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Abstract: To ensure food safety, the current agricultural development has put forward requirements
for improving nutritional quality and reducing the harmful accumulation of agricultural chemicals.
Nano-enabled sustainable agriculture and food security have been increasingly explored as a new
research frontier. Nano-fertilizers show the potential to be more efficient than traditional fertilizers,
reducing the amount used while ensuring plant uptake, supplying the inorganic nutrients needed
by plants, and improving the process by which plants produce organic nutrients. Other agricultural
uses of nanotechnology affect crop productivity and nutrient quality in addition to nano-fertilizers.
This article will review the research progress of using nanomaterials to improve nutritional quality in
recent years and point out the focus of future research.

Keywords: nano fertilizer; inorganic nutrient; organic nutrient

1. Introduction

After the issue of food and clothing, the health, safety, and nutrition of agricultural
products have become increasingly prominent, and people’s demand for health and nutri-
tion of agricultural products has increased. This is due to the continuous improvement of
the gradual enrichment of material life. Consequently, enhancing the nutritional value of
agricultural products has emerged as the key to satisfying consumer demand [1,2]. The
amount and quality of organic and inorganic nutrients, such as dietary fibers, carbohy-
drates, essential amino acids, vitamins, proteins and minerals, and other phytochemicals
good for human health, have an impact on the nutritional content of farm produce [3]. The
factors affecting the nutritive value of agricultural commodities are complex: the quality
of seeds, climatic conditions, soil conditions, and growth conditions at various stages of
growth and development will have an impact on them. Finding controllable conditions
in numerous influencing aspects for adjusting and promoting is required to increase the
nutritional quality of agricultural goods and obtain higher quality agricultural products.

Nanotechnology limits the material size to the level of 1~100 nm, which makes it
superior to other technologies. At present, it is used in many fields, such as medical
treatment [4], construction [5], biomaterials [6,7], textile [8], environmental protection [9],
food processing and packaging, agriculture, which brings new opportunities and challenges
to traditional industry technology. Nanotechnology is placed with high hopes to achieve
sustainable green development. With the development of nanotechnology and the wide
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application of nanomaterials, the emergence of nano-agricultural products such as nano-
fertilizers, nano-pesticides, and nano-biosensors has improved the problems in traditional
agriculture and improved the nutritional quality of crops. For example, mesoporous
silica nanoparticles (MSNPs) can improve the nutrient delivery speed and growth speed
of Z. japonica [10]. As the carrier of herbicide, nano-capsules can reduce the amount of
herbicide without reducing the efficiency. For instance, poly (epsilon-caprolactone) nano-
capsules can be used as herbicide carriers of atrazine [11]. Nano fertilizer can decrease
the spillage of nutrients, minimize the waste of fertilizer, and promote merging the damp
and alimentation [12,13]. At present, the research on the impact of nanomaterials on crops
is more about nanomaterials reducing the amount of chemical agricultural products and
improving their utilization efficiency, which is better than traditional agricultural products.
However, there is a lack of research on the effect of nanomaterials on the nutritional quality
of agricultural products, especially the improvement of inorganic nutrition and organic
nutrition. This paper summarizes the factors affecting the nutritional quality of agricultural
products and explores the relationship between nanomaterials and the factors affecting
the nutritional quality of agricultural products. Focusing on the improvement effect of
nano-fertilizers on inorganic and organic nutrition of crops, nano-pesticides enhance the
efficacy by controlling release to reduce the threat of pests and diseases and ensure the
nutritional quality of agricultural products, while paying attention to the phytotoxicity of
nanomaterials.

2. Factors Influencing the Nutritive Value of Farm Commodities

The way that crops absorb and use nutrients has an impact on the nutritional value
of farm produce. The nutrient absorption of the plant is mainly through root absorption
and leaf absorption. The root mainly draws nutrients from the soil, and the aboveground
part mainly absorbs and exchanges nutrients with the external environment through the
leaf surface. Plant nutrition can be divided into organic nutrition and inorganic nutrition.
Organic nutrition is closely related to photosynthesis, such as sugar, protein, organic acid,
carbohydrate, and fat. Inorganic nutrition mainly water and inorganic salts.

In aspects of crop propagation and development, there are 17 kinds of necessary
nutrients. The massive elements are O, C, N, H, P, K, Mg, Ca, S, and Si. The essential trace
elements are Cu, Zn, B, Fe, Mo, Mn, Cl, Na, and Ni. Plant growth shows abnormal plant
morphology and leaf color, poor development, poor stress resistance, and decreased fruit
quality, which are related to the lack or excess of essential elements.

The nutritional quality of agricultural products on the one hand depends on the quality
of seeds, on the other hand, depends on external growth conditions. For example, light
affects photosynthesis, thereby affecting nutrient production and transport mechanisms;
soil conditions affect the root absorption of essential nutrients; inorganic salts affect plant
growth and the nutritional quality of agricultural products.

2.1. Intrinsic Cause: Seed Quality

Numerous genes regulate the size, composition, and quality of seed structure, which
has a substantial impact on the quality of agricultural products. Therefore, choosing
high-quality seeds for high-quality agricultural goods is vital to improving the nutritional
content of agricultural products [14]. Recent investigations have shown that the nutritional
quality of rice is mostly determined by the size of the seed and the amount, type, and
physicochemical characteristics of the protein and starch in the endosperm. In addition,
other substances contained in different parts of rice seeds, such as lipids, minerals, vitamins,
and phytochemicals, also have an impact on the nutritional value of rice [15]. In addition,
the moisture content at the optimal harvest time of most cereals depends on the type,
cultivar, and seed quality [16]. The variety of legumes directly affects the blackening and
hardening of seeds, and the blackening of seed coats after harvest depends on the genotype
of legumes [17]. Irakli et al. found that the content of oil, protein, and carbohydrate and the
composition of fatty acids in cannabis seeds were mainly affected by genotype [18]. The
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structure, size, and genes of seeds directly affect or determine the nutritional quality of
crops. Therefore, by enhancing the structure and form of seeds as well as gene expression,
we can enhance the seed quality and thus the nutritional content of agricultural goods.

2.2. External Factors: Growth Environment

Murube et al. analyzed the nutritional traits of 25 common legumes in different regions
of Europe and found that the differences were determined by genotype, but not all the
traits were inherited, which indicates that environmental conditions have a relevant impact
on these nutritional compounds [19]. As a result, in addition to seed quality, other growth
factors such as light, humidity, temp, soil fertility, pollution, and the use of pesticides and
fertilizers will affect crop growth and development, which will then affect the nutritional
value of agricultural goods.

2.2.1. Climatic Conditions

Crop growth and development are influenced by climate conditions, which also have
an impact on how well-balanced the diet of crops is. Huang et al. showed that the growth
of leaves of two-leaf Chinese cabbage irradiated alternately with red and blue light was
better than that of control treatment, moreover, red and blue light irradiation had an effect
on the concentration of chla, total chlorophyll, carotenoids, soluble protein and so on [20].
In addition, Anza et al. showed that the season had an effect on the nutritional quality
parameters of tomatoes, and the nutritional quality of tomatoes grown in spring was
better [21]. Song et al. determined that the interplay between nutritional solution content
and light intensity (NSC) had a significant impact on nutritional quality, and mineral
content by investigating how the relationship between light intensity and nutrient solution
concentration affects lettuce’s nutritional value [22]. Factors like temperature, light, season,
and other climatic circumstances will affect how nutrient-dense agricultural goods are.

2.2.2. Soil Conditions

Soil is the foundation of crop growth and the main way to absorb water and nutrition.
The content of nutrients that can be absorbed and utilized in soil, soil fertility, soil moisture
content, and soil pollution will affect the growth and development of agricultural products
and their nutritional quality. It can be said that the quality of soil directly determines the
quality of agricultural products. Li et al. show that nutrient concentration in plants is
related to soil type [23]. Sanchez-Navarro et al. have proved that mineral fertilizers and
organic fertilizers can help improve soil fertility and yield. Both of them can increase soil
characteristics and improve the yield and nutritional quality of cowpea [24]. The quality of
food crops is also significantly influenced by other agronomic factors, including the type of
tillage and rotation, soil moisture, crop seed incubation, and plant genetic improvement
programs, according to studies [25]. The research of Leskovar et al. shows that the irritation
of onions varies with varieties, soil types, soil moisture, and other growth conditions [26,27].
Using carrots as test subjects, Ma et al. concluded that long-term usage of contaminated
water could influence crop growth, lower the nutritional content of vegetable products, and
worsen pollution [28]. Recently, studies have shown that saline-alkali conditions greatly
changed the proteome and amino acid spectrum of quinoa seeds, thus affecting their
nutritional quality [29]. The quality of soil conditions has a great impact on the yield and
quality of agricultural products, and also has a certain impact on their nutritional quality.

2.2.3. Growth Nutrition Conditions

To ensure the nutritional quality of agricultural products, in addition to suitable
climatic and soil conditions, good growth conditions are also required. Whether or not there
is insect disease, the agricultural method of farming rotation, the application of mycotoxins
and pesticides, and fertilizers will affect the growth and development of agricultural
products [30]. Additionally, the outcomes demonstrated that lettuce and mung bean pod
growth, yield, and nutritional quality may all be enhanced by arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi
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(AMF) [31,32]. Iqbal et al. proved that forage sorghum legume intercropping system and
tea tree (Camellia sinensis L.) plantation chestnut (chestnut kernel) intercropping system
in temperate regions of China can greatly improve resource utilization efficiency and
crop nutritional quality in agroforestry ecosystems, and achieve sustainable development
of green agriculture [33,34]. El-Gioushy et al. used Washington navel orange trees as
the research object and sprayed ZnSO4 (0 mg/L, 300 mg/L, 600 mg/L) solution on the
leaves. The results showed that ZnSO4 could improve the growth, nutritional quality, and
productivity of Washington navel orange trees [35]. Recent research has demonstrated that
the use of mepiquat chloride (MC) can significantly boost the nutrient content and biological
accumulation in seeds under the control circumstances of boron deficiency and sufficient
boron, boosting the yield and nutritional quality of seed cotton [36]. Additionally, the
productivity and quality of tomatoes can be increased by combining biochar with both
organic and inorganic fertilizers [37]. Ronga et al., however, demonstrate that an excessive
N input will negatively impact the yield and quality of crop plants planted in conditions of
high soil fertility and will also lessen the sustainability of agriculture [38]. Kolencik et al.
improved the yield and quality of lentil seeds with the low concentration of nano ZnO NP
concentrations in foliar spray [39]. Qu et al. used the method of applying nitrogen three
times and a 45% nitrogen rate to treat vegetables and obtained higher vegetable yield and
quality [40]. Ronga et al., however, demonstrate that an excessive N input will negatively
impact the yield and quality of crop plants planted in conditions of high soil fertility and
will also lessen the sustainability of agriculture.

In short, the nutritional quality of agricultural products is mainly determined by the
internal genes and genetic information of seeds. Improving seed shape, gene coding, and
genetic information can improve the nutritional quality of agricultural products. Addi-
tionally, the nutritional content of agricultural products is significantly influenced by the
climatic conditions, soil conditions, and growth circumstances that exist throughout the
growth of agricultural products. The nutritional value of agricultural products can be
increased by ensuring that they are grown under conditions of proper temperature and
humidity, healthy soil, acceptable farming practices, and appropriate fertilizer conditions
(Figure 1).
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3. Effect of Nanomaterials (NMs) on Nutritional Quality of Agricultural Products

With the continuous development of nanotechnology, nanomaterials are more and
more widely used in agriculture. Nano-tools have transformed traditional farming methods
into precision farming. The uncontrolled use of pesticides and fertilizers in traditional
agricultural production has increased food production, but soil fertility has declined dra-
matically. Of the traditional fertilizers and pesticides applied, 50–70% are not used due
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to leaching, mineralization, and biotransformation [41,42]. Their residues in organisms
and their migration and transformation in the environment affect human health and cause
environmental pollution. The emergence of nanomaterials, especially nano-fertilizers and
nano-pesticides, has improved this situation, not only improving the utilization rate of
agricultural chemicals but also improving the nutritional quality of agricultural products
by improving the nutritional conditions, soil conditions and protecting crops from pests
and diseases during crop growth [43]. The following will focus on the improvement of
inorganic and organic nutrition of agricultural products by nano-fertilizers and the im-
provement of agricultural products and their nutritional quality by the controllable release
of nano-pesticides.

3.1. Synthesis and Mechanism of Nano–Fertilizer

Nano-fertilizers include: NMs that can provide one or more nutrients to plants and
promote their growth and yield, or NMs that can improve the performance of traditional
fertilizers but do not directly provide nutrients to crops. The former refers to the processing
of fertilizers to nanometer size. When the particle size of nanoparticles is smaller than
the cell wall pores (5–20 nm), nanoparticles may enter plant cells directly through the
mesh cell wall structure [44]. The latter refers to the use of engineering nanomaterials as
fertilizer carriers to achieve targeted transport or release control of fertilizers. The synthesis
of nanomaterials is divided into physical, chemical, and biological methods. The physical
process known as “top-down” shrinks bulk materials to the nanoscale by ball-milling the
materials. This method has great limitations, and the obtained particles contain more
impurities. The bottom-up method relies on chemical reaction and chemical-controlled
synthesis, which can better control the particle size and the number of impurities [45–47].
The biological synthesis of nanomaterials mainly uses plants, fungi, and bacteria. Its
advantage is that it can better control the toxicity and size of particles [48]. Ekanayake et al.
synthesized ZnO nanoparticles as nano-fertilizers by chemical precipitation using an
aqueous solution of 0.1 mol dm−3 Zn(NO3)2·6H2O ZnO(s) and 0.8 M NaOH aqueous
solution [49]. Le et al. prepared NPK-hydroxyapatite nano-hybrid structure by chemical
method and synthesized Ag, Fe, Cu, Co, Zn, and other trace element solutions in the form of
nanoparticles by chemical reduction with NaBH4 as a reducing agent. Finally, the two were
integrated into water-holding materials such as alginate [50]. Ha et al. prepared chitosan
nanoparticles by modified ionic method and added 0.3% KNO3 into chitosan nanoparticle
emulsion to prepare nano-fertilizer [51]. In addition, in terms of biosynthesis, Kaur et al.
used bacteria to synthesize silver nanoparticles. The strain was inoculated in a medium
containing 10 mmol L−1 AgNO3, and the color of the medium was observed. Brown
indicates the formation of silver nanoparticles. It improved the interaction of chickpea
soil flora [52]. The type, dosage, application method, and structure of nano fertilizers
determine the absorption, transport, transformation, and accumulation of nanoparticles
by crop roots or leaves [53], and then affect their nutritional quality [54]. The dispersion,
aggregation, bioavailability, absorption, and transport mechanisms of nano fertilizers vary
with the transport mechanism within plants [55,56] and are also affected by pH value,
structure and texture, mineral content, soil organic matter, and microbial population [57,58].
Nano fertilizer is transported to the aboveground part through root application or foliar
application, through the root epidermis and endodermis into the duct, or absorbed by
the leaf pores and transported through the phloem [53,59]. Both pathways require nano
fertilizers to pass through the cell wall, so only nanoparticles smaller than 8nm can reach the
plasma membrane through the pores [60]. The study found that iron oxide nanoparticles
(Fe2O3 NPs) might replace conventional fertilizers and enhance the nutritional value and
growth of peanut plants [61]. Some studies have also shown that one kind of nanoparticle
will have different effects on different parts of the same crop [62].
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Table 1. Nanomaterials as plants supplement the infinite nutrients and enhance plant growth and development.

Nutrient Nanomaterials and Crops Experimental Conditions Findings References

N

Clinoptilolite-NH4
Clinoptilolite-urea,

L. multiflorum

Treated with 0, 60, 120, and 180 kg/ha of
nitrogen on sandy loam soil.

Both yield and nitrogen uptake efficiency significantly
improved. [63]

Nano nitrogen (n-N),
Lettuce plant

Surface irrigation and drip irrigation are,
A combination of nano nitrogen(n-N) and

bulk size nitrogen (b-N).

The combination of 75% n-N drip irrigation and 25% n-N
foliar spraying significantly affected plant biomass, crude
protein, and yield, and improved nitrogen absorption and

utilization efficiency.

[64]

P

Synthetic apatite nanoparticles,
Soybean (Glycine max)

Fertilizing schemes: tap water, artificial
fertilizer with standard P, artificial fertilizer
without P, and artificial fertilizer with NHA.

Synthetic apatite nanoparticles enhanced the growth rate of
soybean and the seed yield by 20.4%. Aboveground and

underground biomass increased by 18.2% and 41.2%,
respectively.

[65]

synthetic nano-hydroxyapatite (NHA),
lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.) plant

Natural light greenhouse.
200 mg of P and 200 mg of basal N (from

NH4NO3) per kg of soil.

NHA can increase the dry weight of lettuce plants more than
H3PO4-P (soluble phosphorus) and is more effective for the

growth of lettuce plants.
[66]

K Potassium nano-silica (PNS).
Maize

PNS concentrations at 0, 100, and 200 ppm,
together with irrigation

(−0.03, −0.6, and −1.2 MPa)
Foliar spraying

Applying PNS improved the number of inorganic nutrients in
seeds under drought stress. The harmful consequences of

drought stress were lessened by PNS.
[67]

Ca Calcium carbonate nanoparticles.
Thankan(Citrus tankan Hayata) plants.

Field tests.
95%WP, 26%SC, and CK.

The calcium concentration in leaves treated with nano-Ca
increased 13 times compared to the control group, although
excessive Ca spraying may impact the potassium content.

[68]

Mg Magnesium particles are less than 900 nm.
peaches (Prunus Persica).

Foliar fertilization.
Spray 500 kg/ha diluted magnesium on 10

trees per treatment using an automatic
sprayer.

The Mg content in the petiole, front, back, and leaf side of
peach increased after treatment when the particle size of the

plant nutrients was reduced to less than 900 nm.
[69]

Fe

Fe(III)-aminolevulinic acid nano chelate.
Portulaca oleracea L.

foliar application,
N-Fe (ALA)3 and Fe-EDDHA were sprayed

with Fe at a rate of 0.1% and 0.2% (w/v).

Foliar application of Fe (III) -aminolevulinic acid
nano-chelates can increase the content of Fe, Zn, N, Mg, Ca,
and K in the aboveground part, and can increase the growth

rate of purslane plants.

[70]

nZVI,
Wheat crops

Foliar application,
Different iron sources (FeSO4, Fe-

EDDHA, and nZVI, 0.2%)

N-ZVI and urea significantly increased the iron concentration
in grains. After n-ZVI is likely to be used as an alternative iron

source.
[71]
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Table 1. Cont.

Nutrient Nanomaterials and Crops Experimental Conditions Findings References

Mn Manganese Nanoparticle.
Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.). Soil cultivation and foliar spraying.

The application of nano-manganese to soil decreased the
contents of manganese, phosphorus, and potassium in plants,

and the exposure of leaves increased the contents of
manganese in branches and grains.

[72]

Zn

Zinc Oxide Nano Particles.
Maize (Zea mays L.) Plant.

n-ZnO particles in suspension form (0, 0.05
ppm,0.5 ppm), set the same concentration of

ZnSO4 as the control group.

Application of nano zinc increased plant dry weight. Branch
Zn content increased to 37 ppm, root length increased by 1.6
times compared with the control, and plant height increased

to 59.8 cm.

[73]

Nanoscale zinc oxide (ZnO).
Peanut.

ZnO suspensions were prepared at
concentrations of 400, 1000, and 2000 ppm.

ZnO nanoparticles can transfer Zn to plants, which can
improve seed germination, root length, branch dry weight,

and pod yield, while too high a concentration will limit plant
growth.

[74]

Cu 25 nm or 60–80 nm nano-Cu.
Cowpea.

Plants were exposed to four levels (0, 125, 500,
and 1000 mg/kg) of nano-Cu for 65 days.

The absorption effect of copper at the nano-copper level was
more significant than that of the control group. [75]
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3.2. NF for Improving Inorganic Nutrition

With the continuous application and development of nanotechnology in agriculture,
the advantages of nanoparticles s over traditional fertilizers have gradually become promi-
nent, with the advantages of high absorption efficiency, controllable application time, and
less nutrient loss. Reasonable application of nanoparticles can add to the absorption of
essential nutrients including N, K, P, Mg, Ca, Mn, Fe, Zn, Cu, and Mo by plants, improve
the inorganic nutritional quality of plants, and enhance economic and environmental
benefits [76].

3.2.1. N

The main forms of nitrogen absorbed by plants are NO3
−-N and NH4

+-N. It can also
absorb NO2

−-N, which can be used for the synthesis of amino acids, biocatalytic enzymes,
proteins, etc. It also contributes significantly to plant organic structure compounds and
living substances and is a crucial component of chloroplasts, which are where most photo-
synthesis occurs. Studies have shown that compared with traditional nitrogen fertilizer,
nano-nitrogen fertilizer can indeed improve the utilization efficiency of N by plants. In
the comparative experiments of two different application methods of surface irrigation
and drip irrigation, it is found that the application method has little effect on the effect
of nano-nitrogen fertilizer, which can supply more nitrogen to plants in less quantity and
increase the biomass of plants. Nano-nitrogen fertilizer still performs well even under
drought stress [63,64].

3.2.2. P

Plant development and metabolism depend on phosphorus. It is a component of nu-
cleic acid, nucleoprotein, phospholipid, phytin, ATP, and some enzymes. It can strengthen
the synthesis and transportation of carbohydrates in plants, promote the metabolism of
nitrogen and the synthesis of fat, and contribute to the increment of plant resistance. Liu
et al. concluded that the synthetic apatite nanoparticles added the growth rate of soybean
and the seed yield compared with the soybean treated with ordinary phosphate fertilizer
(Ca(H2PO4)2). Aboveground and underground biomass increased by 18.2% and 41.2%,
respectively [65]. Taskin et al. also confirmed that NHA can increase the dry weight of let-
tuce plants more than H3PO4-P [66]. Following studies on lettuce in high and low calcium
soil and soybean in a peat perlite combination, it was shown that NHA may substitute
conventional phosphorus fertilizer and improve crops’ nutrient quality by enhancing P
uptake and utilization.

3.2.3. K

One of the key macronutrients for plants, potassium is crucial for the processes of
photosynthesis, respiration, and enzymatic response. It can control stomatal opening,
achieve CO2 uptake and stabilization, and improve plants’ resilience to environmental
stressors including drought stress [67].

3.2.4. Ca

Plants take up calcium in the form of Ca2+, a structural component of the cell wall and
an essential element for cell division. Especially for legume crops, higher concentrations
of calcium nutrition are conducive to the formation of nodules and symbiotic nitrogen
fixation. Compared with traditional fertilizers, nano-calcium fertilizer can more efficiently
increase the calcium content in plants [67], thus affecting the nutritional quality of plants.

3.2.5. Mg

Mg2+ is the most common type of magnesium taken by plants, which is an indispens-
able element of chlorophyll and affects the morphology of plant cell walls together with
calcium. Magnesium promotes plant photosynthesis by promoting chlorophyll absorption
of light energy and participates in carbohydrate metabolism, and biosynthesis of phospho-
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lipids, nucleic acids, and other compounds. Nanoscale plant nutrient magnesium is more
easily absorbed by plants, a study suggests [69].

3.2.6. Fe

Plant roots primarily take up iron in the form of Fe2+ and chelated iron, and the
absorption of Fe3+ is very small. Iron is an important component of ferredoxin in plants. It
can bind to chloroplasts and affect plant photosynthesis and a series of redox processes
through electron transfer. According to studies, nano-iron fertilizers can boost plants’ iron
levels and perhaps take the place of other iron sources [70,71].

3.2.7. Mn

Mn2+, which is the form of manganese that plant roots absorb. Mn has an impact
on plant respiration and photosynthesis, contributes to the conversion of NO3

− to NH4
+,

impacts the uptake and usage of N, and is crucial for the redox reaction in plants. Compared
with traditional fertilizers, nanoparticle nutrients are more easily absorbed and utilized
by plants and have an impact on plant growth, yield, elongation of branches and roots,
and the content of nutrients in each part. However, different application methods have
different effects. The effect of applying nano-manganese in the soil is not as good as that of
spraying nano-manganese on leaves [72].

3.2.8. Zn

In plants, zinc is primarily taken in the form of Zn2+, which is essential for auxin
production and growth. Compared with traditional zinc fertilizer (ZnSO4), nano-sized ZnO
can better promote the growth of plant dry weight, branches, root length, and height, and
promote plant growth [73]. In addition, some scholars have carried out experiments and
discussions on more effective nano-sized ZnO concentrations for different plants [74,77].

3.2.9. Cu

Copper plays a role in the respiration, metabolism, and photosynthesis of plants and
is absorbed by plant roots as either Cu2+ or Cu+. The nano-copper treatment of cowpea
can increase the absorption and bioaccumulation of copper. The highest copper content of
nanomaterials with different sizes is different. The copper accumulation of nano-copper
particles (<25 nm and 60–80 nm) increases with the increase in treatment level. At the
same time, nano-copper exposure can also produce toxicity and lead to oxidative stress in
cowpea [78]. Therefore, it is necessary to control the conditions that may affect crop growth,
such as particle size and application method [75].

In comparison to conventional fertilizers, studies (Table 1) have demonstrated that
nanomaterials can more effectively promote nutrient uptake and use by plants. Compared
with soil cultivation, the foliar spraying method of crop absorption of nutrients is more sig-
nificant. The size and concentration of nanoparticles will affect the effect of nano-fertilizers,
and may also produce toxic reactions. The effects need to be further studied [79,80].

3.3. NF for Improving Organic Nutrition
3.3.1. Photosynthesis

Crops’ capacity for photosynthetic growth can be enhanced by using nano-fertilizers.
The chloroplast and other cellular components may interact with the nano fertilizer once
it has entered the cytoplasm. The physiological and biochemical indexes of crops are
significantly improved, and the performance of crops is improved, thus improving the
nutritional quality. Plant essential nutrients Mg [81–83], Fe [83,84], Ca [85], and other
elements of plant photosynthesis play a role, which can affect the chlorophyll content, redox
reaction and thus affect plant protein content, and photosynthesis, affect the plant’s organic
nutritional quality (Table 2). Studies have shown that mesoporous silica nanoparticles can
enhance crop photosynthesis [86]. n-TiO2 can improve the photosynthetic pigment content
and photosynthetic efficiency of tomatoes [87], corn [88], barley [89], and spinach [90], and
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can also improve the biomass and productivity of corn [89,91]. Biocompatible magnetic
nanofluids can enhance the chlorophyll content of sunflower [92]. Nano Zn can improve
the antioxidant capacity and cellular antioxidant activity of rice [93,94], it can also increase
the biomass of sunflower [95], improve corn yield under drought conditions [96], wheat
grain yield under stress [97], improve nitrogen utilization efficiency. Furthermore, it has
been demonstrated that the crop yield and nutritional value of agricultural goods can be
increased by using nano-chelated Mo, n-Fe, n-Mn, and n-Zn [98–101].

NF affects photosynthesis favorably and negatively. Changing chlorophyll content,
electron transport rate, and chloroplast absorption spectrum will affect plant photosyn-
thesis, and plant photosynthesis is closely related to its organic nutrition. Only by deeply
understanding the interaction between NF and chloroplasts and their structures can we
make better use of NF [102].

Table 2. Nanomaterials as nutrients and their sources enhance plant photosynthesis.

Crop and Conditions Size and Frequency Comments References

Macrotyloma uniflorum (horse
gram).

MgO-NPs (10, 50, 100, and
150 µg/mL)

When exposed to MgO-NP, plant chlorophyll
content increased significantly, and the

accumulation of carbohydrates and protein
increased by 4–20% and 18–127%, respectively.

[81]

Black-Eyed Pea.
Magnesium nano-fertilizers.

Foliar application.

Fe (0, 0.25, and 0.5 g/L); Mg (0,
0.5 g/L) nano, and common

0.5 g/L nano- iron improves chlorophyll content
more efficiently than ordinary Fe. [83]

Tomato.
soil construction

(Conventional, FeCl3.6H2O;
Chelated with 6% Fe; Nano

Fe2O3, 99%, 30–50 nm) and Fe
(0, 50, and 100 mg/kg soil)

100 mg/kg Nano-Fe can significantly improve
the efficiency of tomato photosynthesis. [84]

Barley (Hordeum vulgare L.).
Hydroponically

Nano-HF
(Sr0.96Mg0.02Ca0.02Fe12O19
nano-hexaferrite) (125, 250,

500, and 1000 mg/L)

When treated with 125 or 250 mg/L nano-HF, the
growth effect was the strongest. Nano-HF raised
the number of soluble proteins by about 41% and
the amount of chlorophyll pigment by around

33–22% when compared to the untreated control.

[85]

Tomato.
Mild Heat Stress. Nano-TiO2.

When minor heat stress is present, tomato plants’
ability to photosynthesize can be significantly
improved by adding the right amount of nano

titanium dioxide.

[87]

3.3.2. Hormone and Enzyme Activity

The growth conditions of plants are usually constantly changing, and plants usually
adapt to adverse environmental conditions through the regulation of plant hormones [103].
Hormone imbalance will impact plant development and metabolism, making it impossible
to ensure the nutritious value of crops. Nano fertilizer can stimulate the production of
enzymes, enhance the activity of enzymes, help improve the tolerance of plants to various
abiotic stresses, enable crops to grow and develop better, reduce the impact of adverse
growth conditions, and ensure their nutritional quality [104]. The cell membrane, DNA,
proteins, and other cell processes could be harmed by active oxygen. The metabolism of
crops is the primary cause. The use of nano fertilizer containing antioxidant enzymes can
reduce the damage of active oxygen and enhance the tolerance of crops to environmental
stress [104–106]. The research shows that TiO2 nano fertilizer can regulate the production
of enzymes, show the protection of enzyme and non-enzyme stress, promote the collection
of nutrients and production, and improve the nutritional quality of its crops [107]. By
promoting antioxidant enzymes, silica nano fertilizer can enhance seedling growth as well
as their tolerance to and resilience to abiotic stress [108,109]. Cerium oxide nanoparticles
(CeO2 NPs) can alleviate nitrogen stress in rice [110]. Cu can be used as an integral part
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of the enzyme, and can also be used as a cofactor for most enzymes. The experimental
investigation of corn solution culture and copper nanoparticle spray application revealed
that Cu nanoparticles accumulated in organisms and aided in the growth of maize and that
their presence also had a substantial impact on the activity of G-6-PD [111]. APX, CAT, and
GR activities were increased in the research of cowpea subjected to nano-copper, but SOD
activity was lowered in the leaves and roots [75].

3.3.3. Combined Application of Different Types of Fertilizers

Compared with traditional fertilizers, nano-fertilizers have obvious advantages com-
bined fertilization is often used for different problems of plants or different requirements
for their growth and nutrition. The combined application of some fertilizers will produce
antagonistic effects and reduce the fertilizer efficiency of each other, and the appropriate
combination can amplify the efficacy of fertilizers and meet various needs. The study
of Azimi et al. showed that seed priming with gibberellin and foliar spraying of Zn +
Fe increased plant height by 13%. The grain yield was increased by 18% by introducing
nano-zinc and spraying iron and zinc. Nano zinc primer sprayed with iron + zinc foliar
spray increased grain protein by 21% and significantly increased chlorophyll content in
leaves [112]. With the help of additional irrigation and a combination foliar spray of B + Mn
+ Zn nano chelate, the greatest wheat yield of 2528.33 kg/ha was produced [113]. Foliar
applications of Fe, Zn, and Mg nano-chelate may boost plant production, plant dry weight,
and chlorophyll concentration while assisting soybean to withstand drought stress [114].
The urea-modified hydroxyapatite nano-mixed fertilizer was synthesized by the weight
ratio of urea to hydroxyapatite 6:1, and the farmland experiment was carried out on rice.
The outcomes demonstrated that the nano-hybrid may accelerate plant development, boost
output, and reduce 50% N while ensuring plant uptake, significantly increasing fertilizer
use rate [115]. Fe3O4-urea nanocomposites with different urea ratios were used to hydro-
ponically cultivate Oryza sativa L. cv. Swarna plants. The photosynthetic rate and grain
nutrient content increased. With the continuous release of urea, the expression profiles
of ammonia and nitrate transporters changed significantly, and the nitrogen utilization
efficiency increased [116].

In general, nano fertilizer has incomparable advantages over traditional fertilizer.
It transports nutrients in plants in the form of nanoparticles, realizes directional and
quantitative transport of nutrients, and reduces loss and waste. At the same time, nano
fertilizer can also improve crop yield by promoting photosynthesis, stimulating hormones
and regulating enzymes, and enhancing crop tolerance to stress. Nano fertilizer has made
great contributions to promoting agricultural technology and ameliorating the nutritional
quality of crops.

3.4. Nano Pesticide (NP)

The increasing demand for grain production poses a great challenge to traditional
agriculture, which is heavily dependent on pesticides. So far, the global use of pesticides
has exceeded 4.1 million tons [117], and less than 1% of the applied pesticides can achieve
the purpose. Most of the remaining pesticides enter the soil, water, and atmospheric
environment through degradation, volatilization, and photolysis, causing serious pollution
to the environment [118,119]. As a result, modern pesticide needs include controlling
release behavior, maintaining chemical stability, and having the ability to target specific
areas. Nanotechnology can play a significant role in these elements [120]. Nanomaterials
can replace organic solvents in traditional pesticides, and reduce environmental pollution
and health risks while meeting current needs [121]. The most attractive feature is that
nano pesticides can be controlled to release [122]. According to the rate and mode of
regulated release, nano pesticides can be divided into slow-release nano-pesticides and
stimulated-release nano-pesticides [123].
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3.4.1. Slow-Release Nano Pesticide

Slow-release nano pesticides are transported and released through nanocarriers. Ac-
cording to the material and structure of the nanocarrier, the pesticide is encapsulated or
adsorbed on the nanocarrier for slow release through passive diffusion, capsule erosion,
or penetration-driven penetration [123]. Memarizadeh et al. confirmed that nano-indole
kappa has a larger loading capacity and lower release rate, and can reduce the quantity
of pesticide necessary for pest management by successfully creating nano-indoxacarb
(IND) with photo degradability and biocompatibility through supramolecular interac-
tion [124]. Nano silica particles can be used to make sustained-release nano-pesticides
by changing their structure and shape. For instance, Pohl et al. created a new delivery
system for post-loading the biopesticide citric alcohol into mesoporous silica nanoparticles
(MESINP) functionalized by nitrogen-rich derived polymers, proving that this nano-system
can double as a soil conditioner as well as a nanocarrier for controlling and gradually
releasing pesticides [125,126]. Additionally, hollow porous silica nanospheres (BHSNs)
with a bowl-like structure were added to the model pesticide imidacloprid, which can aid
to create the pesticide’s prolonged release through an adsorption and retention mechanism
between the pesticide and the carrier [127,128]. Su et al. created novel nano-pesticides with
high biological activity and slow-release properties that can control the trunk borers by
self-assembling the hydrophobic pesticide thicloline (THI) inside of the oleophobic feature
of BSA [129]. According to studies, carbon nanomaterials (CNMs) can be employed as a
vehicle for nanoscale sustained-release insecticides [130].

3.4.2. Stimulate the Release of Nano Pesticides

By modifying environmental variables including temperature, light, and pH, the
stimulated release of nano insecticides can achieve the targeted and intelligent release
of biological or non-biological stimuli [123]. Stimulated release of nano pesticides can
generally be divided into two categories: valve-controlled release of nano pesticides and
overall stimulated release of nano pesticides. Valve-controlled release of nano pesticides is
mainly realized by designing a valve sealing layer and using the inorganic core carrier. In
recent work, the pesticide chlorpyrifos benzamide was deposited onto mesoporous silica,
and a valve layer was created on its surface. When it enters the insect body, the enzyme in
the insect gut will hydrolyze the valve layer and release the pesticide to kill the insect [131].
A light-responsive valve can also be designed to control the release of nano pesticides
under the stimulation of ultraviolet-visible light [132] and infrared light [133]. In addition,
the release of nano pesticides can be stimulated under temperature changes or high and
low temperatures through temperature control valve layers [134,135].

With the wide application of nanotechnology, scholars continue to make efforts in the
research of controlling pesticide release behavior, improving targeting ability, reducing
pesticide application amount, and improving use efficiency by using nanotechnology. By
using the special structure and properties of nanomaterials, the release of pesticides can be
controlled by adsorption and encapsulation (Figure 2). Crops can be protected from pests,
and, to a certain extent, the nutritious value of agricultural products can be ensured by the
precise and controllable release of pesticides.
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3.5. Plant Toxicity of Nanomaterials

Plants growing in soils can have adverse effects even when exposed to low concen-
trations of nanomaterials, mainly due to the poor mobility of soils, where nanomaterials
tend to accumulate [91,136–138]. In the whole cycle of crop growth, according to previous
studies, we found that nanomaterials have produced toxicity in different periods of plants.
The germination rates of zucchini seeds exposed to sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) modified
Ag-NMs, multi-walled carbon nanotubes (MWCNTs) and Si-NMs decreased by 54%, 47%,
and 80%, respectively [139]. Similarly, Canas et al. compared the effects of functional-
ized and non-functionalized nanotubes on the early growth of crops. They found that
functionalized nanotubes inhibited the root elongation of lettuce, and non-functionalized
nanotubes inhibited the root elongation of tomato [140]. Ce2O-NMs are widely used in
the study of crop drought stress, but at the same time, we cannot ignore their possible
toxicity. Studies have found that soybean exposure to Ce2O-NPs (8 nm, 0.5 g/kg soil) can
cause soybean ROS and lipid peroxidation to increase and total chlorophyll concentration
to decrease [141]. In addition, Ce2O-NMs (8 ± 1 nm, 100 and 400 mg/kg) were also found
to delay the flowering period of wheat by one week, which would lead to a shortened
filling period of wheat [142]. At the same time, Ke et al. revealed that Ag-NMs (12.5 mg/kg
soil) could delay the flowering of Arabidopsis by 5 days, which may be related to the
down-regulation of AP1, SOC1, FT, and LFY genes in Arabidopsis [143]. At the maturity
stage of crops, we also found the toxicity of NMs. For example, soybeans exposed to ZnO-
NMs (0.5/kg soil) did not form seeds during the final harvest period [144]. Studies have
shown that changing the application concentration, exposure time and other conditions
can alleviate the plant toxicity of nanomaterials [145]. However, at present, the research on
the mechanism of plant toxicity of nanomaterials is not clear enough. In order to realize the
comprehensive promotion and use of nanomaterials, the toxicity of nanomaterials needs to
be further studied.

4. Summary and Prospects

Nanotechnology has been extensively utilized in a number of industries and aspects
of daily life in the past. Nanomaterials’ unique structure offers the potential for green and
sustainable development as well as new development options for established industries.
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Particularly in agriculture, nanotechnology has nearly made an original contribution.
Agrochemicals like nano-pesticides, nano-fertilizers, and nano-sensors have continuously
increased the yield and nutritional value of agricultural products increased the efficiency
with which pesticides and fertilizers are used, and decreased the environmental pollution
brought on by the loss of agrochemicals. The potential for scaling up nanotechnology’s use
in agriculture is limitless. However, at the same time, nano agrochemicals have not been
put into use on a large scale, because the toxicity of nanomaterials and the harm caused by
environmental residues have not been thoroughly understood and solved. The emergence
and application of new technologies will inevitably encounter many difficulties. While
seizing the opportunities, we must also meet the challenges. Nanotechnology needs to
meet the requirements of specific plant types, soil conditions, climate conditions, growth
needs, and other conditions and can be used on a large scale only after its toxicity and
threat to human health are completely solved. Here are some expectations for future
research directions:

• The current research on the toxicity of nanomaterials still needs to be deepened. In the
future, we can focus on determining the causes and influencing factors of toxicity and
finding solutions.

• The future needs a better understanding of nanomaterials and plants, and soil interac-
tion mechanisms, through the data, to see the reasons behind and mechanism.

• The related research on the combined application of nano-fertilizers and traditional
fertilizers needs to be further studied to improve economic benefits while ensuring
fertilizer efficiency.

• At present, there are few studies on the treatment of nanocarriers of nanomaterial-
loaded fertilizers. Future research can focus on solving the possible toxicity problems
caused by carrier residues in plants or soils and exploring methods for their degrada-
tion or reuse.

Author Contributions: Y.S.: Writing—Original Draft. P.Z., G.Z., W.Z., Y.J., Q.W. (Qibin Wang), Q.W.
(Quanlong Wang), Y.R., L.G.: Writing—Review and Editing. Y.R., L.G.: Writing—Review and Editing,
Supervision. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Project National Natural Science Foundation China, grant
number 31761143011. Li Gao: xiaogaosx@hotmail.com (L.G.).

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: Thank you for the financial support of the National Natural Science Foundation
(31761143011).

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

References
1. Rui, K.Y.; Liu, S.T.; Li, S.L.; Liu, L.M. Effects of Fertilizer Input on Heavy Metal in Different Soils. Fresenius Environ. Bull. 2016, 25,

4381–4386.
2. Kim, Y.D.; Kadam, A.; Shinde, S.; Saratale, R.G.; Patra, J.; Ghodake, G. Recent developments in nanotechnology transforming the

agricultural sector: A transition replete with opportunities. J. Sci. Food Agric. 2018, 98, 849–864. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Zahedi, S.M.; Karimi, M.; Teixeira da Silva, J.A. The use of nanotechnology to increase quality and yield of fruit crops. J. Sci. Food

Agric. 2020, 100, 25–31. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Hofferberth, S.C.; Grinstaff, M.W.; Colson, Y.L. Nanotechnology applications in thoracic surgery. Eur. J. Cardio-Thorac. Surg. 2016,

50, 6–16. [CrossRef]
5. Sanchez, F.; Sobolev, K. Nanotechnology in concrete—A review. Constr. Build. Mater. 2010, 24, 2060–2071. [CrossRef]
6. Zhang, L.; Liu, T.; Xie, Y.H.; Zeng, Z.; Chen, J.Y. A new classification method of nanotechnology for design integration in

biomaterials. Nanotechnol. Rev. 2020, 9, 820–832. [CrossRef]
7. Bhardwaj, H.; Rajesh; Sumana, G. Recent advances in nanomaterials integrated immunosensors for food toxin detection. J. Food

Sci. Technol. Mysore 2022, 59, 12–33. [CrossRef]
8. Yetisen, A.K.; Qu, H. Nanotechnology in Textiles. ACS Nano 2016, 10, 3042–3068. [CrossRef]
9. Zekic, E.; Vukovic, Z.; Halkijevic, I. Application of nanotechnology in wastewater treatment. Gradevinar 2018, 70, 315–323.

http://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.8749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29065236
http://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.10004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31471903
http://doi.org/10.1093/ejcts/ezw002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2010.03.014
http://doi.org/10.1515/ntrev-2020-0063
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-021-04999-5
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b08176


Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 4219 15 of 19

10. Adams, C.B.; Erickson, J.E.; Bunderson, L. A mesoporous silica nanoparticle technology applied in dilute nutrient solution
accelerated establishment of zoysiagrass. Agrosyst. Geosci. Environ. 2019, 3, e20006. [CrossRef]

11. Oliveira, H.C.; Stolf-Moreira, R.; Martinez, C.B.R.; Grillo, R.; de Jesus, M.B.; Fraceto, L.F. Nanoencapsulation Enhances the
Post-Emergence Herbicidal Activity of Atrazine against Mustard Plants. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0132971. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Dimkpa, C.O.; Bindraban, P.S. Nanofertilizers: New Products for the Industry? J. Agric. Food Chem. 2018, 66, 6462–6473. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Gogos, A.; Knauer, K.; Bucheli, T.D. Nanomaterials in Plant Protection and Fertilization: Current State, Foreseen Applications,
and Research Priorities. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2012, 60, 9781–9792. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Kaseke, T.; Opara, U.L.; Fawole, O.A. Novel seeds pretreatment techniques: Effect on oil quality and antioxidant properties: A
review. J. Food Sci. Technol. Mysore 2021, 58, 4451–4464. [CrossRef]

15. Li, P.; Chen, Y.H.; Lu, J.; Zhang, C.Q.; Liu, Q.Q.; Li, Q.F. Genes and Their Molecular Functions Determining Seed Structure,
Components, and Quality of Rice. Rice 2022, 15, 1–27. [CrossRef]

16. Faroni, L.R.A.; Cordeiro, I.C.; de Alencar, E.R.; Rozado, A.F.; Alves, W.M. Influence of the harvest moisture content and of the
drying temperature upon the bean quality. Rev. Bras. Eng. Agrícola Ambient. 2006, 10, 148–154. [CrossRef]

17. Bento, J.A.C.; Ferreira, K.C.; Bassinello, P.Z.; Oomah, B.D. Factors affecting the cooking quality of stored carioca beans (Phaseolus
vulgaris). Ital. J. Food Sci. 2021, 33, 43–56. [CrossRef]

18. Irakli, M.; Tsaliki, E.; Kalivas, A.; Kleisiaris, F.; Sarrou, E.; Cook, C.M. Effect of Genotype and Growing Year on the Nutritional,
Phytochemical, and Antioxidant Properties of Industrial Hemp (Cannabis sativa L.) Seeds. Antioxidants 2019, 8, 491. [CrossRef]

19. Murube, E.; Beleggia, R. Characterization of Nutritional Quality Traits of a Common Bean Germplasm Collection. Foods 2021, 10,
1572. [CrossRef]

20. Huang, J.; Xu, Y.L.; Duan, F.M.; Du, X.; Yang, Q.C.; Zheng, Y.J. Improvement of the Growth and Nutritional Quality of Two-leaf-
color Pak Choi by Supplemental Alternating Red and Blue Light. Hortscience 2021, 56, 118–125. [CrossRef]

21. Anza, M.; Riga, P.; Garbisu, C. Effects of variety and growth season on the organoleptic and nutritional quality of hydroponically
grown tomato. J. Food Qual. 2006, 29, 16–37. [CrossRef]

22. Song, J.L.; Huang, H. Nutritional quality, mineral and antioxidant content in lettuce affected by interaction of light intensity and
nutrient solution concentration. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10, 1–9. [CrossRef]

23. Li, S.L.; Zhang, Y.B.; Rui, Y.K.; Chen, X.F. Nutrient content in maize kernels grown on different types of soil. Phyton-Int. J. Exp.
Bot. 2012, 81, 41–43.

24. Sanchez-Navarro, V.; Zornoza, R.; Faz, A.; Fernandez, J.A. Cowpea Crop Response to Mineral and Organic Fertilization in SE
Spain. Processes 2021, 9, 822. [CrossRef]

25. Wang, Z.H.; Li, S.X.; Malhi, S. Effects of fertilization and other agronomic measures on nutritional quality of crops. J. Sci. Food
Agric. 2008, 88, 7–23. [CrossRef]

26. Leskovar, D.I.; Agehara, S.; Yoo, K.; Pascual-Seva, N. Crop Coefficient-based Deficit Irrigation and Planting Density for Onion:
Growth, Yield, and Bulb Quality. Hortscience 2012, 47, 31–37. [CrossRef]

27. Lombardelli, C.; Benucci, I.; Mazzocchi, C.; Esti, M. Betalain Extracts from Beetroot as Food Colorants: Effect of Temperature and
UV-Light on Storability. Plant Foods Hum. Nutr. 2021, 76, 347–353. [CrossRef]

28. Machado, J.; Azevedo, J. Analysis of the use of microcystin-contaminated water in the growth and nutritional quality of the
root-vegetable, Daucus carota. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2017, 24, 752–764. [CrossRef]

29. Aloisi, I.; Parrotta, L. New Insight into Quinoa Seed Quality under Salinity: Changes in Proteomic and Amino Acid Profiles,
Phenolic Content, and Antioxidant Activity of Protein Extracts. Front. Plant Sci. 2016, 7, 656. [CrossRef]

30. Hao, B.Q.; Zhao, Z.H.; Cai, Y.; Wang, L.H.; Li, M.S.; Rui, Y.K. Effects of different environmental conditions on composition of
walnut oil. Fresenius Environ. Bull. 2021, 30, 3130–3133.

31. Baslam, M.; Pascual, I.; Sanchez-Diaz, M.; Erro, J.; Garcia-Mina, J.M.; Goicoechea, N. Improvement of Nutritional Quality of
Greenhouse-Grown Lettuce by Arbuscular Mycorrhizal Fungi Is Conditioned by the Source of Phosphorus Nutrition. J. Agric.
Food Chem. 2011, 59, 11129–11140. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Petropoulos, S.A.; Fernandes, A. Biostimulants Application Alleviates Water Stress Effects on Yield and Chemical Composition of
Greenhouse Green Bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.). Agronomy 2020, 10, 181. [CrossRef]

33. Iqbal, M.A.; Hamid, A. Forage sorghum-legumes intercropping: Effect on growth, yields, nutritional quality and economic
returns. Bragantia 2019, 78, 82–95. [CrossRef]

34. Ma, Y.H.; Fu, S.L.; Zhang, X.P.; Zhao, K.; Chen, H.Y.H. Intercropping improves soil nutrient availability, soil enzyme activity and
tea quantity and quality. Appl. Soil Ecol. 2017, 119, 171–178. [CrossRef]

35. El-Gioushy, S.F.; Sami, R. Foliar Application of ZnSO4 and CuSO4 Affects the Growth, Productivity, and Fruit Quality of
Washington Navel Orange Trees (Citrus sinensis L.) Osbeck. Horticulturae 2021, 7, 233. [CrossRef]

36. Zohaib, A.; Jabbar, A.; Ahmad, R.; Basra, S.M.A. Comparative Productivity and Seed Nutrition of Cotton by Plant Growth
Regulation under Deficient and Adequate Boron Conditions. Planta Daninha 2018, 36, 40. [CrossRef]

37. Nabaei, S.M.; Hassandokht, M.R.; Abdossi, V.; Ardakani, M.R. Tomato (Solanum Esculentum Mill.) Yield and Nutritional Traits
Enhancement as Affected by Biochar, Organic and Inorganic Fertilizers. Acta Sci. Pol. Hortorum Cultus 2021, 20, 63–72. [CrossRef]

38. Ronga, D.; Pentangelo, A.; Parisi, M. Optimizing N Fertilization to Improve Yield, Technological and Nutritional Quality of
Tomato Grown in High Fertility Soil Conditions. Plants 2020, 9, 575. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1002/agg2.20006
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0132971
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26186597
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.7b02150
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28535672
http://doi.org/10.1021/jf302154y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22963545
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-021-04981-1
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12284-022-00562-8
http://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-43662006000100022
http://doi.org/10.15586/ijfs.v33i4.2025
http://doi.org/10.3390/antiox8100491
http://doi.org/10.3390/foods10071572
http://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI15180-20
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-4557.2006.00053.x
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-59574-3
http://doi.org/10.3390/pr9050822
http://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.3084
http://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.47.1.31
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11130-021-00915-6
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-7822-7
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.00656
http://doi.org/10.1021/jf202445y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21913649
http://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10020181
http://doi.org/10.1590/1678-4499.2017363
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2017.06.028
http://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae7080233
http://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-83582018360100040
http://doi.org/10.24326/asphc.2021.2.7
http://doi.org/10.3390/plants9050575
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32369947


Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 4219 16 of 19

39. Kolencik, M.; Ernst, D. Effects of Foliar Application of ZnO Nanoparticles on Lentil Production, Stress Level and Nutritional Seed
Quality under Field Conditions. Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 310. [CrossRef]

40. Qu, Z.M.; Qi, X.C.; Wang, J.; Chen, Q.; Li, C.L. Effects of nitrogen application rate and topdressing times on yield and quality of
Chinese cabbage and soil nitrogen dynamics. Environ. Pollut. Bioavailab. 2019, 31, 1–8. [CrossRef]

41. Congreves, A.K.; van Eerd, L.L. Nitrogen cycling and management in intensive horticultural systems. Nutr. Cycl. Agroecosyst.
2015, 102, 299–318. [CrossRef]

42. Chhipa, H. Nanofertilizers and nanopesticides for agriculture. Environ. Chem. Lett. 2017, 15, 15–22. [CrossRef]
43. Pandey, G. Challenges and future prospects of agri-nanotechnology for sustainable agriculture in India. Environ. Technol. Innov.

2018, 11, 299–307. [CrossRef]
44. Liu, R.Q.; Lal, R. Potentials of engineered nanoparticles as fertilizers for increasing agronomic productions. Sci. Total Environ.

2015, 514, 131–139. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
45. Zulfiqar, F.; Navarro, M.; Ashraf, M.; Akram, N.A.; Munné-Bosch, S. Nanofertilizer use for sustainable agriculture: Advantages

and limitations. Plant Sci. 2019, 289, 110270. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
46. Abid, N.; Khan, A.M. Synthesis of nanomaterials using various top-down and bottom-up approaches, influencing factors,

advantages, and disadvantages: A review. Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 2022, 300, 102597. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
47. Jiang, Y.; Zhou, P. Green synthesis of metal-based nanoparticles for sustainable agriculture. Environ. Pollut. 2022, 309, 119755.

[CrossRef]
48. Sajid, M. Nanomaterials: Types, properties, recent advances, and toxicity concerns. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sci. Health 2022, 25,

100319. [CrossRef]
49. Ekanayake, S.A.; Godakumbura, P.I. Synthesis of a Dual-Functional Nanofertilizer by Embedding ZnO and CuO Nanoparticles

on an Alginate-Based Hydrogel. ACS Omega 2021, 6, 26262–26272. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
50. Le, T.T.H.; Mai, T.T.T. Novel Integrated Nanofertilizers for Improving the Growth of Polyscias fruticosa and Asparagus officinalis. J.

Nanomater. 2022, 2022, 5791922. [CrossRef]
51. Ha, N.M.C.; Nguyen, T.H.; Wang, S.L.; Nguyen, A.D. Preparation of NPK nanofertilizer based on chitosan nanoparticles and its

effect on biophysical characteristics and growth of coffee in green house. Res. Chem. Intermed. 2019, 45, 51–63. [CrossRef]
52. Kaur, P.; Thakur, R.; Duhana, J.S.; Chaudhury, A. Management of wilt disease of chickpea in vivo by silver nanoparticles

biosynthesized by rhizospheric microflora of chickpea (Cicer arietinum). J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 2018, 93, 3233–3243.
[CrossRef]

53. Ebbs, S.D.; Bradfield, S.J.; Kumar, P.; White, J.C.; Musante, C.; Ma, X. Accumulation of zinc, copper, or cerium in carrot (Daucus
carota) exposed to metal oxide nanoparticles and metal ions. Environ. Sci. Nano 2015, 3, 114–126. [CrossRef]

54. Joshi, A.; Kaur, S.; Dharamvir, K.; Nayyar, H.; Verma, G. Multi-walled carbon nanotubes applied through seed-priming influence
early germination, root hair, growth and yield of bread wheat (Triticum aestivum L.). J. Sci. Food Agric. 2018, 98, 3148–3160.
[CrossRef]

55. Odzak, N.; Kistler, D.; Behra, R.; Sigg, L. Dissolution of metal and metal oxide nanoparticles under natural freshwater conditions.
Environ. Chem. 2014, 12, 138–148. [CrossRef]

56. Zhou, P.F.; Adeel, M. Application of Nanoparticles Alleviates Heavy Metals Stress and Promotes Plant Growth: An Overview.
Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 26. [CrossRef]

57. Khalkhal, K.; Lajayer, B.A.; Ghorbanpour, B. An Overview on the Effect of Soil Physicochemical Properties on the Immobilization
of Biogenic Nanoparticles. In Biogenic Nano-Particles and their Use in Agro-Ecosystems; Ghorbanpour, M., Bhargava, P., Varma, A.,
Choudhary, D.K., Eds.; Springer: Singapore, 2020.

58. Wang, Y.Y.; Tang, W.M.; Rui, Y.K. Migration and Transformation of Engineering Nanomaterials in Soil and its Influencing Factors.
Fresenius Environ. Bull. 2018, 27, 590–599.

59. Verma, K.K.; Song, X.P. Recent Trends in Nano-Fertilizers for Sustainable Agriculture under Climate Change for Global Food
Security. Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 173. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

60. Carpita, N.C. Structural models of primary cell walls in flowering plants: Consistency of molecular structure with the physical
properties of the walls during growth. Plant J. 2010, 3, 1–30. [CrossRef]

61. Rui, M.M.; Ma, C.X. Iron Oxide Nanoparticles as a Potential Iron Fertilizer for Peanut (Arachis hypogaea). Front. Plant Sci. 2016, 7,
815. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Bai, T.H.; Wang, Y.Y.; Adeel, M.; Hao, Y.; Tan, W.M.; Rui, Y.K. Effects of Nanoparticles on Seed Germination and Seedling Growth.
Fresenius Environ. Bull. 2020, 29, 339–345.

63. Millan, G.; Agosto, F.; Vazquez, M.; Botto, L.; Lombardi, L.; Juan, L. Use of clinoptilolite as a carrier for nitrogen fertilizers in soils
of the Pampean regions of Argentina. Cienc. E Investig. Agrar. 2008, 35, 293–302.

64. Sharaf-Eldin, M.A.; Elsawy, M.B.; Eisa, M.Y.; El-Ramady, H.; Usman, M.; Zia-ur-Rehman, M. Application of nano-nitrogen
fertilizers to enhance nitrogen efficiency for lettuce growth under different irrigation regimes. Pak. J. Agric. Sci. 2022, 59, 367–379.

65. Liu, R.Q.; Lal, R. Synthetic apatite nanoparticles as a phosphorus fertilizer for soybean (Glycine max). Sci. Rep. 2014, 4, 1–6.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Taskin, M.B.; Sahin, O.; Taskin, H.; Atakol, O.; Inal, A.; Gunes, A. Effect of synthetic nano-hydroxyapatite as an alternative
phosphorus source on growth and phosphorus nutrition of lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.) plant. J. Plant Nutr. 2018, 41, 1148–1154.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/nano12030310
http://doi.org/10.1080/09542299.2018.1546555
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10705-015-9704-7
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-016-0600-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eti.2018.06.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.01.104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25659311
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2019.110270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31623775
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2021.102597
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34979471
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119755
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2021.100319
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c03271
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34660985
http://doi.org/10.1155/2022/5791922
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11164-018-3630-7
http://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.5680
http://doi.org/10.1039/C5EN00161G
http://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.8818
http://doi.org/10.1071/EN14049
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano11010026
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano12010173
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35010126
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.1993.tb00007.x
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.00815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27375665
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep05686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25023201
http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2018.1433836


Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 4219 17 of 19

67. Aqaei, P.; Weisany, W.; Diyanat, M.; Razmi, J.; Struik, P.C. Response of maize (Zea mays L.) to potassium nano-silica application
under drought stress. J. Plant Nutr. 2020, 43, 1205–1216. [CrossRef]

68. Hua, K.H.; Wang, H.C.; Chung, R.S.; Hsu, J.C. Calcium carbonate nanoparticles can enhance plant nutrition and insect pest
tolerance. J. Pestic. Sci. 2015, 40, 208–213. [CrossRef]

69. Park, J.R.; Jang, Y.H.; Chung, I.K.; Kim, K.M. Effect of nanosized calcium and magnesium particles on absorption in peach tree
leaves. Can. J. Plant Sci. 2022, 102, 293–300. [CrossRef]

70. Tavallali, V. Effects of iron nano-complex and Fe-EDDHA on bioactive compounds and nutrient status of purslane plants. Int.
Agrophys. 2018, 32, 411–419. [CrossRef]

71. Taskin, M.B.; Gunes, A. Iron Biofortification of Wheat Grains by Foliar Application of Nano Zero-valent Iron (nZVI) and Other
Iron Sources with Urea. J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 2022, 1–11. [CrossRef]

72. Dimkpa, C.O.; Singh, U. Effects of Manganese Nanoparticle Exposure on Nutrient Acquisition in Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.).
Agronomy 2018, 8, 158. [CrossRef]

73. Adhikari, T.; Kundu, S.; Biswas, A.K.; Tarafdar, J.C.; Rao, A.S. Characterization of Zinc Oxide Nano Particles and their Effect on
Growth of Maize (Zea mays L.) Plant. J. Plant Nutr. 2015, 38, 1505–1515. [CrossRef]

74. Prasad, T.; Sudhakar, P. Effect of Nanoscale Zinc Oxide Particles on the Germination, Growth and Yield of Peanut. J. Plant Nutr.
2012, 35, 905–927. [CrossRef]

75. Ogunkunle, C.O.; Jimoh, M.A.; Asogwa, N.T.; Viswanathan, K.; Vishwakarma, V.; Fatoba, P.O. Effects of manufactured nano-
copper on copper uptake, bioaccumulation and enzyme activities in cowpea grown on soil substrate. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf.
2018, 155, 86–93. [CrossRef]

76. Dolara, P. Occurrence, exposure, effects, recommended intake and possible dietary use of selected trace compounds (aluminium,
bismuth, cobalt, gold, lithium, nickel, silver). Int. J. Food Sci. Nutr. 2014, 65, 911–924. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

77. Singh, J.; Kumar, S. The potential of green synthesized zinc oxide nanoparticles as nutrient source for plant growth. J. Clean. Prod.
2019, 214, 1061–1070. [CrossRef]

78. Huang, Y.X.; Li, W.W.; Minakova, A.S.; Anumol, T.; Keller, A.A. Quantitative analysis of changes in amino acids levels for
cucumber (Cucumis sativus) exposed to nano copper. Nanoimpact 2018, 12, 9–17. [CrossRef]

79. Salieri, B.; Barruetabena, L. Integrative approach in a safe by design context combining risk, life cycle and socio-economic
assessment for safer and sustainable nanomaterials. Nanoimpact 2021, 23, 100335. [CrossRef]

80. Pomar-Portillo, V.; Park, B.; Crossley, A.; Vazquez-Campos, S. Nanosafety research in Europe-Towards a focus on nano-enabled
products. Nanoimpact 2021, 22, 100323. [CrossRef]

81. Sharma, P.; Gautam, A.; Kumar, V.; Guleria, P. In vitro exposed magnesium oxide nanoparticles enhanced the growth of legume
Macrotyloma uniflorum. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2022, 29, 13635–13645. [CrossRef]

82. Salcido-Martinez, A.; Sanchez, E. Impact of the foliar application of magnesium nano fertilizer on physiological and biochemical
parameters and yield in green beans. Not. Bot. Horti-Agrobot. Cluj-Napoca 2020, 48, 2167–2181. [CrossRef]

83. Delfani, M.; Firouzabadi, M.B.; Farrokhi, N.; Makarian, H. Some Physiological Responses of Black-Eyed Pea to Iron and
Magnesium Nanofertilizers. Commun. Soil Sci. Plant Anal. 2014, 45, 530–540. [CrossRef]

84. El-Desouky, H.S.; Islam, K.R. Nano iron fertilization significantly increases tomato yield by increasing plants’ vegetable growth
and photosynthetic efficiency. J. Plant Nutr. 2021, 44, 1649–1663. [CrossRef]

85. Tombuloglu, H.; Slimani, Y. Impact of calcium and magnesium substituted strontium nano-hexaferrite on mineral uptake,
magnetic character, and physiology of barley (Hordeum vulgare L.). Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2019, 186, 109751. [CrossRef]

86. Akhterbhat, J.; Rajora, N. Silicon nanoparticles (SiNPs) in sustainable agriculture: Major emphasis on the practicality, efficacy and
concerns. Nanoscale Adv. 2021, 3, 4019–4028.

87. Qi, M.F.; Liu, Y.F.; Li, T.L. Nano-TiO2 Improve the Photosynthesis of Tomato Leaves under Mild Heat Stress. Biol. Trace Elem. Res.
2013, 156, 323–328. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

88. Morteza, E.; Moaveni, P.; Farahani, H.A.; Kiyani, M. Study of photosynthetic pigments changes of maize (Zea mays L.) under nano
TiO2 spraying at various growth stages. SpringerPlus 2013, 2, 247. [CrossRef]

89. Mohsen, J.; Tahereh, A.; Naser, S.; Shahryar, D. Impact of foliar application of nano micronutrient fertilizers and titanium dioxide
nanoparticles on the growth and yield components of barley under supplemental irrigation. Acta Agric. Slov. 2016, 107, 265.

90. Gao, F.; Hong, F.; Liu, C.; Zheng, L.; Su, M.; Wu, X.; Yang, F.; Wu, C.; Yang, P. Mechanism of nano-anatase TiO2 on promoting
photosynthetic carbon reaction of spinach. Biol. Trace Elem. Res. 2006, 111, 239–253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

91. Jiang, F.P.; Shen, Y.Z.; Ma, C.X.; Zhang, X.W.; Cao, W.D.; Rui, Y.K. Effects of TiO2 nanoparticles on wheat (Triticum aestivum L.)
seedlings cultivated under super-elevated and normal CO2 conditions. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0178088. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

92. Pîrvulescu, A.; Sala, F.; Boldea, M. Variation of chlorophyll content in sunflower under the influence of magnetic nanofluids. AIP
Conf. Proc. 2015, 1648, 2904.

93. Ababaf, M.; Omidi, H.; Bakhshandeh, A. Changes in antioxidant enzymes activities and alkaloid amount of Catharanthus roseus
in response to plant growth regulators under drought condition. Ind. Crops Prod. 2021, 167, 113505. [CrossRef]

94. Rose, H.; Benzon, L.; Ma, R.; Rubenecia, U.; Sang, C.L. Nano-fertilizer affects the growth, development, and chemical properties
of rice. Int. J. Agron. Agric. Res. 2015, 7, 105–117.

95. Torabian, S.; Zahedi, M.; Khoshgoftarmanesh, A. Effect of Foliar Spray of Zinc Oxide on Some Antioxidant Enzymes Activity of
Sunflower under Salt Stress. J. Agric. Sci. Technol. 2018, 18, 1013–1025.

http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2020.1727508
http://doi.org/10.1584/jpestics.D15-025
http://doi.org/10.1139/cjps-2020-0271
http://doi.org/10.1515/intag-2017-0028
http://doi.org/10.1007/s42729-022-00946-1
http://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy8090158
http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2014.992536
http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2012.663443
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.02.070
http://doi.org/10.3109/09637486.2014.937801
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25045935
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.01.018
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.impact.2018.08.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.impact.2021.100335
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.impact.2021.100323
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-16828-5
http://doi.org/10.15835/nbha48412090
http://doi.org/10.1080/00103624.2013.863911
http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2021.1871749
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2019.109751
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12011-013-9833-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24214855
http://doi.org/10.1186/2193-1801-2-247
http://doi.org/10.1385/BTER:111:1:239
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16943609
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28558015
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2021.113505


Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 4219 18 of 19

96. Sharifi, R.S.; Khalilzadeh, R.; Pirzad, A.; Anwar, S. Effects of Biofertilizers and Nano Zinc-Iron Oxide on Yield and Physicochemical
Properties of Wheat under Water Deficit Conditions. Commun. Soil Sci. Plant Anal. 2020, 51, 2511–2524. [CrossRef]

97. Babaei, K.; Sharifi, R.S.; Pirzad, A.; Khalilzadeh, R. Effects of bio fertilizer and nano Zn-Fe oxide on physiological traits, antioxidant
enzymes activity and yield of wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) under salinity stress. J. Plant Interact. 2017, 12, 381–389. [CrossRef]

98. Oury, F.X.; Leenhardt, F. Genetic variability and stability of grain magnesium, zinc and iron concentrations in bread wheat. Eur. J.
Agron. 2006, 25, 177–185. [CrossRef]

99. Mekdad, A. Response of Peanut to Nitrogen Fertilizer Levels and Foliar Zinc Spraying Rates in Newly Reclaimed Sandy Soils. J.
Plant Prod. 2017, 8, 153–159. [CrossRef]

100. El-Metwally, I.; Abo-Basha, D.; El-Aziz, M. Response of peanut plants to different foliar applications of nano- iron, manganese
and zinc under sandy soil conditions. Middle East J. Appl. Sci. 2018, 8, 474–482.

101. Manjili, M.; Bidarigh, S.; Amiri, E. Study the Effect of Foliar Application of Nano chelate Molybdenum Fertilizer on the Yield and
Yield Components of Peanut. Egypt. Acad. J. Biol. Sci. H Bot. 2014, 5, 67–71. [CrossRef]

102. Ghorbanpour, M.; Movahedi, A.; Hatami, M.; Kariman, K.; Bovand, F.; Shahid, M.A. Insights into nanoparticle-induced changes
in plant photosynthesis. Photosynthetica 2021, 59, 570–586. [CrossRef]

103. Raza, A.; Mehmood, S.S.; Tabassum, J.; Batool, R. Targeting Plant Hormones to Develop Abiotic Stress Resistance in Wheat. In
Wheat Production in Changing Environments; Springer: Singapore, 2019.

104. Saxena, R.; Tomar, R.S.; Kumar, M. Exploring Nanobiotechnology to Mitigate Abiotic Stress in Crop Plants. J. Pharm. Sci. Res.
2016, 8, 974–980.

105. Tripathy, B.C.; Oelmüller, R. Reactive oxygen species generation and signaling in plants. Plant Signal Behav. 2012, 7, 1621–1633.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

106. Zhao, L.; Lu, L.; Wang, A.; Zhang, H.; Ji, R. Nanobiotechnology in Agriculture: Use of Nanomaterials to Promote Plant Growth
and Stress Tolerance. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2020, 68, 1935–1947. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

107. Ahmad, B.; Shabbir, A.; Jaleel, H.; Khan, M.; Sadiq, Y. Efficacy of titanium dioxide nanoparticles in modulating photosynthesis,
peltate glandular trichomes and essential oil production and quality in Mentha piperita L. Curr. Plant Biol. 2018, 13, 6–15. [CrossRef]

108. Li, Y.; Zhu, N. Silica nanoparticles alleviate mercury toxicity via immobilization and inactivation of Hg(II) in soybean (Glycine
max). Environ. Sci. Nano 2020, 7, 1807–1817. [CrossRef]

109. Reynolds, O.L.; Keeping, M.G.; Meyer, J.H. Silicon-augmented resistance of plants to herbivorous insects: A review. Ann. Appl.
Biol. 2009, 155, 171–186. [CrossRef]

110. Wang, Y.Y.; Zhang, P. Alleviation of nitrogen stress in rice (Oryza sativa) by ceria nanoparticles. Environ. Sci. Nano 2020, 7,
2930–2940. [CrossRef]

111. Adhikari, T.; Sarkar, D.; Mashayekhi, H.; Xing, B.S. Growth and enzymatic activity of maize (Zea mays L.) plant: Solution culture
test for copper dioxide nano particles. J. Plant Nutr. 2016, 39, 102–118. [CrossRef]

112. Azimi, S.M.; Eisvand, H.R.; Ismaili, A.; Akbari, N. Effect of gibberellin, nano-nutrition with titanium, zinc and iron on yield and
some physiological and qualitative traits of white beans. Not. Bot. Horti-Agrobot. Cluj-Napoca 2022, 50, 12538. [CrossRef]

113. Moitazedi, S.; Sayfzadeh, S.; Haghparast, R.; Zakerin, H.R.; Jabari, H. Mitigation of drought stress effects on wheat yield via the
foliar application of boron, zinc, and manganese nano-chelates and supplementary irrigation. J. Plant Nutr. 2022, 1–15. [CrossRef]

114. Vaghar, M.S.; Sayfzadeh, S.; Zakerin, H.R.; Kobraee, S.; Valadabadi, S.A. Foliar application of iron, zinc, and manganese nano-
chelates improves physiological indicators and soybean yield under water deficit stress. J. Plant Nutr. 2020, 43, 2740–2756.
[CrossRef]

115. Kottegoda, N.; Sandaruwan, C. Urea-Hydroxyapatite Nanohybrids for Slow Release of Nitrogen. ACS Nano 2017, 11, 1214–1221.
[CrossRef]

116. Guha, T.; Gopal, G.; Mukherjee, A.; Kundu, R. Fe3O4-urea nanocomposites as a novel nitrogen fertilizer for improving nutrient
utilization efficiency and reducing environmental pollution. Environ. Pollut. 2022, 292, 118301. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

117. Liu, B.; Fan, Y.X. Control the Entire Journey of Pesticide Application on Superhydrophobic Plant Surface by Dynamic Covalent
Trimeric Surfactant Coacervation. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2021, 31, 2006606. [CrossRef]

118. Huang, B.N.; Chen, F.F. Advances in Targeted Pesticides with Environmentally Responsive Controlled Release by Nanotechnology.
Nanomaterials 2018, 8, 102. [CrossRef]

119. Camara, M.C.; Campos, E.V.R.; Monteiro, R.A.; Pereira, A.D.S.; Proenca, P.L.D.; Fraceto, F.L. Development of stimuli-responsive
nano-based pesticides: Emerging opportunities for agriculture. J. Nanobiotechnol. 2019, 17, 1–19. [CrossRef]

120. Duhan, J.S.; Kumar, R.; Kumar, N.; Kaur, P.; Nehra, K.; Duhan, S. Nanotechnology: The new perspective in precision agriculture.
Biotechnol. Rep. 2017, 15, 11–23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Van Nhan, L.; Ma, C.X. The Effects of Fe2O3 Nanoparticles on Physiology and Insecticide Activity in Non-Transgenic and
Bt-Transgenic Cotton. Front. Plant Sci. 2016, 6, 1263. [CrossRef]

122. Rai, M.; Ingle, A. Role of nanotechnology in agriculture with special reference to management of insect pests. Appl. Microbiol.
Biotechnol. 2012, 94, 287–293. [CrossRef]

123. Shao, C.; Zhao, H.; Wang, P. Recent development in functional nanomaterials for sustainable and smart agricultural chemical
technologies. Nano Converg. 2022, 9, 1–17. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

124. Memarizadeh, N.; Ghadamyari, M.; Adeli, M.; Talebi, K. Linear-dendritic copolymers/indoxacarb supramolecular systems:
Biodegradable and efficient nano-pesticides. Environ. Sci. Process. Impacts 2014, 16, 2380–2389. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/00103624.2020.1845350
http://doi.org/10.1080/17429145.2017.1371798
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2006.04.011
http://doi.org/10.21608/jpp.2017.39240
http://doi.org/10.21608/eajbsh.2014.16829
http://doi.org/10.32615/ps.2021.049
http://doi.org/10.4161/psb.22455
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23072988
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.9b06615
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32003987
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpb.2018.04.002
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0EN00091D
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.2009.00348.x
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0EN00757A
http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2015.1044012
http://doi.org/10.15835/nbha50112538
http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2022.2105719
http://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2020.1793180
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.6b07781
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.118301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34626716
http://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.202006606
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano8020102
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-019-0533-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.btre.2017.03.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28603692
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.01263
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-3969-4
http://doi.org/10.1186/s40580-022-00302-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35235069
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4EM00321G


Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 4219 19 of 19

125. Plohl, O.; Gyergyek, S.; Zemljic, L.F. Mesoporous silica nanoparticles modified with N-rich polymer as a potentially
environmentally-friendly delivery system for pesticides. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2021, 310, 110663. [CrossRef]

126. Bueno, V.; Wang, P.Y.; Harrisson, O.; Bayen, S.; Ghoshal, S. Impacts of a porous hollow silica nanoparticle-encapsulated pesticide
applied to soils on plant growth and soil microbial community. Environ. Sci. Nano 2022, 9, 1476–1488. [CrossRef]

127. Nuruzzaman, M.; Ren, J.W.; Liu, Y.J.; Rahman, M.M.; Shon, H.K.; Naidu, R. Hollow Porous Silica Nanosphere with Single Large
Pore Opening for Pesticide Loading and Delivery. ACS Appl. Nano Mater. 2020, 3, 105–113. [CrossRef]

128. Sharma, S.; Sahu, B.K. Porous nanomaterials: Main vein of agricultural nanotechnology. Prog. Mater. Sci. 2021, 121, 100812.
[CrossRef]

129. Su, C.Y.; Liu, S.S. Self-assembled bovine serum albumin nanoparticles as pesticide delivery vectors for controlling trunk-boring
pests. J. Nanobiotechnol. 2020, 18, 1–14. [CrossRef]

130. Chandel, M.; Kaur, K.; Sahu, B.K.; Sharma, S.; Panneerselvam, R.; Shanmugam, V. Promise of nano-carbon to the next generation
sustainable agriculture. Carbon 2022, 188, 461–481. [CrossRef]

131. Kaziem, A.E.; Gao, Y.H.; He, S.; Li, J.H. Synthesis and Insecticidal Activity of Enzyme-Triggered Functionalized Hollow
Mesoporous Silica for Controlled Release. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2017, 65, 7854–7864. [CrossRef]

132. Chen, C.W.; Zhang, G.L. Fabrication of light-responsively controlled-release herbicide using a nanocomposite. Chem. Eng. J. 2018,
349, 101–110. [CrossRef]

133. Liu, B.; Zhang, J. Infrared-Light-Responsive Controlled-Release Pesticide Using Hollow Carbon Microspheres@Polyethylene
Glycol/alpha-Cyclodextrin Gel. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2021, 69, 6981–6988. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

134. Chi, Y.; Zhang, G.L.; Xiang, Y.B.; Cai, D.Q.; Wu, Z.Y. Fabrication of a Temperature-Controlled-Release Herbicide Using a
Nanocomposite. ACS Sustain. Chem. Eng. 2017, 5, 4969–4975. [CrossRef]

135. Gao, X.D.; Shi, F.Y. Formulation of nanopesticide with graphene oxide as the nanocarrier of pyrethroid pesticide and its application
in spider mite control. RSC Adv. 2021, 11, 36089–36097. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

136. Wang, P.; Menzies, N.W. Silver Nanoparticles Entering Soils via the Wastewater-Sludge-Soil Pathway Pose Low Risk to Plants but
Elevated CI Concentrations Increase Ag Bioavailability. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2016, 50, 8274–8281. [CrossRef]

137. Wang, X.P.; Yang, X.Y. Zinc Oxide Nanoparticles Affect Biomass Accumulation and Photosynthesis in Arabidopsis. Front. Plant
Sci. 2016, 6, 1243. [CrossRef]

138. Kumar, A.; Gupta, K.; Dixit, S.; Mishra, K.; Srivastava, S. A review on positive and negative impacts of nanotechnology in
agriculture. Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2019, 16, 2175–2184. [CrossRef]

139. Stampoulis, D.; Sinha, S.K.; White, J.C. Assay-Dependent Phytotoxicity of Nanoparticles to Plants. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2009, 43,
9473–9479. [CrossRef]

140. Canas, J.E.; Long, M.Q. Effects of functionalized and nonfunctionalized single-walled carbon nanotubes on root elongation of
select crop species. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 2008, 27, 1922–1931. [CrossRef]

141. Priester, J.H.; Moritz, S.C. Damage assessment for soybean cultivated in soil with either CeO2 or ZnO manufactured nanomaterials.
Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 579, 1756–1768. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

142. Du, W.C.; Gardea-Torresdey, J.L. Physiological and Biochemical Changes Imposed by CeO2 Nanoparticles on Wheat: A Life Cycle
Field Study. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2015, 49, 11884–11893. [CrossRef]

143. Ke, M.J.; Qu, Q. Phytotoxic effects of silver nanoparticles and silver ions to Arabidopsis thaliana as revealed by analysis of
molecular responses and of metabolic pathways. Sci. Total Environ. 2018, 644, 1070–1779. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

144. Yoon, S.J.; Kwak, J.I.; Lee, W.M.; Holden, P.A.; An, Y.J. Zinc oxide nanoparticles delay soybean development: A standard soil
microcosm study. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2014, 100, 131–137. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

145. Adeel, M.; Farooq, T.; White, J.C.; Hao, Y.; He, Z.F.; Rui, Y.K. Carbon-based nanomaterials suppress tobacco mosaic virus (TMV)
infection and induce resistance in Nicotiana benthamiana. J. Hazard. Mater. 2021, 404, 124167. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2020.110663
http://doi.org/10.1039/D1EN00975C
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsanm.9b01769
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2021.100812
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-020-00725-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2021.11.060
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.7b02560
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2018.05.079
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.1c01265
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34134484
http://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.7b00348
http://doi.org/10.1039/D1RA06505J
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35492771
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b01180
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.01243
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13762-018-2119-7
http://doi.org/10.1021/es901695c
http://doi.org/10.1897/08-117.1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.11.149
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27939199
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b03055
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.07.061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30743820
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2013.10.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24296285
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2020.124167
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33049632

	Introduction 
	Factors Influencing the Nutritive Value of Farm Commodities 
	Intrinsic Cause: Seed Quality 
	External Factors: Growth Environment 
	Climatic Conditions 
	Soil Conditions 
	Growth Nutrition Conditions 


	Effect of Nanomaterials (NMs) on Nutritional Quality of Agricultural Products 
	Synthesis and Mechanism of Nano–Fertilizer 
	NF for Improving Inorganic Nutrition 
	N 
	P 
	K 
	Ca 
	Mg 
	Fe 
	Mn 
	Zn 
	Cu 

	NF for Improving Organic Nutrition 
	Photosynthesis 
	Hormone and Enzyme Activity 
	Combined Application of Different Types of Fertilizers 

	Nano Pesticide (NP) 
	Slow-Release Nano Pesticide 
	Stimulate the Release of Nano Pesticides 

	Plant Toxicity of Nanomaterials 

	Summary and Prospects 
	References

