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- ERIRIE -

TREMART R SFEDE KW RIER

SRABAR, Kk, K&, T

VIF KA R 2 Be, RIRTIIAR GBI E, HIK 400716

BE B TR B SR P ERAL 2VE BT, TREGK AR ENMS) 2 B2 T2 7 R 36 7 2% AN s AR ARk AR 7
A, ENMs X i SR8 ) A M) L 25 25 ORI ARG PP A 46 32 50T . N AT THHAIRAN T AEENMSs X AE 2 R G2 b s SE R IR, 1%
SCERR T AR A FI K JLARENMS (32 20045 R <68 S AR BRIE 0 KA R )Xo vt S L) A A (i S A FILAR, 85 T
ENMs X A8 44 02 RO ) £ B R AR, WSR2 A KA BT L ENMSRLAR . TEAR. RIHAFIE . WREEANAL LI ] [F]
I, AFCSE IR KSR RS R P R U 32 55 7 TR ENMs 5 i SEAE ) ELVERIT AT T /R B, LAIVENMS7E K

AR b B OR R S (KA
XK

TREGURATRL, it y, (EdEE N, EREE, SR

WREBHE, Kztn, R, T (2023). TREGORMEXT R SEED A Km0 7Ok . =i 58, 813-830.

T.FE4KkH1 Kl (engineered nanomaterials, ENMs)
Fe R 4R =D YER /N T 100 nmif—2E AT
G ARL, EEARE GREE GUOKRL (A B 99K (car-
bon nanotubes, CNTs). fA /. & #/(fullerene,
C60)HIR ). )8 KILE MK AR T 42 )8
KA R AgNPsHICUNPSZ). 4 )@ AL gk Akl
(ZnONPs. Fe,O3NPsFICUONPsZE) 1 ¥ 51 (CdSe
FMICdTe%s) ) (West and Halas, 2003). 4K44 8] /)N
JOTRUBL(An ok RF s b3 A w428 (1 3R TH 446 2%
fEENMs/ =LA AR BRI . X Leky
PEAEENMSTE & M7 AU (B 4E Bk BriEsml. #h
) I I8 B 25 M 55 ) 35 B oR 2 1 B T T (West
and Halas, 2003; FaE4e%%, 2021). 53 [E Project
on Emerging NanotechnologiesM 4t it, H R4z Bk
B AR E R 5 2k LT R, B
. RRMAISEE, 3 K9k A R G RR48 K A1 R
& )8 SO AN KA RS, FR A2 CNTs, U SEH
CNano2 & [ 7= B ik 500 t (F3C%, 2016). 1
PV AR % A () € 201720224 1 [FH 44K 44 BTk
RIBICIRATES KRRk ) SR, £1545:

Woke H 391: 2022-06-22; #5252 H#1: 2022-10-24

PEAG IR T, PURARIELOL . REVR . 8. BEUE
K Ak P 45 A0 R HE B AR, G AR A
Tk, 2016; MRIEHESE, 2019). Biltn, gkitkE
NRERE, TR BCRE Y A KR R 9K A R
Rl UE e R TR EE =R /b = i B U il w42 2D 1N
KAPRHEAT LIRSS DL R0 2 ia i 55 (2 i 55, 2020)
(E1). 2R, 5Ki#gS5E(2013)/F L kI, KEHIENMs
DABR A R ST IR (B R R AR B I, R K Ak B
BN E ARG R) SR A REAESE S, SHESR
Gira A T BRI SR N . RS YR ES ARG
WIRAE =2, PrisE L R M . B i) TR
YUK BHE A 5 B fie, i8It i o BRI E L
B, KSRGS HEAES, B ESEE )
A K R B2 LI (Rico et al., 2011; B PRISEE,
2016). ENMs X = S HE A7) (1) A2 ) 2 308 ] B e i A
BRAMMEE . FaE b T #4: K & (Rico et al.,
2011).

FRT, BHIFA G5 ENMs 4290 2 380N i 9t 3 B
ALFEAN[F) 2% A1 ENMs AR 47 (1 55 M AL B2 A= 94
1% 2y HTENMSTE PR 858 2 40 v iy Vs 1) #f £ . X

HEAIH: 5K AR £ (N0.32001934) 15 1 A 2 k2 A 013 A1l Ml )11 245141 (No.S202210635214 ) 1 v [3 (8 2 34 4 7 2 i 5 24 7 B

79 H (No.B20211NY1316)
* JEiRfE# . E-mail: dingw@swu.edu.cn
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Figure 1 Potential applications of engineered nanomaterials (ENMs) in agriculture

W8 BARAE — @R FE B4R TE T 4K AL 2 R0 e
PERE TR B A, B R ARSI S 45 RAEAFAE S £
FJE o JRIRAE T ENMs H £ 1034 5 Vo 22 S (i
gy AR RIMRZA AT, BOE R FREE . A3 TT
EAEYIRI RSN, PECEATTER S AR e A
VRS AN E], 33T 5 ENMs S5 A4 2 TR] 1) B
{E(Zuverza-Mena et al., 2017).

AT T RENMS 5 i S5 1 4 2 18] 1) ELAE LR A0
TEAEENMs IR EEAT O S FL AT BEAFAE B KUK, A4
HZRIA 1 FE A A LA f 35 EE K LA ENMS S R ) AE
KR, B AR X JUAENMs R4 42 K (1) IE T
PRFEAN A B PE RN, BRDT T ENMs KR AE Y% 238
M) B2 R 25, FEXTENMSs [ 3R 858 RS K H X6 15y
SEHYE I BEAT 7R, DIHIVENMstE A AE
BE ARG BRI T 77 55 S H T Aok sk 225
A -

1 RRHENE KA RES

1.1 BRPIKE

RIEA SR ZH, BRI E W] 40 9 B BE R A K
(single-wall carbon nanotubes, SWCNTs). X{EERH
4k & (double-wall carbon nanotubes, DWCNTSs)All
Z BER YK (multi-wall carbon nanotubes, MWC-
NTs). ZHWtsed, KIEHEMSEAR, CNTsE I H
AEWIAEY) RN (Servin et al., 2015; Vithanage et
al., 2017). Khodakovskayas(2009)#f 5t & Fi, 10—
40 pug-mL™ MWCNTs ({3 ) /K 2 % 7T & 5 (et
75 #i(Solanum lycopersicum). KE.(Glycine max)-.

L K(Zea mays). K (Hordeum vulgare). /N3 (Tri-
ticum aestivum) 1'% 1t B 78 (Medicago sativa) ]
TR R, (47 i A 52,505 . X — 7 [ 7] fg
2 I MWCNTs 3l 2 M sz, 380 1 20 i 48 i 43 224 A
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TR Sk BR] (s JiR B 5 2 ] A S Kl IE LeAgp2
HMLeAqp 1)L L, M-S B R K 73 R 55
(Khodakovskaya et al., 2011; Lahiani et al., 2013);
F—J71H, WA CNTsE 75 5 /K 7 Fbh & 8 5 T
2 (CafliFe) ity M e R 2 A1 1 3 A0 K Ak 1) A= G
& B (Villagarcia et al., 2012a, 2012b; Tiwari et al.,
2014). %4, Khodakovskaya %% (2011, 2013) Al
Mondal%%(2011)% FH 22 VE B B2 B I Ik A R G K &
MR, LR FEFAE T, MWCNTs A @ i i 17
7 AL IR AR s = 338 ol 2B WD U 5 (I S i AR TR TR )
(Proteobacteria) 11 1Ll #T I '] (Bacteroidetes) ] A I
TR, ARERMERIERKKSE .

1.2 ZELHRARNTF

W0 — AL BK 40 K ki ¥ (titanium  dioxide nanopar-
ticle, TiIOoNPs)AIAEA A RS J7 32 3 B AL FR i
T W e N+ 3R i . Zheng 2 (2005) BT 41 % 1.2.5%o
TiONPsAMY 7] $2 =1 % 32 (Spinacia oleracea)f 1]
B R 2, T HLRE 235 B SR P SR A B (RO &R, T
PREFE . T HMM SR & 85 G IN63%. 76%
28% . IX PR RN 5 AR AA A R AL R R
ARG I P 3 G . TIONPsil It 5 Sl — 2 4514
KA, — 7 TH 1 3R Mg -A TP A H- 25t 4 18 1% (4]
T(CF1)-ATPREgIFEYE, $&m GO 32k, 2
HSE AR EAE, CAURIF R4 K (Hong et al., 2005;
Gao et al., 2006); 53— 77 IH IITRAE AR N 1 AR,
T W DR B S DG S 1, R R S A
R ER AL E A AR (A0 8 B BT A28 3R ) AR
e, #Emfe B4 K (Yang et al., 2006). 20144E,
Haghighiffida Silva (2014) R4t | TiO,NPsX} %
fiti~ VEZ(Allium cepa)f# s (Raphanus sativus) 3Ff
BSEA TR R M, RP100 mg-L™" TiONPs
7K B % e AT DA i A i DA SR R T I K R
400 mg-L™" TiO,NPs & i LIE 2 | Fh 11 & %
153)100%, FHHTIONPsE f % 3F 55 S5 A1 (1 1 &
BIRARBAER, W LMEABEM T K 1 5575
TumburuZ§(2015)%} L/ 7+ (Arabidopsis thaliana)it
177 KB %, R IL500 mg-L™" TiONPs 5 i 1] i2
AMEIT T RE, S — R 5 £ SR
(LB AR TR sz S A AR A IS5 97 A0 R ) O ) i PR 36
IR B R A AR, RIS FUME T RS AR KB

WrRaaiess: TREGRM B s S E KM it TEdt g 815

ML, FFH R, R&REEDNERKEK
Ho 4b, 0N 015 (2018)0F 7L K BHL, TiO,NPsTE/K B
T R ST T B SR A R T AR RIS T, IR R
e, ¥z BES, EHNEE. BIRFERA R,
I [ 55 it TIOoNPs 3 s 41 0% & F B AL 2543
B (1) HE5RGA 2 SN R IRISVE H; (2) UK AR
WA I S R T () BUE BT R4, FHIEAR
B EA AN H SR EE R, e
1 AR R A R AR

TiIONPs AU REAR FEHE M A, IE AR K Hh
O fif 1 5% W 3B X AE ) 19 45145 « Mohammadi®(2013)
W R W, ERIR@4°C)E T, IRIKEZ (<10 mg-L™")
TiO,NPs % i 1] 1. 35 14 58 J& 1 & (Cicer arietinum)it
PR R AR AR ZR I IEE P, A7 H Ao 11 7 R 09 55
TiONPs 7] 75 3 14 Uk Sk IR R I W 7 R B 2 1)
A (H20,), BTN IR 5 R AR A vk O & 7 H
PEREIE SR )R I H 0.1 & & . #BME J5, TIONPs# iz
A] 2 Y 5R1,5- B IR A% I B 7R AL B (ribulose-1,5-
diphosphatecarboxylase, Rubisco)if 1 . [ifi & fe 414
W H0, & & k2>, 56 & 1 A 5% i) CaLRubi-
sco. CaSRubisco#llCachlorophyll/b-binding & [ %
(R % s /K~ T v, R AE 00 53 b A R 1) AR A7 e D1
S EMLARATTN, SHURBMERALL, PUPERE R %
¥i% I 5 =X 73 IR 182 ¥4 10 B (phosphoenolpyruvate  car-
boxylase, PEPC)i I3 3%, 2 B8 M o ] fg i@ it
AN EI R (a3 SR BRI A7 )52 iRy e B 18 F e o DRI,
FREEAETIONPs KA T, 8 I ] R i 1 15 IR 4K
BT 77 R0 AR ) 5 AR 3 A% SR T I B B 18 (Hasan-
pour et al., 2015).

5346, AR EZ (10 mg-L™") TiO,NPs % fJ Ll &
= 1458 W R (Linum  usitatissimum) () i} 5244 F1 75 &
(Vicia faba)iifit v, H2MEYIH LR MAE ~
REREWEERIN. IXLegs R, SN s wR
JE I TIONPsfE & 24 e W Mk 4 3, i
¥R EIFT 1% (Aghdam et al., 2016; Abdel et al., 2018).
[ REH, 180.02% TiONPsAJ & 2 BEA% T2 Xt
4, Ntk BRE . BEL. Mrs. mAs
2. AYE. HAEHR S EHE RS, X2RHR
TiONPs i S HU A EEIE MEHE 08, TTARXT 32 /22
AR )35 14 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)i& 4%
RE /1, B PHIEROSIE B AR & 3 B A0 N O
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Yrdn s s A b IR . Ak, HEA A0 B P iR R AN
AV R T N AT RO T R i T A 4
JitL N FR1323% P47 (Khalofah et al., 2021). T L, &tk
AR, 7E HA)E S At TIONPs 7] 22 fif T 5 it .

1.3 SILEENRNT
Tarafdar®(2014) tL ¢ T A9 & BRI A ARG R 7
(zinc oxide nanoparticles, ZNONPs)F1 & M ZnO X} A
WAEK IR, KIIZnONPs &5 K, 2430 E 5
(Pennisetum americanum)$h 12K, TH. M4
ZHUKBEMEASED MK 10.8%. 12.0%- 18.4%
H19.9%; [FIRF, —2Echely, Wmihuii e . it =
AIVAE R G FRD 05 PR3 8, 43 0 T vy 17 76.9% 21% 1
322.2%. WFFLRBL, k(1 000 mg-L™") ZnONPs
75 W E R BEIEE (Arachis hypogaea) )R- /& Fl
MEMRAA a2k A Seae, AH bl g R, P T 5 e
ZNONPsAE 48 A4 M ik 32 8038 1129.5%, 1H L A&{E it
HLHI /8375 42 (Prasad et al., 2012).

Raliyafii Tarafdar (2013)F| F 1 i %5 B (Aspergil-
lus fumigatus TFR-8)Mu 4t 7 b A M)A HZnONPs,
LT 5 /5 % 9110 mg-L™" ZnONPs &2 2 {1 ik 18 1
SINEBUAEFNKR G bR, SR 27.1%). 2K
(31.5%) 11 (66.3%). WRHF(73.5%). HLRES
§(276.2%). SAIVETEM R A E R (27.1%). RERM
AW E B (11%—14%) B K Fh 1 i34 5 1 IR it 35 &
(7.5%). [FINS, RCEARhTrH R PERERREE . Bol Itk B 2 g
KA T2 T 1) ¥ 1 20 9l EE X TR 3R =1 73.5% « 48.7 % Al
72.4%. *4ZnONPsK & 71 & 20100 mg-L™"i, T
REREEMIDCEER, FNES— R 508K
2. CINFRUTEEAHOCEE A BRIk, Rl fEskFe
ZFAT, ZnONPsT] {2 38 02 it i bl Az B R 25
&, i Fe RAEE112.2% (Sun et al., 2020).
ZnONPsTE KX H 5 5 26 4 N nlAE A, ok
& (Oryza sativa)lf)i= B Fx 762 (N KFIZn) i,
R G B RME DR EG K, KA (MDA)
M &, AL A, 3 o S A A il
(SOD)FiL AL Wi (POD)f 1, A8 S Ak Ji 3 5 A
FEF= 42 ) %3 (Burman et al., 2013; Elshayb et al.,
2021). ZnONPsif ] i i o A AR B IS MU RS
B PO E R PR B DL R E S
003 55 1Y SRR 1) 3 A0 T 5 B PR T 32 € 7 (Alharby

et al., 2016; Venkatachalam et al., 2017; Rizwan et
al., 2019). ZnONPs [1JiX Fi 3t 5 207 VA AR 45 I 78 T B¢
AP 78 W ROSHI I BT S A K, KR s Pk
. SODFPOD M.

1.4 SREGERRLF

AlidoustfllIsoda (2013)% FH M- T 1t jte A1 - 338 it FH 72
W Jt 7 Fe,OaNPs AT 15 R A, 4% 1) Fe,O3NPs X K
AR BRI, R I T it Fe,ONPs A I 2 2 it K
FARREKAEAVER, X2 K A K T K
SR IARILIT RS, AR . 5 e A
AR EL, I T P i A7 A% TR 0. 4 1) Fe,OsNPs % K 1 12
BRI TE R, W AR RN IR N2 5 8Fe,03NPs
PRIk B8 3k FE T, AT A5 A R otk e 2 R A
/. AlmeelbifiBezbaruah (2014)Wf 5t %8, —
L T e 1 TR 10 A2 A 12k 36 449 2K kL T (Iron-based  na-
noparticle) r] i % 32 I AE W) E e =4 fs . FesO,NPst
REM/NZZ . KA R ORI, e dE AR AR AR 2 R 350
A, HisSHEYPUERE S S 5% (lannone et al.,
2016), JUHAEBGEME T, FesO,NPs ] @it FE KA
PR E AR A K PRI, $2m
IKFET A B4k 2% S A Fel i, 7T ILFesO4NPs A
A RIE R 2 4 PR BRI 71 (Yan et al., 2020; Li
etal., 2021).

AN, BN R ERIE R, 20 mg-L™" y-Fe,03NPs
UL R ERIR R MK, IR ARG IS
39.6%, [FIR YKL T AL IR AMAR R R T e ia
BN, AR R F (Jeyasubramanian et al.,
2016). ifi20 mg-L™" Fe,OsNPs#§E F, 1 4 il i
(Citrus reticulata) 3 2 I, FF 38 Ak B & 1)
FREAGSEE, B4 ko 3 R OE 26, f & fEAH
MK 5B IN126.4%, B &, [HiE,
Fe,OsNPs - VIR R RIS 2 & A 1 3R 8 22 3 2 4
EW, ARy iz Z Xt (Elshayb et al., 2021);
FLEEA AR T (38 0, RERR 43 & = A K, MDA
SRR et al., 2016, 2017).

2 RAFIHEMH ST

21 HRAKRE
% BERR IV A E (MWCNTSs) ) A2 4 2 B8 3 B B T
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TR A BRIR FE R AR K R R RS R 3= . 7E
FhF g KB B, BRIKE (CNTs) WL PEFf R |, 3
FEE T AN K 73 W SCETE, i) A1 B R AR ) AR
£ (Servin et al., 2015; Vithanage et al., 2017).

Begum Al Fugetsu (2012) & Begum%i(2012)#iff 5t &
B, 1 000 mg-L™" MWCNTSTE K &4t F R EE15K,
Al E MHIKAE . K (Cucumis sativus). 41763
(Amaranthus tricolor)f1£3%(Lactuca sativa)lt)4: &,
PRI R, IR R AL, I FREKRE
W= 42ROS .. Ke%(2021)HF 78 th &K I, MWCNTSH] 7
AL A BUA AL 7 T 5 S MDARIROS 7 &,
18 B R ) S AR A (L 2 BRI ). A B TR B,
MWOCNTs [ 4 25 11 -5 S50 B IO 56 1R Ak &7 97 7T
E W& T A 55 (Zaytseva and Neumann, 2016).
MK GYE R T1 000 mg-L™' MWCNTs R, Hjif
AR SFR RKEMMWCNTS, X EE 40 KB kL% Zn fil
CuZC I H Bt W A, FEAS Zn A7t [F) 4 v e i
AT SN AR . 52Kl Stampoulis
£5(2009)WF 7t & 3L, 75 #i (Cucurbita pepo)# &1t
1000 mg-L”"' MWCNTS T, “E47 B #1560%, {HF
THRFAZEM. Yang%:(2021)#f 72 T MWCNTs
XHLFE TF 2, R IIMWCNTs Ak # 5 40l /e T+ i R
R Fr B 25052 B B A, e s A o
MWCNTs#lIfi YA KR E S HOCEEM, misk
SR B F AU A A A 0T s T AR 1 e S i DL Bt
MWCNTs % 3 (18 LR . =75 SWCNTs £ 5 51
FTARCENER 240, RSB T3h 707 AR R oK B i
&, WAtk K = 4 (Velikova et al., 2021).

715 (40 pg-mL™") MWCNTs £ 72 th 23 71 3% (Bras-
sica juncea)fll B4t & (Phaseolus mungo)Z% ¥ i 1]
TR EENE, RIR B EE K B35 B R B (Gho-
dake et al., 2010).

22 AERE

1 5 ) (graphene) s — it b ik JiE 1~ 2H B IR /N A B
BRI, 2 H AT At R R IR
fifl 53 W Ve S I (oK i b}, B A A SR
(graphene oxide, GO)#1id J& 74 41k £1 5 /i (reduced
graphene oxide, rGO). i 545 X A8 4 A= K 1 52 1 42
b 5 Ak B FE (AN [F) 1 P A2 Ak, I B R 40 11
RS AN AL R ] . Begum%(2011)HF 58 & 8L, 500—

WrRaaieas: LTRGBS s S E KM it Tt g 817

2000 mg-L™"f7 BIGAEBR R R R, AL
4 H W (B. oleracea var. capitata). 7T (Solanum
melongena). £ RAAESAR ZE A K, BRI AEY
mEAMK, B FROSH A, RA& SR,

Anjum % (2013) T 58 K I, At &4 GO Y B BL &
i 52 14 Y R T AR 420 40 Y B 45 Bk H BB (glutathione,
GSH)AALIE R RS, #ikE(1 600 mg-L™" )R &
(100 mg-L™") GO F& 1[I 22 &k S A3 o H k&
AN J5 Y A AL B I H K = L 26 (GSH/GSSG),
W RGSH AL M, T B8 T GO [ BB FEAIK,
T R AR R AR K 2 S 4, Bz E PG 5E . GO
X R ) 241 AL ) 2 P AL 32 R T A 5 7 A I ROS
AP EL 40 M A= 2= AR I B, B 38 BR AR P A AL B T
PEL MHIBRARK A IR EEIR & B DB B R 1 b
FIAI A U242 (Hu et al., 2014). Liu%5(2015)0F 78 &
W, BEEGORFHEIKE(5-200 mg-L™)fséhn, Hxtk
FEMp 8 & S 3G s, B8 & B AR BEEE AR
(MR 22K AERE. REFE ., M b BRI &
bb)¥ W35 2 B0 . GOL JHEL(Nicotiana tabacum)
AR, BeoF B iR, FEURIA M2,
JH AW B [# K (Chakravarty et al., 2015; Zhang
etal., 2015a). Zhang%5(2016)Hf 541 84sxd N 5
WA KB, FEKIG BT &M F, B (1 500 mg-L™)
A AR AN KR SRR k. BEMHIRE
FIRE, BEARZmN ALK, FEREET A S
TS S T N SR SR IEE 30K )5,
YIRS R S BN EERK, FEEERR
B4, AN Z M REMMEITREN. K. Ca. Fe.

ZnHICu) & EFFAK, ERUE TR KM . Foh, —a B
HEW X EY = AR R B, BB in %
#ii BT 5 (nitrogen-doped graphene quantum dots,
NGQDs) n] # 0l S AR $ Y, a8 ik 48 o s i 22 E AR
AT ), AR 2R /I 20 i mh R (AR SR e b, AR
KRIMEEAAPINIR A 2B, 25Tl rg T 41
MR K0 AT (M 2%, 2022). rGO I A 8 5 Al IR
H RGN (PSH)FI3EPE, B30 # % & (Pisum sati-
vum)I A 1ER, IXTEAR KRR 5 5% S AL N
#47 %(Chen et al., 2019).

2.3 SROKNT
Hahkki 1 (Ag nanoparticles, AgNPs)X e 4 (1) 75 P
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RN AR AR AE KR B &N, JCH R R
RGN AEKI B . AgNPs CIE S KRG B2k
MK (B. campestris). /N3 F il 3 (Sorghum
bicolor) 5 Fh -1 (185 & M 4hE A K ((Yin et al., 2011;
Thuesombat et al., 2014; Matras et al., 2022). HHF 7T
F, AgNPsHZE 4% 5 (P. radiates)Rlim R4l
KHALUA20%F147%, HAGNPsST 4R G A RS2 FIECso
B4 39135126 mg-L™" (Lee et al., 2012). Krishnaraj
2:(2012) 1 5t % B, AgNPs % 72 X} 2 i 5 (Hyssopus
officinalis) (¥ A G5k oo, (R4 FoAR . Z2HH (1)
LS5 . MusanteFflIWhite (2012) b5 T AgNPs ATk
WURLAQF F XTI A B RV, R ILAGNPS AMY B IS
i JR(C. moschata) )+ W& R, HATHZAMBEHEET
[%66%—84%. (HAFER IR, AgNPsX] B NI 9K 5
PERE KT KRBk Ag, X 3 2K NAgNPs B A 5%
R B TR RE 1 (BUIA M 4.4-101%), TF ST
W 2 e AgNPs A= 3 3 M (1) FE K K (Yin et al,
2011). SR1, fEALLHEY AN, AGNPsEEI /1)
TFESAQT, LI BEMERONIIR B AUKRLT A . Bl i
[ iEAGNPs 5, BEE H AR N 9KRL T B, 1
PRAEK S22 2 25 40, 3R K AE T AgNPs 5% 7 [ 11K
THRARILFE. CORMLIEREFA RS (PSI) ik
S, MR EER - 541, AgNPsHIiIFE 4
W PTG B (i L AU (catalase, CAT)FIHLIA
IRt E ALY (ascorbate peroxidase, APX))iE 1,
RASEAMILT (Larue et al., 2014; Vishwakarma
et al., 2017; Falco et al., 2020).

2.4 SHEMNKRKET

HAl, AALEE99KHKLT(ZnO nanoparticles, ZNONPs)
Xof RELA PR S i AT 9 AR TR R ) I N T T . 2
L, OV T ZnONPsXf /N2, £k, AKFE. AKF
(Oenanthe clecumbens). &K, & HiAIK G552 F
W #EME . Garcia-Gomez % (2018)i i [ + 3 it
INASF R )ZnONPs, RIELEK . /NZRIKE 1)
A ER. MDAR & KROS5 14 %2 21 41 M FL i
Salehi%$(2021)8F 5 &K I, 5 3 MZnONPsAHLL,
I TG 5 it X 32 (P, vulgaris )R Bk AR K s AN 2
8 AR BE O, AT AR i O A R R B R
file, 2 FHEEURAAE WA E BB AL, &
A ER T % . ZnONPsfIgh K31 5 1R 19Zn*"

B, FEARER RO, Wan%(2019)iE il %
ALY, RILZNONPsASE AR A K [X 3 iz 41
Pt 22 i L, I 3 Sk A B A R e S 5 A R 4
BEH ZURIZE R, AN S5 35 4 40U me oF EAR ARG, H
Xof AR 2R 43 A 2H 24 M 1 B 1 A FH B B
LvEE(2021)HF 58t &3, ZnONPsXT T KA i 11
BEMEIR RARE B A KBNS &BE 1. Zn-
ONPsRE % IR 3k N H UTARTE M AR 25, KR
WAL (NZNT), HfaFEmYAEK. LinMfliXing
(2008)7E /KK ZGi b K I, ZnONPsx 2 3 %5 (Lolium
perenne) KL H BRI ANOK R IE, R RAEY & T
FIRAK, MR, R R 2 40 e R A Ak B
HRE . SR, AT AZNONPS Y I B2 1 5 8 5%
WEUR PR MR EE S T I L EER R, M5 H A4
B L R4 b A 5% . Zhang %5 (201 5b )il it 33 4 HEL 45 A1
BT SR, RINZNONPsH M 27 B i s # ia AR
DA R 2R A MR T A R, X R RE S 4K
BT O, BECRUKRE o A7 75 LB AL . 2R
(2016) A= Koy P2 BRI B35 TH V-4 T ZnONPSTEAE
Yy B, R IMZNnONPSTE K 55 % 52 41K, wI i
SEKFELN AT Zn RIS, MIHIHI S K FRA
T SRR AR BE T RE I 5 i 5 B0 KA
WA TER BEK12%, 7= & 5 K49%, SILSE TR
B, HoSoBTRFFRIR T3 A, e oK

25 ZENEKAKNF

KEMFREW, —HAEKGIKHL T (TiO, nanopartic-
les, TIO,NPs) % #& th =4 8 1%, HEmAHIE 04
YEF . SongZ%(2012)F 5T & FH, TiONPsH] LU A7
¥ (Lemna minor) 1M 2k, Z 5140 A -1 R %
N, B S I AR R R R BT, BRI SRR
B, MHDEE1EM . 1Ak, Frazierss(2014) 58 &I,
TiO,NPs % & 1 {2 2 41 il JH B AR 3R A KR AR P AR
R, HAREHE(0.1%) TiONPsZ 1] T AR AN
54 KA FUE BTN 52 71 A XRNA  (20-22 nt)ffi%
ko MTIONPsH R T 1%, WFEIL/NE13% L)
B, HRE s RIEEES I, X e A ML S R A
VIR EAE Y A 9%(Du et al., 2011). Pakrashi%
(2014)BF 7t 2 W1, WA 7 & (2—4 mol-L 7"y i/ R~
(15 nm) TiO,NPs % 5 1] 5 i Z0R1 08 540 A Y 4k
WS W, ANRAZEC IR, BRI e, S
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41 i ROS = A= FIMDA S =34 i, M 5 S04 i A g
IEH 2405, FHASHEMMR RAEK . FRERBRIN
AP B PEARFAE

T4k, TIONPs & fEFEYIIE R K, A
BEFLAR, FEUEMRR R FKET B, M0 A8 Ak 1
A EAE . AslifiNeumann (2009)F 78 & B, &7 &
(1 000 mg-L™") TiO,NPs/K}; #5564+ F, W 5lEE
KR RN FLIE 6.6 nm T [%%3.0 nm, M BEAS
MR & A (W5 5 2 AR R R I R 12 B )1l i
Gao%:(2013)HF 7L K W, M HWiii0.1% TiO,NPsH]
FAR K P M (Ulmus  elongata)ff)i§ 6 &, X Fhi
Hil/E I HE A FLZ R AT EL, 2B N R RE LR
TR, SN SR TR (Mg, KRIMn) I i
IR ZBUFAT R0 . WaaniZE (20210 7T 1 &=k
(750 mg-kg™") TIONPSTE - it « #E AR A1 - 83 it
T, MK IR R, KA RS
T B 55 251 R TIOoNPs S 3 101 i) 7K e A8 PR A0 1= 3 1
WA, FEE S A R EH0 K 5 i AL,
IE R A AR A, RAHTIONPSTE HIERFE N7
TEVE AR ARSI, WTRED] A 2 P A 22 308

26 ZEHBPKKF

AL 45K kL T (cesium dioxide nanoparticles,
CeO,NPs) Hl IR IS i, 840 3 B H AN [A] 1) 26 4 2 3L
Mo JECEE(2016)0F 7532 1, CeO,NPs i @& AT #ill il 5
Ei(Lactuca sativa)#) et & B, HixFh A3 &
PERTRERS L R — R IEHAERK R E . i, “&im
TR ARAIC 77 (10 mg-L™") CeO,NPsH, HA5248
Fraf RE TR, KB mes, 2806 H 2
55; B BN, )5 K2R EIRE RIS, AT
B ik Cest & (Wang et al., 2013). A4k, mik
(1 000 mg-kg™") CeO,NPs 5 55 n #iI | 4 bk 14 1 5
3 8L, T DR TE F AR RAR T R Ce(Ill) (S
CeO NPs/™ A= A B I — N Z R (Gui et al.,
2015). CeO,NPsit i] $hELIE K BT A AL B 18 R 55
Rico%#(2013a, 2013b)#f 7t K I, CeO,NPsTE/KE
kM, XMKREA A TR, H IR 2 PR
FIMR I H0. 5 &, J i W7 BR AR IR 3R 55 K0 )
J R, B AR R A P ) AR M B R i R o ARk,
RS ARV PE RN B B SRR, B A . i
5272000 mg-L™' CeO,NPs~, K. 7 i fl # Il

WrRaaieas: LTRGBS S E KM it TEdt g 819

T KR B F AL, 25 T F#30% . 30%A120%,
H G 5 A i A AR A B 2 2 32 B0 il (Lopez-
Moreno et al., 2010).

2.7 REMKRNF

i J& 44 K i T (copper-based nanoparticles, CuO-
NPs)Xf ) 0 25 5 2 15 S AR AR N 7= 42 K E ROS.
KEROSHEAAE Y AL A0 M, JoIH 2B AR
2, LA 2R Gt I B S A A O A R Rk i 2
_i#(Nair and Chung, 2014a; Nair et al., 2014).
CUONPSs & 1] 3 o 47 3 457 495 FH A2 35 AE A BB IR 52 1) A
Y. Shi%(2014)HF 7t &I, CUONPS . 2 1 il i
JN 7 # (Elsholtzia splendens)FIlFIF A&, HAE
AR A Y AR SRR TR, S EURI4E M5 &
AL, MR, ARG 4E 1A 1 R R AR B,
S F 0 P 1 B IR, A B R AR SR AN R A R B &
FRAK, MREBEXMK, M™EREERORRLEN, X5
A TECUP IR ICE — & % £ (Nie et al., 2020). %
4h, CUONPSTEMSH; -5 F iz T, A W3 PRIl B 77
A BRI AR I S 2 2 i, A AR R A
FAT AR TE i, T B 2 ) Hb PR SR, 408 1T 6 A Ak
it R —E M35 3 (Nair et al., 2014). 41412 R B,
CUONPs /K 2 & il 75 P AR A B 2B W iR, #f)
WRARAK, BHRSIVE BRI 2 BR A R, B AR ik X
MEILER (B Mo, Mn. MgMZn)imis, e
KE. G5, £ H1E(Gossypium spp.) L3 K4
1M K (Nair and Chung, 2014a, 2014b; Nair et
al., 2014; Nie et al., 2020). CuNPs{E ARV Ak Eg
AR 25t LA I E () g RE AN ER 8 XU . 100 mg-L”!
CuNPs % & 1] [# A% B (Capsicum annuum) it A4
A ZRER G, $ERHO0K E(60%) AR T A ik
IKF(27%), 2B CuNPsH] 753 A0 BRI 5 A 4)
{1 B 0 400 0 1 52 %4 14: (Tabatabaee et al., 2021).

3 TIREMARMATHEMEYNFRNT
UD]ESES

3.1 T3

Servin (2015) W 70 KL, TAE 40K b4 BLH(ENMs) Xt
TP AP 2 BB AR SR R R R A [ T e, 9 HLAR
KA F MY Bk Z FEtE e . AR,
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CeO,NPsZ & vl ff oK & i Fl 3% JIRh 7 8 & % %
ik, HLEZZ M L1078 B AR, (HEIR K
FE JEE Hb fi) 380 35 JTORD B OK AR & 1 4= K (Lopez-Moreno
etal., 2010). B 4h, CeO,NPsTE/KEE Bk T, BEM
Hl S ELIR R MM, (HXNE &R 5
HAEH, JRIK ZCeONPs#i R RIS, Ce (IV)i ik
HNCe (I), T &5 E X Ce (1)U 5 8 CeO,-
NPsxf H 2 I H 4o (B BEEg M, PRE0 T W Ah ks S 1k
(Ma et al., 2010b; 3%, 2016).

TARGUR A B A2 RN R 5 184 2 R
KAb, EE YA B (BT KA . R
JT AR R 450 55 ) fE 1 — E K &R (Yang et al,,
2017). ZHIEH N, ENMs (1AgNPs. CuONPs.
CNTSsHIGO)T X 4 F) A B2 1k 5 T B 7 I A
Y, FER A AR R 450 7% R T8 (Begum
etal., 2012), XFH-HE A AR, AR 2
ENMs, #2275 A 20 40 i, 45 1) 2 i T 1% it
ENMsXEPII 9K B g . %, T YA
— AN R AR RN H AR R B SR 1 LA B /N
MY, ENMEBE MR 3R, #HEOR, s
B Z/MR, TEMR, BEMER M (Lee et al., 2008).

Rt AR ZR A1, Fl K/t 2 A A S ENMs
R —NEEEER . AR FEEY) T RN & A
], Cafas%#(2008)Hf 7t K I, SWCNTs/K$: % 5 i
ZHHIFE NG B 53 N (Daucus carota) FIHESE
MR, E R AR 35 K AR K TITMWCNT 2
Bt KGRI, MEEMEIESE, 4. i
JRFKRE R & 2E K (Begum et al., 2012), JE R & 7E
Pl B R B B, /N (3 50 R AR 2% ) I 3 T AR LG A
FUE L KM (28 KA K ) iR 22, BRI fl 28/
(R HE % ENMs IR Wi )37 5 B0 b A, b Rz 1) J2 A
2 IMENMSs SR A AR o FEFP T 5 R M EL,
ARG T35 IR B, oK (1 JE A 52 T 9822 ZnONPs
X AR Ry A il AR, 9 BELAS 20— ¢ B Znidk N AE
FRAR 2 AHEFL (Zhang et al., 2015b).

3.2 TIREFKRMHEREMES

T FE A4 K+ KL (ENMS) (10 TiONPs . ZnONPs .
CuONPs. CeO,NPsHIAgNPs)Xf ¥4 K 1540 5
H SRR K/NEVIAE G 0H R AR /NI ENMs B 2%
Gy W R AR SR, AR ()% 32 & i (R ) ¥ 3K

R AEE R, T R I HE B e 0 ) B R R
(Thuesombat et al., 2014; Quah et al., 2015; F
4, 2016; Falco et al., 2020). It4k, /NRiZENMs
AERREA, 7T FHEY A8 IR FLER M, 3
SEAEPINT KA« B WA IR A IR, AT A A A
14 K (Raliya et al., 2015). 2R, /N ~FENMsit A]
AR SV 4I BAE, A 2 HIROS, N 40
KIdf5(Yang et al., 2017), FEHENMsHIRZXT )
A RS ) R LR EE 5 R % 4, NRIAZENMSs
(41CuONPsHFIZnONPs)7EA Rl & & A i, H S F
T S 4 R T S R AR R R YR B R
%o K29 nmiJZnONPsTE /K% 245+, o B KIE
YN B3 E T Ri240 nmZnONPs, T EJEE A
R/ ZNONPs A IVE I FORMR R, FETEMR
Zh KRR, K5l N NZn®, 55
L LERI (L et al., 2021). 1CUONPsYE + 3 5 72 ff
S E AR BRIKICU™, 31 RIRAR E ht
B AN B P A AL BTG M 3G 5, S BUR R YU A 1L
K S~ B & (Yusefi-Tanha et al., 2020).

FEP % ENMSs [ W T 5 48 490 440 L 465 g R g K ek
HIRLARAE G o R4 i BE Y FLAR B 3-8 nm, R
5-20 nm (Carpita and Gibeaut, 1993). ¥if2/NT
o1 o BE AL A% T ENMs R 38 I 2008 I, 1 8 K ki iz
FIENMsAS 5 dt NAEYI A0, Toikg Ui iz, 44
KEHEAXHRGS . BN, kifE3 nmi¥TiO,NPsHEH UL
A T WIS 3 ol 2 3 2 R I 1 R s ST 40 A (K-
repa et al., 2010), TMfif525 nm[fITiIO,NPsARE %
FEYHMUEE, KR H R AR TE FORIR R, FHAS
MR 2N 7K 53 FVE FEY I R R ORI iz, AT A4
R4 K & & (Asli and Neumann, 2009).

RGO KL (A AEAE e S ENMs I 72 i
HEMEA . SyuF(2014)0H i K, T IHIA((45 5) nm).
=MIE((A7£7) nm)ATERIR((8£2) nm) AgNPsXf Ll R
KRR FFEM . T THARAgNPsKHEYIE
K B2 3E 1 F Ao, 17 BRAR AGNPs X8 4 28 K e AT
fEFEAE R, (HERTIEE RN REMTEFCu/Znid
AL AL S 1 98 . Xiang 2% (2015)WF 78 & 3N,
BRIE . FRRFI NI IRZNONPs & 3 [138(B. rapa
var. glabra)4i i i) A KRR A ERTE AR 2P KT
Bk, T DR L AR Ui B R R (- OH) f 3 70 A B it
AR
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3.3 IR RMRRESHE

2 11 Th it 35 21t 52 i ENMs G FE 4 I AE W 22 3808, TR
[R] A& 2% THI Th fig 2 41 7] 3 ELENMs (1 43 81 kA2 AR A,
M0 70 0T 4 U 7 ENMS TE A 90 44 N 1 W IO RD 3% iz
U O A R s, 3 T R e AR )
L. B, DIREtE AAED) BEALMWCNT s BE (L i
PREAER, HIX PR i3k 1E 5 MWCNTSs (1 41 55 F 7
HOMEAE 0%, 2 BBk, D) oof A AR 1) 02 3 A FH B
(Villagarcia et al., 2012b; Lahiani et al., 2013). 3%
HEMWCNTs AJ SE 3B 2 7ii 1) 8 A2 K F1 T 1E (Jordan et
al., 2020). &% Ihfe % [H 2 BE R YK B (OMWCNTS)
TERRAGIRE (2.3%x107° mg-mL™") F a5 K@i & A
BRI R, (eI R 1w & Mgl w42 K (Khoda-
kovskaya et al., 2011; Mondal et al., 2011); T =
JE OMWCNT's . 2 411 1] S8 1 bk 1) R 28 38 A1 ) Jot
K #E = (Hao et al., 2016). 5%f (K& FeCo-CNTs
AL, FeCo-CNTsAbHEEnffi/K FFH L H IFe &
BN, (YR (REE)TE 2 5, 3050 mg-L™
Fe-CNTsB s, B4k T LLG| EECNTs s # K R
A, 3R 2 PR AR K FE I AR ) 7 & (Hao et al,
2016).

AEXT T 9K B PE R R (1 AgNPs, 58 245 itk ngs e
A PAgNPs (PVP-AgNPs)Xt 1150 Hu g Y 0 7 K
WY RS TC R, T B A A i €7 1 AgNPs (GA-Ag-
NPs) & & PRSI M T i K 2, JR R & g
FEAE— ML AR, & B 1R SR b gk
TR AG” (1 A 250 DA K F R BRI (Yin et al.,
2012). 5GOMFMAMAHLL, —LThEetkh GO (WK
AR A0 5245 (hydrated graphene ribbon, HGR)Al!
I GO) W2 & /N2 M1 1 K 5 22 TR IR & (1)
ARG, HGRIYTG 7 2 25 72 s B rh R 4 7%
4% F(Hu and Zhou, 2014). Chen%%(2018)f 5t #f
W, BIM G NFFK T GO R B, 25 T H
SR, WOE T EYA M) A T, 4R 15 5 GO XY
T AR K R 2

LRGN RE ) 2 THI AR 2 2 2 S e L AE A
VIR AEYDEE . B VR 5 A1 (Rastogi et al.,
2017). Matras®(2022)K F #7 15 BR — 4 (trisodium
citrate, TCSB). ./ (tannic acid, TA)FIE g2k
7% £k (cysteamine hydrochloride, CHSB)#l|# 1 3
AgNPs, & Bl I i () CHSB-AgNPs X} ¥ -1 IH- (3% i

WRaaieaE: TREGARM BN s S E KR i Tk fg 821

JINZE I 2 ) R WL T (P62 (B, oleracea var. bot-
rytis)Fl 43+ 2% (Sinapis alba))t Y4l i £ K 5tk
T I TCSB-AgNPsFITA-AgNPs, J& K £CHSB-
AgNPs 1) R~F e/, BE25 5 g im M A0, TP
ARG Bl 7T L, ENMSs 26 45 11 15 5 (0 £ 4 2
ROSLHLEI AR S A, FEEGR TENMsHIF S, R
T i 5 [ RN 2 1 H A 5

3.4 TIEGEKM IR E BT
ZHE T, ENMs T e S5 R4 1 5% e 52 3L ] 0 75
BN . i, KK (<100 mg-L™") MWCNTs %5
(BRI A K T 249K B 4 (5002 000 mg-L™)
i, FORH I P At /R F (Begum and Fugetsu,
2012; Begum et al., 2012; Lahiani et al., 2013). Liu
%:(2015) f1Cheng % (2016) iff 5T 1 GO Fh ¥ i & Al
WK MRS, RIURIKE (5 mg-L™") GO
B 2 i 0 R K RE AN SE A AR R 1 AR S A M -
A YUK A S50 mg LTI, A4 EE A2
K BRI FEAIR, T 24 4bFRIK 2 7% 510041200 mg-L7'i,
2R BT T AS S e A 38 52 20 S i) o

Pakrashi & (2014) W 5t & 3L, % & 77 &= (2—4
mol-L™") ({1 TIO,NPs AT 4 20 . M 5 A0 T K AR R (1)
A T R BE (10 mol-LT!) I TIONPs 5 5% % #8147
TR R, JR N R ETIONPs 75 5 & AL [ A
TUVE, AFITHE I (Ghosh et al., 2010), {H&iX
T B N FHE AE 78 A 455  AnjumZE(2013) I 78 & B,
100. 200711 600 mg-L™" GORE &2 i %8 T R 3
FFM K, 40051800 mg-L™" GO & (it fh 7
B K, BEAH 07 A K R R ER 1453 (1 S8 A K, 1
55 Ho O 1 40 fif S B UAs ifiL 2 3t S8 Ak 40 il (APX) it 4
AL (CAT)TEPE, 38 0 i R 2 52 Rk 7 (R AR G 2
KE, (k& GmkEK. 1ok, Zhang%:(2016)HF 7T
RIL, NEKIA(B0KR )il A 506 2 S HaL F AT
FUR &, J6 1 (24 848/ NI )2 fik 4 58 45 o L 1 T 6

UiRTS- 2R

3.5 HEMMEKNER

TEARFREL AT, TREGURAMELRA A F P EL
VI, WO AR I A 2 N S AR AR KA R
MR, HAKRGEAAEARLL, BUIR AT AR RE B 1
ZZfiR CUONPsXI /N AL B ER M, TR A 2 B iR A i b
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(KICUONPs /M Bk, ¥ i PICU Wk 15 4K T /K A
(&%, 2010), Wb 13 H, CUONPsHFIZNONPSs
AL S AH] N AR R AR AR, RO R
PUKRURL e PRI R 8 B, HR AR RS FO0 B
K 4 & A — 2 (Dimkpa et al., 2012). 52 #H
&, Leed(2012)WF 7T 1 Blla s 77 3 th AgNPs X £ A
Vi A B EEE, R I L E  a SRE BEAE
A IR S, FEARY) AR 22 AR 2 3 B i
M. IX e UMM R TR R AR R, fE LIRS
ENMs A 23 & A= W i A A 3R S5 A0 2 A0 4k, i HL 05
FORLGT R P ENMs RS T 4 8 85 1 H A W R A,
FAL R AR XTENMs A Y08 F FEBRAR, M-S B 55
PERRR(PMES- 55, 2016).

AL, 3555 2% 1) BEAK P4 5T (0 1 338 5T b (Josko
and Oleszczuk, 2013; Zhang et al., 2017b). pH{HE
(Watson et al., 2015; Schlich and Hund-Rinke,
2015). /K& (Josko, 2019). B 19 A HLH &
£ (Zhang et al., 2015a; Majumdar et al., 2016))tH5%
M ENMs [ 88 M S HLAERE A4 N IR Fkaa Fi AR
YInT R M. Horb, BIEpHIE R m nl A& R B
FYUKRL T BRI RO ) R 1 — RIS OL T, AHXT
T o 35, ENMsTE B2 14 - 358 v 1 55 1 280 B o,
KRl TS, ATVAPYEENMSsI 68 &1
TH AR Bh P 1 58 (Watson et al., 2015). 74k, 3%
-5 EEAE AL S =X ENMSsTE T3 I RORES
BT RIS . 50, FEFERR S I T IR B T 4 KR
THIL, PHATENMs AR, 52 &4 F B
(Majumdar et al., 2016); i f5 L&/ Ji il 40K 45 4 1
AN PR S, AT AR AR H B (Hotze et al.,
2010; Yang et al., 2017). Zhang%$(2017a)iff 5t T
100£1500 mg-kg™' CeO,NPSTEA &/ i st & 2k
K pyszm, R IH2F R 1 CeONPs b3 5, #5i
B (27 (2.211£0.04)% AP H 2 D IR
AR TR U £ (27 (11.87£0.56)% + 1%
HHLR). FFE, CeO,NPs7EIfIE(Cui et al., 2014).
WA 3 (Zhang et al., 2015a)fi1¥b - (Zhang et
al.,, 2017a) 3FAE o F g T, % A4 m R I
ANFRFEEREE . Bk, TREGKR PR A =M
FH v 75 R R I o B AT ik, DASR i A A
FH I S g i i i 3535

4 H5RE

FHFENMs B4 il 9 B4k 25 1 i, FLAE Al 4 sk
HRNHE &z, WA ERAERRE . RK
M ISR B v U . BT ENMs K &= 5% B
SR I AR AS IR B P AR e . DRI, ER TR KA R
TEIREE A RSO, ) A Rt e SR A ) A= 5 3
L B AT RS VEART T A 24 |98 KA BHRTE A2 % 0
WA o L5670 B M SSENMs S & S A K R
Wil (1) BIF 55 AT R 9 KR 22 07 6 AR 28 2808 VT Ak 32 it
KE AT SRR A S 2% Kl . R A WFFCIESE, ENMs
X R AT P AR AN [E AR B s e ELAE FIALI & 2%, (BT
V2R 10 TR IR AR TT - 40, ENMs—J7 1 nJ 18
IEPRARFT T & R . 5 SN AR T B SR
JIBE 35 A R B 0 A0 473 R R 5 5 e 2050 %7 400 ) e 1 AR
RE; B X andEd s S EH . ISR AR
73~ 07K A3 W SORN R e A W g v P S e R A R AR
K(&2). 1HR, —F (ENMsFIEY)Z 8 1k TAF
22 PR ER M, AR RIS . GRS A
KPR BT, 280007 s — e
F, REEEMARGEIERT, UK B HE Y1)
S . ENMSTE A A 858 147 9 A KO0 R ) 1 25
PEFNG 25 /E W90 M AL TSP B B, AV 22 0] 75 R
ANRZE, EAARELL L.

4.1 EHEBARLTERIFET, HREMNsIHEIR
EYFEHR

H R0, 25008 50 R AEAE AR K 10 S - e R B o il
17, ELR = K S0 B A S R S R i S 4 .
Jo R IERR ST A LT A 3 TR S FpHIE 22 74
145 T 3GKARL R I A R 1 AP 2N (Le Van
et al., 2016; Yang et al., 2017). T3EHMAES M
YIEK R E BRI T, EENEKKE . PUsH
Lo FEh R EEAERH . I, AR IR AT RE
TERH BRI T, 456 18505 7R 4L AR PR
AL, RO AR R S BAENLS], AT
INGUKA R A 2 U

4.2 RRABEFHEARMREMNsHEIH KLY
FHN

HAG, KER 7 BIF T8 5CTE i 77 B EMNs J& 31 5 e ) 14
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ENMs7k
BERI ]

A5

HIVER Ve
PR R MWCNTs G‘;?/ hd BRI H
Y/ v N
SWCNTs SWCNTs X
PR ZnONPs : TiO,NPs 40 HhmK Sk
BB BN, — GO - | ZnONPs | — R AAE
el | R AR LS B
IR CucuoNps| | FeONPs e
BHRE CeONPs | < =g ARG
. —  — _a/a
=]

B2 TGRS AR S R 2R AR AL

ENMs: LK H B, MWCNTs: £ EERR 91K, SWCNTs: HLEERRZ4KE; ZnONPs: A LB g8k ki T; GO: A AL BIF;
AgNPs: 44Kk T-; Cu/CUONPs: HiFE4 KK T; CeONPs: L ALHAKKL T TiONPs: “EALERA KK T; FesOsNPs: 4
G T Fe,0aNPs: ZkJL gk 7

Figure 2 Biological effects, influencing factors and interaction mechanisms of engineered nanomaterials in plants

ENMs: Engineered nanomaterials; MWCNTSs: Multi-wall carbon nanotubes; SWCNTSs: Single-wall carbon nanotubes; ZnONPs:
Zinc oxide nanoparticles; GO: Graphene oxide; AgNPs: Ag nanoparticles; Cu/CuONPs: Copper-based nanoparticles; CeO;NPs:
Cesium dioxide nanoparticles; TiO,NPs: Titanium dioxide nanoparticles; FesO4NPs: Iron oxide nanoparticles; Fe;O3NPs: Iron-
based nanoparticles

BRI . SRTTFAEE T I EMNS R 4 fE1A 21 i 77 &
WREE, PRI B2 i K 771 2 ENMs K U 5 52 60 1 40 1 A2
WA RN T . 2RI B B A AGT EENMs M B¢
T, aREHAZENR? KT REKRES S ZRm?
WA SRR AKE 2R A A2 4e? Xy

4.3 ARENMsFHIEMERRE. ZZFRR

NPE i LRGN AR RHE AR O 1A RO A, 3R
ENMs 7£ A5 47 (5 51 52 458 40 ) 1A 9 BOAT ke vk AR
B, SRR — T I AEE A S R G A R
AL, 73— TENMs 5 L3, B SAUKAES RS %

TR FURR R B, e 5 22, FATH A itk
I TAEYAHEOR, WIERAL . S A T A A
L ZE KRBT A KA R I 5 B AR K B
RGUEEIIFENE, NTHIETUNE fh AR AP0 9K AR A 2
RN F A EE PR AR A

DISRER, JFalid fr A aE i A MoAR M B S Al )
FERFRIRAT  AFTE 1, ENMs v i i i [ FIAR 2 44 A
Yol e e R iz . (HENMsI-ERZ 1)
ENASILRE B H AR ML 7 B XA R R SR AT
AR BEANAN [ A A 52 4 AT R GERT 7E (Miralles
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etal., 2012). {HRIUTHAG 07157~ EFENMSEREY)
A P IR ORI % 32 2 T TET I 1 B R o R S —
AR R URBAMERE MRS R, KRR
10VE. X2k WA A e St e B S B S 2 Rl ok
BRI, WLEZENMS 7E A 5] 16 47 20 H N (B 38 3 5%
Wiz AR 250 (Ma et al., 2010a), WIHIENMs
TER DR IR i R AR AR A B AR AL R L
11, T T K T4 7R ENMs S 1o S AE 2 11 A 2
N, X [ B ENMSs F 3R 353 A8 285 2008 LA 8 3 X

SE

B, BER, Wil (2016). A LKA R -4
VIR T U R AR 63, 1-11.

WRiR%E, %3, FA, B3R, TH (2019). YUKEAREMD
93 S B 4 PP S (R T . R AR 2R R 46, 142-150.

FRIBYE, &M, THE (2021). 9K S0 EE X 00 7L 9% 25 B 1) 40
WIEHBHAL. HYEEA 34(2), 34-40.
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iR, Kb WIER. pp. 1-70.

£8BY, TXE, EIB, ZEH, AKX (2010). AREEFN
A KA R N R . RS E AR 5, 842-
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Abstract Due to their nanoscale effects and excellent physicochemical properties, engineering nanomaterials (ENMs)
have been increasingly applied in various fields during the last decade. The biological effects of these ENMs on higher
plants and the risk assessment of their ecological effects have become research hotspots. To comprehensively under-
stand the effects of ENMs on higher plants in ecosystems, this paper reviews the effects of several ENMs (metal nano-
materials, metal oxide nanomaterials, carbon-based nanomaterials) on the growth of higher plants and their mechanisms.
These ENMs could inhibit plant growth by reducing the seed germination rate, inducing relative reactive oxygen produc-
tion, enhancing cell membrane permeability and directly damaging roots and can also promote plant growth by enhancing
photosynthesis, increasing root activity, strengthening water absorption and enhancing plant metabolic enzyme activity.
The influencing factors of ENMs on plant biological effects were further analyzed, including plant species, nanomaterial
size and shape, nanomaterial surface characteristics, nanomaterial concentration and treatment time, and plant growth
medium. Finally, based on the real soil environment, long-term and low-dose effects, and plant absorption and transpor-
tation, we propose the future research associated with the interaction between ENMs and higher plants, aiming to provide
a reference for the efficient use of ENMs in agricultural production.
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