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Research into nanotechnology applications for use in agriculture has become

increasingly popular over the past decade, with a particular interest in developing novel

nanoagrochemicals in the form of so-called “nanopesticides” and “nanofertilizers.” In

view of the extensive body of scientific literature available on the topic, many authors

have foreseen a revolution in current agricultural practices. This perspective integrates

scientific, regulatory, public and commercial viewpoints, and aims at critically evaluating

progress made over the last decade. A number of key (and sometimes controversial)

questions are addressed with the aim of identifying the products that will soon emerge

on the market and analyzing how they can fit into current regulatory and commercial

frameworks. Issues related to the differences in definitions and perceptions within

different sectors are discussed, as well as our current ability to assess new risks and

benefits relative to conventional products. Many nanoagrochemicals resemble products

used currently, which raises the question whether the effect of formulation has been

sufficiently taken into account when evaluating agrochemicals. This analysis identifies

directions for future research and regulatory needs in order to encourage intelligent

design and promote the development of more sustainable agrochemicals.

Keywords: nanotechnology, plant protection product, risk, environment, agriculture, nanoformulation,

agrochemical

INTRODUCTION

This perspective focuses on applications of nanotechnology for plant protection and nutrition,
in the form of nanopesticides or nanofertilizers, later referred to as nanoagrochemicals. The use
of agrochemicals is crucial to modern agriculture, but the development of nanopesticides and
nanofertilizers has received less, or at least delayed attention relative to other sectors of the food
chain, such as food processing or packaging. Due to their direct and intentional application in
the environment, nanoagrochemicals may be regarded as particularly critical in terms of possible
environmental impact, as they (would) represent the only intentional diffuse source of engineered
nanoparticles in the environment (Kah et al., 2013).

The use of agrochemicals is associated with some risks for human and environmental health
(e.g., contamination of water resources, residues on food products). Many reports foresee that
nanotechnology will allow the development of high-tech agricultural fields, equipped with a range
of intelligent nanotools that allow for the precise management and control of inputs, including
pesticides, fertilizers, and water. The development of such devices would certainly lead to a
revolution in agricultural practices, and could possibly contribute to an important reduction in
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the impact of modern agriculture on the environment and
an improvement in both the quality and quantity of yields
(Scott and Chen, 2002; ETC, 2004; Sekhon, 2014; Liu and Lal,
2015). However, because agriculture is a low profit industry, one
must recognize that such applications do not fit within current
economic reality and also face a high risk of early regulatory and
social rejection.

After briefly summarizing the activities related to
nanoagrochemicals undertaken over the last decade (Figure 1),
a number of key questions are addressed with the aim of
identifying the products that may soon emerge on the market
and analyzing how they fit into the current regulatory and
commercial frameworks. Viewpoints from the scientific,
industrial, and regulatory spheres are integrated to discuss what
the future of nanoagrochemicals may look like. Finally, future
directions are suggested that may allow the agrochemical sector
to take advantage of nanotechnology, and possibly reduce its
impact on human and environmental health.

A DECADE OF INTENSE (BUT
COMPARTMENTED) ACTIVITIES IN THE
RESEARCH SPHERE

Scientific activities related to the development of nanopesticides
and nanofertilisers have been remarkable and the number
of peer-reviewed papers related to the topic has shown an
exponential growth over the last decade. The different types
of products presented in the literature and the latest trends in
research have been regularly summarized (e.g., Gogos et al.,
2012; Kah et al., 2013; Kah and Hofmann, 2014), though keeping
updated is a difficult task now that several hundreds of papers are
published on the topic each year. A total of 425 hits, for instance,
are returned by searching the Web of Science, TOPIC = nano∗

and (pesticide or fertilizer), only for 2014.
The popularity of the topic recently extended to major

scientific meetings targeting various scientific communities

FIGURE 1 | Activities carried out over the last decade were intense, but fragmented by sectors, with only limited interactions (represented with the

arrows) between the research sphere, governmental, and non-governmental organizations, industry, and the public.

(e.g., ACS, 2014; SETAC, 2014; Crop Chemical Europe, 2015).
The trend is expected to continue, as the topic has recently
been integrated as a research priority by various regulatory
bodies and research funding agencies (e.g., USDA, 2015).
There are huge differences in the research approaches applied
to nanoagrochemicals in the different scientific communities
involved. Some communities tend to convey a very positive image
of the technology (e.g., formulation and material scientists),
while others mainly communicate on the notion of risk (e.g.,
environmental scientists). The opinions presented by researchers
can have a great impact on the perception that non-scientific
communities develop.

GOVERNMENTAL AND
NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

Several international organizations have coordinated workshops
on the applications of nanotechnology for the agricultural sector,
and conclusions were often compiled in reports that are available
online (e.g., FAO/WHO, 2010, 2013; JRC-IPTS, 2014).

Activities by governments and regulatory bodies looking
at developing pieces of legislation that are adapted to
nanoagrochemicals that might emerge vary considerably
(FAO/WHO, 2013; APVMA, 2014). The extent to which
nanoagrochemicals develop will be strongly influenced by
the regulatory system that controls their entry into the
market. There are, at present, great geographical discrepancies,
which may eventually shape applications emerging in a given
market (Watson et al., 2011). In the EU for instance, some
companies are currently facing great challenges derived from
the definition of nanomaterials that has been proposed (EU,
2011). Companies are thus unlikely to choose the EU to
introduce a new nanoagrochemical onto the market. In view
of the general proliferation of nanoregulations worldwide,
there is an urgent need for increased clarity in defining what
constitutes a nanoagrochemical and harmonization of methods
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for assessing their risks. Only a few initiatives have been taken
with this objective so far, (e.g., an expert workshop looking at
facilitating a harmonized risk assessment of nanopesticides,
whose conclusions were compiled in Kookana et al., 2014).
Industry has a key role to play, for instance, by supplying the
necessary data and product information, and sharing their
technical, scientific and policy expertise (Watson et al., 2011).

INDUSTRY

Knowledge about R&D in industry is limited by confidentiality
issues, but while the “nanotechnology hype” continues steadily
in other sectors, no clear applications seem to have emerged
from the agrochemical industry so far. Ten years ago,
expectations regarding nanotechnology were considerable and
often associated with the names of big players: “Monsanto,
Syngenta and BASF are developing pesticides enclosed in
nanocapsules or made up of nanoparticles. The pesticides can be
more easily taken up by plants if they’re in nanoparticle form;
they can also be programmed to be time-released” (Lauterwasser,
2005). Such statements were probably considered to contribute
to a positive image of industry investing in promising R&D
strategies. Similar declarations have now become scarce in
geographical areas where the regulatory burden has greatly
increased over the last decade (e.g., EU). The prefix “nano” may
no longer be perceived positively and some companies seem
to be distancing themselves from the technology. For instance,
there are no more references to nanotechnology when searching
the websites of large agrochemical companies (Suppan, 2013)
while other companies have applied marketing strategies such
as rebranding products or whole companies (e.g., ViveNano,
Inc. changed their name to Vive Crop Protection, Vive Crop
Protection, 2012).

PUBLIC AWARENESS

There are big concerns about the possible stigmatization
of nanomaterials. A representative of the European Crop
Protection Association explains: “In particular, the combination
of nanotechnology, food and pesticides has a high potential of
arousing public concern. The crop protection industry is afraid
of the possibility of a scenario comparable with the rejection
of genetically modified organisms” (JRC-IPTS, 2014). Despite
a number of initiatives to warn the public that nanoparticles
are now intentionally introduced at all stages of the food
chain (e.g., Friends of the Earth, 2008), public awareness about
nanoagrochemicals seems to remain generally low. This may be
explained by (i) most concerns being focused on nanoparticles
used as ingredients and additives to food and food packaging
(e.g., TiO2, nanoAg), and (ii) inherent concerns associated with
the use of agrochemicals (e.g., pesticides do not need to be
associated with “nano” to be a topic of concern).

Overall, increasing regulatory burden and risk of
stigmatization certainly played a role in the apparent decreased
interest of the agrochemical industry in nanotechnology.
However, the most important reason may be that research so
far has not suggested that nanotechnology alone is likely to help

with industry’s research priorities, e.g., the discovery/elucidation
of new modes of action. As explained by a representative of
the European Crop Protection Association: “The nanosize so
far did not demonstrate to hold important product changes of
agrochemical interest. [. . . ] Agrochemical large companies are
constantly exploring the possibilities offered by nanotechnology,
among other innovative technologies” (JRC-IPTS, 2014).

WHAT IS A “NANOPESTICIDE” OR A
“NANOFERTILIZER?”

The terms “nanopesticide” and “nanofertilizer” have been
extensively used, but sometimes with very different meanings
according to the context. Inventories presented to date and based
on patent analysis and scientific literature (e.g., Gogos et al.,
2012; Kah et al., 2013) indicate that the terms can designate
a very wide range of products regarding size, nature, level of
development and even relevance for agricultural practices. In
the scientific literature, the prefix “nano” has been associated
until now with the notion of novelty and implicitly suggests
superior properties relative to non-nano counterparts. Hence,
many formulations were named “nano” with the main objective
of increasing attention and possibly facilitating publication.

When the information makes its way to non-specialist
readership (e.g., in press releases, interviews, reports), there is a
risk of confusion about what a nanopesticide or a nanofertilizer is
and how it relates, for instance, to the definitions that have been
proposed for regulatory purposes.

ARE NANOAGROCHEMICALS
CONSIDERED “NANO” BY REGULATORS?

Overall, the hypothesis that smaller means more reactive and,
thus, more potent has not been substantiated for agrochemicals.
The majority of nanopesticides described as “nano” in literature
greatly exceed the 100 nm size boundary that has been
recommended for regulatory purposes. There are considerable
issues relating to the definition of nanoparticles and how the
criteria proposed could apply to nanopesticides (discussed in
Kah et al., 2013). Most importantly, a definition based on size
alone would exclude many recent so-called nanoformulations
and, on the other hand, include products that have been on
the market for decades without posing particular problems (e.g.,
microemulsions, formulants such as clays and polymers). The EU
initiative of a repository for nanomaterials (EC, 2014), therefore,
comes with the risk to further confuse consumers by including
ingredients that have been used for decades without previously
being classified as “nano” (JRC-IPTS, 2014). In this context, it
may be more useful to speak about nano-enabled or formulation
technology, rather than focusing only on the nanoparticles and
how they should be defined.

ARE NANOPESTICIDES ON THE MARKET?

This recurrent question cannot be answered until a
clear definition has been agreed on, which explains why
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contradictory statements have been made by members of
different communities. Some representatives of governmental
organizations have suggested that there are “no registered
pesticides on the market which contain nanomaterials” (EFSA,
2009) and that “nano-enabled pesticides [are] still a dream
at the moment” (S. Ramaswamy, Director of the USDA
National Institute of Food and Agriculture, Gewin, 2015).
Representatives of industry or research institutions have rather
suggested that there are “very few, if any” or “not many”
(JRC-IPTS, 2014). Finally, other groups have warned that
“Manufactured nanoparticles, nano-emulsions and nano-
capsules are now found in agricultural chemicals” (Friends of the
Earth, 2008) or that “The first nano-formulations of pesticides
are quietly making their way onto agricultural fields” (Gewin,
2015).

CAN THE RISKS AND BENEFITS
ASSOCIATED WITH THE USE OF
NANOAGROCHEMICALS BE ASSESSED?

When considering all nanoproducts that will possibly emerge
in the food and agriculture sectors, there is a widely accepted
consensus that there is insufficient reliable data currently to allow
a clear safety assessment (FAO/WHO, 2013; JRC-IPTS, 2014).

When considering only nanoagrochemicals, the paradigm
behind a classical risk assessment approach (i.e., hazard ×

exposure) is suitable, but applying approaches used within the
current regulatory framework directly would result in a number
of pitfalls (Kookana et al., 2014). Exposure assessment relies
on investigations into the environmental fate of a compound.
There have been a limited number of studies investigating
nanoagrochemicals (Kah et al., 2013; Kah and Hofmann,
2014). It is also likely that fate and hazard endpoints are not
adequately determined through the application of protocols
that were developed previously for other types of chemicals
(Kah et al., 2014; Kookana et al., 2014). Overall, the current
level of knowledge appears to be largely insufficient for a
reliable assessment of the risks associated with the use of
nanoagrochemicals.

However, prohibiting the application of nanopesticides until
they are proven entirely safe is unrealistic, as all pesticides
are inherently toxic (at least to the target pest) and, thus,
associated with some risk. It is also important to note that
some nanopesticides may offer a number of benefits, including
increased efficacy, reductions in application rates, exposure to
non-target organisms or the development of resistances. In the
scientific literature, the last couple of years have seen increasing
incentives to use nanotechnology to develop products that may
be less harmful to the environment relative to conventional
agrochemicals.

A fair assessment of nanopesticides should, thus, be looking
at evaluating both the risks and benefits associated with their use
relative to current solutions. While this may not be possible when
considering all products discussed so far in literature, restricting
the analysis to products that are likely to emerge in the next
decade shows that a fair assessment may be possible.

WHICH TYPES OF
NANOAGROCHEMICALS ARE READY TO
EMERGE IN THE NEXT DECADE?

Many nanoagrochemicals described in the scientific literature
do not fit within current market constraints. Many have
low agronomic relevance, while others are associated with
obviously unacceptable risks without clear benefits. For example,
engineered nanoparticles that have received most of the
attention in other sectors have very low potential for large-scale
agricultural applications (e.g., carbon nanotubes, nanosilver).
Similar to the trends observed in other sectors of the food
chain over the last couple of years, interest has shifted
from inorganic toward organic-based nanomaterials (e.g.,
nano-encapsulates, nano-composites, Aschberger et al., 2015).
Nanoagrochemicals that use organic-based delivery systems
developed for food or pharmaceutical applications are, however,
often not economically competitive with other agrochemicals.
More critical investigations assessing whether the products
presented in the literature are able to compete with existing
formulations in terms of both costs and performance are
markedly needed.

Overall, nanoagrochemicals soon to emerge mostly consist
of “nano” formulations of ingredients registered already and
are, thus, very similar to many agrochemical products that are
presently on the market (e.g., emulsions, suspensions).

ARE NANOFORMULATIONS REALLY NEW?

Development of new formulations has long been a very active
field of research, since all agrochemicals need to be formulated
for specific applications. Under increasing regulatory pressure,
the application and delivery of authorized active substances need
to be optimized more than ever before. Formulation scientists,
thus, continue to explore new solutions aiming to enhance
agrochemical activity, while, at the same time, keeping the
environmental impacts to a minimum. In order to maintain
colloidal stability and prevent phase separation during storage
and application, most formulations contain structures belonging
to the nanometer range (e.g., micelles) which also exist in many
natural products (e.g., milk). Formulation scientists have now
access to novel instruments that allow a better understanding of
those structures, facilitating their synthesis and modifications to
suit a given purpose.

“Nano-enabled” formulations could, for example, encompass
those emulsions made of smaller micelles formed with smaller
amount of surfactants, or microcapsules with a well-defined
nanopore network. Such products have the potential to support
a better management of agricultural inputs and, thus, to reduce
the impact of modern agriculture. Hence, the regulation of a
formulation on the market should not be solely based on a size
threshold (i.e., above or below 100 nm), but rather rely on a
science-based assessment of new risks and benefits involved, not
only in terms of individual ingredients, but also based on how the
whole formulation (i.e., active(s) and formulants) behaves in the
environment.
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TO WHAT EXTENT ARE THE EFFECTS OF
FORMULATION CURRENTLY TAKEN INTO
ACCOUNT?

The effects of formulations on the environmental fate and
effect of active substances in pesticides have been evaluated to
a limited extent in the EU under Directive 91/414. The new
EU regulation for pesticides (1107/2009) states that the impact
of formulations should be taken into account, but it comes
simultaneously with guidance documents suggesting that it is
acceptable to assume “that formulants do not influence the fate
and behavior of an active substance in the environment” (e.g.,
European Commission, 2009).

Pesticide authorization has long been subject to a strict
and increasingly protective regulatory risk assessment. Safety
factors are typically applied in order to account for uncertainties
and provide a margin of safety. It is likely that the effects
of formulations (nano or not) fall within this margin. This
is probably the reason why a representative of the European
Crop Protection Association considered that “under the current
procedure for traditional crop protection products, the safety
of nanomaterials would also be properly assessed” (JRC-IPTS,
2014), even though current scientific paradigms may not be
adequate.

Using the highly conservative risk assessment strategy
described above does not encourage the level of investment in
R&D that is necessary to design formulations which reduce
the risk (e.g., through reductions in application rates or spray
drift). Impacts of (nano)formulations on the fate and effects
of active substances have been reported on many occasions in
the scientific literature, but the mechanisms involved remain
poorly understood. Elucidating those processes and analyzing
the consequences in terms of environmental impact requires
the application of experimental protocols, analytical techniques
and theories that are different to those typically applied
to agrochemicals (e.g., colloidal chemistry). Kookana et al.
(2014) discussed how combining and adapting the approaches
developed for pesticides and nanoparticles could, in many cases,
provide a reasonable assessment of the risks associated with
nanopesticides. The same approach could also be successfully
applied to assess the impacts of formulations likely to exhibit
colloidal behavior upon application (independent from whether
or not they were designated as “nano” according to criteria
applied in the research, public or industry spheres).

WHAT MAY BE THE FUTURE OF
NANOAGROCHEMICALS?

Two potential scenarios that the development of
nanoagrochemicals might follow in the future are illustrated
in Figure 2. In the first, developments continue along the
current path and nanoagrochemicals are likely to become,
or at least be perceived as, the next emerging category
of contaminants associated with agricultural practices.
Alternatively, nanotechnology could become a potential source
of emerging solutions to mitigate contamination by pesticides

FIGURE 2 | The future of nanoagrochemicals may follow one of two

scenarios. In the first (most likely in the current context), nanoagrochemicals

are considered as emerging contaminants and the development of the

technology will remain limited. The second scenario will require the

establishment of highly collaborative and interdisciplinary research to provide

fair assessment of both risk and benefits so that the full potential of

(nano)formulations can be explored.

and fertilizers. This second scenario can only be achieved by
rapid changes by industry, researchers, and regulatory agencies,
following for instance, some of the directions suggested below.

• Available analyses of nanoagrochemicals typically consider
all products discussed in literature, many of which represent
an unacceptable risk, without being relevant for agricultural
applications (e.g., ingredients that are extremely persistent
or whose efficacy is marginal). Increasing collaborations
between disciplines that are involved at all stages of
the development and evaluation of agrochemicals (e.g.,
formulation, plant, material, and environmental scientists)
will support the development of products fitting within the
multiple constraints of the agrochemical sector and that are
likely to bring an added value relative to existing products.

• The requirements of the latest EU directive regarding
a better evaluation of formulations are typically viewed
as additional constraints. Current approaches to chemical
regulatory assessment often consist of applying incremental
safety factors to account for the increasing level of uncertainty.
Alternatively, new science-based tools should be developed to
assess and fully exploit what the science of formulation has to
offer, based on the risks and benefits over the entire life cycle
of the products.

• With increasing regulatory pressure and risk of stigmatization,
incentives are needed to promote innovation that may
lead to the development of more intelligent solutions
for plant protection and nutrition. Promotion of more
collaboration across sectors (e.g., research, industry, and
regulators) and integration of social science and law will
ensure public/consumer acceptance and the development of
suitable legal frameworks.

• Establishing a size threshold to distinguish “nano” from
“non-nano” is of limited value for agrochemicals. Moving
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to a broader concept of nano-enabled technology and
building on the experience from other sectors (e.g., food
science, nanometrology) will be more valuable to support the
development of more sustainable agrochemicals.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I am grateful to the Austrian Science Fund (FWF): V408-N28 and

to Dr. A. Praetorius for constructive discussions.

REFERENCES

ACS (2014). Special symposium on the “fate, effects and risks of nanopesticides.”

in National Meeting of the American Chemical Society (San Francisco, CA).

APVMA (2014). A Draft Report from the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary

Medicines Authority. Regulatory Considerations for Nanopesticides and

Veterinary Nanomedecines. Available online at: http://apvma.gov.au/

sites/default/files/docs/report-draft-regulatory-considerations-nanopesticides-

veterinary-nanomedicines.pdf [Accessed July 23, 2015].

Aschberger, K., Gottardo, S., Amenta, V., Arena, M., Moniz, F. B., Bouwmeester,

H., et al. (2015). Nanomaterials in food – current and future applications

and regulatory aspects. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 617, 1–6. doi: 10.1088/1742-

6596/617/1/012032

Crop and Chemical Europe (2015). “Agrochemical Formulation,” in Conference

Organized by Informal Life. Availabe online at: http://www.informa-ls.com/

event/cropform2014/Content [Accessed July 23, 2015].

EC (2014). JRC Nanomaterials Repository. Available online at: https://ec.europa.

eu/jrc/en/scientific-tool/jrc-nanomaterials-repository [Accessed October 23,

2015].

EFSA (2009). European Food Safety Authority. Updating the opinion related to

the revision of Annexes II and III to Council Directive 91/414/EEC concerning

the placing of plant protection products on the market – Toxicological and

metabolism studies. EFSA J. 1166, 1–6. doi: 10.2903/j.efsa.2009.1166

ETC (2004). Down to the Farm. The Impact of NANO-scale Technologies on

Food and Agriculture. Available online at: http://www.etcgroup.org/ [Accessed

August 18, 2015].

EU (2011). Commission Recommendation of 18 October 2011 on the Definition of

Nanomaterial. Available online at: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/chemicals/

nanotech/#definition [Accessed August 18, 2015].

European Commission (2009). Regulation EC 1107/2009 Concerning the Placing

of Plant Protection Products on the Market. Guidance on Section 5 – Fate and

Behaviour in the Environment. Available online at: http://eur-lex.europa.eu/

legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32009R1107 [Accessed August 20, 2015].

FAO/WHO (2010). “Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations

and World Health Organization expert meeting on the application of

nanotechnologies in the food and agriculture sectors. Potential food safety

implications,” in Meeting Report (Rome) Availble online at: http://whqlibdoc.

who.int/publications/2010/9789241563932_eng.pdf [Accessed July 23, 2015].

FAO/WHO (2013). “Food andAgriculture Organization of the United Nations and

World Health Organization. State of the art on the initiatives and activities

relevant to risk assessment and risk management of nanotechnologies in

the food and agriculture sectors,” in FAO/WHO Technical Paper. Available

online at: http://www.fao.org/docrep/018/i3281e/i3281e.pdf [Accessed July

23, 2015].

Friends of the Earth (2008). Out of the Laboratory and on to Our

Plates.Nanotechnolgy in Food and Agriculture. Available online at: http://

www.foe.org/system/storage/877/b5/4/547/Nanotechnology_in_food_and_

agriculture_-_web_resolution.pdf [Accessed July 23, 2015].

Gewin, W. (2015). Everything You Need to Know About Nanopesticides.

Modern Farmer Article. Available online at: http://modernfarmer.com/2015/01/

everything-need-know-nanopesticides/ [Accessed July 23, 2015].

Gogos, A., Knauer, K., and Bucheli, T. D. (2012). Nanomaterials in plant protection

and fertilization: current state, foreseen applications, and research priorities.

J. Agric. Food Chem. 60, 9781–9792. doi: 10.1021/jf302154y

JRC-IPTS (2014). “Nanotechnology for the agricultural sector: from research to the

field,” in Proceedings of a workshop organized by Joint Research Centre – Institute

for Prospective Technological, eds C. Parsi, M. Vigani, and E. Rodriguez-Cerezo.

Available online at: https://ec.europa.eu/jrc/sites/default/files/ipts_jrc_89736_

(online)__final.pdf [Accessed July 23, 2015]).

Kah, M., Beulke, S., Tiede, K., and Hofmann, T. (2013). Nanopesticides: state of

knowledge, environmental fate and exposure modelling. Crit. Rev. Environ. Sci.

Technol. 43, 1823–1867. doi: 10.1080/10643389.2012.671750

Kah, M., and Hofmann, T. (2014). Nanopesticides research: current trends

and future priorities. Environ. Int. 63, 224–235. doi: 10.1016/j.envint.2013.

11.015

Kah, M., Machinski, P., Koerner, P., Tiede, K., Grillo, R., Fraceto, L. F., et al. (2014).

Analysing the fate of nanopesticides in soil and the applicability of regulatory

protocols using a polymer-based nanoformulation of atrazine. Environ. Sci.

Pollut. Res. 21, 11699–11707. doi: 10.1007/s11356-014-2523-6

Kookana, R. S., Boxall, A. B. A., Reeves, P. T., Ashauer, R., Beulke, S., Chaudhry,

Q., et al. (2014). Nanopesticides: Guiding principles for regulatory evaluation

of environmental risks. J. Agric. Food Chem. 62, 4227–4240. doi: 10.1021/

jf500232f

Lauterwasser, C. (2005). “Small sizes that matter: Opportunities and risks of

nanotechnologies,” in Report by Alliance in Co-operation with the OECD

International Futures Programmes. Available online at: http://www.oecd.org/

science/nanosafety/37770473.pdf [Accessed August 18, 2015].

Liu, R., and Lal, R. (2015). Potentials of engineered nanoparticles as fertilizers

for increasing agronomic productions. Sci. Total Environ. 514, 131–139. doi:

10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.01.104

Scott, N., and Chen, H. (2002). “Nanoscale science and engineering for agriculture

and food systems,” in Report Submitted to Cooperative State Research, Education

and Extension Service of the US Department of Agriculture. Available online at:

http://www.nseafs.cornell.edu/web.roadmap.pdf [Accessed August 18, 2015].

Sekhon, B. S. (2014). Nanotechnology in agri-food production: an overview.

Nanotechnol. Sci. Appl. 7, 31–53. doi: 10.2147/NSA.S39406

SETAC (2014). “Keynote on “nanopesticides and veterinary nanomedicines:

regulatory challenge?” in SETAC Asia/Pacific Conference (Adelaide, AU).

Suppan, S. (2013). Nanomaterials in Soil: Our Future Food Chain? Institute

for Agriculture and Trade Policy. Available online at: http://www.iatp.org/

documents/nanomaterials-in-soil-our-future-food-chain [Accessed July 23,

2015].

USDA (2015). U.S. Department of Agriculture Awards $3.8 Million in Grants

for Nanotechnology Research. Available online at: http://nifa.usda.gov/press-

release/usda-awards-38-million-grants-nanotechnology-research [Accessed

August 18, 2015].

Vive Crop Protection (2012). Available online at: http://www.vivecrop.com/

ACCN_April2012.pdf [Accessed July 23, 2015].

Watson, S. B., Gergely, A., and Janus, E. R. (2011).Where is “Agronanotechnology”

heading in the united states and european union? Nat. Resour. Environ. 26,

8–12.

Conflict of Interest Statement: The author declares that the research was

conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could

be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2015 Kah. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms

of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or

reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) or licensor

are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance

with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted

which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Chemistry | www.frontiersin.org 6 November 2015 | Volume 3 | Article 64

http://apvma.gov.au/sites/default/files/docs/report-draft-regulatory-considerations-nanopesticides-veterinary-nanomedicines.pdf
http://apvma.gov.au/sites/default/files/docs/report-draft-regulatory-considerations-nanopesticides-veterinary-nanomedicines.pdf
http://apvma.gov.au/sites/default/files/docs/report-draft-regulatory-considerations-nanopesticides-veterinary-nanomedicines.pdf
http://www.informa-ls.com/event/cropform2014/Content
http://www.informa-ls.com/event/cropform2014/Content
https://ec.europa.eu/jrc/en/scientific-tool/jrc-nanomaterials-repository
https://ec.europa.eu/jrc/en/scientific-tool/jrc-nanomaterials-repository
http://www.etcgroup.org/
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/chemicals/nanotech/#definition
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/chemicals/nanotech/#definition
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32009R1107
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:32009R1107
http://whqlibdoc.who.int/publications/2010/9789241563932_eng.pdf
http://whqlibdoc.who.int/publications/2010/9789241563932_eng.pdf
http://www.fao.org/docrep/018/i3281e/i3281e.pdf
http://www.foe.org/system/storage/877/b5/4/547/Nanotechnology_in_food_and_agriculture_-_web_resolution.pdf
http://www.foe.org/system/storage/877/b5/4/547/Nanotechnology_in_food_and_agriculture_-_web_resolution.pdf
http://www.foe.org/system/storage/877/b5/4/547/Nanotechnology_in_food_and_agriculture_-_web_resolution.pdf
http://modernfarmer.com/2015/01/everything-need-know-nanopesticides/
http://modernfarmer.com/2015/01/everything-need-know-nanopesticides/
https://ec.europa.eu/jrc/sites/default/files/ipts_jrc_89736_(online)__final.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/jrc/sites/default/files/ipts_jrc_89736_(online)__final.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/science/nanosafety/37770473.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/science/nanosafety/37770473.pdf
http://www.nseafs.cornell.edu/web.roadmap.pdf
http://www.iatp.org/documents/nanomaterials-in-soil-our-future-food-chain
http://www.iatp.org/documents/nanomaterials-in-soil-our-future-food-chain
http://nifa.usda.gov/press-release/usda-awards-38-million-grants-nanotechnology-research
http://nifa.usda.gov/press-release/usda-awards-38-million-grants-nanotechnology-research
http://www.vivecrop.com/ACCN_April2012.pdf
http://www.vivecrop.com/ACCN_April2012.pdf
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Chemistry
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Chemistry/archive

	Nanopesticides and Nanofertilizers: Emerging Contaminants or Opportunities for Risk Mitigation?
	Introduction
	A Decade of Intense (But Compartmented) Activities in the Research Sphere
	Governmental and Non-governmental Organizations
	Industry
	Public Awareness
	What is a ``Nanopesticide'' or a ``Nanofertilizer?''
	Are Nanoagrochemicals Considered ``Nano'' by Regulators?
	Are Nanopesticides on the Market?
	Can the Risks and Benefits Associated with the Use of Nanoagrochemicals be Assessed?
	Which Types of Nanoagrochemicals are Ready to Emerge in the Next Decade?
	Are Nanoformulations Really New?
	To What Extent are the Effects of Formulation Currently Taken into Account?
	What may be the Future of Nanoagrochemicals?
	Acknowledgments
	References


