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Environmental behavior of metal nanoparticles and their interactions
with planktonic algae: A review

HAN Zerong MIAO Aijun ™
(State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse, School of the Environment, Nanjing University, Nanjing,
210023, China)

Abstract Metallic nanoparticles (MNPs) have been widely used in various fields. They can enter
the environment through a variety of ways and accumulate in aquatic ecosystems. Researches on
their behavior and interactions with planktonic algae, the important primary producers in the aquatic
environment, are important. Once MNPs enter aquatic environment, they will undergo aggregation,
settlement, dissolution, sulfidation, and photochemical reactions. The behavior of MNPs is affected
by their own physicochemical properties (e.g., size, shape, surface charge, crystal structure and
chemical composition) and environmental factors (e.g., pH, ionic strength, cation valence, etc.),
which in turn changes the adsorption of MNPs on algal surface, as well as possible absorption and
accumulation. MNPs may also affect algal photosynthesis, induce oxidative stress, and even cause

algal apoptosis. At the same time, other pollutants and natural organic matter coexisting with MNPs
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may change the behavior, biosorption, bioaccumulation and biological effects of MNPs.
Correspondingly, algae will also activate self-defense mechanisms when facing the stress of MNPs.
Nevertheless, interactions between MNPs and algae in the real environment and the molecular
mechanism underlying the above interactions still need to be studied in the future.

Keywords metallic nanoparticles, algae, environmental behavior, bioaccumulation, toxicity.

YK AL 38 B R ANER R ST BN RS 8 BT 2B D AR —4E RUEE /T 100 nm AR R, 424590
KAWUKE (nanoparticles, NPs) . oK EF4E | 9K | 9K E S AR FIGUR S5 H 4 pF S50 2, o gl R ok 2
Z/DAE AR EEAR/NT 100 nm B980P K RO T BAT AR Y Ll 28 T AUR & — Seph R i
Y EEAb 2 TP, 4 8 99 oK UKL (metallic nanoparticles, MNPs) J& 7% A 4 J& JTC R 4K R, 2 Z 45
PR 4 TR AR URL . 4 TR AL g oK BORL . 5 F 45 (Quantum dots, QD) 45, UNZKKAR (Ag NPs) U3 g2k
4 (AuNPs) P~ GEREM K (nZVD P GK A AL FE(ZnO NPs) | 44Kk 4 4L £K (TiO, NPs)P!, CdSe/ZnS
QD .

Bl AR B AR Y R R R, 4R GOKIBURE ZE VR il i . AR e | Akt i AR 77 L L B2 A R RE TR
il 2 SR A N H 25 )12 P 40 TiO, NPs AR —Fiob Ak ), © 8k HIAE R BHBE L . B RNkt o)
FLAT 8 55 AN 2R BHIBTE 71 9 ZnO NPs. TiO, NPs ‘& # 48 I 7E B W 551 . k{75, 1 Fe,O3 NPs 8
TR ARG B2 5 R AL ST ) CeO, NPs AT IR BRI (1 43 F-3R 7Y, 6 AT
HA B A Py St o B AL . 45 m BB AR T, DT 08 AR BR b o £ . RIS 30 L e L 2D
A EFSAHERL; Au NPs A= YA 25 PR, 76 AR P B 27 5 T mT DU T q% . bz (912 08 LA B A Sy 488 1)
TRIT 1 25 W) i B AR 5 4 Ja KA AL R0 78 A I S L BT S N . M S s g A5 T TR SR B T
PE S A R — S 53 4 J AH K UKL (48 . 4R 45 ) W] T o0 [ A i A BHR P BN, 5341, A B 48 Kb
BRI o 7 AR DIRE A 531, B i g K ORI AR 45 A% -7 R A I G5 A B i — 20
YPRARE AT () 22 T RE, AT A6l 0 K SR EL AT R 174 4 Ak 0 PR e s e,

AR, AR A T i B ) A BR T M (B AN Wr 28t 9K AR 7 2 A W3 = 17, MINPs 7
A Rl st #R R G o 2 A s R A KRR, FEH PR L B R B T AR Rl R AR
MNPs J& 7K 23 HEBCRT . WITE L J00 0 7 K A0S 20 FE K Ak 3R K SR AG S e R v A P 18 2 oK Uk
AT BE S HEAC R K A BE b 3K £ T BOK PR EE 9 K 00kE 1Y 2 28 XU 34 . B A, 175 2 SCHRER iR T
MNPs 7E/KIREE H (/)47 oA 1720200 A g SRR 280 FRE A4 g 220202 39 £ DL TiO, NPs A4, Nam 46127
5% 22 B TiO, NPs 77K PR b 25 R & AE — i 2 B 1) AT 3R i e 3 L AR A v, G141 SR ol R A2 B i
PEA ML, B F R zeta L7 S pH S5 B2 195200, TTUTAR A H Y TiO, NPs 32 28 58 AR 7E ISV A ) it
H, BT AEK A Y TiO, NPs W 22 i TR B i A= 9 |, TiO, NPs 38 233 i B ) HE A A [F) 5 TR 2
Z ()53, AT e & A AR LA, Chen 48P (5T & IR IA] R BHEK B 45440 Y TiO, NPs X 2 4%/
BR ¥ (Chlorella pyrenoidosa) W @ PEFEMEAE FHBE TiO, NPs A2 A0 B8 i B ; Zhu 25082 (O BF 57 R W R4
HATE (50—60 nm) i, Sl AASEF R BEARE 45 F i TiO, NPs RERS b 4 21 F1 4544 ) TiO, NPs 5 [#2 B £ Y 44,
A b,

BERANE KA LB RGP BRI A 758, S KA B S B SRR, IR JE B AR B SR A ) H
Z 5FPL M, T MNPs 7EK FR5E 1947 o S OH: 5 3525 0] i AH B AR R AL G 3 MINPs 19 4 288
B 28 DG 2, AR SOOI B R MR A A A e 2 (N e 1T i e 2%, G EAZ e 2 (Angg e 1) L Akl )
MBS ) s BEA PRI AE TG 3R, WA [EE TR A A S A K B L A (N0 e TR 320

AR FE NS (1) MNPs 7EK H 3R 5547 5 (2) MNPs 528 Z Al A AH BAE T, 4
MNPs 7E i 23 J& 11 (1 WP 76 358 2 40 i A i SRAR . X B B B RN . 5 K =g s e SRR A L
Jit (natural organic matter, NOM ) X 3 28 () 2L [5] 45 FH DL &2 MINPs Jir e 32500 B R B5 AL, a1
Fis.
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Fig.1 Environmental behavior of MNPs and their interactions with algae

1 MNPs 7E/K 9383547 K (Behavior of MNPs in aquatic environment)

MNPs 7E 7K FREE AT 58 A& AE i 5 At B A 2 (1D TERIREE h & AR B3R L TR e Z2 AL A o i3t
FRE2 2234 () ik . Ak Ak O . A 1 e I A, (B Gk e RO T AR TR AT 2 OC R, HAR AL 4
A3 S5 R 2235 (3) HE WA S i ok AR AL AR W R A RN A 0B A, VR 2 RUZE I S L B TA
SCON T MNPs 5 35 W88 00 A ELAE HT, A 505 1 243 MINPs A RS2 i iz A AT, BRTE K h
(SRR | Wi . B Ak S A Ak 2 B
1.1 MNPs 7E7K H1 i) SR B2 LI

YA TIOREL PR L 2 AR KT B A 8 e | S T P, 5 2 A R v i A T R RN TTRE Y. AR 4 DLVO 2
TBL, AR UL 9 X EE JZ (electrostatic double layer, EDL) £, G 42 5|y Al i, 5 1 22 18] 1) - 1 2k 52
TR E . 5 I ABURLZE L, MNPs 7E7K o A7 15 WA 2y, AH R | W B0 B AT g S SR 4 (7]
DA [F) o SR AR AT D) S o SR AR ) IR TR

S MNPs 7E/K PREE s e PR I A

(1) GOk B B G BRALPE BT B a0, SR/ SRS AE) 2 52 e JOURE 19 2R T8I R, 1 752 ) 22 4] =2 18] 1Y)
AHEAE T, H/INBORE T B ST Y 3R T RE T HE RORL S 25 5 2k AR, R R 3k — 17 RE A IR 2
KIBURLAY B H RER % e Ah, X5 A AR R R A AR, AR ZE R BR S AE AR R B L e LR
L1 L B 40 TiO, NPs HA 3 B[R] SR GE 8 (2047 . BUERH™ . AR, Y BLEKT R Bk F 2L
ZERIET, TiO, NPs [ zeta HL A7 298 20 mVP, 24 4 20 7 540 g = B L5/ B, TiO, NPs ¥ zeta HL {7 24 K
35 mV(pH=7.5) . i T HA A [a] 14 2 1 1 far AR 10 BE, A [F1 4544 19 TiO, NPs £ /K 8 i) A1 3R At
TR A AN ]2,

(2) FEEHZE. R4 DLVO Hig, X X F MNPs (9 P 40 S 2, 1] EDL P38 e far 1) K /1
R 2 D) 5 R P o B A A DG, K PR 52 i MINPs A SR FTLREA T M I IR R A

(a) pH: 94K WU 2 1T L Af 23 B A0 5T pH A4k, 40 1] 85 W i S T H Aap 19 B - s, 3R TR T £ Ha
) Ag NPs I RE 22 23 FEAIR, Y he &2/ N T4 Wiz sh i s BRI, UKL 22 ] st 23 & A5 TR B> 451, pH X 4 K 5k
e M Y 5 A 5 UKL Y 2 B M A %, a0 pH AR A X E B - 1 5 2 0 ik i g B ( polyvinylpy-
rrolidone, PVP) & 1fi (1) Ag NPs ) £ & P 52 i A K, 1 A A] pH R 2 £ K V)l (branched polyethylenei-
mine, BPED & 1ii 1) Ag NPs Z [A] ) #i L J1 ANl PRI Ag NPs FASE 2352 B 520 .

(b) B FORIE: 9K BURLAE AW AR e VAR KA B I T8 - B2 > 1) 47 Jox b s ik (an
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NaCl, KCI %), B8 K 15 B i, WURE J2 2598 1 40, 99 K 00k 22 (8] 0 1E 22 Bl 22 sk /), 328 17 5 i 4 =2
] A AEAE 7 | K AR 70 B bl 1 H e AN — P2 A I e I 5 | ), (A 0 K R B 2% ) e A PR R AL
[A13%37 Bian 2502 F1] ] NaC1(0.00—0.08 mol-L ™' NaCl) 5 25 758 B K 0F 58 th ¥k (pH=7.0) &4 F 55 1
58 JE X ZnO NPs £ a2 P B9 52 0, & BB - 9 B B 5 ZnO NPs BURERE | & 5 A& . 4R, xF T LA
PVP 1E Ry 2 [ Fa e AE A ) Ag NPs, — 2 i ] N 2 758 B 19 A8 A I F AR X HAE K Hh Y zeta HEL A2 S /K 3
J12F AR B 3 R M B,

(c) PHESFHra: AR, W P ALY PHES 0 At 252 i MINPs 7635 W (% 1128 . French
L1003, AE pH TS -9 R [R) B9 5 0 T, TiO, NPs 16 & — 4 FHES 7 (40 Ca>) B9 W b & —Hr B
B (0 Na®) B i b ARSI X T — 34, MR 45 Hh B2 : 1 T TiO, NPs R A A4 IE
fiif, i Ca® AN KA REALE TiO, NPs Z [A R #4224 15 [, B T8 F IR B (Lp) BIEIE (/L) 5
B R Ay B AE H (5 1), LS TR R ) B R s SR ol (X 2), R TS
R (40 Ca> AH LL T Na'), B [a] iy L R 780N, B2 5 AL 2R . A, Wang G809 AR AR 2 &
ER,HETHERNMESESEE F(K. Na), B ES4EEF(Ca, Mg») B iES HSE S W T ZnO
NPs Ffi, [N e 75 3 7oK T 10 mmol- L™ B 425 ZnO NPs [ zeta FL (v FIFR E M, HASFh 4@ B
T ZnO NPs (4 41 5 3 3 (14 5% Wi KNI F R Ca>>Mg>>K*>Na*. SR 17, H i SCHRHRHE 4 245 5 v e
MNPs KZJ& T AR, H pH, B0 H T SRS A AR A PRt i 75 245 ) H e 728 ok i 92 B
B AN AT A AN [F] 2% 1T L faf MINPs TSR A 52 ).

1 ’eZZnizf
L_D ~ N g,.&0ksT (0
Horh, e TR, n, MR R T | NG 2z M T LIS

VESsphere—sphere = 271'8,80{12111[1 + e_Kh] ( 2)

HH Visophere-sphere 29 5 5[] (LT 7, h S 73 HOEE 5.

(d) NOM™"; NOM & 5% Ml MNPs 75 /K 75 W e e P Y 35 22 K 2. NOM 78 3 AR P85 rh 3 3l 7778,
B FH AN [R) 43 d R A2 1 J5T %) 2 53 2 B e B2 AR B AR G ™Y, An's LR (fulvic acid, FA) | SR
(humic acid, HA) . 28 . JE2 LA K — L IRFN AR 1 0 55 AR W) K03 1L BT R A BB RAT, B T
TP AR K, LY BRI i s B pHL 55 5 B R E i ST SIS AR A VR Ak 2 P T ) AR Ak i AR
A1 NOM 1] LA W B 21 249 K ik (%) 2% 101, 52 M) 499 K J00RE 78 7K b 9 B2 1 B2 %, X R s g R A 5
NOM 13 W45/ | 435 . WREEA G, i 5 A2 1 T (pH. B F 3R B 45 ) A ¢, 5 F T &
NOM ZH 734§ Au NPs 41 5 A4 il £ FH BE 5P BLAT AN [R] B4 7314 (691000 g-mol™ 1 12800 g-mol™) 4
PIFN NOM ZH 53 X% F 14 nm 9 Au NPs 7575 W H R e M 045 i o A7 Jr A (W] ©Y; T8 56 2 fig 08 38 2o P i op
1 AE H B AR TiO, NPs B9 zeta B 7, H H A 4 & + 98 B AL T TiO, NPs i IIfi A 28 Ul ¥ B ( critical
coagulation concentration, CCC )., pH {iX T TiO, NPs BYZEHLf i, HA BIIIAABEMEE TiO, NPs TR, 1M
T3 B = T CCC B HA A 2 PR = Az 23 Ta) 45 BEL 1T $0 i TiO, NPs (14 AT SR %) e b, /K B i A= 4
KA BE A% 1 1o A0 AR 24 K JoA 1Y 2% 1T HEL T 2 M HE AR e PR RO, 4 i A1 3B & W (extracellular polymetric
substance, EPS) P gl fg (6 25 B9, B iRt 4.

(e) T BE: IR J2 52 ) A K Bk Ao e PR Y S IR B R 2R, (L H Hi5 ¢ F IR el 52 i) MINPs 7£ /K 1
FRAT R B e/, i (AR Bk 78 7K o 5 MINPs LAY 7 B3z 8, T30 8 s, Jie (A S8k 76 7K Hh i A
Wiz 2y FE B, Rl AR A 38 bk v . L I T R v, BRI, — i B 7 & AT 2R, 1 Sandra 555 A F 5
I R X6 52 o e AR R AR E T 1 2 5 pHL RN 5 -0 BE A O, AR AR pHLYE L, B e B 0
JE 20 TR AE 7K T A 2R G 2R BB B U B ) R T RS TR A, LA S I ) S v N X — 2 SR 1
MNPs 7E7K H RS E P AT BESZ 21 [ Bk B R Z2 P BRI 3R 1 255 65 T, 340 75 B T 22 (1% R DG AR5 8 i) 1]
HEARPLE].

(f) W% Zou 5 I BF 5 R W], Ag NPs IR E PEFE ST UK (5 850 025 mg L) i 3
BT ORISR Ag NPs B0, BB 1) Ag RESE /K b i 3 JE PR 4 ot (Lo 62 1R



1470 B78 5% 1t 2 42 %

NOM) iR JFJE iU F2E Ag NPs. iX W] Ag NPs 7E 5% Sk A4 v af K i ] B2 A7, FLIREE 163 LA & 4K
(NGRS
1.2 MNPs 7E /K HF 9% i

MNPs 78 F5 358 AL LUK JE 2UAF 7R, 38 1T BB & A2 5 . MINPs J& B . T 24T 2R 5 R o
EHW R AR . FEPEHLH] A — > T BRI, 2 X 4 K Uk AT BE 7 AR A0 R A B XU, A T 1A A
TR YE. BT, 205 KB MNPs 2 &k A i, B 408 B 7, W Ag NPsP# 3+ ¢1-631 - CyO NPs!® %1
ZnO NPs!* 081 nz VI 4 3% — i F =22 2 LLUF JLJ7 1 R ZR (5200

(1) GRITARL A B P T, QniBoks i K N IR | R4 8 | R fb2a v T . R I B 4 5504 70 AR
P DLVO HLigs, 1] B AH L AE FH BE 22 Bk RH A8 08l /N i v /0N, 80kE RS A s/ 5 B0k 25 1 1
LU AG 8 184 o, 578 T R 1 B 25 R L 3 TR L e R T S R T A O, T LAAS TR RN FIE R 1 40 oK R
A 7] 1% 25 THTFRURI S 46 Wk B2 V7 Mk B AN () U715 SR AT ELAT 1™ 5 ) 1 A K B0 PR Sy ELA S0 ) 9 1802 1T
T T UL, L A, 3 T 40 AN () Bk A K AR F) 95 e A7 0t T BB AN [R], N Kittler 4587 A RIFSY 3R I, 7E
25 C Bk, PVP B i Ag NPs A 24 50% ¥ M BRI T Ag’, AT R S & 1 1 Ag NPs K 24
14% Vi, VB DN IX T BB B A IR A 1 S T ot Bt R A Dl /R 2 1 I R

(2) VWM MERT. W pH A, B TR B TR ORE . REAAE SRR E TR RE S
By (4 NOM %5 ) 8560741 A5 [ SR K AR Hh, i Tk A BR300 K S0 A8 S [ AP o gty i i 15
B A . Zhang 25U [l BF 58 F B, ZnO NPs 16 ¥ K 7K FE 5 I f B2 5 5 K T H Al K B, H 57K ke
pH A 158 B 24 5L 1EAH G5 Ag NPs 78 78 B 3 T X 3 3R K Hr s i K, X AT REJE IR A Ag NPs B¢
) Ag AT 57K CURONAE B AgCLTTTE, KRR CU& f A8 A KRR e /D, U i Agrifk
=B KA.

(3) G IR | AR A S LT N 2R Niksa 25092017 4F & 09— TRBFFEFR, A] WoOGHENS 12 HE98 K
BRTE [ SRR MR TP U A, TSR MG R 8 d SR RB B IS Ag I REIL; Kittler %517 B BLAE 37 °C K,
PVP IR TRENIE M1 Ag NPs HY¥ A Bt 25 °C i Y45 rsi i, UiiH Ag NPs I it & Z 2R E 1Y
S YK AR TRV AU, Ag NPs 23 R AE G218 41k, Bl I ARl Ag(X(3)) 77,

1 . N
2Ag + 50 +2H;, ) = 2Ag(,) +H0, (3)

AN, GRS i BRI T AR HOR TR — R 3R, IR 2 A R R R VE R A 45 SR 0L il 4, Bian 4557
$EH), YRR T AEAE NOM B, 4 )@ 1k W0 98 KABORL Y 1 A 23 (W] B 32 21 NOM Al pH. 152 ). Ath 7] 4 A
R 2% B X pH<6 B, HA 19 32 L Fl 3 S 4% it 1k, XF ZnO NPs B9 W% B 16 1 FEAIG; 10 24 pH>9 B, R4S
ZnO NPs [/, B 000 3R 10 A A= S A . 22 5% L0 TR) %) TRD O 77 A T8 2 (0 R IR FA ), HAL B4
WIS 380 23 R 3 A v ) O RS L i P A A

QR BT R, MNPs 75 7K B35 b & 2 S i 2 B 4 Je 2 1, 3X — i B iy ol B9 ME BB 5 MINPs
ARG EEVEATR IR, LA I GKIBORL X K A AR W 0 M S ORI T A i B 1 B . A s R
B ZnO NPs Xf T % 25 W H 5 3 ( Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) ™~ L 34 ) 5 5% ¥ ( Thalassiosira
pseudonana) . 120 T ¥ ( Chaetoceros gracilis) ™" (8P 5 8EEL A 24, Sotiriou 2577 fAIF 5% 2 B 24 S
FETERT, Ag NPs 7E/K i 2x & A 218 48 Ak . WS A O R H AR B8 15 Xiu S50 R IRTE IR AR T Ag NPs AN
BAEMHUREIE, I H Ag NPs BB ARRE (AN JRAR L R EEEY) ) 3= 2230 i 5% 4R 25 1 B ik
T (0] 42 52 W L HT B AVE s 9 40, — 88 A 551 T BIFSE & B Ag NPs 1) Ag'is H 8 K 155 X 3 P A< e
( Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) ™, IT MR ML (Raphidocelis subcapitata) ™ W FEVE 2 IEA . FIRABFSY
HBZE U] MNPs [ A AEAR AR B L 52 M HGT V7 i i S A0 i MR AR FH O 028 L AE W ml )

1.3 Bk S FDGAL 2 S

Ak SN &1V 22 MNPs 18R EE H A A 1) — 2 B 22 S, e e AR TS K AR 38 il 48 IR TIE AR
Wy 8k AR g KR JBURL (4 ZnO NPsPY | Ag NPs %1 CuO NPs™), i fb Jz i RE WS 7E 1R KL & [
S AR BRI T BT R B, DL ZnO NPs S 4], Ma 5515 38 o8 [7] 25 48 5 (X 5 Ze W e A 69163 ) 43
Hr L% 2] 24 Na,S £77E M, ZnO NPs 7] 3 2 15 fif AP0 E A9 L) % 722 I 542 24 2.5—5 nm ) ZnS NPs,
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HLARALTEE 5B BE A5G, B ALY B, 5 d I ZnO NPs B AL 3] 81T 100%; B AL S i 2
FE ZnO NPs {1, i@ i 1820 ZnO NPs 705 BRI FEAER ZnO NPs (14942 ) Al F HIE.

YRR UL T 45 B B M LA T4 DI RE, andi e HAR e PR A 2B vE 0 TR Ry
A X LEY AR BT AT RE A AR ARk, BE IS M 4 K IURE B9 BR84S M . Louie 455 19— T 7T Uk
W1, 7E SN ISR, AuNPs i A BEAL 4855 2R — O (mPEGSH) )2 18 24 h U [, 5 E0H
FasEME T B S AT B S IRGT RE U155 T PVP IRJZTE AuNPs | R/ B 3% A4k, #E— 20 35
URIZYHE, JERCE W KA R AR R R, B AR AL W) A7 AL BES 6 PVP-Au NPs 5 i
Ca™ AR AR IR AR IO ; 53 81, MINPs SR Tk 2 2061k~ SOV JER 1 W) 5t ol BE M IR IR IR 2 AW
REWHACT=HIH NOM YIRS, NI, 3T ZHE L 2 HIBETE ik MNPs HEIMGA T8 SARAE SRS

2 MNPs 5% K45 /EF (Interactions between MNPs and algae)

P Z2AEK, AMTOCHER] T MNPs B PR XU, If HaEAT T RERBFSE TAELL T X KA )
PV TERENE L. TEK AR R G D, A NI R 77, 2258 T MNPs J5 Al fig 2l i S 45 T
BFRGIN P R KUE . B, V722248 AT 7 T B BF9E 22 HIERaBE0s 1020 Rk gl s — 100 g0, 102 100 110]
SO A N S IR A W, LR TRI S T MINPs 59K/ R | R 88 I 18] K R AE 7 i 84 BT AR Tl
PR BE AR M 2E 4T 2R G0 L. AR 43 DL F A J7 T8 X MNPs 5 3 28 2 0] 09 A B AR 2547 B4 (1)
MNPs 7E #2528 1 1Y W B (2) 7232 v iy I SOrn RAR (3) X328 i BR8N (4) 5 e W) B 26 1y
L [E AR (5)MNPs i T #2809 3 3B BLE.
2.1 MNPs 1 3 &3 1 A I Fff

MNPs 55 3 4 ffl 2% [ 7% B0 HE 2 ol I B2 B AT & 2 A BAE R 2R — 20, 2 )5 22 MINPs #F A 21
FEL L 77 A B RONE 1 SE TR S5, 4 MINPs 7E 7K PR v 3R 4 5 182 56 381 3 240 it 3% 0 P B 2 6T 88 25 240 i 2
240 L P 385 A5 97, Chen %5 1 R4 B AH BT X4 B4, 28 0.81 mgL™' ZnO NPs % 58 24 h )i, /b Bk
(Chlorella sp.) Z 1 FENHLEE, 4 A= T AHIIEAZ, Z ] ZnO NPs R RRS/NER B 20 M0 18 )l 1 7™ HL 4
15 VP2 B2 RMEST MNPs A= )83 iR AR 1y, DR e 0 e 2 B MINPs 2o B A AF 5T 28 OC B 22 W B ik
TS K BAE R A A Ty L Bk J7 . BGOSR AR -2 AR BV R L AR S B B
J1EWE I, B SR FH A — GO T M — G AU O 43 BT 8 2 4 oK U 1% W £ 31 77 %%, Langmuir 1
Freundlich 33 PR Ff S5 IR A9 32 T 40065 W R 458 RS2 39 5 , LT 9 3 WD 9 248 X 94 K R 17 R f
AT A E ) 12BN Langmuir S5 AR YN, 3 28 X 4 DK UL I B 3 490 s o B3 e BfF ot A A e,
Bifi 5 2212 T 5, B 2 B 38 30 b A, L VI B 58 7 B 3 00 s Y B 1 5 o g 34 a4

MNPs 7 4 g 3 171 1) W 5 52 S0 A 24 0t . P05 DR3840 M T2 2 AR 3 1 A O ) 25 5 g 21,
il an, k5T 2% W EL A AN [R) 3 1H HL A7 11 Ag NPs PRI B 22 S5 1711 78 35 38 /NBR 3 ( Chlorella vulgaris) N A )
SR 12 ANTE], Hoih 3 20 W (polyethyleneimine, PEI) &/ 1Y) PEI-Ag NPs £% [+ 1E H, i T 574 fit
HLHY C. vulgaris 3% A7 7E i HEL 5 | I BENE I W M E C. vulgaris 2 TH""Y; P. subcapitata 21 il 55 [ AE
W B AH Y T A B E A 2.3 £5 89 TiO, NPs, H H W% B 30 7 2 & B2 AR T pH ., fe KW & 2E 78
pH=5.5 B} 55 A W58 R AR #1115 F T Fe,05 NPs TE#L 38 ( Euglena intermedia) 3 a1 1) W 11 B J 1)
Ak, T DR AT i 2 200 B RSOREURE 5 %) 348 M R 240 it 2% TP 22 0 1) Sl 25 385 1 '); Zhang 5807 & AN [RDE AR A1
PP EE ST ZnO NPs OB ME AN [R], HZR X ZnO NPs (19 W Bt AS ], JH o AS ELAG 200 A BE 1) Al FG 38
( Dunaliella salina) 3% 18 W fff ZnO NPs S AR K J5 & 2B T B W 09 362 3, v W) B 5% 3 ( Skeletonema
costatum ) FLURE FE 1] A /NELZE 55 8 ZnO NPs [& 2 76 41 B FE 181, 107 = ff1 #6458 38 (Phaeodactylum tricomutum )
F, S B Jt 35 ( Platymonas subcordiforus) 53 51 FH T B AT 240 (0 T8 RN A8 Ry D' o 1% 8 1T 17T 152 A7 0 A
ZnO NPs.
2.2 X MNPs I 50 2R

Luoma 58K 7K A A M) 287K B & 1) 22 52 J5 6F MINPs 18 200 A G 43 — R4 JE 4 K ki e A
YA FEH N0 R 57— 880 B T8 K UKL 70 20 I A1 | 200 e 4 T 50 200 A P A= T e s B )
SR BT BB, A Ribeiro 551" 0K, 258 T Ag NPs (1 R. subcapitata, HANMIH BFUY Ag HKIEF Ag NPs
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WIRILN Ag'. A IFIEER M, A A R AR MNPs 76 40 2 P 5943 R H: 5 401 9 DNA FIEE 1 R
FIASTRIAR B AR FH T S0, HAfE A 29 IE T Ag NPsE 115 Fe,05 NPs!'')| CuO NPs, TiO, NPs!'*”
FEFEFE T B, (HBEE I MNPs (19 EARALHIAR KRR EE FO2 R I Y, © A SCHk 38 K 32 30 Ak
SHLT ZHOFAAG B AR (K 1),

F 1 88 MNPs 75 3400 b W2 o 2 A0

Table 1 Absorption and accumulation of some MNPs in algal cells

LRIk e .
S e " * / .
MNP TR Rl 4 A MY s
= . . i 2N ST
FFR HA%&/mm Toxic effects Absorption pathway Intracellular . References
. o Existing forms Methods
Name Diameter distribution
21 it J) ] it Ag NPs .
Ag NPs 117419  Chlamydomona A AL HAADF [126]
s reinhardtii 20 R Ag,S STEM
Ag NPs <100 OCZ’”'T’O"“S AN it giloliGs AgNPs  TEM', EDX’ [62]
anica
P R 2R A
. TEM., Jiil3
CeO, NPs 5,7,12 C"’“",’y:"’;;;’_’_l“ I SN/ B — - gg%fﬁj”] [127]
S reinnardlil ﬁi‘igﬁ‘j{[‘ E
Chlorella s
CuO NPs 40+10 ) AES W Cu,O NPs TEM [128]
pyrenoidosa
YA L AN
CuO NPs 3049  Chamydomona itk WHLR HORAAR o Nps TEM [129]
s reinhardtii Mz
=y
TiO, NPs 192+0.8 Anabacna EENUE A TiO, NPs 2L [130]
variabilis TEM
A RfLEE
ZnO NPs 40—44 S ‘e:’;_de”””s A AL g} opiCH ZnO NPs TEM [131]
ooHquus AN

"HAADF-STEM: high-angle annular dark field scanning transmission electron microscopy, f i I E W5 37314535 5 e F o e
TEM: transmission electron microscope, i #1 i, T . 7345 ; EDX: energy dispersive X-ray spectrum, fig i (2 B X B2 OGi

MNPs 75 1A 40 i B (1) 358 200 Ji 22 05 7 0 B 2 ook 400 . g SIS b B 2 A 0 o 1 2 R MRS,
WEA LR A M, BRSSO VE L, HKPUadE NPs ZE N B SR S R A
) M2 Worm %520 & I, £F 20 nmol-L™' A CdSe/ZnS QD W25 1 h Ji5, JTAAMIBERY C. reinhardtii 4l
M H A 29 16% 7E CdSe/ZnS QD Y & S K AL A 9 CAF 5, MiA 40 L BE 1 BF A= R C. reinhardtii ¥k 52 241
MR AR 29 1% A0 iR 2] T CdSe/ZnS QD %', X 1t B 4 Mg BE HAT — % (ORI E R . — ok i, 3
AN L RE F LT Y AR O 5—20 nm, 3X {4541 i BE RE AR B0 9/E . A FLAR/N T AN BEFLAR
) 49 KRR BB 8% A 2 5 FL I, FR T AN [R] 38 218 1 200 b B 55 ) R A 2 2 AR [, 90 oK R 3 2ok A (] 3 2 4
JHLRE B9 HCH B AN ], {H H AT B W5 0K 2R 46 L4 MINPs 78 /S [) 8 28 o o 3 20 B RE A B O e 121,
1 200 JfL 7% 5 T MINPs 1), MINPs — 5 [ F] i 23 SR A 70 B 40 B 3R AT, 365 1l 2400 e B L 1) 35 JE Bl AL AR i 1Y
P03 5y — T T AT 2 X A RE i A 0 . T R AP FLIRE, DT (A5 A s 5 25 2 B A R >4~ 1231,
PRI, 5 22 5 22 B AF 90 0 T 28 MINPs 2 5 I 386 S A0 ifBE L B Y A8 £k, LA BH 0 440 i B A 35 40 b 2 A
MNPs H 94E H.

MNPs % i 21 it BE J B 55 ph i i X053 J2 20 A %) 40 A 422 ik 0 &% 26 AH LA . MINPss 76 20 it i I
AT BB A AE VS AR OO, fuli A s 200 L 3% TP 6 B 5 VR v 2. MINPs 78 A8 A1 Joi v B 7 400 B S 1 R ik )
4 B B -t T R SE A S 3 /A A R S A A, 51 a0 DA ORISR 1Y) Ce™ R A8 3E Ao £ B i
A E] C. reinhardtii 40 L N2 SR, H TR ASNTE 2 B 80K RE & B S Fr 9ok Bk IL A, — ok
MNPs i GEASHE A 244 . SRR A%, (H BRI o AN i A8 121, 1R 220 5% 98 W 40 DK JBURE RE 5 Bl IR
J 5 ), 2% 38 i 1ok 8 6 M 4R A 3L (reactive oxygen species, ROS) ) B 22 45 3 Rl IR 25 FL 5, X nl fiE 2
MNPs i A 320 i i g5 45 2 —121,

T30, WHRAEI A Z1F 2 MNPs ELHE 4 3 40 AR ) — i 2. S8 28 1 MINPs A1 3K, XELLF)
BT, eSS A m &8 81 s P IR RAS0R 5 Bz AL 24 45 A% 2 A
FEY AR IS NG R A R B AR Y BRI 28 RS T A R AN e 8
F AR VE UL B ESE 2 MO MNPs (93842 FALHI O R 52 2 T, HE 28 WF5E Z B NaN; Fl4
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PR 7 S 400 il 8 R AR 1 PN AR AR AR & A S N AR VERT S, C. pyrenoidosa %} CuO NPs [ 1
Wk 2 AU, Ag NPs L BB A o P9 77 B A= ¥l 5 ( Ochromonas danica) W™,
2.3 MNPs X #2351 81

T SCHE B, G AU R A K RO T2 1y b2 TR R v S I T Pk, 3 RE A% 70 e 4 e v 2. E i
A 15 2 & T YRR X B2 B2 A OIS, S5 R R GUR IR S5 m e R i AR L g R i
BB M A (32 2) . MINPs ZE7K IRRAT M i 5 etk T L MRl i &8 2k, LB A
S GURBORL RIS L RK/N, A2 WRBE . IREEAT A OC, 05 15 2 8 1 e 2IS 1% 24 O 85 4 A 2 3
AE AR AR AR DG 56191 MINPs 78 35 240 i 3 1T K o R 48 W R a Bl D000« BELAS i 4 B PN A0 5
JFA% 356, AT X6F 88 0 i 7 A T B 124 140, — e MINPs 7K Y & AR VA A I B B 4 R S TR R B
BRI EEPED 1 MINPs 19 AT SRA T A8 52 i FL 20 B 75 20 MINPs [T 3R 88 B2 K, % 48 B 7y 52 ey (4%
FR BEPESE) MU R T T 5 A 3 A MINPs, HRE P A 1 52 T 3Pk 25 5 i A A A U, R ] e 2k
X TN [R] MNPs (i 324/ UM EAS R]. 10, 54080R L, B0 115 it R N ZLHEXT CdS-NPs Fl ZnS-NPs
A BSURR M BEAIR, 33X 5 AT 0% 4t L RE S5 4 AN [A] A OG0 ; 4 Wang 4619 19581}, P. subcapitata % ZnO NPs
i B (72 h BC50<50 pg'L™"), Ag NPs X Ho LA ¢ &5 19 8¢ 7% (96 h EC5¢=9.9—190 pg-L™"), 1Ml ZnO
NPs 1 Ag NPs XUV i 28 7= A0 B M 2 00 i v B2 (38 1 mge LY B0 s e 90 . Al B Wi A Sk
118, MNPs X #2818 i v 1Y - ZEHLHIA LR JUF.

F® 2 WU MNPs X 352K (1 8 MR
Table 2 Toxic effects of MNPs on algae

E LR S b A TR BEVERLY 75 3k
MNPs Planktonic algae Toxic effects References
Nitzschia frustulum, ARA; S A TR (23R & e Ak 19, 104. 137
Ti0, NP Desmodesmus subspicatus, 45); AN 8 (SOD*iE 1, MDA* & [ 174 p 1’4 0 >
102 NES Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata, WY, CATVEPED) 5 A 4N A 2 i SR A ffi o 157 C 159’
Chlamydomonas reinhardtii HARARIE ; AT 20 M S 7 P ]
patassionra weislogtl AR R S K AR e
Ag NP ChllJ ; d : ‘as refrzhar(;tii PRI (Fo/Fm |, MR otk £ ); 2 61,83 -84
gLs Do ’ SEALR I (ROSIS it 27, SODIEHEY, (o1, ]
’ AT HET, POD']
Chlorella autotrophica CATH 1, POD Y #E1
Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata,
Thalassiosira pseudonana, AR 5 S ) A2 T
ZnO NPs Chaetoceros gracilis, ME A S [79, 81, 131]
. Fffs 1 A A
Phaeodactylum tricornutum,
Scenedesmus obliquus
Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata, AR YA MG R AR R
CuO NP Chlorella vulgaris, IR 20 7 235 (R IR R 44K ) ; Y5 5:ROSI 9. 124. 142. 160
uO NPs Scenedesmus sp., R A I AL sk 17 129 192, 160]
Chlamydomonas reinhardtii JREEE L) ; 175 S G T YA AR S i
AuNPs Scenedesmus subcapitata, P A T 2R 4 [161 - 163]
Chlamydomonas reinhardtii
Al,O; NPs Chlorella sp. AR A [159]
CeO. NP Dunaliella salina, AR (R EEEE ) s S AR, 355 151
eV NES Chlorella autotrophica ROS;d i RN [151]
AR 5 ROSHE A M 40 AR (g
Cr,O3 NPs Chlamydomonas reinhardtii @@Eéﬁﬁ% s B AL (B [154]
A AR LA AR IR (4R 5 B
ThO, NPs Chlorella pyrenoidosa 1) ; TESEAN R T R AL ; IR PSS AN ik s [164]

FEFROSH R, #i4 4H AR

*SOD: superoxide dismutase, #8%8{L4#)15 {Lfili; MDA: malondialdehyde, P3 %, 5k Biid & fb A 5¢; CAT: catalase, i3 A1k &l
Fv/Fm: Y6 &4 1 8T 7=%; POD: peroxidase, i3 & fL 4.

(1) BEAMHORA A MNPs £ 22, W] B
FAE I A 2t (0 3R 2 A A 28 A T PR W6 R A 1 8 Ak, AR A e B4, DR 2 4 52

Wi 755 340 SO AR R AL, 3 mT RE S B8 A T, 52 sE S Al

DRI IE 0, PRI, MINPs 5 356 200 0 362 100 % R L 3R 8 T 8 2 AUy BILIE G 1 P, 3 T 52 M e 28 A e 5 1
FHRUG 8 350 0 FR R 00 A JHL 2 R 129, 25 0o nZ VT Ak 38 %) 0 3 00 R T S U Bl — SR A U
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TRk iR 2, Hal e S m e 24 T (PSTT) WG A4, 52 W0 5 i 240 I 19 e 5 4 UL 5 BiF 5T
5 20 K U 5 0 L A T B s, B A A R i A TS RO TR 22 ], 3 e T R A ok R S
F1R) 42 2% ik 0 O RF LA TPty JELE G X 98 288 2 K A S i 90, {HL 5 — D A7 70 HL R BR v« S8 v s 28 T
AE T AW B S 0 JEL R D AN RE A 220 &b T3l e 250, L PR T 40 K SR 3440 3 HICRRT, TR P 3 1) ' i B
55 VR 17 18 o7 i B R AT, H S R G AR 5 0 R ) 7 " K MINPs 1) 43 IR 25 UTAH S,
Uk, Hjorth 2545 H ) 43 BT 956 58 €0 28 ARl A8 T 119 Dy vk 10 2 Sl Wi/ PR X 8 2 g S i, 2 R 5 2 1T BE
AR B A 3G IR 0, DA HR A el 2 1),

(2) MNPs 1] i 5 ROS A3 & 72 4, i i — 2R 50 Jm S 45005, s 40 . 3k R B 45 MINPs 78 5
A AR AR B ) % 32 30 45 2k R 5 s 28 1T B 77 2R ROS, 0 A A Ak 1 I3 6 40 K JUKE >4, 4 TiO,
NPs!47- 141 Ag NPs!*0~ 192 25 ROS Z A0 A LA B 8P~ 4, A A B F A R, A h, p
LA AL A, TR B S5 & A 3, 6 40 TG T 2 R 1 ) A B AR AR A R T 1)
gl 15 S g ak ST AT ST T 1 ST O, TS A ST 2 e 40 B ) 3 L R ) 4 A )
ST | I Sl R U0, IR 475 2 VAT N K IR R R o e 2R R A H T AR A A bR 2 — 1, 3l
WS HEIR AT R A P, 2 MNPs 581 41 i BE 5 40 i 5 2 1 & A5 AR AR FH ERE AT BE R R 20 6 1 2%
¥, A B3 A [ 9 05 B ROS (144 0 AR 52 17 i s 4 45 ( 40 L S 252 119 185 o sl 40 b s 22 L ) B2, 3
A it S B R M U BB, X 0T AE A S AN AE T A FE ML 2 — 1 B i, = AR A AR K
KL (Cr,03 NPs) Wi 5 C. reinhardtii TR IE 1, 5 BO0E IR BE A A 0158 KB, CuO NPs REIE 51 C.
vulgaris FEA I A AL R 7, FLAEH & A 2 R vh R LR | ISR S99 L 45 o H R AR i 35 6L
SRR AR AR, JE AR, ROS 3 #5772 b 2 M G A 1 R AR G B i S R i il A R 8 5
T, FEEE X LR AR S DNA 15 4514730,

(3) MNPs % it Blr 25 1% B2 240 e = A 1. AR T ik, MINPs 75 7K R0 b £ [NV i Bl i 4
JERE T, X AR B A ERY, N AgT, CuP, Zo¥ S VI AR AT LA AR AR AR A, Wl A&
A AE AR YU 0 I HLR - E 40 I PN R B T IE ARE 6% i DR VR I Y 4R R R, A R 4 e
TR BB R A AR A R (B TR VR A AT /N0, Navarro 2501 i) 2 Jbk 2202 4R 4%
BT EAESE T AgSx i C. reinhardtii WHOGA AR, H Ag NPs X H = A2 0y B¢ A ) 32 202 i 1 i
) Ag BT 51 ; Wang %5 % B CuO NPs Xif C. vulgaris Q5848 A5 0 5 S840 L R B 405 47 %, 17 B AT
F BRI T MY Cu U 3T 50% 9 SCHRK ZnO NPs B PEAE F 35 29 B TV i i Zn® ™%, H B, 34
Z X F MNPs (1 8 B 24 0F 50 4 46 2 B B 7 2 88 10 8 Pk 5 MNPs 19 8 R A7 Hggets 921 (B il
MNPs 7E 7KW S A A AT 5 B A B ), 0 v 4 S B8 7 Wk B Ak sh A8 78 Ak rp 38, JRI I, A 7%
HE S REPEXT MNPs #5800 19 57 MR T 22 255 LI i S Bl 1%, A RETE 4F L T i MINPs 1 REPERL
il . PEAG MNPs #E 7K P45 v 1 Az 28 XU
2.4 MNPs 5 H B monk s i 2 @4k 1

YORITURLAE K 858 v 5 A7 15 Y W I AR B e 2R R A 2400, e AT T REXT 2 = A b W) sl A oA
FH. PE4RGE , 40K JURL AT LA 35k 22 0 A 8] B AL 38 05 e 4 0 5 e (1) Bl A W B U 78 HR 3 B
JUT R 6 1) 3 G ey (2) W B K e BH B, D S T A B T SE A, DTG N 4R
P/ B RO 17 (3) AL k5 Ye AR A I U B4 Qi B T B B (4) BRI AR MR, (A5 S Yey
SAFURI B P 3 50 U0, H 0 K A0 A v] BE R A H 35 e i A 0 s R i, an e RS e s & AR DL
Rl AN M PN B A7 (2 2R 75 G W TR R T 35 1 R it 5 5 05 e ) I A2 R A5 08, [l s H g 35 e
S 38 o8 AR A ) 200 R R 3 T N S L R AR W R A A2 M L W R B N ROS | Bl AR 44 K SR ) %
THT FEL 7 /R EY B [T 4552 M 8 K ABOAE ) 2 4 e,

MNPs #E A K FREE 5, N 1 ik G0 i 2 5 2005 rh A7 1475 Y ) B 1k 1 A LA & A A BLAVE
W AT BE W B 4 R B A DL TE R A, X e B A W AT R TT B 2 E0AE MINPs YK/ T
B AR DT S M LA ] R DL B S S AR A R MINPs W BT G Je AL RE S A
TG YW TE A BB R AR, 38 PT RETE 5 A 9 & A AR B A T A 2o R rp R B R TS e, AR TS e Y
SRUREEPE & AR AR, (1) 55 4 i B 1 10 AH B2 MR MINPs 56 0% 38 1o 1 FELAF B A FH RN/l 36 1 4% 5 W
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R 4 S 5 U0 S e i G JE B X i 2R B BE PR AN 5 41 AL O3 NPs 55 Pb* X Bk A5 #E 4
(Isochrysis galbana) W) % PEAETE M RN, ALO; NPs BEW8 Wi & 42 5 L galbana %t Po> i) S F, H 4L N
AlLO; NPs [ /) Pb* il 2 Po> HL A S5 i B PR 172 (2) S A MG Y Y A AR . 4 BF o8 & 3
MNPs 3% [l fig 138 5o it 7K B . SU8E S5 RH B A TR B A LA B 74~ 170 A (R HILA) L R A8 52 1) MINPs 11
SURURFEE, WS e 3k = W R 50 1L #% ( cetyltrimethyl ammonium chloride, CTAC ) BE 1% & H W [ 72 ZnO
NPs R, JE i —Z i KB, BH 1k ZnO NPs % BE L Zo>, AT 2 ZnO NPs £ C. vulgaris 1109 RFH
I R PR,

MNPs 5 HE ORI R ZE R 5 e H 5 B BAE B EZ 2. 44K 4 (carbon nanotubes,
CNTs) 1] LA 2% fif 4 40 K JURE (Cu NPs) X HEPERE B S, costatum A2 4 R A VR FH A4, Cu® E CNTs |
[ I B A1 Cu NPs 55 CNTs 2240 Jiit H A1 R 02 222 [H U7, Huang S5 #1238 T Ag NPs 55 Fe, O3 NPs 1§,
RO LA WK R I 32 FEXT C. reinhardtii M1 O. danica W51, H A o5 ) Fe,O5 NPs BE A% i 1 W fff
Ag % Ag NPs X C. reinhardtii ()8, I HL 2 58 - 40 ] Ag NPs A48 BOR I Ag NPs X O.
danica WI#EVE. SR, HFT MNPs 5 H & 9K bR 58 58 X5 s 2 0 52 i LR A0 B B, Bk = T2 1Y
SEYG R, T LT 2 W RFROR AT T AR [R) SO [R) T 28 R B 2 KR R 5 5SS A B .

Bk Lk i5 g 4h, K i) NOM 43— W fig i o 2048 MINPs 82 1 . A2 i sl i) MINPs 5 fif B¢
Ji4 T S - W RN T MINPs 3 i 4o HC e fr MRS L B ik MINPs 5 20 i 4242 ik . 14 9 B3k 2 MINPs 75
S SR AR IV IO 5 e FEREPE DY, A SCHRHRGE FR, NOM B 77 7E BE W6 78 — € F2 E 2% % TiO, NPs X P.
subcapitata F= A PNHI; FA BEASHE & CuO NPs {9 431, £ s g B il b =ik 6 45 19 Cu®, IR
fifi CuO NPs XFHAZRI4ZE 3 (Microcystis aeruginosa) WFEMEYE N, (H[R]BF X REMEIR/ 340 ROS 1= A=l
AR, Li 2507 (A 55 6 BH Au NPs 2 10 W B 19 HA 5 KT 5 ( Escherichia coli) 3% 1 14 i 22 ¥ 7 B,
e 2 A7 A e HE R AR, NIRRT Au NPs 5 E. coli BYZE G W 40 B8 40 I B2 40, FAIK T Au
NPs Ay#EME. f1 i al L, S[R3 A9 NOM XA [R] MNPs (URREE AT R A 26 A8 JUAH R A 520, X1 X5 MNPs
5 AR B2t A o 52 2% B RO A BT 45 BT AN i 2 A B AR &2 2% /K 3R 455 v NOM Xof
MNPs (1520, F 5.l 2 X2 T2 53 BT AR, 55 22 00 22 A AsE AT 5 ARk DR 4 2/ 1 A 2 A 2
SAHFSE I B ELSE IR EE T NOM X MNPs 5 35 254 B4 FH R 5% i K FCHLRE.

2.5 MNPs i T30 B KB AL )

M PR TR TN AT T B 9K UL I 23175 5 7 A 22 B A SR e LS R RE DR/ NN K FIORL A R ) 18
F, WG BB E £ G LA BR A2 B ROS! 181 ] g Sh53 04 EPS DIJE B ORAF 0% 190 5 4o 41 i
VA ) J A A 2 A D/ 240 L P 98 K R g 5 o e,

(1) L LB ALE]. ROS By & AR 522 MNPs 175 T 5 i S ZLALH, by 17 R XX — 284k, 340 i
N8 A AL P AL T (superoxide dismutase, SOD) Flixd 2 AL Pl ( peroxidase, POD ) FfAE A 5= 2L i 4T A AL il
AR 1 A AL E B (catalase, CAT) WG M . AL PR 1 SOBESE & w70 A T &1, iX R UL E AL B 59
Jfs 2 5 e A M T A A U, TS b, B BT AR TR S R BE T B9 ROS AR TH 2356 8 200 A it 1 A8 1k
i, n 2.3 pridk.

(2) #EJ54r U EPS, FEMEAME l— 2 40 205, EPS B E A B, 208 5 78 o 45 4 Y, 3
T W h 25 (0 SUZ 2548 . 1T 3% EPS(soluble-EPS, S-EPS) #1444 14 EPS(bound-EPS, B-EPS) !*, Zhao %5
WLEEF] CuO NPs FYZREE(H C. pyrenoidosa #MY) EPS JZH4JE T3 4 £519. EPS HA £ 5 A 'H e A, GES
SAMEYEA PSP A TCHLE 45 60, AT LUE o 7 s A FH AL 22 B4 2> MNPs 76328 R Y
W B, 5 22 2R MINPs (9 3R T HL o7, B3R AIGHE 55 356 28 0 2R AEEDS). EPS 38 AT DA i) B 1E MNPs 5 3 20 ifd B
FEAZ A 10 o EHE SRR AR PE . Liv 550N C. vulgaris BERE 8 i 1815 B-EPS (19435 1 ZnO NPs i A 4
JS1 ELE:, MNPs 2575 5 EPS /MRS ZL, BT FED T ZYRB AL, PINCHAAIAZ 25 mm . (Heah,
EPS 41 it 4: 3 3] MNPs % 55 B 520, W Ag NPs (585 GE1H C. reinhardtii B EPS AL-A ¥ M 701
20 53 AR Ao m 2 AU, T R A i A A3 T AR T G K U A AT SRR, L B e e
YK IR AE K PR Hh 52 B8 TR F ], AT BRG0G0 455 5 2T TN B 7K AR A T XU

(3) TEYNHE X MNPs $E17 ey i A7 B 1k . — 28 MNPs 7625 A 58 240 i J5 A5 0 B8 9 K B0k e 245
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(T Au NPs), I 28 AT DL 3K TR AEAS [R] A0 240 57 B /45 /) CAnge o ) v, DA A E 200 16 o8 1 2
PCRIREVES. 4 Ag NPs fEHEA C. reinhardtii Je S8R T M3 5 (6] BT, i/ 1 G 240 i 4 RO A R 25 7 O,
danica BB &L T Ag NPs BUAFTESY; Hi CuO NPs ¥4 46IE B Cu,O NPs Wi 177 C. pyrenoidosa
(49 7 128, MINPs 7 356 25 200 it r 79 8 B A A B D o — o R B IR E 1, ] B S48 o 1) B 45 0
TR W 3 1 XU 5 He A, MINPs 75 IR AT AT RE & 2B W il , 77 A B T8 v Bk 1 g -, (A — 20
H5R.

W Ah, —SEWFFE IR W, (R MNPs 5 5 52 1 23 JR 28 i 4 K, 4 5 mgL™' CeO, NPs Fl
0.01 —1 mg-L™" Ag NPs % & 43 S 42 ¥ T = f # 48 % ( Phacodactylum tricornutum) F1 F 37 /N BK ¥
(Chlorella autotrophica) [ 4= 1% 51 Fe,05 NPs 7£ 0—20 mg-L™" 5 [l 4 BE % fiE 1 3} A M} 95 ( Scenedes-
mus obliquus) B4 K, X A] B8 & B Bl ik B T e 40 I BB % LA Fb o 20 X S8 AL N B 4 15 4E K, B
MNPs & A5 W v i B A% 85— (I Fe™) BE S AR S nlt i o0 3R R IRRT S 2 A 4 7 A BRI i 199,

3 455 ¥ (Conclusion and future prospect)

Zi b, ARSCH fUBSE T MNPs 7E/KBREE T A9AT g SOH 5 328 A A LA T MINPs 1E A K #1358 5 K
B —ZIV R A A, IR R BTl R BRAL RO el R BEAE, DL AR 52 EI) MNPs H
B RPERT (/N AR RIHLAT | A ARZE ) SRS 2 PE BT (pH ., 2579 B2 . BH 2 485 . NOM Fils
il E I AAAE S ) B S2 IR BATE A1 2 56 T MNPs 5325 A0 BAE HI AW S8, MNPs 5 3828 3R 10 1Y B 454%
i R B T ATTAH ELAE T B9 28— 25, R Jim 8 kA R ARFNEEPERLN, B R $2. MINPs 1] 2 3 i S 20 Jif i, ffe
200 B RS i A 4503 B8 2 LS R 0, A TS e S N A A O TR A N R AR MINPss 7 3 40 i
AT Y R SR A W] RE 7 A W BRBE I, R RO SR L, RIINHE W] 55 ROS i AR R, 51 & A AL
W, e A W i e B R o 28 A, 368 A B A A, L = 4 1 LR 1A JIEE K2 DNAA; MINPss ¥ i BE Y B 5
2 e i T A TR AL, PR L TS Y ) S NOM 2 nl BERA S MINPs 75 352 Y
FRFNEEVERON, I A [ 9 90 TR TS [ 05 J , BESRAE XS MINPs B8 IPREEE BT ALE  1
JAAh EPS 953 WA S0K MINPs 76 41 i P 2547 )= i 47 55 £k

SR, T BB BOF 2T 98 45 3R BR T M SS90 % A5 PR 1, Tovk [ B A2 2 BR 558 i MNPs (19255 fir
is, VFZALHIE R I, G MNPs Qfaf ik A R0 Zoniih | 40 A%, 5 A48 KAk fa 3 fm] X i 2
FAAEFZE, K NOM 520 MNPs SR ERFIFEME Y 707 PL] , MNPs 20 fa] D38 40 0 e R 1 25 a5, 73T
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