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Abstract: The Green New Deal requires a profound transformation of the agricultural sector, which
will have to become more sustainable and ensure universal access to healthy food. Thus, it will
be essential to introduce radical technological innovations. Nanotechnologies have the potential
to produce a significant boost to the improvement of the food system. Within this context, in the
next years, a strong challenge will need to be faced regarding developing new and more efficient
uses of nutrients in agriculture, being the nutrient use efficiency (NUE) paramount in sustaining
high crop productivity without depleting biodiversity, and altering both the natural and agricultural
systems. Nutrients leaching causes environmental pollution and water eutrophication, while nutrient
excess favors pest and weed widespread. Therefore, it will be mandatory to improve plant nutrition
efficiency without affecting agricultural productivity and economic sustainability. A promising
alternative consists of the introduction of the so-called nanomaterial enhanced fertilizers and plant
growth stimulators. Such innovation includes nanotechnological solutions that can improve nutrient
delivery for a more finely tuned, accurate, and saving-resources distribution of nutrients. This
review provides a critical view of the latest advances in nanofertilizer research, mainly referring to
nano-hydroxyapatite, silica nanoparticles, and chitosan-derived nanostructures.

Keywords: sustainable agriculture; nanotechnologies; nano-enabled agriculture; fertilizer delivery;
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1. Introduction

“The food system is a major driver of climate change, changes in land use, depletion
of freshwater resources, and pollution of aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems through exces-
sive nitrogen and phosphorus inputs.” This dramatic statement is contained in a paper
published in Nature in 2018 [1]. This scenario must be associated with the demographic
issue. The current world population of 7.7 billion is expected to reach 8.5 billion in 2030,
9.7 billion in 2050, and 10.9 billion in 2100 [2].

World agricultural production has to increase by approximately 60-70% to meet future
food demand. For this reason, it is estimated that there will be an increase in demand for
the main productive factors, such as arable land (+67%), irrigation water use (65%), as well
as N and P fertilizers (+51% and +54%, respectively) [3]. Turning the percentages regarding
fertilizers into quantitative data, the 2020 forecasted global agrochemical annual use was
equal to 120 and 50 million Mt for N-based and P-based fertilizers [4]. In contrast, the
requirements are expected to reach 137.4 million Mt and P fertilizers 52.9 million Mt in
2030 [5].

It is enough to look at these few data to understand the concreteness of the initial
quote. Therefore, we must acknowledge that the environmental pressure of agriculture,
already very high, will only increase further in the coming decades [6]. However, the most
severe aspect of that pressure is that the environmental issues are primarily due to the
poor efficiency of some agricultural practices: conventional fertilization practices give us a
paradigmatic example of that condition.
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Nutrient use efficiency (NUE) is a valuable parameter in the evaluation of crop pro-
duction systems. It can be defined as the maximum crop dry matter produced per unit
of that particular nutrient taken up by plants. Therefore, in brief, it measures how well
plants use the available nutrients. In a wide-angle view, NUE is a global concept based on
(i) nutrient acquisition by plants, (ii) nutrient translocation to shoots and leaves, (iii) ele-
ment utilization and biomass growth, and (iv) environmental conditions [7]. With current
fertilization methods, the NUE comprises 30-55% for N-fertilizers and 18-20% for P-based
fertilizers [8]. Therefore, only a fraction of these nutrients enters the composition of plants.
In contrast, a relevant amount of fertilizers is released into the environment annually,
resulting in eutrophication and groundwater contamination that threaten environmental
resources, public health, and economic investments [9,10].

If we analyze this problem with a broader perspective than the field crop management
alone, we will verify a dire situation. To do that, we can use the atomic conversion efficiency
(ACE), a different metric than NUE, functional to describe the efficiency of fertilization.
This approach evaluates the efficiency of N and P fertilization at the atomic scale, starting
from (i) industrial synthesis of fertilization (energy, raw materials) to (ii) the delivery and
allocation of nutrients into agricultural products. According to an accurate calculation
based on ACE, nitrogen and phosphate fertilization efficiency are 8% and 5% [11]. A
production cycle having such a low efficiency is simply unsustainable.

The debate on the sustainability of the worldwide food system has recently received
a renewed boost due to the report published in early 2019 by the EAT-Lancet Commis-
sion [12]. The report stated that “the current global food system requires a new agricultural
revolution based on sustainable intensification and driven by sustainability and system
innovation”. In addition, we cannot avoid drawing attention to what is happening due to
the COVID-19 pandemic. Since the complex global economic, social, and environmental
interdependencies, the consequences of this crisis will require enormous investments for
structural interventions in health and food systems, education, cities, and sustainable
infrastructure, security, and environmental resilience [13].

For all these reasons, there is widespread awareness of the unavoidable need and
urgency to design effective interventions to save global food security. The European
Union took up this challenge by developing the “Farm to Fork” (F2F) strategy, which
constitutes one of the critical components of the European Green Deal [14]. By recognizing
the inextricable links between healthy people, healthy societies, and a healthy planet,
F2F addresses specifically the challenges of sustainable food systems. Since the excess of
nutrients in the environment is a major source of water, soil, and air pollution, negatively
impacting biodiversity and climate, the EU Commission by means of the F2F strategy
aims to reduce nutrient losses by at least 50%, while ensuring no deterioration on soil
fertility. At the same time, a reduction in fertilizer use by at least 20% is expected by
2030 [15]. These goals are certainly ambitious, especially considering that this will have to
take place in a scenario where there is also the pressing need to increase food production to
cope with the expected demographic increase. This apparent paradox can only be solved
through (i) a significant improvement in the efficiency of production processes and (ii) the
implementation of technological innovations.

According to OECD/FAOQ, about 85% of the growth in global agricultural production
over the next ten years is expected from the improvement in crop yield resulting from
more intensive use of inputs and investments in production technology and best farming
practices. The intensification of land use through more crops per year will represent another
10%. At the same time, the expansion of the cultivated area is predicted to represent only
5% playing a marginal role compared to the previous decade, improving the sustainability
of agriculture [16].

There is still a long way to go to achieve the ambitious goal of a sustainable agricultural
system. However, it has been open for some time with developing the principles of
precision agriculture, first mentioned around 1990 [17]. More recently and precisely in
response to the future perspectives abovementioned (i.e., growing world population and
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food security), FAO refined the paradigm by introducing the concept of sustainable crop
production intensification (SCPI) [18]. At last was introduced the claim “Agriculture 4.0” to
indicate those emergent technologies, such as artificial intelligence, big data, the Internet of
Things, gene editing, and drones, to be implemented as solutions to challenges associated
with food production maintaining also the profitability of agriculture and environmental
protection [19].

2. Nanotechnologies: A Powerful Source of Innovation in Agriculture

The list of technological innovations mentioned earlier is certainly not complete. On
the contrary, the one with the most crucial potential is missing. We are referring to the
focus of this work. It is widely accepted that nanotechnologies can become the drivers of a
new technological revolution in agriculture. In the vision of “nano-enabled agriculture”, it
becomes concrete to balance growing crop yields, increase agroecosystem resilience, and
lower environmental impacts [20-24].

The primary tools of nano-enabled agriculture are the engineered nanomaterials
(ENMs) manufactured with particle dimensions in the range 1-100 nm and high surface
area to mass ratio giving to ENMs very different properties compared to the corresponding
conventional bulk materials [25]. Moreover, however, the manipulation of matter at the
nanoscale has opened new frontiers allowing the synthesis of new materials and the
assembly of nanohybrid structures, as well [26].

Nature Nanotechnology in 2019 featured a special issue reporting the state-of-the-art
on nano-enabled agriculture, which has been defined as “an exciting and challenging area
that will develop fast in the near future, especially if the right emphasis is given to under-
standing the fundamental interactions between engineered nanomaterials and plants” [27].
Although there are many potential applications in nano-enabled agriculture [21], here we
will restrict the analysis to the perspective of plant nutrition.

3. Nanofertilizers

The term “nanofertilizer” refers to a structure in the dimension of 1-100 nm designed
to deliver nutrients to crops. In addition, this term should also be extended to indicate
bulk materials used together with nanoscale structures to construct new products (for
example, fertilizing molecules coated with metal nanoparticles). Nanofertilizers, due to
their properties, have been shown to increase productivity through target delivery or slow
release of nutrients, thereby limiting the rate of fertilizer application. In other words, the
expectations of nano-enabled agriculture include a significant increase in the NUE [28].

Currently, the development and utilization of the potential of nanotechnologies in
crop fertilization is a high priority in fertilizer research with the target to prevent or
minimize nutrient losses [29]. It is expected that adequately designed nanostructures
will allow controlled release of nutrients so that this is exactly synchronized with the
nutritional needs of the crops [30]. It has been already demonstrated that the size reduction
by physical or chemical methods increased the surface mass ratio of fertilizers, which
allows a significant increase of nutrient root absorption. In that way, slow, targeted, and
more efficient nutrient release becomes possible, allowing: (i) reduction of dosages and
application costs, (ii) significant reduction of nutrient losses, and therefore (iii) increase
of NUE. It is estimated that the gain in NUE when using nano-agrochemicals instead of
conventional products could be 20-30% [31].

Nanomaterials can be classified into different types according to size, morphology, as
well as physical and chemical properties. Since several nanomaterials have been proposed
for agriculture, a systematic classification is still missing.

Based on their composition and structure—which, of course, must contain at least one
element to be released for plant nutrition—we can classify them as

1. Metal nanomaterials, metal-based materials commonly regarded as nanosilver, nanogold,
quantum dots, and metal oxides [32];
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2. Ceramic nanomaterials, inorganic, heat-resistant, nonmetallic solids that can be made
of both metallic and nonmetallic compounds [33];

3. Polymeric nanomaterials, macromolecules composed of many repeating units orga-
nized in a chain-like molecular architecture exhibiting a multiplicity of compositions,
structures, and properties [34].

Alternatively, considering their application as fertilizers, we can classify such materials
according to their specific nutritional role and the expected effects on plants. In this case,
we can categorize the nanofertilizers in four classes [35]:

1. Macronutrient nanofertilizers: e.g., hydroxyapatite nanoparticles, calcium carbonate
nanoparticles, and magnesium oxide nanoparticles;

2. Micronutrient nanofertilizers: e.g., iron oxide nanoparticles, manganese oxide nanopar-
ticles, zinc oxide and copper oxide nanoparticles;

3. Nanomaterial-enhanced fertilizers (NEF): according to Liu and Lal [36] NEF are nanoma-
terials “loaded with plant nutrient(s), aimed at increasing plant-uptake efficiency of
the nutrient(s) and/or reducing the adverse impacts of fertilizer application, but the
nanomaterials themselves do not contain or supply the targeted nutrient(s).” Some
examples of NEF are nanozeolites, silica nanoparticles, and nano chitosan (CHT);

4. Plant growth stimulating nanomaterials: e.g., titanium oxide nanoparticles, cerium
oxide nanoparticles, single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWCTNSs), multiple walled
carbon nanotubes (MWCTNS), graphene, and fullerenes. For these nanomaterials,
stimulating action on plant growth has been demonstrated. However, in particular,
as far as carbon compounds, studies are still ongoing [37].

Although nano-enabled agriculture is still in its infancy [26], most of the scientific
literature developed on this topic is focused on the potential of nanofertilizers. However,
we must be aware that nanofertilizers—being so different with respect to the bulk counter-
parts because of their nano-properties—should be supplied to crops with strategies and
equipment, which must be adapted to the new materials. Nonetheless, the basic principles
of plant nutrition will not change and, with the necessary adaptations, the mineral elements
will have to be supplied to plants [38].

The first option is through the bulk ionic form of elements bonded (absorbed /adsorbed)
in a nanostructure responsible for the delivery and the release. A second strategy involves
the transport of nutrients at the nanoscale by carriers (e.g., nano-hydroxyapatite [39] and
nano CHT or hydrogels [40]), to be assimilated through the root system or the leaf tissues.
Finally, a suspension of nanoparticles of plant nutrients (e.g., in the form of nano Cu/Fe/Zn
or the correspondent nano oxides) can be applied directly to the soil as well as by spraying
the plant leaves [25].

The positive prospects related to nanomaterials in agriculture cannot make us under-
estimate the precautionary principle. The deliberate introduction of nano-sized materials
within agricultural activities raises questions and concerns over the possible human and
environmental health implications. Nanomaterial residues in soil and crops are expected to
increase with exposure routes, including possible bioaccumulation in the environment and
food chain. In this perspective, the purpose of achieving sustainable agriculture overlaps
the need to balance the benefits provided by nano-products in solving environmental chal-
lenges. Thus, the assessment of environmental, health, and safety risks, potentially posed
by nanoscale materials in agriculture, will become very soon of paramount importance [41].

The following sections provide state-of-the-art regarding four types of nanofertilizers
based on nano-hydroxyapatite, calcium phosphate nanoparticles, silica nanoparticles, and
chitosan nanostructures. To give the reader a comprehensive overview of the literature,
in Tables 1-6 we report information regarding the experimental conditions, the available
details on nanomaterials, and the main findings.

4. Nanoscopic Calcium Phosphate Compounds

Crystalline and nanocrystalline calcium phosphate compounds (CaP) are found (i)
in biological system after precipitation in mild conditions of pressure and temperature,
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and (ii) in the environment as mineral deposits formed in thousands of years under
heavier conditions of pressure and temperature [42]. Calcium phosphates are also the most
important inorganic constituents of biological hard tissues in living systems. In the form
of hydroxyapatite (HA), they are present in bone, teeth, and tendons to give these organs
stability, hardness, and function. Owing to their peculiar properties (hosting of a variety
of cations, e.g., K, Mg, Zn, anionic substitutions, adsorption of organic molecules, and
pH-responsive solubility) CaP, under several crystal forms, has been widely used for a
broad range of applications [43]. Among them, the potential of using nano-CaP in precision
agriculture for the controlled delivery of plant nutrients is reported in this review.

4.1. Hydroxyapatite Nanoparticles

Hydroxyapatite (HAP, Ca;p(PO4)s(OHz), and Ca/P molar ratio = 1.67) belongs to the
calcium phosphate compounds. Recently, the use of nano-hydroxyapatite (tHAP) was
proposed as source of phosphorus in crops and carrier of other nutrient elements or other
molecules functional for plant nutrition and plant protection [39,44].

Several methods of preparing synthetic HAP are reported in literature including wet
chemical deposition, biomimetic deposition, as well as sol-gel and electrodeposition [44,45].
However, HAP can also be extracted from biological sources and wastes such as bovine
and horse bones, fish bones and scales and shell sources. Compared to the stoichiometric
composition of synthetic HAP, biological HAP contains other ions, such as Na*, Zn?*,
Mg2+, K*, Si?*, Na*, and CO32~, which make it similar to the composition of human
bones [46-48].

The very low efficiency of plant P supply fertilizers is due to soil P immobilization in
Al and Fe-based oxides. On the other hand, the great majority of the P released from soil
organic matter is rapidly fixed in insoluble inorganic compounds, and crops can suffer from
P-deficiencies even in soils with a high content of total P [49]. Therefore, the challenge is to
develop fertilizers able to release P at a slower rate to increase the amount of bioavailable P.
However, in connection with this, currently are ongoing studies based on the hypothesis
that the release of P from HAP is slower than conventional fertilizers, but at the same time,
that the element is mobilized faster than the forms immobilized in the soil.

A literature survey was carried out to verify the progress of scientific research re-
garding using nHAP as crop fertilizer. A summary of the paper’s content is reported
in Tables 1-3. The papers were distinguished according to their objectives. In particular,
Table 1 reports studies in which nHAP assumes the role of slow-release P fertilizer. Table 2
summarizes papers in which nHAP plays the role of carrier of another macronutrient (and
in fact, it is always N as Urea). In contrast, Table 3 refers only to a couple of very recent
papers describing the potential of nHAP as a carrier of micronutrients.

4.1.1. Nano-Hydroxyapatite as Source of Phosphorus

The most used P fertilizers are (i) ammonium monophosphate (MAP, NH3H,;POy),
(ii) diammonium phosphate (DAP, (NH3),H;POy), and (iii) triple superphosphate (TSP,
Ca(H,POy)). The fertilizers are applied to soil, and P is released in water-soluble forms,
highly mobile, and readily available to crops. However, we have significant P losses
by leaching or surface run-off. The use of poorly soluble forms of P, such as phosphate
rocks and apatite, on the one hand, reduces P losses, but on the other, it makes more
difficult the P supply to plants. Among the critical factors associated with food security
and environmental sustainability is P shortage [50].

The possibility of recovering this macronutrient at the nanoscale from waste materials
offers an exciting way that will have to be explored in a systematic and in-depth way.
Although this has not yet happened, some studies have already been carried out in this
direction. Due to its composition, nHAP have been recently advocated as P fertilizer based
on the hypothesis that nano-sized particles can potentially move in the soil more efficiently
than bulk P fertilizers, and release P more appropriately than the nutritional needs of
plants. Table 1 summarizes the state of the art of the studies dedicated to this perspective.
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It is clear that these are experiments carried out at different levels of complexity and used
as target plant species both worldwide food crops and minor species. In a certain sense,
this is the best demonstration of how necessary it is to organize a systematic type of work,
which has not been carried out until now. However, we summarize the significant findings
of such studies.

Chronologically, the first paper indicating that “application of nano-sized solid P as
fertilizer would be a good compromise between agricultural benefits and the environmental
hazards” was provided by Liu and Lal (2014) [39] which managed a greenhouse trial to
study the fertilizing efficiency of nHAP as P source. Growing experiments carried out
on soybean (Glycine max) demonstrated that root and aerial biomass were significantly
enhanced compared to the control. Grain yield increased compared to plant treated
conventional P fertilizer, as well. A more recent study was provided by Marchiol et al. [51],
which tested the potential of ”HAP to be used as to be used as both a P supplier and carrier
of other elements or molecules in a germination trial carried out on Lycopersicum esculentum
(Table 1).

The fate of P in soil is strongly influenced by the properties of the soil itself, such
as temperature, moisture, aeration, and pH [52]. For this reason, studies on the behavior
of nHAP in soil columns were conducted [53]. In this case, the potential of ntHAP was
evaluated at two levels. At first, bulk HAP and nHAP were compared in saturated soil
column experiments using two Andisols (from Chile and New Zealand, respectively) and
two Oxisols (from Australia). Subsequently, the P availability to Triticum aestivum fertilized
with bulk HAP, TSP, and nHAP was evaluated. The results showed that in the experimental
conditions, the P uptake and the percentage of P in the plant that was derived from the
fertilizer followed the order: TSP > nHAP > bulk HAP (Table 1). A second experiment
dedicated to studying the behavior of nHAP in soil was carried out by Xiong et al. [54].
In this case, three forms of nHAP having different surface charges (positive, neutral, and
negative) were administered to Helianthus annuus grown in P deficient Ultisol and Vertisol,
respectively. Conventional P fertilizers (TSP and rock phosphate) were tested, as well. In
the acid Ultisol (pH 4.7), the addition of TSP or any of the nHAPs increased plant biomass,
whereas, in basic Vertisol (pH 8.2), none of the nHAPs significantly increased the plant
growth. Both studies confirmed the potential of nHAP, but the fertilizing effect was lower
than conventional TSP. On the other hand, likely, the nanofertilizers that will be used on a
large scale in the future will be different from the nano-forms studied at this time. New
design criteria for nanofertilizers will be developed based on the results of the studies
conducted in this still exploratory phase.

Studies are also conducted on cultivated species of regional interest. That is the case
of a work carried out on Adansonia digitata (baobab) where the effectiveness of the foliar
application of MAP, DAP, and nHAP was investigated [55]. Baobab plants sprayed with
nHAP showed a significant increase in several growth traits (plant height, stem diameter,
number of leaves per plant, leaf area, root length, total dry weight) compared to conven-
tional P fertilizers. A conceptually similar study was conducted on Camelia sinensis [56].
Different P fertilization strategies were tested, which included comparing conventional
fertilizers and nHAP, and a different fractionation of doses. However, the most relevant
aspect of this study is that it was carried out for three years in different locations in Sri
Lanka characterized by different climatic and pedological conditions, thus also introducing
environmental variables. Overall, the results demonstrated that the application of slow-
release fertilizer significantly increased soil P, leaf N, and P concentration, particularly in
unfavorable climatic conditions.

To conclude this section, we cite a recent study concerning the synthesis of hybrid
nanostructures [57]. In this case, the possibility of associating natural or synthetic humic
substances with nHAP, exploiting the interaction between the polyphenolic groups of
humic substances (HA) and the surface charge of nHAP. Zea mays were grown in a pot
trial and fertilized with commercial P fertilizer, bare nHAP, and nHAP-HA. The synergistic
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co-release of P ions and humic substances resulted in a significant increase in plant growth,
corn yield, and resistance to salt stress (Table 1).

4.1.2. Nano-Hydroxyapatite as Nitrogen Carrier

Urea (CH4N,O) is the most common source of nitrogen for field crops. Therefore, it
was reasonable to expect that the first studies concerning nitrogen nanofertilizers would be
carried out on this molecule, and this is indeed what happened. The perspectives for the
use of nHAP in fertilizer applications have been revealed by Kottegoda et al. [58], which
opened the way to using N-carrying nanomaterials. A nanohybrid structure based on urea
molecules encapsulated inside nHAP was synthesized and characterized. By comparing
the N-release from the nanohybrid to conventional urea, it was demonstrated that the
nanostructure had a significantly slower release of N. This study observed the release
kinetics of a urea molecule from the nanostructured, but without using plants as targets for
N-release. A while after, in a study by Subbaiya et al. [59], the effects of conventional urea
and a nanostructure of urea-nHAP on germination and early growth of plantlets of Vigna
radiata were assayed. The nanostructure proved to be stable over time, and the N-release
was slower than that of urea, determining positive effects on both germination and the
growth of the seedlings (Table 2).

Thanks to these first encouraging results, interest in synthesizing new nanostructures
designed for crop N-delivery has developed in different directions. Gunaratne et al. [60]
carried out a pot study to test the potential of the nanocomposites Urea-Hydroxyapatite-
Montmorillonite (U-nHAP-MMT) and Urea-Hydroxyapatite encapsulated wood chips
(U-nHAP-wood) on Festuca arundinacea. The results showed that both nanocomposites
decreased N leaching compared to conventional fertilizers. Overall, the slower N release
compared to conventional fertilizers was synchronized with the physiological needs of
the plants (Table 2). Furthermore, on this specific aspect, significant improvements are
expected thanks to the properties of nanofertilizers.

Very similar work was devoted to some methodological aspects of the nanohybrid
synthesis process. In particular, Madusanka et al. [61] worked on the low-cost preparation
of U-nHAP-MMT involving lower water use, which implies a reduced need for energy for
drying the material. Subsequently, the fertilizer potential of the nanohybrid was tested
on plants of Oryza sativa grown in a pot experiment. The comparison with conventional
fertilization confirmed the better efficiency of the nanofertilizer in terms of rice yield and
a significant decrease of soil N leaching (Table 2). The study by Kottegoda et al. [62]
is particularly interesting because it was carried out in a first phase under controlled
conditions and subsequently in a field trial. Nitrogen fertilization was provided to Oryza
sativa with three applications of classic granular urea and urea-nHAP. The N-release from
urea and urea-nHAP were evaluated, and leaf nutrient content and nitrogen agronomic
use efficiency (NAE) were measured. The study demonstrated that the expected slower N
release by nHAP resulted in a better NAE than conventional fertilizer (Table 2).

The most recent study in this field was provided by Pradhan et al. [63] who compared
the effects of different N and P fertilization strategies on germination of Oryza sativa.
Beyond conventional urea and P salt, "HAP and urea-nHAP were tested. Physiological
and biochemical activities of germinating seeds responded positively to the treatments;
in particular, plantlet growth and dry matter accumulation were enhanced in urea-nHAP
treatment if compared to control and conventional fertilizers. In addition, both nHAP
and urea-nHAP were also tested in sand columns and agricultural soil to understand the
retention capacity of plant nutrients in the sand and their interaction with soil colloids.
The response was very promising as both the materials showed greater N and P retention
capacity with respect to the conventional materials (Table 2).

4.1.3. Nano-Hydroxyapatite as Micronutrients Carrier

Recently the perspectives of the use of nHAP are growing. The use of nHAP to deliver
micronutrients could open huge perspectives in viticulture, fruit farming, and horticulture.
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In these fields of agriculture, the microelement deficiencies are particularly formidable
both from a phytosanitary point of view and from an even more important point of view:
the organoleptic and nutritional features of the fruits.

Table 3 reports two studies in which different nanostructures were tested after loading
with metal nanoparticles. The first study was carried out using Asparagus officinalis as a
target species. The nanofertilizer was conceived and designed as a “micronutrient nano-
system” consisting of nHAP loaded with nano element (Fe, Cu, and B) or nano oxides
(ZnO). Then, short-chain alginate was used to obtain the final structure of the nano system.
In order to evaluate the better formulation, different ratios of alginate and nHAP were
investigated. A 10 days long germination test and subsequent plant growth demonstrated
a positive response of treated plants in comparison to the control ones [63].

Conceptually similar work was carried out by Tarafder et al. [64], who synthesized
a nanostructure constructed by assembling nano urea and nHAP, subsequently loaded
with nCu, nFe, and nZn. This nanofertilizer was used in a field experiment where the
growth of the tropical plant Abelmoschus esculentus was studied. In plants treated with the
nanofertilizer, a significant increase in total uptake of Cu, Fe, Zn, and other nutrients was
observed when compared to the control due to a slower release of micronutrients from the
nanofertilizer (Table 3).

Table 1. Nano-hydroxyapatite as source of P.

Material Species Treatment Experimental Conditions Results Reference
nHAP, 16 nm Glycine max 21.8mgLtasP Perlite-peat moss (1:1), Increased growth rate [39]
nutrient solution, (+32.6%), aerial biomass
greenhouse. (+18.2%) and seed yield
(+20.4%) than control.
nHAP, 94-163 nm Solanum 0, 2, 20, 200, 500, 1000, Germination, hydroponics. Stimulation of root [51]
Iycopersicum 2000 mg L1 elongation; no plant
toxicity.
nHAP, primary size Triticum aestivum 0-150 mg kg~! PnHAP,  Soil columns; glasshouse Increased shoot dry matter ~ [53]
22 nm bulk-HA, triple pot experiment; Andisol and P uptake than bulk-HA
superphosphate (TSP) and Oxisol. but less than the
conventional P fertilizer.
nHAP ), yHAP ©, Helianthus annuus 150 kg ha~! nHAP &); Glasshouse pot experiment;  In Ultisol nHA ) more [54]
nHAP (), average nHAP ©; yHAP (); P-deficient Ultisol (pH 4.2) effective in supplying than
size 25.7 nm (iv) triple and Vertisol (pH 8.2). TSP; in Vertisol nHAP did
superphosphate (TSP); not increase plant growth.
rock phosphate (RS)
nHAP, rod shaped Adansonia digitata Control (unfertilized); Pot experiment; sandy soil.  Increased plant growth [55]
59.5 x 10.6 nm MAP; DAP; nHAP Foliar application of 20 mL  (plant height, leaf area,
of different P sources plant fractions dry matter)
weekly. compared to other P
sources.
Urea-nHAP Camellia sinensis 50% NPK 4 Splits; 50% Field experiments in three Enhancement of NUE; [56]
nanohybrid, <100 nm NPK 2 Splits; 100% N different locations; increased quality
(HA-urea nanohybrid) ~ Urea-nHAP nanohybrid parameters of tea leaves
+100% K MOP (2 provided as ground (e.g., total polyphenols and
Splits); 100% N fertilizer. total amino acids).
(Urea-nHAP) + 100% K
MOP (4 Splits); 50% N
(Urea-nHAP) + 100% K
MOP (4 Splits); 50% N
(Urea-nHAP) + 100% K
MOP (2 Splits); 100%
conventional NPK
fertilizer (4 Splits).
nHAP with natural Zea mays nHAP-natural HA; Growth chamber; pot Early growth, better salt [57]
and synthetic humic nHAP-synthetic HA; experiment. stress tolerance and yield.

substances (HA)

Superphosphate; nHA
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Table 2. Nano-hydroxyapatite as N-carrier.

Material Species Treatment léxper‘l l.nental Results Reference
onditions
Urea-Hydroxyapatite Festuca arundinacea Nutrients (g pot~!): Pot experiment; Ceylon Decreased N leaching; [58]
Montmorillonite 1.8N, 1.2 P,0s, 1.2 tea soil. improvement NUE.
(U-nHAP-MMT); K;0;1.8N, 1.2 P,05,
Urea-Hydroxyapatite 1.2 K,0
encapsulated wood chips
(U-nHAP-wood)
Nano Urea (nU); ntHAP Vigna radiata Conventional U; Pot experiment. Promoted seed [59]
composite chemically germination; increased
synthesized nU + seedling growth.
nHAP; biologically
synthesized nU +
nHAP
Urea-Hydroxyapatite Festuca arundinacea Conventional Soil columns, pot Slower N release; [60]
Montmorillonite fertilizer: 120 kgha™!  experiment; Ceylon tea significant yield
nanohybrid composite N; 40 kg ha=! P,0s, soil. enhancement compared
(U-nHAP-MMT) 40 kg ha=! K,0 to control.
Urea-modified Oryza sativa Granular urea Field experiment. Slower N release relative [61]
Hydroxyapatite compared to to conventional urea.
nanohybrid composite U-nHAP
(U-nHAP).
nHAP and Urea-nHAP Oryza sativa 10 mg kg~1, 50 mg Germination; Petri dishes.  Enhancement [62]
kgfl, and 100 mg Soil columns. germination; increased
kg 1. Control «-amylase activity and
(untreated), Urea; starch content.
conventional P salt;
nHAP; Urea-nHAP
Hydroxyapatite Oryza sativa Water (Control); Germination; Petri Ur@nHAP more efficient  [63]
nanoparticles (nHAP, conventional Urea; dishes. than conventional N-P
40-60 nm), Urea doped Ca dihydrogen fertilizers.
hydroxyapatite phosphate
nanoparticles conventional P salt
(Ur@nHAP) (Ca dihydrogen
phosphate), nHAP,
Ur@nHAP
Table 3. Nano-hydroxyapatite as micronutrients carrier.
Material Species Treatment Exper} r.nental Results Reference
onditions
nHAP + micronutrients; Asparagus officinalis Micronutrients nano Germination Slower micronutrients [64]
rod shaped 20-25 nm x system: Alginate-nHAP experiment; 90 d release; faster
86 nm loaded with Ag, Co, Cu, plant growth. germination rate than
Fe, and Zn control.
Hybrid nanofertilizer Abelmoschus nUrea-nHAP-nCu-nFe- N/A Enhancement of NUE [65]
(HNF) esculentus nZn; 50 mg per week of and crop yield. Increase
nUrea + nHAP + nanohybrid; 5 g of of Cu?t, Fe?*, and Zn%*
micronutrient conventional fertilizer uptake in treated plants.
nanoparticles

4.2. Amorphous Calcium Phosphate Nanoparticles

Amorphous calcium phosphate (ACP) is the first phase precipitated from a supersatu-
rated solution containing calcium cations and phosphate anions. The compound has an
apatitic short-range structure, but with a crystal size so small that it appears amorphous in

X-ray diffraction experiments [42].

Recent studies explored the fertilizing potential of ACP nanoparticles (#ACP), report-
ing encouraging results. Compared to hydroxyapatite, these compounds are more soluble
and more reactive, have a higher capability to adsorb small molecules (e.g., urea) on their
surface, enabling higher payloads of macronutrients. Although the number of studies is
not high, the most critical result concerns the improvement of the NUE obtained thanks
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to the promising properties of nACP. This evidence was obtained on different crops and
using different fertilization methods (Table 4).

One of the most important goals of nano-enabled agriculture is to increase the effi-
ciency of agricultural systems. Ramirez-Rodriguez et al. [66] provided an encouraging
example in this direction demonstrating the capability of urea-doped ACP nanoparticles
(U-nACP) to maintain both crop yields and quality at reduced N dosages. The synthe-
sis was carried out through a simple batch method, which does not require hazardous
reagents. U-nACP nanoparticles present similar morphology, structure, and composition to
the amorphous precursor of bone mineral, but contain a considerable amount of nitrogen
as adsorbed urea (about 6 wt.% urea). Preliminary experiments with stained nACP were
also carried out to gain insights into nanoparticle uptake routes and their translocation in
plant tissues. It was evidenced that nanoparticles could penetrate through the epidermis
of the roots or the stomata of the leaves. However, the root uptake occurs only in 1 h,
while the entry through the leaf stomata was much slower (two days). After U-nACP
characterization, a plant growth trial was carried out in tests performed on durum wheat
(Triticum durum) under controlled conditions (growth chamber). During the stem elonga-
tion, plants were treated with (i) leaf sprayed suspension of U-nACP (15 kg N ha~!) + DAP
(60 kg N ha~!) and (ii) DAP (150 kg N ha~!). The total N dosage with the nano-treatment
was reduced by ca. 40% in comparison to the positive control. Main yield parameters (i.e.,
shoot number, kernel numbers, and weights) and seed protein content were evaluated at
harvest. It was verified that grain yield and quality in plants treated with U-nACP were
not different if compared to control plants that received much higher N dosages (Table 4).

A simple green protocol to obtain multinutrient nanofertilizers doping both ACP
and apatite nanoparticles (Ap) with two N forms (nitrate and urea) and K ions was
developed by the same research group [67]. After the characterization carried out by
transmission electron microscopy (TEM) imaging, Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) and
Raman spectroscopies, inductively coupled plasma optical emission spectrometry (ICP-
OES), and elemental analysis, it was found that nACP, incorporates both N forms to a larger
extent than Ap (2.6 vs. 1.1 wt%, respectively). The Ca, K, and P release was measured in
water at room temperature by ICP-OES. In contrast, vertical columns filled with synthetic
soil were used to evaluate the urea release kinetics. The nutrient release kinetics from
nACP doped with potassium, nitrate, and urea (nano U-NPK) and its efficiency as a N
supplier have been preliminarily evaluated on Triticum durum. Durum wheat plants were
grown in controlled conditions in the framework of a completely randomized duplicated
block design with three nitrogen-fertilizing groups. The experimental setup applied an
initial amount of conventional fertilizer (36 kg N ha~!) to all the treatments at seeding.
During the stem elongation phase, plants respectively received DAP (150 kg N ha—!) and
nano U-NPK (15 kg N ha~!) supplied as sprayed aqueous suspension combined with
60 kg N ha~! of granular DAP. It was shown that the application of nano U-NPK allows
reducing the amount of N supplied to the plants by 40% when compared to conventional
treatment without affecting the final kernel weight per plant (Table 4).

A significant field of studies still in the initial phase concerns the methods of synthesis
of nanofertilizers. A new chemical approach towards a highly efficient post-synthetic
modification (PSM) of nACP was recently proposed [68]. The protocol, not particularly
complex and expensive, leads to the production of nACP doped with urea (nano U-ACP).
Compared to one-pot synthesis where urea and nitrate are jointly added during the ACP
synthesis, the PSM method offers higher N-payloads (up to 8.1 wt%, from the initial
2.8 wt% level). The fertilization tests carried out on hydroponically grown Cucumis sativus
demonstrated the higher NUE showed by nano-U-ACP (69%) than its conventional fertilizer
counterpart (urea, 49%). Although cucumber plants treated with nano U-ACP received a
50% reduced N content of urea than those supplied with conventional urea, the root and
shoot biomass yield was similar (Table 5). The high NUE and a cost-effective preparation
method support the usage of N-doped nACP as a nanofertilizer. As for the synthesis
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process of nano-U-ACP, it is believed that a further coating with biocompatible, slowly
dissolving polymers can be envisaged toward a more sustainable release of urea (Table 4).

Sustainability is particularly relevant also in viticulture. A part of the emerging
challenges related to the expected consequences of climate change, adequate and efficient
fertilization and plant protection practices are decisive to achieve adequate yield levels
and the expected composition of grapes [69]. Nano-enabled viticulture is still a largely
unexplored research field. However, positive signals in this direction are represented by
some recent studies regarding the use of nanocarriers for Cu delivery against the grape
parasite Plasmopara viticola [70,71]. As regards fertilization, we can report two interesting
recent studies concerning the use of nACP as N carrier to vine plants.

The first study has assessed the efficiency of a vineyard fertilizer treatment involv-
ing the foliar application of urea doped nACP (U-nACP) to improve grape quality [72].
Foliar urea application to grapevines is still known to increase the concentration of nitro-
gen, as well as phenolic and aromatic compounds in grape berries [73]. The novelty is
represented by the use of U-nACP instead of an aqueous solution of urea. In field experi-
ments carried out on Tempranillo grapevines, the effects of foliar-applied two urea solutions
(3 and 6 kg N ha~!, respectively U3 and U6) and U-nACP (0.4 kg N ha™!). The treatments
(200 mL plant~!) were applied at grapevine veraison and one week later. The results indi-
cated that plants treated with U-nACP and U6 provided similar levels of yeast assimilable
N, despite the considerable reduction of nitrogen dosage. In addition, aminoacids content
was more significant in U-nACP-treated plants than U3 treatment and comparable with
those observed in U6 treatment. Therefore, the main target of nano-enabled agriculture,
i.e., increase NUE, was demonstrated (Table 4).

A conceptually similar experiment was reported in the paper by Gaiotti et al. [74].
In this case, a two-year trial was carried out in semi-controlled conditions on adult pot-
ted vine plants (cv. Pinot gris). Nitrogen was supplied to plants in the following ways:
(i) granular soil fertilization (NH4NO3, 45 kg N ha~!) after budding, (ii) U-nACP applied
in fertigation (three applications of aqueous suspensions, 36 kg N ha~!), and (iii) granular
fertilization + foliar application of U-nACP (36 kg N ha~!). Experimental results showed
the capability of vine plants to use the N supplied by U-nACP similarly to that applied to
the canopy or to the soil. All of the parameters observed in plants fed with U-nACP were
comparable to those of plants grown in conventional conditions. Therefore, these results
provide clear evidence of U-nACP nanoparticles’ efficacy to optimize the dose/benefit
ratio towards more sustainable viticulture (Table 4).

Table 4. Amorphous calcium phosphate nanoparticles as nanofertilizers.

Material Species Treatment Exper} r.nental Results Reference
onditions
U-nACP Triticum durum Control (no fertilizer); Pot trial, growth chamber. ~ Crop yield parameters [66]
U-ACP, 15 kg N ha™! 1:1 clay-loam soil/sand and grain quality
sprayed suspension + 60  mixture (12:12 h parameters unaltered in
kg N ha~! granular DAP;  light/dark cycle). comparison to positive
150 kg N ha~! granular control plants.
DAP.
nano U-NPK Triticum durum Control (only water); 150  Pot trial, growth chamber. =~ Same grain yield from [67]
kg N ha~! granular DAP;  1:1 clay-loam soil /sand conventional fertilization
nano U-NPK 15 kg N mixture (12:12 h and nano U-NPK
ha~! sprayed aqueous light/dark cycle). (—40% N).
suspension + 60 kg N
ha™! DAP.
U-nACP Cucumis sativus Control (N-starvation), Hydroponics. 7 d full U-ACP with a 50% [68]
U-nACP (1 mM U), nutrient solution; 7 d reduced N content
U-nACP 0.5 (0.5 mM U), N-starvation followed by  resulted in similar root
Urea (1 mM). treatments and shoot biomass than
conventional U.
U-nACP Vitis vinifera cv. Control, solution Urea 3 Field trial U-ACP treated plants [72]

Tempranillo

kg N ha—!, solution Urea
6 kg N'ha~!, suspension
U-nACP 0.4 kg Nha L.

have similar levels of
yeast assimilable N and
aminoacids than other
treatments.
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Table 4. Cont.

Material Species Treatment Exper} l.nental Results Reference
Conditions
U-nACP Vitis vinifera cv. Pinot ~ Control (unfertilized), N1 ~ Pot trial, outdoor Despite the restrained [74]

Gris

(granular NH4;NO;3 27%,
45kg N ha~1), N2
(fertigation U-nACP

36 kg N ha~1), N3
(granular fertilization +
foliar U-nACP,

36 kg Nha™1).

conditions,
sand—peat—clay
(50-35-15% by volume)

dosage of N applied with
the nanoparticles
quanti-qualitative
parameters were
comparable to those of
plants managed with
conventional strategies.

5. Silica Nanoparticles

Silicon (Si) is the second most abundant element on earth surface [75]. Despite this,
its availability is usually found in small concentrations in the soil [76]. Its role in the plant
metabolism is proven by the several benefits and effects that its administration provides.
With the advancements of the genetic and biomolecular studies, science has been able to
unveil many (but not all) of the biological mechanisms that involve Si, from the uptake
to the final effects. The latter being circumscribable within defense mechanisms versus
both biotic and abiotic stresses. According to Epstein [77], Si performs its functions in two
ways: by polymerization of silicic acid which induces the formation of solid amorphous,
hydrated silica, and by being instrumental in the formation of organic defense compounds.

Several papers in literature deal with the role of Si in plants and its importance as a
nutrient. For instance, the absorption of Si has been studied and characterized as having
a Michaelis—-Menten kinetics of uptake in wheat [78], and the presence of Si dedicated
transport genes was also proved in rice genome [79] as well as in other species such as
soybean [80]. In the latter work, the authors revealed the presence of proteins belonging to
the major int