 R B B3R 4R T
4hF 7 (Zhao et al., 2012). TR F 43 Wk (R B AN AR
ROWHEHRERANRMNEZER, XHART
BAKRL T 9 2N B AEAR R, R PR @ vE vk &
B — 80 gk IbAh, Bl AR ZR 4000 A5 B 1 el
YHARRLT T2 Sl i 75 s S AR AR & (Wang et
al., 2012). fUHRED A0 LIRS, PKRLT REZEA
¥ AT # (Péret et al., 2009; de la Rosa et al.,
2017). MIAR T B ] e G113 B 1 W B T, A g KoL
TN AL T B2 15(Peng et al., 2015).

BLAR LN B AL 1 DL SR SR AR Bl B AN g Kb T
T it FLAR Y Bl N 5T A A B 3L A IR AT . Ji
A IR A7 108 1o 4 i B 4 [ B AT i e, O
BB E I E R (M5, 2017). fERAMA
WA, KR T 1B B 52 48 i BE kAT HE LR (29
5-20 nm)[R #l|(Carpita et al., 1979; Tepfer and
Taylor, 1981; Eichert and Goldbach, 2008; Ma et
al., 2010). 4 24 KL~ 18 i 41 g 7] B s 24 i e & 3k
P N R AN G BIE N B . AR, )= EELIG

ZEaRAE PORR AR P IR IR FE it g 515

7 11 BE B A A3 90 oKL 7 4 B Rk SRARTE D 2 FE 40 e
AN TEIEHE N 4R 412 (Aubert et al., 2012; Larue et
al., 2012; Deng et al., 2014). RZ59KFk 7 kAN
PR E R, Said BLIR AT J5 A RRIR B 5 SMA @ A2 ik N
G4, BAILTRIE S NN R Z 4T 4, 28 il iE
L AETEAIR 2 RIFE ), B i o7 ok bR A 2 rpob P e
R EE S, ARG I M T RS () SR, 1992;
Rico et al., 2011; Bk KA 1@, 2012; Deng et al.,
2014). Geisler-Lee%(2012) & 3, 20F140 nm4R ki 1
A g AT AMA 42 7E 40, B 7 (Arabidopsis thaliana)te
MR A TIERS o« JL R R AR LU IRDE 22 A R TE 4
P 1] AT AL 0 (M B, 2017), J2ig Mgl Kokl 13k A ME
WA T R L B A (R AR . KR TN
REPR LA G, FERAEZ AL R, 5HE
BEAA TR S8 (Tilney et al., 1991; XI3ZHT, 1992;
Lucas and Lee, 2004; Pg¥y, 2017).

Y KoRL T 0] B S5 AR (1 45 A B0 I KO 1 B
F. BT, A R A A 40 B R Y (Rico et al.,
2011). HHFFLRM, WEERTEGNHS & R 5 90
Kr ¥ P Ak A R 4% 224 F (Nair et al., 2010).
P 7 AE AL FE A% B A g 2 R0 A R 2 i A5
(Miralles et al., 2012). P& AKIIR BT /E
J B TR AT B B 6 4 A T N A B A 7 A
1) 58 0 177 £ 47 N 75 (Tripathi et al., 2017a). Palocci
E(2017)IESE, RIAM-FRHE CRYPKR T8 T il
Ak 3E N\ F6 %5 (Vitis vinifera cv. ‘ltalia’)Zifil, H #.5
BN K R N A 32E N 25 4 M = SR I s i R
WL N EAER

AR A2 KR T B A58 1) B B R (Aslani
et al., 2014). MWLM 1A M2,
YKL 3N A I 5 e 28 T It ) b A IS . AT
O H JE A 5 B B DL RN R SR 2 LR
HH LR T AL B = e AR S M (TR AL R 55, 2017), H
SFLFL12 N43-340 nm (Jansen et al., 2009; Zhang
etal., 2017). SUFLIEREPLAS VR IR, 1% FLAR fC
JARZUP N AR i B U

22 MERBEESHE

ARG T AERE D B o R s g R0
g, WUORKLTUIUR T b, SRJEIE I A 5UR BT AL
BEANFEYIH AR, B S DL AR 1R (Gl i 41 )
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B MACRAS “BEN” BT R O A 4 M AT KB
BIEH(SCRT, 1992). JlAMAIRRIE BRIk T
(EA£200 nm7e4s), A&tz s iR (B
<50 nm) (Raliya et al., 2018). ki it —H Ut
HHORE SR e 8 1) 8 AL AL IE A (Anjum et al.,
2016; Avellan et al., 2019).

G KRL - LE R R 00 5 B 3 BEE e T i
A RHIE KR TR B Ae A S B R . IR 1S
~, B RTAH — 2850, R & e e i
. e i ER A0 A i S 2H B (Liang et al., 2018a). ANIA]
T 5 A6 SR IE VE REANR], ISR KR T i R
T 2548 SRS 8 W] DA 40 oK ORE 1 ) & B S5 . Yu
L (2017) K T 3 A [F) B B FUE 1 BT 24 1 2= - SR
iR 40 K BL - (CH3CO-PLA-NS. HOOC-PLA-NSAI
HoN-PLA-NS), 3Fh4KHi 775 # R (Cucumis sati-
vus) it fr BB ) K/ HN-PLA-NS>CH;3CO-
PLA-NS>HOOC-PLA-NS (&1). Liang%%(2018a)LL

80 = Fluorescence intensity method

= HPLC method
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B % R V00 v A A B V0 (HPL.C ) U s ol 4 1 35 -3¢
LR 44 K ki T (CH3CO-PLA-NS . HOOC-PLA-NS £l H,N-
PLA-NS) J% 1 & B 4 1 2 1 77 (WD G M EC) 72 8 U F _E 1Y
R % (Yu et al., 2017)

Figure 1 Retention rates of abamectin-PLA nanoparticles
(CH3CO-PLA-NS, HOOC-PLA-NS and H;N-PLA-NS) and
commercial formulations (WDG and EC) on cucumber
leaves as determined by fluorescence intensity and HPLC
method (Yu et al., 2017)

IR - EE IR BRIL R N, FFLLR — iy R
T 260 PR35 [T A1) 4% 7 R4 120 nm BT 44 B 35 40 KR
T, ARRE TR T 7 75 I R R A W] DA e 5
W I () R B R T U v S B, AT 2 35 3 5
$i7 5 3% IUFIH i (Brassica oleracea) -1 & B 4

L2 /A BTV 2 Uy ol W= B DIy £ 1Y =i O I
BENMYIAN . FEP A BUE RS, A BRI
MRk, R IEVF 200G Y N H 20K B B (Yang
et al., 2015). £ Ji)Z& &5 B 2207 (18 BB
i eV PRI SE K PEIEIE (Avellan et al., 2019). R
PRI TE 2 1 502 A A R TE, — v IR E A Bl
Yo il (s, 2011), B BRI T 00 RN,
VT A BOE 26 5 4y 1 I AR B 5 26 1 4AH G (Buch-
holz, 2006). /K438 1E 1) FLBE K /N ~0.6-4.8 nm,
RIS K M) BT (i P 25+ B TR )73 I 3 N
I F (Eichert and Goldbach, 2008).

B f U2 AR ALAE, I B E R
FL(Z 5 AN R TR 110.5%—-5%), 7 T K 2>
IS 4R35 #(Rudall and Bateman, 2019). SFLAE
MR B TR, R ZHEYH Fr R A 4
(TR AL, D ECEY Pzt b i A (B
i )#445 “< fL(Driscoll et al., 2005). <L #kfE 11
FETAR, o AR IR SOZ A I e SLR /N %
JE DL £L 42 A 1 ) 52 i (Monreal et al., 2016). S fL
RAN—fN10-100 ym (Avellan et al., 2019; Su et
al., 2019). 4SfLIFUE, KR REN AL E
NHEPIEN . 43 nmif) SRR ZAfkL1-4b 372 T (Vicia
faba), FJ7EHAFLIE RSN M SRR IR ak
fi T-(Eichert et al., 2008). Valletta(2014) % 3, 5.
R -2 5 B 9N KORL 1 1] DUd i AL N & (V.
vinifera)it 421, SR, SALHIIFE R AR E EHGk
T-COMEE ML il B LA OB R E (Su et al., 2019).

3 FHLARATEEM R E

R DTIEVE RS A G P 5 EEB, SR T4 K AR
(AgNPs). il FFITiO A K i 1 K H e A e il 1 4
2 TR R E B R AR T A T A SR 1 7 (Kah - and
Hofmann, 2014; Su et al., 2019).

3.1 #KR
WETEARBL, AT LA D T 75 S 1 5 £ 4% T 771 B
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e A S R AR A A2 K 7T 77 (Elmer and White,
2018). X1, AgNPsERR R 1, 7EAEMIMEAN RF,
XA P= A B 1 (Ratte, 1999). AL, #fF 5T AgNPs
TERE DR IR SR 78 B B2 o AgNPs 1] 18
Ik 441 P R B (PR A B ) AR A A 2H 2 (K R B ) 7E
Yk AL (Ma et al., 2010; Miralles et al., 2012;
Geisler-Lee et al., 2012, 2014). AgNPs /1WA HL He
TR0 BRI T I AR ORLAT SR AR (Tripathi et
al., 2017b). /MRifEAgNPsH] LLdE it < fL, Khifs
AgNPs[K JC i3 N A Y41 B 1 4t 57 H (Tripathi et al.,
2017c). 4R, AgNPs ] LLiF - S38 K RSTUAL TR
Fi, A5 ORROST G oK T sk 200 B i A N R A 4
N (Navarro et al., 2008).

Geisler-Lee5(2012) % 3, AgNPsH] LAZE U I+
RO BT R, NN BIR . R 4
AT i A A AR X3 A Ao ik — BT R B,
AgNPs [t & fE 0 7T EAR L, T 5 5r B AR
R, VARG B AR, RIS HE AR [ 2 R R
E. ZEHMRKE G, 17REMEBEL4EEHL LK
AR 21 25 (1) /S F Ak o 27 AgNPs 43 fii . Torrent®%
(2020)H¢ 4 3% (Lactuca sativa var. ramosa)fi # £ A
R ERTFBERE . BOGM S ZE. B2 ). &
[ ¥4 (60 7581100 nm)LA S ANFIHREE(TS 34 5. 7.
10/115 mg-L™") AgNPsik Z4b2E 5, 45 % AgNPsTE
AR N WO IE R AN AR B AR . 45 SR B, AgNPs
IR RS RAR TR FE (R RE R, AR Z AR R IR 2 1)
SO . TERCREREET, Atk AT FRLAR K T AQNPS ]
FITHAE LT .

AgNPs 1] DLid i w5 it 3 HE A i v 26 4 g
Geisler-Lee %5 (2014) K 3, = 1E & AgNPs 1) 15 77
B P AR I A e 7 AL OR A0 RE R O AR B
AgNPs (Geisler-Lee et al., 2014). Larue%¥(2014a)
RIL, ANPsZER-THIWE it f5, w8kt /i 2 H
AR, JRaE LB EEA AL A, A
A 5% 77 30T, AgNPSTER YA N ISR LA P
Ao LigH(2017) b 7R gR At Jy B 8 77 X R,
K& (Glycine max)#f7KFE(Oryza sativa)%f AgNPsH]
WL, SRR, MR BTN TAQEM R E
SRR R 1) 17-2001

32 SREMARNT
i K g RORE T 2 T T 0B TR AR (Anjum et

ZEanAE PORRAEREY P IR IR FE it g 517

al., 2015), {F 9 26 1 F T H5UB07 161 19 46 o 2 58
Y95 % (Peng et al., 2015). HFEEGKRL T3 % i
(Lycopersicon esculentum)si i 25 B B . HLRBACHE
FOEE « AAHR T T M 25 R A TR 2 R I VAR BT
W, AU MR TR 2521 R (Ouda, 2014).

3.2.1 #kKCuO

PengZ:(2015)k il 7100 mg-L™" 44>k CuOAL ¥ /K 7
MREB14K JGIEKFEE N HIT AT A S5 KW, 49K
CUuORBHENIRER R « M2 VAR I, B2 BIE A
2, (BB G sl gLIRAT . dhAh, W SR &
UF e - 5 1% B2 (transmission electron microscope,
TEM) Al f& i 1% (energy dispersive spectrometer,
EDS)WM 244Kk CuOTE £ oK (Zea mays)iik Py (1§45 ia Fl
A . LERFW, GIKCUONLAELE T 41 MU BE A ()%
B AR, O AEAE T R 0T 40 M 20 M AT i L 20 B DA R
PHAAZ . TR GRR T RT BRI MR IR R Il R
B AR I . 4ok CuO T LIS i Wi it 1 Fe 4y R T
W Al . AdhikariZs(2016) & 31, 7F T K it
#92kCu0 (0.1 mmol-L™"), TI{EM J 2 iz shaE g2
BB F VR, H KN E CuOgk i+ K BUH
Ao tEAh, FAIKCuORRE T FKMHES, 454 Brnal
KR FPIRIEAR R B2 40y, RFYKCuORE I it
2 4 LRI R S5 AN PR N AR AR N o BE NS, g
KR 7 38 Ik B 7] 3% 22 75 41 iR 7] 32 # (Adhikari et al.,
2016).

A PR S 2 5 T AR R AR P9 BRI R SORTIT 7%
Wang%:(2016b) HL2 7 R K AR # % % T0.15 mg-L™
Cu®. 100 mg-L™'44>kCuOF1100 mg-L~"HefkCuO
14 R JG R AI L B 4 2R ) RAR & . 45 RER W,
100 mg-L™" 92k CuO kb FHL 2L AR Bl Al 4t L B340 & B 48
BT e A . ShiZ(2014)K: 1 71 000 mg-L™
492K CuO &b 2 /K £5 i 4 18 ¥ i M 75 75 (Elsholtzia
splendens)iRf 5, AKRLFIERYIR N 50 A . 4551
WL, o R bR A B v T R S A R 0.5 mg-L
AL PR A AR CuO, B3R B 44 K CuO v AR I U
HTB R .

322 #kCu
Zhao%(2016)F 10120 mg-L™" 442k Cu kb 2 % /AR
7RG, KIGAKCuE 275 A T 58 AL 5 (89%—
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92%), HEZE(8%—11%)F1H(0.2%—0.5%). LLAL,
B2 9K CuIR FE BN, Tetemmoot (325 HR A CUk
Z ) BHIE S, T Teaversem (M5 ZEHCuKEZZ
PO FRAR, 25 B B8 IO A A7 1) 25 vp n] R B B e 2
[{14 (Zhao et al., 2016).

1E 3 A AN R R 240K Cu (60-80 nm; /]
F25 nm) 65K 5, BL.(Vigna unguiculata)if & 4
B B BE R AR 9K Cud FE (1 38 I aZe i 3 n, - B /)N b
TGN CUR BE 1R 38 I il (%) 75 5 S 39 0 5 A o 5T
F RS B R E A SR AR, (A R
& AR R B /NRIARY K Cu (32.74%—34.45%) 1T
R ER R L RRAEY K Cu (10.21%—24.44%) T
AR 2 (Ogunkunle et al., 2018). TamezZ5(2019)7E
+ 3 jitiKocide 3000 (Cu(OH),). 44KCu. 5%
CuOMIHCKCUO, 3 &, K I FTA IR 14 0] LA
M P # 7 (Cucurbita pepo) R 2 23 5% £ 21 1 bk 1) Hb
St

3.3 ZEHEKPKKF

ARG KL T (TIO, NPs)2&—Fh @ 8. SREE A
A4 7] (Chen and Mao, 2007), 74y |35
FAF 42 245 (¥ B gt 58 L 115 55 o 1) 35 Y4 b # (Baruah
and Dutta, 2009; Thomas et al., 2011). TiO, NPsfE
AT IE R, 2@l BiiE R EEEE, 6
BRAR AR 2 12 8 10, b 1 1 % AN & 2B K (Mt B
& Fn#k iR, 2009; Gogos et al., 2012).

ServinZ:(2012)#F 9% 7500 mg-L™" TiO, NPskb
3 TR 815K Ji5 75 28 TR P9 W SR 7% » 45 SRk
B, TiO, NPsH ARG 7T i ia 2t b3, FEAF
TETHIIER BRI R ot . ek, 7EmFr. HRIZHE, 4
ERGSMEEFR T WL EITIO, NPs.

TiO, NPsTEM YA A IIE 7 538 2 40 K K11
PRI . BRI, RifE/NTF36 nmITiO, NPsfE
A% B/ 22 (Triticum aestivum) R #FHAE Y, BT
B F| M 36-140 nm TiO, NPsH GEiLfs#4ia 3
FRER 1) Bz o ANEEEZH 24, K 1140 nm TiO, NPslj#
ML F 2 Kz A P BEL (Larue et al., 2012). A[EHR LA
Fe A EME 7 2% TiOo, NPSTEFE YA N (KT %
Hiar= A . RaliyaZs (2015) L5 1 AN [F) v & Vi [
(01 000 mg-kg™")LL K AN [ FI 75 28 R (A e - i
% e AN = 35t 24), TiO, NPSTE R A N TR AT N

LRI, WE 250 mg-kg ITIO, NPSTEFE iz
R R, H-8zy 7 L FTif & 25 5 (Raliya
etal., 2015).

ZELERATIR, KA. RGN DL S AR
SN KR - 3 P9 JRE Y LAY 68 P 34 AT S ARl R
BT, HAEAEYIAR AN TS e R SR IR B
Fife Sy SR = s . [HAAFEERZ, U9
KRR B I — e Ya S, o B T Re e XHAE )
FAERRIER, I HIENLGKR T AR T
Re KA RIS, 35— RV AU 82 N
Kk, {5 F TCHLAN K AR 245 05 75 25 A 5 e KL T 45 4
TR B AL S 2 MR R, WAL % s
il

4 BHRRRAEEY RIS

KEHR A TEEY A NG, T H AT AL
YK AR ZIAERE ) T WO R 1 B O R AR R AR A
7RI R b K20 ek 2470 B 1) P R RR 4
RGN EVAS PIAPETR—8. A, AR
B, R 40K AR A 2540 & kAT SRR BT )
AR DASE I e 8 P v P B A3 R R LA AR P, B
FaEtE, SEELR AR GIREL, 10T AU R A
4T ~(Kah et al., 2013). Wang%%(2018)#F 57 1 H&
T P TG A A 14D R 3 T IV i SR A 0 A 7 PR BT 4 R 3R
YRR F (AVM-PGAE KRG A ERER 904 . 4
AVM-PGALL BRI 7 J, FE 7K Y 25 - o 35 ] A il
BT R, MR TENRA LA R, RAerE KRS
LS b 1 1 o= 4 T2 O N v N o S
B FH PGA 7 480 24t B 3% W] DA 3 FEAE K R R AR AN
AR, (ZE 30 s A it Gzt v AN AR BRI ) E RS, B
YRR AR i e A PR PR AR 24 IR SORI T RS SRR
VEAESR, A FL EALEE(SIOL) #2512 1,
H AR BAME. AL R, fLET
W KA ERE ) AL, I B R B 1 ] DL S
T P IE FIE (Popat et al., 2011; {aJii%%,
2016). Zhao%:(2018b)Wf 71K BH, 2 th Z.[i5(spirote-
tramat)-/i fL — A AL FE QKR 1T DLACBE IR B2 3 A\
SEFRAA I By, BEITIE RS BN AN 2R, 55 I8 i BIAR
GHEHAL FEERBEARY, 8RBT
B R RS, T AR A R AR,
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IR QA U= oy o B S T G 2 (SR TS R T NG
(K12). S5f&gm AL, ML AR Rk 2
A BTG IR . ZWE R R R 2-345, RANIL A
s ] DASE R AR 25 FERE A4 A )R A 0

AL A RE G KOR T AT DLl i R R R 5 A
P IEARIE N, B a8 I A 5 0 i 5 4 g N 2R 5
BEATIER(Sun et al., 2014). K25 HLAEEH T
BE AL [ S AT RS, AN 20 AR 24 4 B (1) 77 2
B et . Zhao%5(2018a) i 5T K B, 15 1l 5 WK ff i
(prochloraz) B A EL, BREEZ-AFL AL EEGIK
WL LE I Py FIARS A R SO B M e B A

B S AEEE 25K R 41, Bombo%:(2019)WF 7T T
R ON s AL ()35 25 1 (atrazine ) 44 K R 1 7E TF 32(B.
juncea)t ERIK 5BEAT . EREW, FEST

A o5 18
g"zo - 3
2o 148~
n = o
° o 12 © D
SE 154, 0SB
£ 0 RS
[] =

c > - 8 Ew
23 1.0- £Q
2% 6 88
c c -
83 05- = b4 S
8 L2

0 0

4h 1d 3d 5d 7d 10d 14d

B Time
- 4.0-
835
5% . g
@< 3.0 8=
[sp=4 s
S E 254 c ¥
< § 20- §E
om ® o
By 151 =
€2 40- g3
QL Q
5 054 )
O

0

N
>

1d 3d 5d 7d 10d 14d

Time
SC-ower leaves === Sp@MSNs-upper leaves
== SC-upper leaves s Sp@MSNSs-roots
SC-roots ——SC-treated leaves
=== Sp@MSNs-lower leaves —s—Sp@MSNs-treated leaves

B2 7200 (A)F11000 mg-L™ (B)FIEKET, IBd 2E1E
BT AN [R) AL 9 B 7K ~F (Zhao et al., 2018b)
Figure 2 Concentration levels of spirotetramat in different

parts of cucumber plants under corresponding dose concen-
trations of 200 (A) and 1 000 mg-L™" (B) (Zhao et al., 2018b)

PR GURR D H RSB T FC Bt 519

DA K 5 HE 1 P DA 200 i o 5 T O R 2135 - S OO B
GUKRLT o PIKKL T EEMHKZR I AFLIBE R A
LAY, I o A 2 N AT P R TS T A R A
PREEMR, BRI RERRE R . TongE(2017)0F 5L T
Hk 2R 4 - R LR - PR AR 4 TR 3L R Y (mPEG-
PLGA) 1 #, 5 T4 H # [l (metolachlor) ff] 44 K i 1 75
IKFER N B RS /0 Al . S5 R, TEi R57 Yk
(Cy5) f gk T4 Khi 1 b w] 70 AR 350 00 22 31 B 2 1 %< ol
{55« MPEG-PLGAYH KA 38658 T B /K 1 57 P F L
Ji& (K, B CyShRIc 4 Kb 7 AT B Jd i i 20k
BN

BRI F 10 G5 W) B T T 5 T 40 K AR 2 TEAE ) 1
W IBEAGE R . NguyenZ(2016) LA T K i (A A
JoR )RR s ([ I 0 ) A S, DLJE B A S i M
SRR T SRR MARLLCKIAE . 2B R E L Kezetard
RL)RIAR KT, BIIR LK FL(NE). [E4A TG 5T 44
KKL(SLN). 4K AR 5 L4 (NLC), JEifF 7t T ix 3yl
KFNBIAE R S AR IR 132E AL 1T N (Nguyen et al.,
2016). 45 HF B, NEXUFH 1R 8t 0] LLSIE BRI o0
g, i LisiiEZEma ecmf E, mSLNAINLC
5ill 5 EE6 AN R A Rk B AL IR, RINEZZE HE
AR B 1) b s i R B, L J DR AT R TE T IR 2k gl
K FLIC IR BN P A X A5 1

g LT, ALK 2GR E A BRI RS
EAER . BR BRI S BIR RN AN
RS GOR BRI RN B RIF IR G
73, AT LA 5 B g =l P R A 2 TE R A R R AR
AR, IR AA SRR, EfikmE R
YR AR 25 s M R 5 B AL T BRES, R
VIR Py BRSO A B FAE X B A, T E 20 B
KRG AR LI LERE VIR N AT #8175 12 19 5% 1 [R] 3% A AH
AL

5 MRPIKRRAFEEY TS5
7%

R AR ZETE RV 4 O RE RS B STV L 95 3
BEROYHT. RS HT LB P IO R B RSl
FRICHES, IR BEL. SR RMEL. B
e R BRI T ) B AR SEBLI
TER R YR AT WA, LS SCTE R 4 IO CE 75
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AR (EIEASE, 2018). & &b 2 B H R0
% (HPLC). i RO 83 B 5 1 12 (HPLC-MS) LA
L HL TR 4 58 B 1 AR BT VR SR S A AL A AR
PR RS IS BT EAL, TR AR R
(eI A R BRI

51 IBiER
IRIEA ARG A FIER T 3, AT BLE A FIERZ 1R
il HAEAE YR A IR KT

5.1.1 REBIHIELR

FR B9 2[R~ (root concentration factor, RCF)HF

IR VIR R e IR SR 251 Re 70, B
RCF=C,o0t/Csoi

o1, CrootfH Cooir 73 il AAE DR FN - 35 rp R 253k

FE(mg-kg ™). RCFEA T 18R 2L A M 550 A

IR R (K fE /15898 (Gao et al., 2000; Ge et al.,

2017).

R #8IE#% Kl 1 (root translocation factor, TF o0

F T VPl A 25 AR 7% 2 25 1) 58 ), € SN
TF00=Cshoot/Croot

Hrh, Conoot M Croot 73 I AL B WILEAE A I AR h A3k

FE(Mgkg™")o TFroorltih T 12635 1A W ML AR 21

I RS R JJ 8258 (Ge et al., 2016).

Ge % (2016) L 3% 1 AN [F] ¥k B 85 FE W (chlorpy-
rifos) LA ¥ R 77 20 /E F T (1 3% (Brassica rapa var.
glabra)f14:35K Ja, 7 AEMRAE 2805 K H B TF oot
SRR, MIRFEBARET, E AT oo o 2 &
Z o, R N B A0IRAE S AN AR S i MR AT RS
IR RE A 2 IR E B, ERMTFoorm T4E
3, W SEAE = BE A SRR AL B AR 7] ) s
VAL die

5.1.2 MHEEBIEHR
-y IE#% K1 (foliage translocation factor, TFjiage)/9:
TFfoIiage:Croot/Cshoot

o1, Croothl Conoot 73 Bl AL B VI AE RS PIAR RN ZE T H 1
WSE(MG-kg™)e TFrotiage K T 12 R AL A1 NS
HEIR 3T it )15 (Gao et al., 2000; Ge et al.,
2017).

Wu%E(2019) 8 58 1 Atk dL ik (imidacloprid) . B Ht

Jik (acetamiprid) A1 1 i 1% (thiamethoxam) 7 # 1
(Gossypium spp.)AS [F] AL 1) e AR R B i
TFtoliageZ)90.004, K I 25 77 U, 3Fhif 245
AW M HE_E R IE A B H T

52 EMIERERE

[R5 25 7 R 2 A ) F [R) A7 25 6 gl oK oRE 1~ 347 B e A
BRI —Fh R A (Nath et al., 2018). F ] A7 &
NEEARESEME T RS MR EABOLE, G
EOW L E R AR IE N B 3 At L. Alsayeda
45(2008) 44 " CHRIT ke Hu kiR in T 398 5 B 3R 3 A,
SR T 0 F I R SR S AT b H b TR AT A A
ST SRR, UT85% 1 YL i i 72 2| b 355,
T EAR A ORI 30/ & RO M R, BSOS PRIk
MR F k2R A, DavisZ5(2017)F) H s
PEFIAL Z AR ic Cugh kb7, BATEAI 5 SUER B AT & 1k
AR N FICUg Kb R Is M R . 4R K
B, YCugk b 7 LR Tt b, 2K B4 T
St CugK TAEAE TR B, H 98K 77T bA
IR A L ) 2B AR 4, 5 IR B b5 .

5.3 IRMHFRITE
PETEARICTA SR 1B B3 A MG P 5 7E A P AR AL
B AR I °H F J72(Wang et al., 2014), HA R
B X EORE R Y2 BRI b OV E AR HE SR A
(Campos et al., 2016). FAEGYKA 2 ()8 FH 24
PGB T GRS B e S
YR KL T FER YA AT RRAL o LI Gk JE
PO, RMEARKICEMY B . Zhao% (2017,
2018a, 2018b) FH 5 A R < 't = Am ic bR - A FL.—
FALREGUR KL T MR B LS - LR GRKORL T DA S s
% & (pyrimethanil)- /- LI K RL 71K R, FF0F 58 H
FE 7 TR P AT R A1) 4« Bombo%5(2019) 1 F 2
B B It SUbR e 78 T 55 25 3-28 OO B 4 KR 718
TR IR RIS

5.4 FREWEERSNIL

F IG5 B 8O0 (SERS) & ¥y itk Mg K B
RIS A, WA 25 E R A PN B2 73 A IR L 1 —Fh
Jiik, SRR FEARRE . 2T A AR R A T 45 R
() — Fh v R B4 BRI B R (Hou et al., 2017;
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T 7545, 2019). MK F@GEH AR, SERSHESLIE
R I BR (A 245 5 Bl s, I HLARR AR 1T 5, ksl i
e, AT DLSZELR AL RS T AR . TR,
T 70 32 B4R b T ) FH SERS SIS I A< 26 7E A 4R Y
[135iE ML #4547 ~(Yang et al.,, 2016b; Hou et al.,
2017). Yang%:(2019)%| FH SERSHI 7T T AN [ # Jif g
7K I I (thiabendazole ) 7 Il T 7K B 78 75 UF1 + 38 )5
TE 75 AR 35 A0 I & L G (B FE Iy FIAE 2% ) L # A 4y
fio SRR, KRGS H S B IUESAL 1 ik,
SRJG IR LR 50 A It 29k BE RS 0, RS
T R A

55 ®iESHAEE

551 BYEEEIEE

20 ST € (HPL.C ) vk A2 0 2 A 0 Hh AR 2 25 e
F77iE, BA R BE R E R RS T . Wang%s
(2018)F FHHPLCH 2 T PGAH. 78 [t il 2 B 25 4 Kokt
FAEKMEIR . ZRMHMH S =, Gedd(2017)F H
HPLC Wl 5 7 Mt doompk . Mg da i A1 5 ok O3E e
(difenoconazole) s il T 3% Ji5 78 /K g A Fk = I i
MHIZ

552 ESWAHBERERIL

o K VR £ R B 5 3 (HPLC-MS) /& LAY €23 1
N RE, TSN RS, o502k
RE—FoB AR, BASIERET . REERE. &
I BRAR AN 23 AT PR SRR 55 (B, 2014). Zhu%5(2018)
FIFHHPLC-MSll & 1 AL — E A E G Kok 140 7 1)
B % (fenoxanil) & #5 T /K FEAR 0 f5, AREB. 253,
M DL ROK R R R & . Zhao%5(2017)
FIFHHPLC-MSHF 7t T W5 25 iz - - L — A A TE 4 K hL
TAEE M A ERGE R MG SRR, s -
I L R AHRE QRO - 75 B TR P Rl B8 B8 ) T
M LiE#.

56 HEARZ

B 3R 714k, ServinZ(2012) 1 F X5 £ W it i
(XAS)FIX S 28 5¢ 6 6 1% (XRF)WF T 7 TiO, NPsTE #
JH RIS ANIE RS . Wang s (2012)45 &35 S il 7 i
BT X LT TS LS RE B B BOR IS B 9T T 99K Cu
TE B KAR A IER 1404 . Ogunkunle®(2018)id it

ZEAE PORRAEREY P IS FU ke 521

KGR FWRBOETEET T T Cugh KoRL £ 5L & 1)
% . Nguyen5(2014)ff 7K 4948 2 B IR AL IR
FOR GG B 56 R R 1 9K B A
41 M (Capsicum annuum)iH A ERIEET . HUEK
R A S5 B8 1K B IR BT S (ICP-MS) 2 A 78 TEAL 9K Ak
ZHTERE AR NIRRT R 145 B 777 (Nguyen et al.,
2014). Nath%:(2019)F FHICP-MS 437l 52 T +- 31
IKEE M N AL FRIC " Ag. *°Cu. °ZnOg
KHF)E, AR Fiali. £ ¥ (Phragmites
australis) R A F 1) & & o A RAE [F] I S € 14
FE &5 BT oK AR 25 FE R AR N AT 2 338 11 B itk
b, NEERE TR, POE . KRR R oy,
NENARARZTIITE R L S A it 1 o & M 0 i A7
FIFIHAR PR o

6 MRRAGPWENREM

hy K AR 245 DAVEE R B T 5 it 7 =4 A T R A AS [R]
fir, LMWL, TG, SA&0mTEDNA
[FIZHZAE8 H o Wk B TR R BRI gk R 256 7T
Re o XTEW . RS RE A AR m
(Masciangioli and Zhang, 2003). K, %FF48Kk
2 5 R0 AH AR H P BEFEAS B R IR T 40K R 2 fE A
VIR NI B8 AR B A AL, 38 RO AR N 1)
A FREEAT AR BB AT IR AW ST

AR 25 G KL R A A 1 B B 2 28 3 R T
YRR IVE BT (T2 250 . SR TAR . RAR A ST 14
Ji). FEADRREAERS . BERIN A AR 4E (Ma et al.,
2010; Zhao et al., 2018c). LeeZs(2008)%: 4t &
(Vigna radiata)Fi/N 32 4y ¥ (115 7% 0 % 5 T4 40 KRL
T, P gl AR K A AT RO B (ECso) 70 0
33581570 mg-kg ™", HI%EE H /N0 Cu NPs B UK .
Stampoulis(2009)## 7t % B, RIHEYF MR A 7
B . B FEAE1 0001500 mg-kg™ HIARAK KL T
o, PEER R AR L KOG R 2D 71 %, TR R T
100 mg-kg ™" Bl 5 A JEE 1O A Kok - Hh ot 1 1 5 A
YIERA WEEW . Zhao% (2017, 2018a)FI /i fL
AR A T Y IR A g R R e KR A B B T
TR, B AE ] B FH T4 P Al 81 F e 247 5% BE |35
G T Bl b KR R IR 2E, R A KR T 1 IEA
S 1 KB B KUK . Liang % (2018b) i) 2 11 Hf 15 1 (1) il
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Y P 2R - 70 SEHE GO R AN 5 T KR X e 9 1)
vk, mHA SR T KRB K. PR Z IR T
RS s v R ICR A &, 2 s iR 20 R
Fr A ) 55 P RN IE B8 75 4 10 2L 12 (Kumar et al.,
2019).

7 BIRERE

201944 H, HBRaiE S5 N F G S EIRAM T
AR AN OB T KA R, Hop gk 2y
JEE . IREWARHGORZGMIINE K LStk R+
RGN o FIHPCKHEARGIE =R 24, KRBT
YR AR 2 CBUNSR AR 250057 R b SR a3 . 1R
YRR ZHLER ) T R S IS R AE, B AR R 2
M EAE X, NS E YKL RGN
PRAL VT GIKA 2558 T 3G L S A B R 5 55
B 2EAIE 7T B B A, X B R 2GR A R R
BROFI R 2 BRARTR RS G S g S & B it 2 7 AR
5 #EEZ L (Wibowo et al., 2014; Athanassiou et al.,
2018; Yan et al., 2019). AT, HATHFFEAKAK 27
TP R S5 Ie e — e R . &, e
TEREYIR N GOR A2 & i, TR AR 2 4
P R T 1 52 1 DL B 2435 1 iy B R i
P, FESIOATOE B R £ OCEE . HAT, BT
D75 F AR A BUE . QUEChERSFIEE IR 1537 03 24
(H7KHL, 2013). HIk, RAFNEYMEN G, SHEY)
6] () BAENLRI BN E 2%, A RO ARV N R
A PR S — RAVAEL =S /R, S ECR U8 1)
RN R, B0 T ORI . R,
TEZ P FBIA M . R B A I AR R = 2
VIBhAS & R I, B0 g L BUF AR AU 4 K
WREGIEAEY A A BB AV AR AR, AT B oG 14 Hh 43
Prak R 25 KRG RE AT R

SE 3

BIEIR (2014). 1= 0B R - S B BRI E R oA
PR R A M TR . B S0, KR HRORE. pp.
1-92.

VRIBHE, 23, TR, B, TH (2019). 49REAREMY
97 5B B 4 R B RO RTE U R SR . AR 23R 46, 142-150.

M, B2, AR, D, FRE (2016). ETHMIL-A

TR AR T IR R 2 TP BRI FE i e . R 2 % 2 4 18,
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Abstract Pesticide is a kind of chemicals to control crop diseases, pests and weeds for ensuring crop yields and food
safety. Large particles, low effective utilization rate and large dosage are the major defects of the traditional pesticide
formulations, leading to the destruction of the ecological environment. Pesticide nanoformulations can improve the dis-
persibility, stability and biological activity of traditional formulations. This is an important scientific approach to overcome
the defects of traditional formulations, enhance the effective utilization rate of pesticides, and reduce environmental pol-
lution. Elucidating the uptake and transport behavior of nanopesticides in plants is useful for understanding the interaction
between nanopesticides and plants, revealing their uptake mechanism and bioaccumulation effect, and clarifying their
biological safety. This article reviews the uptake and transport studies of nanopesticides in plants in four aspects: factors
affecting the uptake and transport of nanopesticides in plants, mechanisms of uptake and transport, related analysis
methods and their biological safety. This article also elaborates the modes and research methods of the uptake and
transport of inorganic and organic nanopesticides in plants, and further proposes their potential applications. This piece
will provide theoretical and technical basis for the design, construction and reasonable application of nanopesticides.
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