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Abstract

Nanotechnology research is a cutting-edge technology 
with several applications. One of the most difficult problems 
in nanotechnology is the production of nanoparticles with 
high monodispersity, particular composition, and size. Given 
this, the green manufacture of the nanoparticle is critical 
due to its lower toxicity to higher animals. Fungi are a bet-
ter biogenic agent than other biological systems utilised for 
synthesis due to their diversity and better growth control. 
As a result, nanotechnology has been investigated for the 
environmentally friendly synthesis of nanoparticles from 
various entomopathogenic fungi and their metabolites 
against insect pests. Because of their great host specificity, 
little influence on non-target organisms, and ease of mass 
production, entomopathogenic fungi are utilised as excel-
lent biopesticides. It is vital to understand the biology and 
mode of action of these fungi before employing them as a 
biocontrol agent. During the creation of metal nanoparticles 
by fungi, mycelium is exposed to a metal salt solution. By 
the catalytic effect of the extracellular enzyme and fungal 
metabolites, harmful metal ions are converted to non-toxic 
metallic solid nanoparticles in this process. Because of their 
physical and chemical properties, nanoparticles may be 
more harmful to organisms than ion forms. Nanoparticles of 
silver and graphene oxide have a considerable impact on in-
sect antioxidant and detoxifying enzymes, causing oxidative 
stress and cell death. Polystyrene nanoparticles inhibited 
CYP450 iso-enzymes, while Ag nanoparticles lowered ace-
tylcholinesterase activity. It is suggested that entomopatho-
genic fungus-synthesized nanoparticles would be appropri-
ate for an environmentally safer and greener approach for 
new leeway in insect pest control strategy through a bio-
logical process; therefore, additional research is necessary 
to determine the mass production, formulation, field ap-
plication, and commercialization of these nanoparticles as 
biopesticides.

Keywords: Entomopathogenic fungi; Green synthesis; 
Nanoparticles; Pest control.
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Introduction

Entomopathogenic Fungi (EPF) are microorganisms that are 
eukaryotic, filamentous, heterotrophic, and saprophytic. These 
fungi are required for the equilibrium of the environment’s or-
ganic matter decomposition cycle, and they are pathogenic to 
insects but harmless to humans. Entomopathogenic fungi are 
used in biological pest control because they cause infection in all 
stages of insect development and have a variety of impacts on 
the host. Their route of action is linked to extracellular enzymes 
produced during infection and development in the insect’s host 
body, which has a direct effect on the insect’s capacity to ab-
sorb nutrients and its pathogenicity and virulence. Beauveria 
bassiana, Metarhizium anisopliae, and Isaria fumosorosea are 
extensively used in biological control programmes and the de-
velopment of mycoinsecticides due to their ease of handling, 
understanding of their metabolism, and interaction with insects 
of numerous orders. When exposed to high temperatures, UV 
radiation, and humidity, entomopathogenic fungi have a short 
shelf life and low vigour, making their application in pest man-
agement challenging. So, there is a need for the development of 
new technologies in order to boost field efficiency and durability.

Nanotechnology, an interdisciplinary science, encompasses 
a wide range of physics, chemistry, and biology-related research 
and technologies. In 1974, Norio Taniguchi of Tokyo Science 
University created the word nanotechnology to characterise 
semiconductor techniques using nanometer-level control, such 
as thin-film deposition. He added, “Nanotechnology consists 
essentially of the separation, consolidation, and deformation 
of materials by a single atom or molecule.” Nanotechnology is 
gaining pace as a viable field of study for reaching these goals, 
with unique techniques to generating active components with 
nanoscale dimensions. This extensive nanoparticle-based re-
search is anticipated to address the primary limitations of ex-
isting pest control strategies and provide new advanced nano-
based formulations that penetrate the target organism (insect), 
resist pest defence, are safe for plants and mammals, are cost-
effective to formulate and manufacture, and ideally have a new 
mode of action [1].

Main body

Nanoparticles for pest control

Nanoparticles (NPs) are an ultrafine particle with dimensions 
between 1 and 100 nanometers and characteristics not shared 
by non-nano size particles of the same chemical composition 
[2]. The 100-nm limit is based on the idea that distinguishing 
characteristics between particles and bulk material typically 
appear at a critical size smaller than 100 nm. Due to the oc-
casional consideration of other phenomena that increase the 
upper limit (such as transparency or turbidity, ultrafiltration, 
and stable dispersion), the prefix “nano” (“ma9mo” in Greek) is 
acknowledged for dimensions less than 500 nm. The size, shape 
(spherical, rods, tubes, irregular), surface-to-volume ratio, crys-
tal phase (crystalline, amorphous), and chemical composition 
(e.g. metallic, carbon, inorganic, organic, polymeric) of these 
materials are crucial parameters that define many outstanding 
properties relevant to their application as pesticides, such as 
toxicity.

Mode of action of Nano formulations on insects:

There are several effects identified in insects caused by 
nanoparticles which severely affect insect growth and develop-
ment and even sometimes cause death (Figure 1 and Table: 1)

Figure 1: Effect caused by nanoparticles on insects.

i.	 External damage

Insecticidal dust is commonly used to protect stored grain 
from insects [3]. Instead of biological activity, the process in 
Nanostructured Alumina (NSA) dust is based on physical dis-
ruption. By sticking to the insect's cuticle via triboelectric inter-
actions and sorbing its wax layer, charged NSA particles dehy-
drate the insect [4]. In addition to their hydrophobic property, 
these abrasive particles cause cuts and scrapes on the insect 
bodies [5,6]. 2015 discovered that parameters such as particle 
morphology, surface area, and particle size must be considered 
when applying insecticidal dust to maximise its efficiency. Fur-
thermore, (E)-anethole, a significant component of Pimpinella 
anisum (aniseed) essential oil, possesses insecticidal effects. 
When P. anisum essential oil was created as a nanoemulsion 
against Tribolium castaneum, the cuticle exhibited significant 
damage in the form of colour alterations, muscle breakdown, 
thickness, and necrosis in the epidermis; cellular debris; and 
loss of the difference between the endocuticle and exocuticle 
[7]. In Aedes aegypti larvae, silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) pro-
duced from Pedalium murex seed extract caused hair loss on 
the antenna, head, upper abdomen, and lateral abdomen, as 
well as cuticular damage [8]. Using carbon–silver nanohybrid, 
[9] observed that the heads and guts of Culex quinquefasciatus 
and Anopheles stephensi turned black, as well as damage to the 
organisation of cells and cuticle membrane. This may have been 
caused by binding between the nanohybrid and phosphorus 
and/or sulphur in biological structures such as DNA and pro-
teins. Moreover, AgNPs have been associated with depigmenta-
tion of the cuticle [10].

ii.	 Biochemical interactions and mobility

In addition to inflicting physical injury through contact, 
NPs can alter biochemical activity after being ingested or in-
haled and can therefore go to the brain after inhalation [11]. 
Increased cytokines, Reactive Oxygen Species (ROS), and pro-
inflammatory mediators, as well as alterations in membrane 
potential and mitochondrial respiratory chain have been as-
sociated to AgNPs [12]. Ingestion of AgNPs during early larval 
stages has been linked to a decrease in the capacity to crawl 
and climb in later larval and adult stages. Flies exposed to non-
lethal amounts of AgNPs exhibited cuticular depigmentation 
resembling copper deficit and locomotor impairment. The ac-
tivity of two copper-dependent enzymes, Cu–Zn Superoxide 
Dismutase (SOD) and tyrosinase, was shown to be diminished. 
These enzymes are respectively engaged in antioxidant action 
and pigment production [10]. Calexcitin is a protein responsible 
for binding calcium and causing membrane excitability. AgNPs 
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have been demonstrated to inhibit Calexcitin [13]. In research 
on honey bee brains using zinc oxide nanomaterials (ZnO NMs), 
an increase in acetylcholine esterase (AChE) and Glutathione 
S-Transferase (GST) activity with increasing feeding rate was 
attributed mostly to zinc ions [14]. Due to inhibition of target 
sites such as GSTs, cytochrome P450-dependent monooxygen-
ases, AChE, GABA-gated chloride channels, and octopamine, a 
neuromodulator, monoterpenes in essential oils also contribute 
to the incapacitating effects of essential oil-based NPs on in-
sects [15]. After treatment with Bt-coated ZnO-NPs, the activity 
of cysteine protease, a-glucosidase, GST, and a-amylase in Cal-
losobruchus maculatus was reduced [16].

iii.	 Impact on reproduction and development

Negatively charged NPs can disperse throughout the body 
and may stay in the ovaries of treated female larvae even dur-
ing metamorphosis [17]. NPs in feed reduced female fertility 
because they disturbed oogenesis and induced ovarian anoma-
lies, hence lowering egg-laying ability [18]. Blattella germanica 
nymphs subjected to aerosolized gold nanoparticles (AuNPs) 
reached adulthood more quickly, but ootheca viability was re-
duced, which the researchers hypothesised was due to stress 
caused by ingesting AuNPs. Stress may divert energy from the 
production of juvenile hormones, so diminishing vitellogenesis. 
Adults had a gold content of 12.7 9.4 lg/g, whereas nymphs had 
a gold content of 0.4 lg/g [19]. Titanium dioxide nanoparticles 
(TiO2-NPs) or zinc oxide nanoparticles (ZnO-NPs) decreased 
sperm bundles and testis weight in male Agrius convolvuli via 
phagocytosis [20]. By increasing ROS activity in the testis, they 
may also inhibit proliferation of germline stem cells [21].

iv.	 Impact on midgut

After ingestion, coated and uncoated NPs move through the 
midgut in unique ways. In Drosophila investigations, naked poly 

(D, L-lactic-co-glycolic acid) (PLGA) nanoparticles (NPs) encap-
sulated with BODIPY (boron-dipyrromethene, a fluorescent 
dye) went through the whole midgut without issue. On the oth-
er hand, Chitosan-coated PLGA NPs were shown to be retained 
in the posterior midgut for up to 10 hours. When they reached 
the acidic middle midgut, they created a substantial positive 
charge and were found to promote cellular uptake and mucoad-
hesion in the region [22]. As demonstrated in bumblebee work-
ers exposed to nonlethal concentrations of silica NPs, which 
disrupted body temperature regulation, ingested NPs can have 
detrimental effects on the midgut and result in decreased food 
intake [23]. AgNPs increased oxidative stress in D. melanogaster 
midgut cells and elevated the synthesis of endoplasmic reticu-
lum- and mitochondria-localized proteins hsp70 and hsp22. In 
addition, they activate caspase, which regulates programmed 
cell death, membrane instability, and the potential loss of the 
mitochondrial membrane [24].

v.	 Genotoxicity

In gene expression studies, unique molecular markers are 
utilised, allowing for accurate biomonitoring. After inges-
tion, AgNPs are linked to DNA damage in the salivary glands, 
gut, and brain, as indicated by gamma-H2AX (a biomarker for 
double-stranded DNA breaks), possibly due to ROS production 
and apoptosis [12]. AgNPs were shown to downregulate CrL15, 
a gene that regulates ribosome assembly, and upregulate 
CrGnRH1 and the Balbiani ring protein gene (CrBR2.2) in Chi-
ronomus riparius, indicating interference with protein synthesis 
and immunity [25]. Nonylphenol-NPs increased the mRNA ex-
pression of the ecdysone receptor, whereas AgNPs may either 
upregulate or downregulate it [26]. In contrast, [27] discovered 
that AgNP-treated Drosophila did not exhibit carcinogenic activ-
ity in the wing somatic mutation and recombination test, indi-
cating that NPs may behave differently in vitro and in vivo.

Table 1: Showing tested nanoparticles of different metal ions and their effects on insects.

Tested nanomaterial Insect target Morphological damages and/or mode of action References

Au nanoparticles (500–1000 μl) Aedes aegypti, beetles, and mealybugs   Triggered trypsin inhibition. [28]

Carbon-dot-Ag nanohybrid (LC50 
values from 0.30 to 0.76 ppm)

Anopheles stephensi and Culex  
quinquefasciatus

 Deformation of the larval body by affecting cuticle and cellular 
organization.

[9]

Graphene oxide nanoparticles (0.1 
μl per 100 mg of insect’s body 
weight)

Acheta domesticus
 catalase and glutathione peroxidases.
 heat shock protein (HSP 70)

[29]

Nanostructured Al2O3 Sitophilus oryzae
 Bind to the cuticle of the beetle as a result of turboelectric forces, 
absorbing its wax coat as a result of surface area phenomena, and 
causing insect dehydration.

[4]

Au: gold, Ag: silver and Al: aluminium.

Synthesis of Nanoparticles

The production of metal NPs is predicated on the develop-
ment of an oxidation reaction in which metal ions (e.g., Ag+) are 
reduced by interaction with a reducing agent and transformed 
into neutral atoms (Ag0). This reaction can be mediated by 
many reducing agents as well as physical, chemical, and biologi-
cal mechanisms [30].

 Physical methods for the synthesis of silver nanoparticles, 
such as mechanical or ball milling, evaporation-condensation, 
and laser ablation [31], can be used; however, the required 
equipment requires a great deal of space, consumes a great 
deal of energy, and the yield of the final product is low, making 
it unsuitable for large-scale production.

Chemical methods for the synthesis of metal nanoparticles 
are the most prevalent; they depend on reducing chemicals 
(such as sodium citrate, potassium bitartrate, and sodium boro-
hydride) to promote the reduction of metallic ions, the forma-
tion of nanoparticles, and the stabilisation of active ingredients 
(such as humic acid, polyvinylpyrrolidone, alginate, and chito-
san) to prevent particle aggregation [32].

Biological synthesis, often known as biosynthesis or green 
synthesis, is the process of turning metallic ions into metal 
nanoparticles using plant extracts, microorganisms, or proteins. 
Many organic compounds, including as flavonoids, polyphenols, 
vitamins, proteins, terpenoids, and catechins, can act as reduc-
ing agents in the oxidation-reduction reaction of metal ions 
[33]. The biological manufacturing of nanoparticles is preferred 
over physical and chemical approaches because to its rapid syn-
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thesis, higher control over size and shape, lower toxicity, cost-
effectiveness, and eco-friendly approach. Another advantage is 
the stability of the generated particles. In biological synthesis, 
nanoparticle generation and stabilisation occur simultaneous-
ly because the reducing agent, in addition to synthesising the 
nanoparticles, can also contribute to their stabilisation, a pro-
cess that needs the addition of particular compounds in other 
synthesis methods. This occurs because biomolecules in the re-
action medium are adsorbed onto the surface of the nanopar-
ticles, forming an outer layer known as the corona, which aids 
in particle stabilisation and/or enhances biological action and/
or biocompatibility [34]. And among green synthesis processes, 
fungi are chosen over bacteria because fungi produce a superi-
or biomass and do not necessitate additional extraction stages. 
Compared to plant extract, mycelial mass of fungi is more resis-
tant to agitation and pressure, and appropriate for large-scale 
synthesis. Fungi are also extremely tolerant to metals, easy to 
handle, have a metabolism that produces mycotoxins, and cre-
ate enormous numbers of proteins and enzymes.

A disadvantage of biological synthesis is the likelihood of fluc-
tuations in the amounts of biomolecules present in the biologi-
cal source (whether microorganisms or plants) due to variations 
in the environment or the availability of nutrients. To minimise 
interferences and increase nanoparticle production, rigorous 
scientific procedures must be utilised to evaluate the effect of 
synthesis reaction parameters such as pH, temperature, stirring 
speed, silver concentration, and amount of fungal biomass [35-
37]. In spite of this, biologically generated silver nanoparticles 
have a wide range of applications. This field of research is being 
strengthened by the hunt for novel agents with reduced capac-
ity and new applications, making it easier to comprehend and 
develop.

These bacteria can assist synthesis in either the intracellu-
lar or extracellular media, depending on the species engaged in 
the synthesis reaction. The nanoparticles are generated within 
the cells because the bacteria must come into direct contact 
with the silver ions that will be absorbed and digested within 
the cells during intracellular synthesis. Small, stable nanoparti-
cles are produced by microorganisms capable of this synthesis; 
however, additional procedures are required to separate the 
nanoparticles from the cellular structures, which may be incon-
venient [30].

Using either microbial biomass in direct contact with silver 
or microorganism extracts, extracellular production is possible. 
Due to the presence of carboxylic or amine groups on the cell 
wall surface, extracellular synthesis driven by microbial biomass 
occurs through the interaction of silver ions with proteins on 
the external surface of the microorganism's cell wall. Similar to 
intracellular synthesis, the nanoparticles adhere to the surfaces 
of the microorganisms, necessitating the need of separation 
techniques to separate the nanoparticles, which can increase 
material processing costs [38]. The activity of biomolecules 
contained in these extracts, which are derived from the micro-
organisms' biomass, results in the formation of metal nanopar-
ticles from aqueous microbe extracts. As a result, nanoparticles 
form in an environment devoid of undesirable substances. This 
is the most frequent method for producing metal nanoparticles 
using microorganisms.

Depending on the microorganism or strain chosen, the 
method by which bacteria and fungi manufacture silver 
nanoparticles varies. Certain fungus and bacteria, such as Fu-
sarium oxysporum, produce extracellular silver nanoparticles 

using NADH-dependent reductases; however, not all fungi use 
this enzyme. Additional biomolecules produced by these bacte-
ria, such as coenzymes, naphthoquinones, and anthraquinones, 
can also aid in the reduction of silver. Hence, depending on their 
metabolism, distinct microorganisms can interact with a certain 
metal in a variety of ways. The complete method by which mi-
croorganisms produce silver nanoparticles is yet unknown [39].

Characterization of nanoparticles

To appreciate the internal and external structure of green 
synthesised NPs, the material's composition, size, structure, 
physical and electrical properties, size distribution, degree of 
aggregation, surface charge, and surface area must be charac-
terised [40]. Seeing the colour change that has occurred in a 
flask containing fungal nanoparticles vs the control flask, which 
has no colour change, is the easiest way. Here, various types 
of metal ions produce distinct hues. Using a variety of charac-
terisation methods, the surface chemistry and surface ligands 
of NPs are analysed. The ratio of surface area to volume has a 
substantial impact on the properties of nanoparticles. The X-ray 
diffraction method can be used to determine the nanoparticles' 
crystal structure and crystallite size. X-ray diffraction is based on 
the diffraction of x-rays by the periodic crystal lattice. Ultravio-
let and visible (Uv-Vis) absorption spectroscopy is the alternate 
technique for examining nanoparticles. With this method, we 
may measure how much light is attenuated as it passes through 
a substance under study or after it has been reflected from a 
sample. UV and visible light are both energetic components of 
light that can raise the energy levels of electrons. It adheres 
largely to the Beer-Lambert law, which stipulates that the 
amount of light absorbed by a sample is directly proportional 
to its concentration and route length. Scanning electron micros-
copy (SEM) is a type of electron microscopy used to observe 
and characterise surfaces. Scanning electron microscopy is one 
of the most prominent techniques for evaluating and assessing 
the micro- and nanoparticle imaging properties of solid objects. 
The SEM's resolution of 10 nm or 100 is one of the reasons it 
is utilised for particle size analysis. Advanced models of these 
instruments have a resolution of approximately 2.5 nm (25) 
[41]. Transmission electron microscopy (TEM), a high-resolu-
tion measurement technique that produces magnified images 
by sending an electron beam through a sample of NPs, is the 
optimal method for analysing the size distribution, particle size, 
grain size, and morphology of NPs [42]. It produces high-quality, 
two-dimensional images that may be expanded or magnified 
and have a resolution of 1 nm. It is the appropriate instrument 
for characterising the chemical and structural content of the na-
noscale. Crystalline NPs may be spherical, flat, cylindrical, tubu-
lar, conical, or irregular, with a uniform or uneven surface and a 
crystal-like surface. Using Fourier Transform Infrared Spectros-
copy, the chemical surface of nanoparticles is easily detectable 
(FTIR). FTIR spectra were applied to determine the functional 
groups and various metabolites of the substance. These metab-
olites, which are positioned on the outside of NPs, may be re-
sponsible for NPs' stability [42]. X-ray diffraction analysis (XRD) 
is a technique used in materials science to determine the crys-
tallographic structure of a substance. The material is subjected 
to incoming X-rays during XRD, and the intensity and scattering 
angles of the X-rays that depart the material are subsequently 
measured. As a result of its ability to interact with the electrons 
in an atom's inner shell, it has become the most popular and 
efficient technique for characterising nanoparticles. Using light 
scattering techniques such as dynamic light scattering, the size 
of nanoparticles can be assessed, as well as their stability over 



MedDocs Publishers

5Journal of Plant Biology and Crop Research

time in suspension at varying pH and temperatures. Zeta poten-
tial is employed to evaluate the surface charge of nanoparticles 
and get insight into their stability and interactions with other 
molecules on their surfaces (Figure 2).

Figure 2: Showing different techniques used for characterizing 
nanoparticles.

Fungal nanoparticles in pest control

The insecticidal effect of silver nanoparticles synthesised 
with entomopathogenic fungi has been tested primarily against 
urban pests and human pathogen vectors, including Aedes 
aegypti mosquitoes (dengue, zika, and chikungunya vectors), 
Anopheles stephensi (malaria vector), and Culex quinquefascia-
tus (lymphatic filariasis vector) [43-45]. No studies on the appli-
cation of AgNPs synthesised with entomopathogenic fungi for 
the control of agricultural pests have been found in the index-
ing bases of publications; however, studies have already dem-
onstrated the potential of biogenic silver nanoparticles for the 
control of insects that cause damage to agricultural crops, such 
as Spodoptera littoralis (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) [46], Spodop-
tera litura [47].

Thus, silver nanoparticles synthesised with entomopatho-
genic fungi may be a viable alternative for pest control in agri-
cultural crops; however, additional research is necessary to fill 
the knowledge gap about this type of particle, such as deter-
mining whether there is a synergistic relationship between the 
fungi metabolites and silver in the action against insects and 
how it can be manipulated for agricultural use. In addition, a 
greater understanding of the toxicity of these chemicals to in-
sects and non-target creatures, as well as their environmental 
impact, is necessary to promote their use in agriculture. In ad-
dition, in order to assure the safety of their application, it is nec-
essary to create ways for getting more knowledge regarding the 
toxicity of these nanoparticles.

Toxicity assessment of nanoparticles

For the characterisation of silver nanoparticles, low-cost 
and efficient in vitro toxicity assessment methods were used. 
Before scaling up production or conducting more detailed re-
search, these approaches can be used to improve the physical 
and chemical properties of nanoparticles due to their speed. 
For testing the toxicity of silver nanoparticles on cells and nu-
cleic acids (cytotoxicity and genotoxicity), as well as on plants 
(phytotoxicity), in vitro analysis techniques can be used [48].

Observing the impact of nanoparticles on the develop-
ment of morphological changes in cells (via phase-contrast mi-
croscopy) and physiological processes (production of reactive 
oxygen species-ROS-evaluation of cell proliferation, change in 
mitochondrial metabolism) is possible using a variety of tech-
niques. The MTT assay is one of the most popular methods for 
assessing the cytotoxicity of eukaryotic cells in cell cultures. The 
method involves observing the reduction of 3-(4,5-dimethylthi-
azol-2)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide to formazan, which is 
used to measure mitochondrial metabolism in cells [48]. The 
MTT assay is commonly used to assess the cytotoxicity of silver 
nanoparticles [49].

The International Organization for Standardization (ISO) 
proposes employing genotoxicity testing to verify the safety of 
nanomaterial-based goods. According to ISO, in vitro and in vivo 
analytical methods can be used to assess genotoxicity, with a 
major focus on mammalian cells, with in vitro methods being 
the most extensively employed, especially the micronucleus 
test and the comet assay, which are simple to conduct and offer 
consistent results.

The comet assay can be used to examine the DNA integrity 
of both prokaryotic and eukaryotic cells after they have been 
exposed to a hazardous substance. Due to its uncomplicated 
method, it is frequently employed in toxicological investigations 
and is used to assess AgNPs in animal and plant cells [50].

The genotoxicity of AgNPs can also be determined by moni-
toring their direct effects on plant cells. Because it is a sensitive 
model for detecting substances that can cause chromosomal 
abnormalities, the onion (Allium cepa) is the most widely em-
ployed indicator organism for this type of study. The approach 
involves exposing the plant's roots to the examined agent at var-
ied concentrations and for a specified period of time, and then 
analysing and quantifying the meristematic cells of the roots 
under an optical microscope to detect any abnormalities [51]. 
The Ames Test is another in vitro genotoxicity test that can be 
used to evaluate AgNPs. This method investigates the fraction 
of genotoxicity by evaluating mutation induction in Salmonella 
typhimurium bacteria that have been genetically modified [52].

Phytotoxicity studies can be conducted by observing the 
growth of the seed (germination, root growth, and stem) or 
the production of deformities in the leaves over the duration of 
treatment to determine the impact of chemicals on plant devel-
opment. As model organisms, several plant species, including 
zucchini, tomato, castor, oats, lettuce, and radish, can be used 
to study the phytotoxicity of silver nanoparticles. Methods that 
use lettuce (Lactuca sativa) as a model in phytotoxicity testing 
are typically used for the examination of a wide range of com-
pounds because they are simple, inexpensive, and yield accu-
rate results; lettuce is sensitive to the presence of factors that 
cause environmental stress [53].

In insect pathology, several insect species are frequently 
utilised as alternative models for evaluating insecticidal action 
in order to establish preliminary findings regarding the insec-
ticidal nature of a chemical or product before extrapolating 
the bioassays to more complex organisms. Galleria mellonella 
(Lepidoptera: Pyralidae), Drosophila melanogaster (Diptera: 
Drosophilidae), Bombyx mori (Lepidoptera: Bombycidae), and 
Tenebrio molitor (Coleoptera: Tenebrionidae) are all commonly 
used as analysis models for the insecticidal action of substances 
and pathogens; however, there are no reports in the literature 
G. mellonella, D. melanogaster, and T. molitor were among the 
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model insects used to examine the toxicity of silver nanopar-
ticles; T. molitor is simple to cultivate and manipulate, making 
it perfect for this application [33]. When selecting insect spe-
cies, consideration must be given to the possibility of employing 
them as toxicity models or the occurrence of evolutionary prox-
imity with other commercially significant insect species.

Different metal ions used to synthesise pest control EPF

i.	 Gold (Au) nanoparticles

Aspergillus niger produced AuNPs that were more efficient 
against C. quinquefasciatus larvae than those of A. stephensi 
and A. aegypti. After 48 hours of exposure to the AuNPs pro-
duced by A. niger, all C. quinquefasciatus larval instars showed 
100 percent mortality [53]. A. stephensi larvae were shown to 
be more vulnerable to larvicide produced with gold nanopar-
ticles of Chrysosporium tropicum fungus mortality [53].

ii.	 Silver (Ag) nanoparticles

All stages of C. quinquefasciatus larvae were shown to be 
more vulnerable to the silver nanoparticles generated by the 
fungus C. tropicum mortality [54]. The biocontrol efficiency of 
Ag NPs generated by isolates M. anisopliae was superior to 
that of B. bassiana, Bio Magic, Bio Power, and Bio Catch on 
Rhynchophorus ferrugineus [55]. A. aegypti and A. stephensi 
larvicidal potentials of silver nanoparticles produced utilising 
the fungus Cochliobolus lunatus have been observed [56,57]. 
Emphasised the potential of the B. bassiana mycelial extract, 
which has activated the produced silver nanoparticles, as a bio-
larvicidal agent against the dengue vector Aedes aegypti. Bio-
synthesized silver nanoparticles from the entomopathogenic 
fungus M. rileyi were found to be effective in suppressing the 
larval stage of S. litura on cabbage [58].

iii.	 Other metal ions

Kumaravel et al [58] demonstrated that bimetallic zinc ox-
ide and titanium dioxide nanoparticles generated utilising M. 
anisopilae can be utilised to defend crops from S. furgiperda 
[59], shown that Trichoderma viride-formulated titanium di-
oxide could significantly limit the growth of H. armigera. Rhi-
zopus oryzae-mediated green production of magnesium oxide 
nanoparticles (MgO-NPs) showed larvicidal and adult repellence 
action against Culex pipiens at extremely low concentrations 
[60,61]. Demonstrated that the addition of zinc and aluminium 
nano-metal oxides to M. anisopliae increased its effectiveness 
against C. quinquefasciatus larvae. B. brongniartii Fe0NPs dem-
onstrated promise in the management of S. litura by generating 
a drop in glutathione-S-transferase activities throughout the in-
fection phase, although antioxidant enzyme activities reduced 
during later infection periods [62,63]. Demonstrated that silicon 
dioxide nanoparticles (SiO2) mixed with M. robertsii are effec-
tive against Colorado potato bugs (Leptinotarsa decemlineata) 
and cabbage beetles (Phyllotreta spp.). Copper nanoparticles 
(CuNPs) produced from an aqueous extract of M. robertsii were 
found to be efficient against Aedes stephensi, Aedes aegypti, 
Culex quinquefasciatus, and Trichoptera molitor [64]. Selenium 
nanoparticles (SeNPs) generated using Trichoderma fungus cul-
ture filtrate were discovered to be an excellent larvicidal and 
antifeedant agent, and can therefore be utilised to control S. 
litura larvae [65]. Zinc oxide nanoparticles (ZnONPs) produced 
by A. niger were shown to consume an LD50 level of 12.63 ppm 
to suppress 1st instar larvae of white grub Holotrichia spp [66].

Conclusions

Recent study reveals that using fungi to biogenically produce 
metal nanoparticles offers a lot of advantages and that these 
materials have a promising future in a variety of agricultural 
and medical applications. The nanoparticles' stability is given 
by cappings produced from fungus. Depending on the type of 
fungus utilised, this capping may potentially exhibit biological 
activity, functioning in tandem with the impact of the nanopar-
ticle core. It is feasible to construct nanoparticles with diverse 
physicochemical properties by utilising multiple fungal species 
and synthesising them under a variety of conditions, including 
temperature, pH, biomass concentration, and metal precursor 
concentration, among others. However, a number of obstacles 
must be solved before the use of fungi for biogenic synthesis 
may be considered effective. They include the need to know 
which fungus to use, its growth parameters, the need for sterile 
conditions, and the time necessary for fungal growth and syn-
thesis to be completed. Scaling up can also present obstacles, 
such as the need for greater research into the mechanisms un-
derpinning the creation of capping layers and their constituent 
compounds. The research that has been published to date sug-
gests that the use of fungi for the biogenic synthesis of metal 
nanoparticles can lead to a vast array of potential uses, notwith-
standing the need for more investigation into certain problems. 
These nanoparticles have a substantial amount of application 
potential in the control of insect pests.

Abbreviations

CYP450: Cytochrome P450; NSA: Nanostructured Alumina; 
UV: Ultraviolet; Nps: Nanoparticles; Agnps: Silver; Nanopar-
ticles; DNA: Deoxyribose Nucleic Acid; SOD: Superoxide Dis-
mutase; Zno Nms: Zinc Oxide Nanomaterials; Ache: Acetyl-
choline Esterase; GST: Glutathione S-Transferases; Bt: Bacillus 
Thuringenisis; Aunps: Gold Nanoparticles; ROS: Reactive Oxy-
gen Species; PLGA: Poly (D, L-Lactic-Co-Glycolic Acid); BODIPY: 
Boron-Dipyrromethene, A Fluorescent Dye; HSP: Heat Shock 
Protein; NADH: Nicotinamide Adenine Dinucleotide; Uv-Vis: Ul-
traviolet And Visible; SEM: Scanning Electron Microscopy; TEM: 
Transmission Electron Microscopy; FTIR: Fourier Transform 
Infrared Spectroscopy; XRD: X-Ray Diffraction; MTT: 3-(4,5-Di-
methylthiazol-2-Yl)-2,5-Diphenyl-2H-Tetrazolium Bromide; ISO: 
International Organization For Standardization; Mgo-Nps: Mag-
nesium Oxide Nanoparticles; Fe0NPs: Iron Nanoparticles; Sio2: 
Silicon Dioxide Nanoparticles; Cunps: Copper Nanoparticles; 
Senps: Selenium Nanoparticles; LD: Lethal Dose; EPF: Entomo-
pathogenic Fungi.

Acknowledgment: Not applicable.

References

1.	 Smith K, Evans DA, El-Hiti GA. Role of modern chemistry in sus-
tainable arable crop protection. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol 
Sci. 2008; 363: 623-637.

2.	 Auffan M, Rose J, Bottero JY, Lowry GV, Jolivet JP, et al. Towards 
a definition of inorganic nanoparticles from an environmental, 
health and safety perspective. Nat Nanotechnol. 2009; 4: 634-
641. 

3.	 Hagstrum DW, Phillips TW. Evolution of stored-product entomol-
ogy:  protecting the world food supply. Annu Rev Entomol. 2017; 
62: 379-397. 

4.	 Stadler T, Lopez García GP, Gitto JG, Buteler M. Nanostructured 
alumina: Biocidal properties and mechanism of action of a novel 
insecticide powder. Bull Insectology. 2017; 70: 17-25.



MedDocs Publishers

7Journal of Plant Biology and Crop Research

5.	 Arumugam G, Velayutham V, Shanmugavel S, Sundaram J. Effi-
cacy of nanostructured silica as a stored pulse protector against 
the infestation of bruchid beetle, Callosobruchus maculatus (Co-
leoptera:  Bruchidae). Appl Nanosci. 2016; 6: 445-450. 

6.	 Buteler M, Sofie SW, Weaver DK, Driscoll D, Muretta J, et al. De-
velopment of nanoalumina dust as insecticide against Sitophilus 
oryzae and Rhyzopertha dominica. Int J Pest Manag. 2015; 61: 
80-89.

7.	 Hashem AS, Awadalla SS, Zayed GM, Maggi F, Benelli G. Pimpi-
nella anisum essential oil nanoemulsions against Tribolium 
castaneum-insecticidal activity and mode of action. Environ Sci 
Pollut Res Int. 2018; 25: 18802-18812. 

8.	 Ishwarya R, Vaseeharan B, Anuradha R, Rekha R, Govindarajan 
M, et al. Eco-Friendly Fabrication of Ag nanostructures Using the 
Seed Extract of Pedalium murex, an Ancient Indian Medicinal 
Plant:  histopathological Effects on the Zika Virus Vector Aedes 
aegypti and Inhibition of biofilm-Forming Pathogenic Bacteria. J 
Photochem Photobiol B. 2017; 174: 133-143.

9.	 Sultana N, Raul PK, Goswami D, Das B, Gogoi HK, et al. 
Nanoweapon: Control of mosquito breeding using carbon-Dot-
Silver nanohybrid as a biolarvicide. Environ Chem Lett. 2018; 16: 
1017-1023. 

10.	 Posgai R, Cipolla-McCulloch CB, Murphy KR, Hussain SM, Rowe 
JJ, et al. Differential toxicity of Silver and titanium dioxide 
nanoparticles on Drosophila melanogaster development, repro-
ductive effort, and viability: Size, coatings and antioxidants mat-
ter. Chemosphere. 2011; 85: 34-42.

11.	 Raliya R, Saha D, Chadha TS, Raman B, Biswas P. Non-invasive 
aerosol delivery and transport of gold nanoparticles to the 
brain. Sci Rep. 2017; 7: 44718. 

12.	 Mao BH, Chen ZY, Wang YJ, Yan SJ. Silver nanoparticles have lethal 
and sublethal adverse effects on development and longevity by 
inducing ROS-mediated stress responses. Sci Rep. 2018; 8: 2445. 

13.	 Meng X, Abdlli N, Wang N, Lü P, Nie Z, et al. Effects of Ag 
nanoparticles on growth and fat body proteins in silkworms 
(Bombyx mori). Biol Trace Elem Res. 2017; 180: 327-337.

14.	 Milivojevic T, Glavan G, Božič J, Sepčić K, Mesarič T, et al. Neuro-
toxic potential of ingested ZnO nanomaterials on bees. Chemo-
sphere. 2015; 120: 547-554.

15.	 Guan H, Chi D, Yu J, Li X. A novel photodegradable insecticide: 
Preparation, characterization and properties evaluation of Na-
no-Imidacloprid. Pestic Biochem Physiol. 2008; 92: 83-91.

16.	 Malaikozhundan B, Vaseeharan B, Vijayakumar S, Thangaraj 
MP. Bacillus thuringiensis coated zinc oxide nanoparticle and its 
biopesticidal effects on the pulse beetle, Callosobruchus macu-
latus. J Photochem Photobiol B Biol. 2017; 174: 306-314.

17.	 Phanse Y, Dunphy BM, Perry JL, Airs PM, Paquette CC, et al. 
Biodistribution and toxicity studies of print hydrogel nanopar-
ticles in mosquito larvae and cells. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. 2015; 9: 
e0003735. 

18.	 Chen H, Wang B, Feng W, Du W, Ouyang H, et al. Oral magne-
tite nanoparticles disturb the development of Drosophila mela-
nogaster from oogenesis to adult emergence. Nanotoxicology. 
2015; 9: 302-312. 

19.	 Small T, Ochoa-Zapater MA, Gallello G, Ribera A, Romero FM, 
et al. Gold-nanoparticles ingestion disrupts reproduction and 
development in the German cockroach. Sci Total Environ. 2016; 
565: 882-888.

20.	 Pompa PP, Vecchio G, Galeone A, Brunetti V, Sabella S, et al. In 
vivo toxicity assessment of gold nanoparticles in Drosophila me-

lanogaster. Nano Res. 2011; 4: 405-413. 

21.	 Ong C, Lee QY, Cai Y, Liu X, Ding J, et al. Silver nanoparticles dis-
rupt germline stem cell maintenance in the Drosophila Testis. Sci 
Rep. 2016; 6: 20632.

22.	 Jiang S, Teng CP, Puah WC, Wasser M, Win KY, et al. Oral admin-
istration and selective uptake of polymeric nanoparticles in Dro-
sophila Larvae as an invivo model. ACS Biomater Sci Eng. 2015; 
1: 1077-1084. 

23.	 Mommaerts V, Jodko K, Thomassen LC, Martens JA, Kirsch-
Volders M, et al. Assessment of side-effects by Ludox TMA silica 
nanoparticles following a dietary exposure on the bumblebee 
Bombus terrestris. Nanotoxicology. 2012; 6: 554-561. 

24.	 Pandey A, Chandra S, Chauhan LKS, Narayan G, Chowdhuri DK. 
Cellular internalization and stress response of ingested amor-
phous silica nanoparticles in the midgut of Drosophila melano-
gaster. Biochim Biophys Acta. 2013; 1830: 2256-2266. 

25.	 Nair PMG, Park SY, Lee SW, Choi J. Differential expression of ri-
bosomal protein gene, gonadotrophin releasing hormone gene 
and Balbiani ring protein gene in Silver nanoparticles exposed 
Chironomus riparius. Aquat Toxicol. 2011; 101: 31-37. 

26.	 Nair PMG, Choi J. Modulation in the mRNA expression of ecdy-
sone receptor gene in aquatic midge, Chironomus riparius upon 
exposure to nonylphenol and Silver nanoparticles. Environ Toxi-
col Pharmacol. 2012; 33: 98-106. 

27.	 Demir E, Turna F, Vales G, Kaya B, Creus A, Marcos R. In vivo 
genotoxicity assessment of titanium, zirconium and aluminium 
nanoparticles, and their Microparticulated forms, in Drosophila. 
Chemosphere. 2013; 93: 2304-2310. 

28.	 Patil CD, Borase HP, Suryawanshi RK, Patil SV. Trypsin inactiva-
tion by latex fabricated gold nanoparticles:  a new strategy to-
wards insect control. Enzyme Microb Technol. 2016; 92: 18-25. 

29.	 Dziewięcka M, Karpeta-Kaczmarek J, Augustyniak M, Maj-
chrzycki Ł, Augustyniak-Jabłokow MA. Evaluation of in vivo gra-
phene oxide toxicity for Acheta domesticus in relation to nano-
material purity and time passed from the exposure. Journal of 
hazardous materials. 2016; 305: 30-40.

30.	 Crisan CM, Mocan T, Manolea M, Lasca LI, Tăbăran FA, et al. 
Review on Silver nanoparticles as a novel class of antibacterial 
solutions. Appl Sci. 2021; 11: 1120.

31.	 Hwang JS, Park JE, Kim GW, Nam H, Yu S, et al. Recycling Silver 
nanoparticle debris from laser ablation of Silver nanowire in liquid 
media toward minimum material waste. Sci Rep. 2021; 11: 2262. 

32.	 Dantas KNM, Andrade LR, Lisboa E, Santana VL, Santos ALS, Mel-
lo TP, et al. Antimycotic nail polish based on humic acid-coated 
Silver nanoparticles for onychomycosis. J Chem Technol Biotech-
nol. 2021; 96: 2208-2218. 

33.	 Jorge de Souza TA, Rosa Souza LR, Franchi LP. Silver nanopar-
ticles:  an integrated view of green synthesis methods, transfor-
mation in the environment, and toxicity. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf. 
2019; 169: 691-700. 

34.	 Hadjidemetriou M, Kostarelos K. Nanomedicine:  Evolution of 
the nanoparticle corona. Nat Nanotechnol. 2017; 12: 288-290. 

35.	 Mukherjee S, Patra CR. Biologically synthesized metal nanopar-
ticles:  recent advancement and future perspectives in cancer 
theranostics. Future Sci OA. 2017; 3: FSO203. 

36.	 Handayani W, Ningrum AS, Imawan C C. The role of pH in synthe-
sis silver nanoparticles using Pometia pinnata (Matoa) Leaves 
Extract as Bioreductor. J Phys.:  Conf Ser. 2020; 1428: 012021. 



MedDocs Publishers

8Journal of Plant Biology and Crop Research

37.	 Liu H, Zhang H, Wang J, Wei J. Effect of temperature on the size 
of biosynthesized Silver nanoparticle:  deep insight into micro-
scopic kinetics analysis. Arab J Chem. 2020; 13: 1011-1019.

38.	 Boroumand Moghaddam A, Namvar F, Moniri M, Md Tahir P, 
Azizi S, et al. Nanoparticles biosynthesized by fungi and yeast:  
a review of their preparation, properties, and medical applica-
tions. Molecules. 2015; 20: 16540-16565. 

39.	 Das RK, Pachapur VL, Lonappan L, Naghdi M, Pulicharla R, Maiti 
S, et al. Biological synthesis of metallic nanoparticles:  plants, 
animals and microbial aspects. Nanotechnol Environ Eng. 2017; 
2: 1-21.

40.	 Mourdikoudis S, Pallares RM, Thanh NTK. Characterization tech-
niques for nanoparticles:  comparison and complementarity 
upon studying nanoparticle properties. Nanoscale. 2018; 10: 
12871-934.

41.	 Goldstein J. Practical scanning electron microscopy:  electron 
and ion microprobe analysis. Springer Science + Business Media. 
2012.

42.	 Singer A, Mohapatra SS, Mohapatra S, Barakat Z. Nanoscale 
drug-delivery systems:  in vitro and in vivo characterization. 
Nanocarriers for drug delivery. Nanosci Nanotechnol Drug Deliv. 
2019; 13: 395-419. 

43.	 Sundaravadivelan C, Padmanabhan MN. Effect of Mycosynthe-
sized Silver nanoparticles from filtrate of Trichoderma harzia-
num against larvae and pupa of dengue Vector Aedes aegypti L. 
Environ Sci Pollut Res Int. 2014; 21: 4624-4633. 

44.	 Banu AN, Balasubramanian C. Optimization and synthesis of sil-
ver nanoparticles using Isaria fumosorosea against human vec-
tor mosquitoes. Parasitol Res. 2014; 113: 3843-3851. 

45.	 Prabakaran K, Ragavendran C, Natarajan D. Mycosynthesis of Sil-
ver nanoparticles from Beauveria bassiana and its larvicidal, an-
tibacterial, and cytotoxic effect on human cervical cancer (HeLa) 
cells. RSC Adv. 2016; 6: 44972-44986. 

46.	 Hazaa M, Alm-Eldin M, Ibrahim AE, Elbarky N, Salama M, Sayed 
R, Sayed W. Biosynthesis of Silver nanoparticles using Borago 
officinslis Leaf extract, characterization and larvicidal activity 
against cotton leaf worm, Spodoptera littoralis (Bosid). Int J Trop 
Insect Sci. 2021; 41: 145-156. 

47.	 Bharani RA, Namasivayam SK. Biogenic silver nanoparticles me-
diated stress on developmental period and gut physiology of 
major lepidopteran pest Spodoptera litura (Fab.) (Lepidoptera:  
Noctuidae)-An eco-friendly approach of insect pest control. J 
Environ Chem Eng. 2017; 5: 453-467. 

48.	 Drasler B, Sayre P, Steinhäuser KG, Petri-Fink A, Rothen-Ru-
tishauser B. In vitro approaches to assess the hazard of nanoma-
terials. NanoImpact. 2017; 8: 99-116. 

49.	 Ebrahimzadeh Z, Salehzadeh A, Naeemi AS, Jalali A. Silver 
nanoparticles biosynthesized by Anabaena flos-aquae enhance 
the apoptosis in breast cancer cell line. Bull Mater Sci. 2021; 43: 92. 

50.	 Heikal YM, Şuţan NA, Rizwan M, Elsayed A. Green synthesized 
silver nanoparticles induced cytogenotoxic and genotoxic 
changes in Allium cepa L. varies with nanoparticles doses and 
duration of exposure. Chemosphere. 2020; 243: 125430. 

51.	 Sharma R. Synthesis of Terminalia bellirica Fruit Extract Mediat-
ed Silver Nanoparticles and Application in Photocatalytic Degra-
dation of Wastewater from Textile Industries. Mater Today Proc. 
2021; 44: 1995-1998. 

52.	 Charles J, Sancey B, Morin-Crini N, Badot PM, Degiorgi F, Trunfio 
G, Crini G. Evaluation of the phytotoxicity of polycontaminated 
industrial effluents using the lettuce plant (Lactuca sativa) as a 

bioindicator. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf. 2011; 74: 2057-2064. 

53.	 Soni N, Prakash S. Synthesis of Gold Nanoparticles by the Fungus 
Aspergillus niger and its Efficacy Against Mosquito Larvae. Rep 
Parasitol. 2012a; 2. 

54.	 Soni N, Prakash S. Entomopathogenic fungus generated 
nanoparticles for enhancement of efficacy in Culex quinquefas-
ciatus and Anopheles stephensi. Asian Pac J Trop Dis. 2012b; 2: 
S356-S361. 

55.	 Abdel-Raheem MA, Reyad NF, Alghamdi HA. Virulence of Nano-
Particle preparation of Entomopathogenic fungi and Entomo-
pathogenic Bacteria against red palm weevil, Rhynchophorus 
ferrugineus (Olivier) (Coleoptera:  Curculionidae). Biotechnol 
Lett. 2020; 25: 1151-1159. 

56.	 Salunkhe RB, Patil SV, Patil CD, Salunke BK. Larvicidal potential 
of Silver nanoparticles synthesized using fungus, Cochliobolus 
lunatus against Aedes aegypti (Linnaeus, 1762) and Anopheles 
stephensi Liston (Diptera:  culicidae). Parasitol Res. 2011; 109: 
823-831. 

57.	 Banu AN, Balasubramanian C. Myco-synthesis of silver nanopar-
ticles using Beauveria bassiana against dengue vector, Aedes ae-
gypti (Diptera:  Culicidae). Parasitol Res. 2014; 113: 2869-2877. 

58.	 Kumaravel J, Lalitha K, Arunthirumeni M, Shivakumar MS. Myco-
synthesis of bimetallic zinc oxide and titanium dioxide nanopar-
ticles for control of Spodoptera frugiperda. Pestic Biochem 
Physiol. 2021; 178: 104910.

59.	 Chinnaperumal K, Govindasamy B, Paramasivam D, Dilipkumar 
A, Dhayalan A, Vadivel A, et al. Bio-pesticidal effects of Tricho-
derma viride formulated titanium dioxide nanoparticle and their 
physiological and biochemical changes on Helicoverpa armigera 
(Hub.). Pestic Biochem Physiol. 2018; 149: 26-36. 

60.	 Hassan SED, Fouda A, Saied E, Farag MMS, Eid AM, Barghoth 
MG, et al. Rhizopus oryzae-mediated green synthesis of mag-
nesium oxide nanoparticles (MgO-NPs):  A promising tool for 
antimicrobial, mosquitocidal action, and tanning effluent treat-
ment. J Fungi (Basel). 2021; 7: 372. 

61.	 Rashed SS, Beall WG, Rashad M, Mostafa A. Control of Hu-
man Filarial Vector, Culex quinquefasciatus (Diptera:  Culici-
dae) through Combination of the entomopathogenic Fungus, 
Metarhizium anisopliae and Nanoparticles of zinc oxide and alu-
minum oxide. J Egypt Soc Parasitol. 2020; 50: 221-227. 

62.	 Xu J, Zhang K, Cuthbertson AGS, Du C, Ali S. Toxicity and biologi-
cal effects of Beauveria brongniartii Fe0 nanoparticles against 
Spodoptera litura (Fabricius). Insects. 2020; 11: 895.

63.	 Shatalova EI, Grizanova EV, Dubovskiy IM. The effect of silicon 
dioxide nanoparticles combined with entomopathogenic bacte-
ria or fungus on the survival of Colorado potato beetle and cab-
bage beetles. Nanomaterials (Basel). 2022; 12: 1558. 

64.	 Vivekanandhan P, Swathy K, Thomas A, Kweka EJ, Rahman A, Pit-
tarate S, Krutmuang P. Insecticidal efficacy of microbial-mediat-
ed synthesized copper nano-pesticide against insect pests and 
non-target organisms. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2021; 18: 
10536.

65.	 Arunthirumeni M, Veerammal V, Shivakumar MS. Biocontrol ef-
ficacy of mycosynthesized selenium nanoparticle using Tricho-
derma sp. on insect pest Spodoptera litura. J Clust Sci. 2022; 33: 
1645-1653.

66.	 Shukla G, Gaurav SS, Singh A. Synthesis of mycogenic zinc oxide 
nanoparticles and preliminary determination of its efficacy as 
a larvicide against white grubs (Holotrichia sp.). Int Nano Lett. 
2020; 10: 131-139.	


