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Abstract; With the rapid advancement of nanotechnology, nano-CuO materials have exhibited substantial applica-
tion potential in diverse fields such as electrochemistry, optoelectronics, energy catalysis, biomedicine, and environ-
mental engineering, owing to their unique physicochemical properties. However, concerns regarding the ecological
risks associated with their widespread use are growing. Research indicates that nano-CuO particles can enter plant
systems via atmospheric deposition and water migration. These particles accumulate within plants through mecha-
nisms such as root surface adsorption, internalization, and transport, leading to toxic effects on various aspects of
plant physiology, including morphology, physiological biochemistry, cellular function, and genetic regulation. The
toxicity is primarily attributed to mechanisms like Cu’" ion release, oxidative stress induction, and gene expression

modulation. The toxic effects vary depending on different influencing factors and the combined impact of these fac-
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tors on the environment. This review summarizes recent progress in understanding the toxicological effects and

mechanisms of nano-CuO on plants, including co-exposure with other pollutants. Furthermore, it outlines future re-

search directions aimed at developing more precise methodologies, investigating the environmental behavior and

impacts of nano-CuO, and exploring interaction mechanisms between nano-CuO and organisms. Such efforts will

enhance the theoretical framework of nanomaterial ecotoxicology, promote innovative applications of nanomaterials

in environmental monitoring and pollution control, and provide critical scientific evidence for formulating guide-

lines on the use of nanomaterials and establishing pollutant prevention systems in agricultural sectors.

Keywords: copper oxide nanoparticles; plant; oxidative stress; toxic mechanism
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oK CuO JEHE CuO 1Y 4N K G Bk ok 4 K 25
¥ A RAIRZ | EEAAFEGIK CuO kL CuO 44
KB CuO 44k A il CuO KA AEY S 442k CuO Y
BB AR HE, BHAT, 95Kk CuO 194 07 1%
A3 B B A AR R R X 3
FA W RS 2o e W s i — o 1 BE AR, RO
SETEAEYA BT 40K CuO X4 9 i 1
FAARZ/NBL, AT 58 CuO, 40K CuO 1EmE:
A 27 0 R A 30 25 T R B M R ) A B A A2
PERE , A0 FE o b T A AR TR RS R
IO K% 7 L it Bk G 00 A5 R R BE s Ak, ok
CuO I HLAT R A BT b o4 B AT AR P T o, DR 4
K CuO B2 BT Tl A= AW By A K HF
AE R FE T A=, 40K CuO 16 i T34 i
b B AR B A AR R L A
K CuO FEPUEAE T Big R Y7 55 7 Tl s Hh— 2 v
T B AR 40Kk CuO n] R AR W e Rk
PR A AT ERET, S ANELOL ATt A T2
(IR, 9K CuO LTRSS 24¥R B AT LA BE A )
AR NI AR VR 7, e b AR A 4 i A A
LGN AR R AR | M 35843 A0 R o G RT
B R R BT 2 0 AR e
iyt B4 o a5 w1 I N | 320 B 7@ S T KL
BASRGE AR X RELRE 2%, W ALY
Ay 5 A ASEREE B A B R B ARVE R, 492K CuO
(A3t 2 B D R IR IR 5k SE A e,
IBEEETE =AY A TE B, ANgK CuO iR
FEAES 5% W) S0 A W AE 7 | S0 15 14 [l 3Bk 47
ROV SR W A S R G, A A T AR
RGeS 7 TE 25 5 32 B A EE 91K CuO 5%
Wi, 51 & AP FEE A, 90k Cuo B HWIL 2
B, ALK A A 7 305 7 R A 2 2R G G v A
fEEVER AT B,

2K CuO XY HATEFENE, A2 W 3%
PP AR A A Ty Y 2, 1 SO R
& AL SR SR AR AT DR
FRRBL . FERF AR CuO HYBE T, AE 4 14 6 5T
AR AR 0 45 2 3 AR, AT 2 W A ) 1) A
RAH AR B [, 290K CuO b 2 ALY
ROEEVERT, BRI R R 2R & B OLBE
FRCR UL B FLIF RS T AR A K 2, 7™
H 2 FEGEY M A B A L O R B
P 2n B A5 A KR R E B TR A R 2 i g oK
CuO SR, S B2 H B 5T A B AR F) 2 39 I o
ZRIATRIZ KA R AL AT ARA 58 B DL R B AL 3%
R A B RN Ak, TEAR 2 0F 5T Th R 9 oK
CuO i 23 o 5 M 100 A 1A 2 ol il A1) 5 4 SR 400 il
FP AR,

YT K CuO BT 12 20 BEE A ) 75 55 TR
R AT AHOK CuO REVERLN S B REHLER A 7F 5
JRIEIFERIE , B AR R 9K CuO XY Y 75 5 1R
P EEPERIL ] ) BIF S 2 F AR T P A0 A T ) 5
M PR 28 LA B A5 Al 75 24 0 e 5 e o L) 1 5 1 2
B, HEXF ARG K CuO BEPEML N B BIF 52 T7 1w i 113
JRE,

1 #HK CuO XHHEY B E 14 308 K B LI 5% 3 e
1.1 4K CuO XY MAIK - B3 800
L 11 9K CuO XA R FPZEAR YA A B AL
YK CuO FEFREE T IAELE , S XA A 7 A 2
PERLNE , 52 AE ) Bl 8 4t AR, AT 3 B
YA R REAR, AR, BN SR 5 X K FE (Oryza
sativa L.) , KZ (Hordeum vulgare L.), % K(Zea mays
L.). % b (Raphanus sativus L.). % & (Lactuca sativa
Linn) 3 A FZEAE Y AT OESE , iF 9 3R W BR800 5
FYIFEARKCR, FEEK CuO ¥JE0.5.1.0
FI1.5 mmol - L™ )34 AN, /K 7 & 2F 11 0 bE i 35 B
78.6% 75.6% F1 71.6% ", [R]i}, 3% (Brassica na-
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pus L)AL TS 9K CuO e EE 148 i i FAAIG
MYk CuO HeFEE R 10,20 150 mg- L™ B}, Jii = ff
T BIFEAR 9.61% 29.67% F139.26% 2 DL F45
REWGK CuO X4 WA R K A7 i 35 1 2 1
RONE , HLAEAR D) A= A7 B 5% v 2 T Al P A 1 DA
W & BN i AR A A R B, IR T BUE W)
WG, AN, 40K CuO 7MUY S5 ka4 Fh
FYIA S, RIR PP AR A 32 B 98K CuO it
B A7 6 W 0 22 57 KR | 3 3% 10 & 2F 2R e i
TR BEE 99K CuO He i 28 1k 52 0 A ) 2
[ SN o T I B R 7 R PO 2 S
CuO 5 AU ) 7 175 490 PR b 2 A (] i e
X,
1.1.2 442K CuO XHEY SRR SR AL
4K CuO W Y 75 RGN 2 AR 5 40 K R
FEAR I AT A9 5 ZORG B 38 23 9 A iE A )
YA PRI e KRN R 2 HE AR A I )
Ak, BT R R B (B 1), BRI,
2000 mg- L™ SR EEYIK CuO Z 75 n] FEHE YR I
SR J T AR R v T8 A T AR A e D 22.17%
12.46% 21 AN, 45K CuO MY FFEAE 2%} T K AR T
i DX BAS B SR, SR P A 2 SO SR EAE
[ s s 2 R 50 W8 S 3 ek 4 47 R A% i 1) b, I 5
43P Ko £ 9K CuO YEFH T, Cu £
DU 2T 2B BAEA AR , (U /D = RS Cu
L R AS , BN, 76 TR A0K CuO 25K
B AR Cu BB IR AT 28 A5, Z i,
PAKFE A SR G AR AL R, 40K CuO I 3 4
TR Cu & it (A Cu TR RIGZLT
5% . XEEIEF YK CuO YK i B R T
Cu™ R, 73 AMR R 50 ) h AR P iR S Cu™ 1Y
FRAIIE R T RGELS G, WifiE—2EBR ] T Cu
AIIERLR 22 Rl Cu X S L Af My gV Rt vl g
FEAEAR IR B 1 v v B 4 o) A R0, IR 2R L AR
WE Cu® WAL PR T 23 {2 1IN 75735 (Elsholtzia splen-
dens Nakai ex F. Maek)/4: K | (H7E [R]AE v BE AL HE T
2%t 8% N (Cucumis sativus L.)F= 4 3¢ FEAE P, Ik
Ah, 40k CuO S/ DRI Co® B I 7 (TF), fli 15
Cu™ $EREZ B0, NI 7E AL R N & 45 . B0 9T o
W A=W w46 1 (BCF) 5 TF A J Ak 4 0 %) w1
YK T (MNPs ) F1 42 & B 18 A= 4 W e e 7%
T EEE bR, 3810 E 400K CuO il 4 Rk 1
YIARNE BCF & &, th e 2K 00T 230 8 38 b

(137) B30 .25) /INEZR(0.35) A1 41(0.35), 1M TF
Y5 BCF S5 AHR , R A RS N 2R 4 G
[ERRNEE Ik NN =B kg i Al
ERET A A B ST IE B 48K CuO AN AL AT LAGE i
R ZE I JEIEA TR A R R B2 TRl -t A
JR X BRSNS 40 45 K (EXAFS)EAT 2347, HEIE 52
T YK CuO UKL 2 7E A W) A b A W i A T S 1
B4k, BEFE A1k CuO WURLTEAR | 25 4K M #E bt 2
o RESE P BT EARY . £ B 400K CuO REdE
ORI BE B FARAE 00 TF DL K2 & A= 901K 90 4% S vk
A WAL A5 O SR AT AR W B Ak 3 2 T S [ R
BT YK CuO St A AR B 0N 1 N FEBIL I 5
Rk
1.1.3 442K CuO XHAEPIAR BR i 2R AL

WL ESEmAh , 9K CuO Ay EE PRI s 25 %) i
WIAR R 53106 49 R AR o JBT (RS P Al 2 0 . S 55 ) s

RN, MR PR A o A A KA — R R A

F AL A SE P SR B4 s PR B A% i e
AEAESS T - 33 oy o AR 2 50 i B 5 AL 3R
Xf 7 i (Solanum  lycopersicum) H3 i G A= ) WF 5%
MFFLK CuO KEFEL AR5 2 Ji 1Y Chaol 484 &
FEETEY S XK AR W R T BE 5 P R IRAE 4K
CuO MAEH T, AW & B X IAL A T T
B DL ESEIR R, 9K CuO mT LAMCAS MR B +- 3
AR F R R VR TR A MR B A B R VE AL, K
CuO 38 18 Bl 42 B | o5 2 il i e 2 ik %t I VS )
A% A LI LU, 2R,
YK CuO 23X 38 v IR il | ol 2 il It &0 I L Y
FANHIEFT T e A W B RN A R T
(A BAIG, 75 N0 ) B, b T e AR A 26 K | B
T A
1.2 442K CuO XA 4 M o 7K-F B #8005
BLH

4k CuO M EEEVE FIFEREYI A0AE 43 /K F L
AT FTARBL, 49K CuO BB FEAR R e T N
B M 40 AL 40 L 550 0 400 P 2 o S AR O
VEF, AT RS AR 4 A8 A 17 S I, B 225 S50 A ot
PR 2 A i Az B AE T (B 1), RIS, 4K
CuO 38 i B AR T HE 4 5 D A e 3k, 48 7 5% 1 il
Py A ARG R Gl DASE R SRR AR b R T
AL AT AT RAE, S B X X S5 0], A4 1 N
A R 2 EA TR S 1k e 3 DADRL % s M A0, PRI
MYIEFERRE .
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Fig. 1 The toxic effects of nano-CuO particles at the cellular level in plant

1.2.1  4MEKPREE . AR B

HWFFE EZIYIK CuO Fr B Cu® o] Rtk A
THY A MR S OH™ i 24 BRI AL 5 1) DNA,
B R AR AR, XK CuO RE T Y
4RI & B, Cu 1 BRI R Cu AT
Ak Cu, HILHEM 40K CuO AT REE i B Cu® LA
A EAL B0 & A FLFEPEALT AT g 0H R T4
AR SRS, TITAR ) E B H 28 7 8 28 52 2k Ly Xof 3K Fef
JERE

A0 B0 3R 0 ) 35— B 2k 1R 45 T R 4R
{1k W4 SOD . POD ,CAT .GPX ,APX) A /> T4t
AT AR, R 3R B 20 i 3R 56 e 32 3 1 4L (ROS)
FISEIA , P AL 2 3 I fil & T 4H M AE Ak CuO
)= NS 21 i D € o o i = M SIS U = R £ )
(H, O, TEAEY AR b B XU AR, IR 27K T
REVR TR A PR Ao A 7R VR B /KO T 20 4 i
SERA S R, 7 A P e R R AR N B
EPUALEFU SOD  CAT \GPX Ay %2 16 P, DLkl
HERMIEIAK CuO ™ A Y AL NS, 4
FW RS SOD T P4 B #E K 5 2 000 wg-mL™" |+
52 000 pg-g ' BT 98K CuO TG, 75+
iR, 2530 SOD 5 P R4 >k CuO ¥ B 34 Jin i
BN, 7€ 20 pg-mL ™ ALE M AR [RIEE, A A B
R B e 22 R 20 ) (TBARS)YE A T -8 (MDA ) (146
bR, A R WIBE B AL AR B, 450K,
YK CuO = E Y ROS 2x FEUBE NG 1t A ik, Il &7
SN N A TR i RS AZ SR AR IR, A E
FEIESE, A2K CuO 51 /N (Triticum aestivum L.)

HRA 9 S8 A N R - 4K CuO e BARFRIE 155
T SOD HI CAT i 4 (K& A%, POD i PE7F 20 mg -
L™ A1 100 mg-L™" 442K CuO M58 T 32% ~46% 1,
Hr SOD 5 CAT 7 4 ity B K 7T BB /&t ROS B 4l
P R G R AL RE i R YY) i SOD &
4 ROS P2 A 5540 R TCFEACH = W05 — B B4, 1M
ot MDA 2 A= Wy B (S Ak =, I B 2
— RIS A 3 4055, BT L MDA #2585 T I
M2 A S A g o ot AR AL R B, B 32 31 (1 ROS i,
FE R H %t B R E X &t A Mt € (Scenedesmus
obliquus) W AR 45 47 5 Pk 3 B vh & 31,200 mg -
L7402k CuO b3 v fil B 5 0 4 5] 41 ff 5 =7 41
H ROS . SOD MDA #84 & 25 84 i, X ik — 20 E
TE T 4K CuO HIAFELEXT Bt i Ak R 7, 51k
JE i AR
1.2.2 S FRFlEE . MR R

YK CuO W52 JL-F-123% BAE W A BT R
SANTT I, A ES AL B R B B R 1 B S e ik
FREVE T AL 5 iz i, 76 & A Ak a5 i
RIS, AL P 22 o i PR 2 2K A R S 3R 3k DA IR
REIRE, FAER, 25T R K CuO 2
VEF T3 R A 0 A IR (A5 K 3 R & AR 25
SEPESRIR , ks A ¥ (Lactuca sativa var. ramosa Hort.)
R 7E 2 #E T 100 mg-L™" A1 000 mg-L ™' 44>k CuO
30 d J&, 40004 2 270 /N1 4 264 SRR 22 R 3Rk,
LB ELH 2 55 hE ) A0 it BE 2 2R B A A B G A A
AR R BUEARIEE P Tish MR TS
AR R fE 2L T RNA-Seg MIELIE T T,
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KILGAK CuO JiriE P45 1 (Cucurbita pepo L) |
M A 4 420 4803 122 IR KA R LR
ik K CuO BREL LT ZATI2, 32— Rl
S ARy IO 1 ) s PR 7E ROS A5 538 b
EXHAER , F 5 ORF31 3L3535, ORF31 J&—Fh %
A VERR SR A i 3008 © i S R 4
KBEHENM) 2 88 19 EAE AR ) (R 1P, X
SR SY R IE— 20 BRI T 40K CuO KB ) FE N 3R
IRV 2R R Gt ANALPS S B 0 e L
LA RE S A E ARG A — B R W~ &
442K CuO Al figiE TH A AE AR DGR IR 1 Rk,
HE TR WA AR ) 1Y) R e AR N RN AR A R AL TE A0 K
CuO 4bHF R 210 it (Corylus heterophylla Fisch.
ex Trautv.)if i b9 5542 B AN B R 5= 1 AE 6 Wi
FLR(TAT A1 GGPPS) 33k | R 52 m HA 9 & hl
R, FERAERE =W = (R DP, 150 mg-
kg™ 94K CuO A K FE(Oryza sativa L))A K EAH
KA FRIA ] B3 I 2 523 %GR 1), MTEI L
R AR AL 114 1.60 F5(P<0.05)*, K E
AHOCTEPRIZKSE ] RE AT B T2 ik v A Ak 5 95 |
A PE X — 5 BRI AE AN OK CuO hiE T
FII R LG PE AL T BB LR, W R ALY 3%

G5 TR BN XK CuO B B &
BATEEEH, AR LI, 47 d 499Kk CuO
WFRJE | ZIP $: K (ZIP 1. ZIP 3 . ZIP 6 . ZIP 14) .COPT
SIEN SR E AN MT 78 KM P iy 3k
K E9E, FRBAGEK CuO FTAEVE S T HE W) 40 i Xt
Zn BRI, Cu F & 2K 5 19 Cu FURTE IR
H, 830 d AU IR, 410K CuO EIN T PAA 1,
PAA 2 Fll RAN 1 BER G 55KF- R BAAE P X K A 44
K CuO 19 Cu JiE AMBCH T Im Rz, 34T Cu [ 241 Jfd
AELE(GR P, SR, 402K CuO XA
(1) 5% ) 2 BRI AR XA T 4 s i is B SR IR Y 3%
KRR LG M SR T AR T 32 8 L
Ko 4 TR AR 1 S BE DR B R4, ik AR Ak vT R S AR W)
XoF 4 J S I e i R R LRI G

Zi LR 9Kk CuO XTEY B2 — 1R
ZRT 2 2R AL A, 5548 0 0 A8 Ak 7 S8 Y 5 % A
% — R AR A S A AR R
B A2 | [a) i A P i R A Rk | o b I
A BT R R AR A DG A, MO S A FH 3
WMEE LS NIRRT Y & %3 48 & 1
iz S, THAYIE R oAU 6e Y i AEA
VBT A PRI P T SR 3 o R S PR S TR 1 5

R1 4K CuO XEMHFRTE(EE) B0

Table 1 The impact of nano-CuO on the molecular level (genes) of plants
iEE7)] AETRURE b BRI ) /d AHOCHEH Ak LR E = DTN
ZIP 1.ZIP 3, . YK CuO R T
k! -3
. 300 me-ke 7 ZIP 6 ZIP 14 L HOPIARNIR Zn
24
(Hordeum vulgare L.) 300 mg-kg™' 7 COPT 5 £ Hid it Cu BURTER 4
300 mg-kg™! 30 PAA 1 ,PAA 2 RAN | G| BEn Cu o 4 RS A4 1%
VU : o ! PR
) 100 mg-kg™' 60 ZATI2 s A E AR B R 5 [28]
(Cucurbita pepo L.)
CABG6A psaK | N
L 4 A
1 000 mg-L 15 56 W LHCBS T HAE1EH
100 mg-L™!
3 1 Ooomg L 15 R PR 3
me-
(Lactuca sativa var. ¢ B [41]
ramosa Hort.) 100 mg-L 15 ABCC3 . COPT5.1 T 4RI
1 000 mg-L™"
100 mg-L™!
e 15 AUX22D i WHERFEBET
1 000 mg-L
sl 10 mg-L™!
(Corylus heterophylia ¢ ; 2 TAT,GGPPS -9 TRBEERZLEE YA K 42]
Fisch. ex Trautv.) 90 mg-L
JKFi (Oryza sativa L.) 150 mg-kg™! Auxin associated gene U G R R A A R R A [43]
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HKARPLAK CuO TR, X — R B E A d A
AAE A7 206 fp i — B IR AW ST, LA B 47 P
2K CuO SAE W) 14 5% 28 LA KA ] £ AH 5C B o
FAFRETE

2 Mgk CuO XMEYF M IERANEZE
2.1 OR[RIVRBEE RiAR B % 5 B (B X AR 4 A= K A B
A=Ak A5 Ty T 52
2.1.1 AR

YK CuO PRIILHR B (25 5, X A 400 7™ A= e 41 il
VEFA A A M, A A0 SERF 9 o, (R 5 10 40k
CuO REMSIEE IS E K BFIE N BB X — B4 A 25
RIEEI LA RO TR A A AT B, 2
gk CuO FHEN 100 mg-kg™ B, AT LLXT VB Ml ( Salix
cheilophila Schneid.) [ /F £ 2 fig #EVE H , {H7E 500
mg - kg™ B D1 VM0 A A M (3R 2); IR Z R K
B4 T s B RIEE 5 R 40K CuO FI& 43N
5.10 .20 150 wmol-L™" B, XF 7K FE &0 A0 A K A1
VYRR, SR 100 244K CuO 743514 100,200,500
pmol - L™ B i Xof 7K A &1y v Ay A= A e 1 il £ FH ' (G-
2), MYK CuO HIMREE AR s B, & B BUK A fl
WIS FH 3T W L B 20 B R 23548 AN T RE it
P, TTRHAE ) A= K i il 7R F . A58 b Ay
KUK I, FEK G H9 20 200 wg - mL ™" 4 55k
FER 20 200 pg-g™ FIAK CuO 2 B i 35 i ie
BRAR b b5 At 5 v g T PR B 1 i T A
EHEE 2 000 wg-mL ™ 12 000 wg- g BIZNK CuO
UUIAE ] T PO A S DA T 2 B X A 4 ) 4B
(#2), HEAM, AR E R 9K CuO 2552 it 4
AR PR AH O R g 2R 3k DA T 00 ol A 0 A G 0 R T
(Arabidopsis thaliana L.)7E40K CuO %85 Wk A 10
mg-L™" BREEETEIN 7 hed ™ WA T £ L i m R
A=Wy a AR MG Cu® EE A T i MY ER S
SEE MR A, FR S T RS 5 & ER
B2 DA S 1 IT AR & B A G SE R 1 23k
TR AR 0 A TG R M A A 1) A KB iR
B, Mgk CuO MR BE B i, FHORg ik i) Cu® &
WaBEZ 3N, X5 % (Lemna minor L.) A= KA1 il
VER 23 Bl 2 2 A0 3838 44K CuO MR A %]
i 200 mg- LA, T3 A AR X A 4 3R 25 (4 xR
1 40% , MRS R 25 0T BRI 23.3% |, 6 Jo £ 385 il 6
S R IEAY 49.1% , M4 R & 8O S H IR
84.8% ., SLIRZER MR, ARV BE (44K CuO XA
VI RI/E FH A [, B2 98K CuO e BE A B 71w

T PERARXS AR A ARG S o 1 i DL R ER R
SRR TGS mIATE, 9K CuO [FE
NI 22 77 T [R) B 40 A 0 A A (3R 2), HA R 5 rh
[FAEEL 2], 442K CuO [ BEEM 10 mg - L™ AWy
K, HZE 30 mg- L7 S BN RS B TR T
28% ™1, AT UL, BREE R K CuO R YA TH]
AR ) 38 1 52 R A 45 AN AH ]

2.1.2 AAkifz

4K CuO X AE Y 1 25 M A5 4 FT BE 32 31 94 K
CuO A B Rife K/NZ I, AEmEETRKE
(Glycine max (Linn.) Merr.)Ff— K5 HERE 2 A [ R 4%
K CuO 1RSI AR &  IRAIRFE K TR 1A ]
RIAZAIZ K CuO25 nm 50 nm 250 nm)AbF T | Fb
From TR I A A S B o, 7E
25 nm YK CuO ZEZ IR T 1 R EF 1, P2 ik
FARIE . T2 EEAE 250 nm AY44K CuO FREE iy
KGFF 7= mm ik Bl e w38 2k XX — S 45 51
IR GBI A IR R A R R e e rh 4y Wi 28 G H
A, R 2 AR ) 7 A S 3 R R AR BIDRL
TR/ XA A SO B AR R R
F,B/IRARBIYIK CuO, 7] BE PR H R Lt 1w
R TR M TS S SAE A & A R A AE B
YEH, SR P 4 1E 5 0 A= BRACH L R X 7
AR TR 2 Y B TS
2.1.3  BFEIH]

K CuO XJAH P 00 B PEAE T AL 52 31 2 5% 15 [A]
()5 ], 25 i B TR, XA 0 e B MV R B
XA | 24 3¢ v AKX ¥ (Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) ik
TUSEHN 0.1 mg- L7 BIGK CuO IRET T, R Fa i
] 535914 24 h F1 48 h, HLAHMECR FISEH S R &
T A (H Y R EE AT EGAE] 72 h 5, K
S D A 1) 24 L 28 3 S S A AE ) I o A T 38 35
AL S R AR D RS R BRI, XS
S A THE AT L 1) AR OG0 2 10 A s 0 AR
HPNER 2), 76 4 mg- L™ B94K CuO Ak H# 20
d, 4 ff 3% ( Ceratophyllum demersum L.)1& N ) SOD
F1 POD & M K ; FEIK CuO MR EEAR R4 T,
S A0 SR 2R B i s Bl AL S (] A AN TR o 52
B2/ ol 0 =l O R AE o = 2 S (iR N S
CuO TERINF[A] Py 23 fie i 3 i, AT 3R e &
Y FR AR 4 £ i AR 4G PR IRE ] P A FH A
B, 40K CuO MIAE R R BR G | 4 e iy 2R 38 1%
ARG, I A B0 AR A RE (R 2), BRILZ
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Hh, 40K CuO h Cu® 11 B il i 5 R R (Rl A
XA, Cu® 1 Bl i 55 2 88 B[] G E L,
S F W FER I B NGk CuO (L BERT H bt 1)
Cu®" X4 Cu® HARE B E M 32 B A 1 SR T B
BT IR0, Cu™ ARt Bt 22 386 i, b 3
AR A A A A B SR R gk
CuO XJ /K TS i i #EMEAE RS v A B, By i v
KA MNREEET d B TS CuO(1.0 mmol -
L YD SR IfESK CuO(1.5 mmol - L™ )Ab iy
Gt RS RS R RN HiEs:
14 d (T FEE A S b ZKF B TR,
[FIRE T LA 40K CuO A e 125 58 (] 24 25 %)
T A — R R R

g5 b9k CuO MR IE Ride 58 1Y 2 5% 1) [
XA AR R B s, — 3 S [ P gk
CuO XTHI Y Y e 2 g 5 R, R, PEER ST Aok

CuO XA ) A A B K AR AR S I i 1 1% 22
D7 AT 25 B e, DAASE SRS o i A R A R AL
il , R A DR FH ARV PPA S LR 2= A i
2.2 N[AIIAEE Ko A O SO0 A8 ) A G RN AR B Ak
&y aiifiok=a

gk CuO XHAHY A KM AN S A JHk
T2 SR S B A G, AN (] 7 P45 2% A DL S A FH O K TR
FELE B CEEEH,
2.2.1 AFEHEE

YK CuO MY REPE RN 23 BIAE A [8) 20 858 L KA
I] B B85 DR 7 (AR B pHL {48 A 2k IR ) Y 45
TAEEZE R, X AR B 2 2 I 40K CuO [ 3R 1T
T B RO T8 A8 55 22 AN T, 2 1T 52 M AL
A, AR RIS S KRB T, Cu® 1Y
BRI 40K CuO TRMEMSE BN & |, Wi +
A R RIME IR 590K CuO 22 8] A ELAE H

R2 AKX CuO XEYFERMERANER

Table 2 Factors affecting the toxic effects of nano-CuO on plant

A1 WFRXT% AP E = BTN
Wl MR B 42K CuO, e #FA: K
(Salix cheilophila Schneid.) IR BRI AK CuO, Il A
K AE ik CuO R FEFE 50 wmol - L' 22 P B e B Ik idy , el A
[l v g (Oryza sativa) 2K CuO HeFEAE 100 wmol - LRI, Bl EE Fh , 10l A= K [44-48]
Fom TR BERT AR SRR AL 135 v PR B Y A i R AE
(Solanum Iycopersicum L.) 1o VR B A A T A, I AR
W (Lemna minor L.) YK CuO MEEERFEETE T, 39N Cu* AR R , I I 180
Heng ACHE 1% 24 h 48 h, AR RIS & B ARk
) (Chlamydomonas reinhardltir) ZETR 72 h 2R BE D BRI, o 3R R R R i AR R
eS| [50.52]
Al BT )38 o, v 2 38 ERRAIG,
(Ceratophyllum demersum L.) HeAAEFHZ B, A4
) (Plants) IRIGZAFHEINGIK CuO HYFEETE 5 [35]
JNZZ (Triticum aestivum L.) 4K CuO 1 pH B A TRt 25 A4 XA 40 B9 5% 1 TR [36]
ENEE S FE %) (Plants) TR TH R, Cu M 3 22, Xob A A0 1 253 1 R iR [55]
AR (Elodea nuttallii YK CuO AbFH IS IR AN RS MR o L S Ak i g AN [57]
(Planch.) H. St. John) B A AL D TS5 T T P 25, 4 A A A K B T R
W5 i P Cu B A 5 (58.49 ~ 1792 mg-kg™")
/N 2R (Brassica campestris L.) T, B Cu S EIRZ(5026 ~7943 mg-kg™') [58]
MR s A Cu A Rl @44.57 ~50 46 mg-kg™)
FEPTA PR G WA YOS RGBT, 59
YER 7530 (Chlamydomonas reinhardtir) JeAERIES , Cu? B Rt £ Y A4 K ]
/NS 5 Cd IL[RIVEH, $& /N 4 Mo iR A 5T €3
(Brassia campestris L.) SRR /NS AR K 1631
IKFE 5 As JLFEWE  KAER T & 25 MK I 641

(Oryza sativa)

TR AR, AR RS IE R AR K
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XTAE A A IR S S 5 2% W/ N2 AR R A b g B
A A PUERBEAS (99K CuO X HE 9 1 B M 500
HE— 2R SO A MR REAS (2 [ 492K CuO
Cu™ I

(OFEIER IR S AN TR] . A B b 43 i) B 3k 1
FEARBE R 15 0 20 T 402K CuO X AE 4 19 A [) 5%
Wi, 57K 55 RGEiC s IR L, 76 R 3 452K Cuo |y
BEPEREAS, WTRBSE T 44K CuO 76 H3E g £ P
FHEE R 2% A LG DL AR & BLR A AL
FTCHLY T v] et T E A vh g ) BRI T 98K
CuO M A] FHHERIER 2),

@MY A 3R FRAR A BT (a0 pH (B AN [R]) AN
[A], 492K CuO X HI W ()52 i 2 R 398 45 i R )
MAFAE2E 5 A IS S B T T AR 41458 (pH =4 .28
AR E ) AL A< + (pH=8.15 AYHs I 1 33E)2 Fh
FRAEPE AN 3, DL/N AR R A 4 88 R A 1y
EERERBFIE 45Kk CuO Xt /NZE 1 Bt BF
FEAER IR, MK CuO Y FEARAR, Bk 3 ol i
10 mg-kg™ "B, 76 AR 203 rh ot /N 22 AR K A B
SAPHIVER B LR IR R — B4, SR
M4 442K CuO MR AR =, BIGA B B & 750 mg -
kg™ FE LR 4 v R /N AR A 327 31 S8 S5 P A
H UG AT DL 400K CuO FET AR 2148 b ok /N AR Y 7 1
B K F R (LA £ b g B, AT ORI T 4ok
CuO 7EAK pH {H T X R B30 K (35 2),,

GREEARF, AW R, AR EE A LIEAR
AR [ LBREIK CuO, il EE I 10 °C T+ & 40
C, 41K CuO Ay 2 [ et PR 3 o, T 224 Yk B k8 2ot 40
C Y0k CuO My L BR WAL, LW, 768
HIRE SR, 902K CuO Xt F #9251 3500 55 55
Mt — IR BE T, A0k CuO XY 0 B 2500 38
5, 5 AR ) A R Bt A 9 2R PR TR EE s XKk Ak v
YK CuO MR 5 DL = A= e, i T 45Kk CuO %
il B ARE | YTRLE TH R B 4 VA R Rl
B, 40K CuO B i By Cu® B 1 £ | 43R B R AR
iz 2, AT ] 7 R A A KR 2),

AA TN G, S A G I &5 7
—SEFLEE MK CuO XTAEY BB TERON . A
ST R, B — S AR RS R AE P G AR A 1
B DNA $ 493 1 1 R AR P 1 AR P 58 A1 R
B2 99k CuO ik H Y B/ R B (Elodea nuttallii
(Planch.) H. St. John), JoAA P iy i (L 9 g | i 44k
Yyl A 22 PR IE R 2 TR N, 5 Ue Rl D AR

A PR I P AR A P G 22 DT 5 S04 i 5 35
Hahn, (EAR O AR EE AN A ) Cu® Y R A R
IRE R R AR BRI 3.6 £, UL BA L 40k
CuO AbFJ A PP S ol P8 SR AR R, B 35 P o
THURBEMA KGR 2), B BRAT LA 1%
BEREFRACME IR 58 IR A5 B SR AT 4 X g oK
CuO MIEEPEF A 520 | R4 K CuO X THIYI A
[ 7 2 2o X = A 5 )
2.2.2 YEAFR

— LRI FE N R AN [R] B AR FH 7 R AE 49 82 A i e
TR M FEMAAR I 3 Jk Wi | 158 L R AR it 45 A
Jr A AK CuO il HAE /N S B35 5E 25 d J5, 46
IR R AR B A E 7 208, M A H Cu 9 & i
e (T 5849 ~1792 mg-kg™); K FH T Mt b 4 ]
J7=CEE, R Cu W& B IR Z (JE ] 50.26 ~79.43
mg-kg ™) ; R AR 9 1 I 5 U, it Rorh Cu 195
R RARGE R 4457 ~50.46 mg-kg™), Pi W FHAS [
(FE 7 XA e FH 40 oK CuO T ™= AR 1) B AR
FAARIFSNER 2), F38b, Aok CuO B AEVEN THEY)
P RA Y3 95K CuO 81T A — R4 i =
AR RO R F] . WFIE R, R EE T 40 mg-
LT REVRIZEENYIK CuO AEE T 6 h AR
ACHE, T AE I SRR B FE TE 40 mg - LT RERGOK
CuO F A=A EER 3 f5 ~4 5, MREYIRE
HERIHIK CuO ZbH T SR AR B A RGP
WAR L THEEE K CuO SRR, I HL 3 B A 5 4
JPY Cu® (9 B IA S T BB EMEEYIK CuO T
PR Cu® 1y 6.5 4%, MIAEY) A 06 G4 T, AT i
EPHISE A B A KPR 2), BRILZ A, 91K
CuO FMAE F A8 9 A 55 At 4 & 3L R4 H - [H)
— FE X RE A R i A AR T

25 LRI BB PR A5 R FLE O S AE g ok
CuO X HH 1 1) A5 4 52 2o A% v 25 A AT sl aife ) 4
., —SEIREE 7 il LU 40K CuO 1Y R T i |
BT RS Dy L I R A A A K T E AT TAS [
PIVE R 7 g T 402K CuO W] oF AFE Y a5
1 LA AERE YA N & FEAE R 803 3 T 5% ) L AR
EYBEPERON 1Y R A%

3 K CuO EEMBEAYHEENEYHSE
v

TEBLSC A S R 0 A Kk R P B Ss Ti Iim 22
FhZRERy s gL m i an . Bt B 58 [A)75 e )
542K CuO L[R2 58 T X R 0 3 3 4E L A 5%
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i E A SR,
3.1 4K CuO 5 HABG A5 G E ]

AW SR, 40K CuO 5 H A4k Wik 3 2 5%
SHHEIPH], 9K CuO 5 HAth NPs IR & #1#E 100
mg- L7 VR E TN, KM S TR &Y, 5
PEREAC AT e i T4 & 40 T X4 R n 2 5%
W DA KIORE SR AE R, R 2 482k CuO Al
4Kk ZnO AYERA AL FES , +HER AT HEEUY) Cu AT Zn
VR AR T B 0 I A o B DA PR 2 T A3 AT
5 NPs 0952 A e A EL , 4 8 Wl (ZIp) R4 fif IX =
(PAA2 . RANTYFH I 36 K 22 7E B — il ae B 13
PRI T 9K CuO 5 HoAth gy K 50k 1 F s 42 2% 1)
FHEICR . FETEATAS R 8 700 - I B AR5 B 2 2
4Kk CuO L4k ZnO T EL35 1, 75 PRI b 44k
CuO(I 5)>—ICIR & W 41 K (CuO+ZnO)>4 K ZnO
AR, 4k CuO Rk ZnO 2 6] 14 B M AH B
PEFRXT TR 2R At i it R IR RS BUAE A, B —
H LRV PR A A A B3 U /N S bR
A SIVE I Z A, (B S oAb g K5 Y AR
M AR R A5 590K CuO WP [R50 25
St X Bl A 00 ) P R AL e ol A5 g
e
3.2 4Kk CuO SH LG YY)k E 4 Jm SEH

W5 R AE KRB B2 88 T 10 mg- L7442k
CuO I}, HARHN Y SOD i 45 = 8.55% , POD i P
P25 35.93% RSP SEVE AR S —MeEiR & )5 &
T4 IRk CuO 76 5 5 b A& 4 L RIVE T
B s MR RAS A = A e ma T A FFR R L Cd
FIAL I T 44K CuO B — Jh 38 X AR P 19 A K R B
TOHIVE e R Cd AEFE R, 40k CuO 5 H:
e [R]piE B 2 {di /N 52 (Brassica rapa var. L)W g
SRR T HAT Cd Frif R /N0 EE A 20
BT AR B A 5 T, 3G K T /NI SR A A
P X1 B e HA AR AT P A AR B, B — As
AR FRR XK FEFP 1 & 25 S B — S P R E
0.5 mg-L™' Al 1 mg-L™" 44K CuO 5 As LR /EH]
FORFEF T, R 2R MG E RS AR E, A
YK CuO Mk & Wi Tt = % 10,20 F150 mg- L™
B, B2 T OKRE G K 2R RUITE As A
MITEBLT AR BEE K CuO ] LU K AG #7119
R ZER/NIREERE T, I ELRE N 2 B AR oK 8 K T R
i, [ I R AR AR R As YR B H B 25 i 4R B2 40 ok
CuO A 2 5 25 FEAK ARG PP 1 1 2 285 IR K

K s, i =B A d A A K (3 2),

IR FIT 440Kk CuO 7E 5 Hith V5 e iy R
g MEAERR R T8 4%, FAAEUMRI B H 4t
FIVEFH . (E Y RTXF 4K CuO [RIAHLIS Yed  Hof 4
o A S [RIVE FH 25 A I 5% AR 3820 AR R AT 75 22
PEATHE— 2L UR AFRGY , DT E 4 Ml 4418 A B SRy
TEBUH B AR TR AR — RIIMER R
IR AR SRt T EESH I,

4 BESRZE

AR SCXFYHK CuO RAE ) B RO B AL
BEPERLNE A 52 0w PR 3R R0 -5 HA V5 e R R R R Y
BEMERON SEHEAT T — R AN A, Bl 99K CuO
FE Tl Al 55 24~ Gslpl iz Al e 4 kA2 3]
TRARMIFTE . 9K CuO AN A A 5% 01 44
A3 B, W Sl it — 26y A ik R AR5
ALY 1 PR JEL 41 i 65+ | 32 PR 3 58 45 Ty T
Fisem , R MR8k CuO Wil A8 9 1 55 ML
N — RS ARATIAF AR VT 22 5 S 1) R R o i

(WRFFE I Jr T, B RiEIE 2k e ) i 2 18 5
5, 550PR + IR BT 400K CuO B B AR LA
5, HARSR 2 30 2 v e i 2 07 BRI S8 T4k
CuO I % HIU S AFAERIME , J5 2055 2 RS
BT 5 T 1 DA UERR Tl FL B R0, Q) IR AT
BRGNS TT I, B 22 40K CuO 7852 Fr + 1
ISR O, T A o A Ak % A ) B 1
A 25 AU R 52 | S0 D 7K 5% ST 6 B R AN 3] 55 Bk
SNV FH ) 22 S R IRV o (3) A= T AR B4 R BIL ) O T
XFFYK CuO 5 HAL IS Je W Ve | S+
ey AE BAE AR ST M 3 FE9 K CuO #EAZED)
PR AR FE A AR PN A R A e 4 3 A8 R 43 - HIL 1
T HAAAE R RIS B, B e R FBIRA
L2 R TR A R 000 R v, DA B A G A 40 oK
A= A EAE FH AL

FARATTE XTI CuO X AH P (1 75 PEHL I AT
TRAWESE, JLHAER ) 53 F /K- L/ LI, [H)
I B T 2 Fh S SEPRPEROBIFST , Al B S A B
TR CuO 5 H A5 Yy HdE B G JEEDLE]
AR 53 F R OB LT 94K CuO B & FE D)
R FNAL I R A% B AR AL, LA 4K CuO X FREE
AV 5, FE0E 5T L FE VR R Rl A5
N A T R A5 %o SR W 5 % fik O vk, o /b
PELEAE YRR BRUER . il DL B ARGY, vl o gk
CuO 1144 4= (1 FH A0 BR 5 W 0 457 1R 48 it o B2 () Bl 2
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