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ABSTRACT 

Plant viral diseases are a major challenge for agriculture worldwide, threatening crop yields and food security. 
Traditional methods of controlling these viruses often fall short, leading to the need for more innovative solutions. One of 
the most promising approaches in recent years has been the use of molecular nanotherapeutics. These involve the use of 
tiny, nanoscale materials that can carry antiviral agents directly to the infected parts of plants, offering a more targeted 
and effective treatment. This review explores the latest developments in this field, focusing on different types of 
nanoparticles, such as metal-based, polymer-based, and carbon-based materials, and how they work to combat plant 
viruses. We also look at how these nanoparticles can be combined with gene-silencing technologies like RNA interference 
and CRISPR/Cas systems to boost their effectiveness. While the potential of nanotherapeutics is significant, there are still 
challenges to be addressed, particularly around their environmental impact and safety. Through real-world examples 
and case studies, we highlight the successes and ongoing research efforts in this area, offering insights into how 
nanotherapeutics could be integrated into sustainable agricultural practices in the future. 
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INTRODUCTION  
Plant viral diseases pose a significant threat to global agricultural productivity, with a wide array of viral 
pathogens affecting crops across various regions. These viruses can lead to substantial yield losses, 
diminished crop quality, and increased production costs, ultimately impacting food security and economic 
stability (26). The challenge of controlling plant viral diseases is exacerbated by the complex nature of 
viral interactions with their host plants and the environment. Traditional control strategies, such as the 
use of resistant cultivars, chemical treatments, and cultural practices, often prove insufficient in fully 
managing these pathogens.  
Major Plant Viral Pathogens 
Plant viruses are responsible for a wide range of diseases that affect both staple and cash crops 
worldwide. Some of the most impactful plant viral pathogens include the Tobacco mosaic virus (TMV) 
(Fig.1), Tomato spotted wilt virus (TSWV), Potato virus Y (PVY), and Cucumber mosaic virus (CMV). These 
viruses belong to different families, each with unique modes of transmission, symptoms, and host ranges. 
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Figure 1. Image showing the picture of Tobacco mosaic virus (TMV). Source-Drug Target Review. 

Tobacco mosaic virus (TMV) is one of the most studied plant viruses, known for its stability and wide host 
range, which includes tobacco, tomatoes, and several other Solanaceae crops. TMV is transmitted 
mechanically, meaning it can spread through direct contact between infected and healthy plants, as well 
as through contaminated tools and workers (117). The symptoms caused by TMV, such as mosaic 
patterns on leaves, stunted growth, and leaf curling, can severely reduce crop yield and quality. 
Tomato spotted wilt virus (TSWV) is another major plant viral pathogen with a broad host range, affecting 
over 1,000 plant species, including tomatoes, peppers, and peanuts. TSWV is transmitted by thrips, small 
insects that acquire the virus when feeding on infected plants and subsequently spread it to healthy ones. 
The virus causes a range of symptoms, such as chlorotic rings, necrotic spots, and wilting, which can lead 
to significant yield losses (94). 
Potato virus Y (PVY) primarily affects potatoes, causing mosaic patterns, leaf necrosis, and tuber 
malformation. PVY is transmitted by aphids, which acquire the virus from infected plants and transfer it 
to healthy ones during feeding. The virus can also be spread through infected seed potatoes, making it a 
persistent problem in potato cultivation. 
Cucumber mosaic virus (CMV) has a wide host range, affecting over 1,200 plant species, including 
cucumbers, melons, and peppers. CMV is transmitted by aphids in a non-persistent manner, meaning the 
virus is acquired quickly by the insect and can be transmitted immediately to a healthy plant. CMV 
symptoms include mosaic patterns, leaf distortion, and fruit malformation, leading to reduced 
marketability of the produce. 
The control of these major plant viral pathogens is challenging due to their diverse transmission modes 
and the limited effectiveness of traditional control methods. Resistant cultivars, while useful, are often 
susceptible to evolving viral strains. Chemical treatments, such as insecticides to control vector 
populations, are not always effective and can lead to environmental and health concerns. Cultural 
practices, including crop rotation and sanitation, may reduce the spread of viruses but do not eliminate 
them. Given the limitations of these strategies, there is a pressing need for innovative approaches to 
manage plant viral diseases. Molecular nanotherapeutics, which leverage nanoscale materials for targeted 
antiviral treatment, represent a promising frontier in this effort. These advanced techniques have the 
potential to overcome the challenges posed by conventional methods, offering more effective and 
sustainable solutions for controlling plant viral pathogens. 
Economic and Agricultural Impact of Plant Viral Diseases 
Plant viral diseases have a profound impact on both the economy and agricultural productivity 
worldwide. These impacts are multifaceted, affecting everything from crop yields and quality to the 
livelihoods of farmers and the broader agricultural industry. The economic and agricultural consequences 
of plant viral diseases is crucial for developing effective management strategies and justifying 
investments in innovative control methods, such as molecular nanotherapeutics. 
Economic Impact of Plant Viral Diseases 
The economic impact of plant viral diseases can be devastating, particularly in regions where agriculture 
is a primary source of income. Viral infections can lead to significant yield losses, which directly translate 
into reduced income for farmers. For example, the Tomato yellow leaf curl virus (TYLCV) has caused 
estimated yield losses of up to 100% in some regions, severely impacting tomato production and leading 
to economic hardships for growers (84). 
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In addition to yield losses, plant viral diseases can also increase production costs. Farmers may need to 
invest in more frequent pesticide applications to control virus vectors, such as aphids or whiteflies, or in 
more expensive virus-resistant cultivars. These additional costs can strain already tight profit margins, 
particularly for smallholder farmers. Moreover, the need for frequent pesticide applications can lead to 
the development of pesticide resistance in vector populations, further complicating control efforts and 
increasing costs (93). The impact of plant viral diseases extends beyond individual farmers to the broader 
agricultural economy. In regions where certain crops are major exports, widespread viral outbreaks can 
reduce the volume and quality of produce available for export, leading to decreased foreign exchange 
earnings. This can have ripple effects throughout the economy, affecting everything from employment 
rates in agricultural sectors to the balance of trade. For instance, the impact of Potato virus Y (PVY) on 
potato production in Europe has been associated with substantial economic losses, not only due to 
reduced yields but also due to the loss of export markets where stringent quality standards are not met 
(60). 
Agricultural Impact of Plant Viral Diseases 
The agricultural impact of plant viral diseases is equally significant, with effects on both crop production 
and agricultural practices. One of the most direct impacts is the reduction in crop yields. Viral infections 
can stunt plant growth, reduce fruit size and quality, and in severe cases, kill the plant outright. This 
reduction in yield can be particularly devastating for staple crops, where large-scale losses can lead to 
food shortages and increased food prices. For example, the Cassava mosaic virus (CMV) has led to 
significant yield reductions in cassava, a staple food crop in many parts of Africa, contributing to food 
insecurity in the region (69). 
Beyond yield reductions, plant viral diseases can also affect the quality of the harvested produce. Viruses 
like Cucumber mosaic virus (CMV) and Papaya ringspot virus (PRSV) can cause visual symptoms such as 
mottling, leaf distortion, and fruit deformation, which reduce the marketability of the produce. Even if the 
crop is still edible, the visual defects can lead to lower prices in the market, further reducing income for 
farmers (93). The presence of plant viral diseases also influences agricultural practices. In an attempt to 
manage viral infections, farmers may resort to practices such as crop rotation, the use of resistant 
varieties, and increased use of chemical controls. While these practices can be effective to some extent, 
they often come with trade-offs. For instance, the continuous use of resistant varieties can lead to the 
evolution of virus strains that can overcome the resistance, rendering the cultivars ineffective over time. 
Similarly, increased chemical use can lead to environmental degradation and health risks for farm 
workers, highlighting the need for more sustainable approaches to viral disease management (8). 
The agricultural impact of plant viral diseases also extends to biodiversity. In some cases, the presence of 
a viral disease can lead to a reduction in the diversity of crops being grown, as farmers may switch to 
more resistant but less diverse crops. This reduction in crop diversity can make agricultural systems 
more vulnerable to other pests and diseases, creating a vicious cycle of increasing disease pressure and 
decreasing crop diversity (40). With the substantial economic and agricultural impacts of plant viral 
diseases, there is an urgent need for innovative control strategies that can effectively manage these 
pathogens while minimizing negative consequences for farmers and the environment. Molecular 
nanotherapeutics represent a promising approach in this regard, offering the potential for more targeted, 
efficient, and sustainable control of plant viral diseases. 
Limitations of Conventional Control Methods 
Conventional control methods for managing plant viral diseases have been the cornerstone of agricultural 
practices for decades. These methods include the use of resistant cultivars, chemical treatments, cultural 
practices, and vector control strategies. However, despite their widespread application, these approaches 
have inherent limitations that often hinder their effectiveness and sustainability. As plant viral diseases 
continue to evolve and pose significant challenges to global agriculture, the shortcomings of conventional 
methods underscore the need for innovative solutions like molecular nanotherapeutics. 
 Development of Resistance in Viral Pathogens 
One of the major limitations of conventional control methods is the development of resistance in viral 
pathogens. Resistance is particularly problematic in the use of resistant cultivars, where the genetic 
resistance bred into the plant can be overcome by the virus through mutation or recombination. This 
phenomenon has been observed in several plant-virus interactions (Fig 2). For example, the Tomato 
yellow leaf curl virus (TYLCV) has developed strains that can overcome resistance genes in tomatoes, 
leading to renewed outbreaks despite the use of resistant varieties (96). This constant "arms race" 
between breeding efforts and viral evolution often results in the short-lived effectiveness of resistant 
cultivars, necessitating the continuous development of new varieties. 
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Figure 2 Image showing the development of plant resistance against viruses. Image created with 

Biorender.com 
 Limited Efficacy of Chemical Treatments 
Chemical treatments, including the use of pesticides to control vector populations, are another 
conventional method with significant limitations. While insecticides can reduce the population of vectors 
like aphids, whiteflies, and thrips that transmit plant viruses, they are often not entirely effective in 
preventing viral spread. Many plant viruses are transmitted in a non-persistent manner, meaning that 
vectors can acquire and transmit the virus within minutes of feeding on an infected plant. This rapid 
transmission process often occurs before the vector is killed by the insecticide, rendering chemical 
control methods less effective (16). Additionally, the overreliance on chemical treatments has led to the 
development of resistance in vector populations, further reducing the efficacy of these methods. For 
instance, the whitefly Bemisia tabaci, a major vector of several plant viruses, has developed resistance to 
multiple classes of insecticides, making chemical control increasingly difficult and less reliable (52). 
Moreover, the extensive use of pesticides poses environmental and health risks, including the 
contamination of soil and water, harm to non-target organisms, and potential health hazards for 
farmworkers and consumers. 
High Cost and Labor Intensity of Cultural Practices 
Cultural practices, such as crop rotation, sanitation, and the removal of infected plants (rogueing), are 
traditional methods used to manage plant viral diseases. While these practices can reduce the incidence 
of viral infections, they often come with significant drawbacks. Crop rotation, for example, may not be 
feasible in regions where land is limited or where specific crops dominate the agricultural landscape. 
Additionally, rogueing is labor-intensive and may not be practical for large-scale operations or for viruses 
with long incubation periods, where symptoms are not immediately visible (126). Sanitation practices, 
such as disinfecting tools and equipment to prevent mechanical transmission of viruses, also require 
strict adherence and can be challenging to implement consistently across large farming operations. The 
labor and cost associated with these cultural practices can be prohibitive, particularly for smallholder 
farmers who may lack the resources to implement these methods effectively. 
Incomplete Control of Viral Vectors 
Vector control is a critical component of managing plant viral diseases, as many viruses rely on insect 
vectors for transmission. However, the complexity of vector behavior and ecology often makes complete 
control difficult to achieve. For instance, vectors like aphids and whiteflies are highly mobile and can 
rapidly colonize new areas, making it challenging to maintain effective control over large agricultural 
fields (89). Additionally, many vectors have wide host ranges and can survive on alternative hosts, 
complicating efforts to reduce their populations through host plant management. Biological control 
methods, such as the introduction of natural enemies to reduce vector populations, also have limitations. 
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While these methods can be effective in certain contexts, they often require careful management and may 
not provide immediate results. Furthermore, the effectiveness of biological control can be influenced by 
environmental factors, such as temperature and humidity, which may vary across different agricultural 
regions (46). 
Environmental and Health Concerns 
The environmental and health impacts of conventional control methods are significant concerns that 
further highlight their limitations. The widespread use of chemical pesticides has been linked to the 
contamination of soil, water, and non-target organisms, leading to a reduction in biodiversity and the 
disruption of ecosystems. Additionally, pesticide residues on food products pose potential health risks to 
consumers, while exposure to these chemicals can lead to acute and chronic health issues for 
farmworkers (3). The environmental persistence of some pesticides also raises concerns about long-term 
sustainability. Persistent chemicals can accumulate in the environment, leading to the development of 
resistant pest populations and the decline of beneficial organisms, such as pollinators and natural 
predators of pests. These environmental and health concerns underscore the need for more sustainable 
and environmentally friendly approaches to managing plant viral diseases. 
Lack of Adaptability to Emerging Viral Threats 
Another significant limitation of conventional control methods is their lack of adaptability to emerging 
viral threats. As new viral strains and species emerge, often driven by factors such as climate change and 
global trade, existing control methods may prove ineffective. The slow pace of developing new resistant 
cultivars or chemical treatments in response to these emerging threats can leave crops vulnerable to 
widespread outbreaks (56). This lack of adaptability necessitates the exploration of more flexible and 
innovative approaches that can respond to the dynamic nature of plant viral diseases. 
Molecular Nanotherapeutics:  
The advent of molecular nanotherapeutics has ushered in a new era in the management of plant viral 
diseases, offering unprecedented precision and effectiveness in combating these pathogens. This 
innovative approach leverages the unique properties of nanoscale materials to deliver targeted 
therapeutic agents directly to the site of infection, thereby enhancing the efficacy of treatment while 
minimizing off-target effects. The application of nanotechnology in plant pathology is a revolutionary shift 
from traditional methods, addressing many of the limitations associated with conventional control 
strategies (97).  
Concept and Principles of Molecular Nanotherapeutics 
Molecular nanotherapeutics is a branch of nanotechnology that involves the use of nanoscale materials 
and devices for therapeutic purposes, particularly in the treatment of diseases at the molecular and 
cellular levels. In the context of plant viral diseases, molecular nanotherapeutics refers to the application 
of nanoparticles and other nanomaterials to deliver antiviral agents directly to the infected plants, 
offering a more targeted and efficient approach to disease management. 
The fundamental principle of molecular nanotherapeutics lies in the unique properties of nanoparticles, 
which are materials with dimensions typically ranging from 1 to 100 nanometers. At this scale, materials 
exhibit novel physical, chemical, and biological properties that differ significantly from their bulk 
counterparts. These properties include a high surface area-to-volume ratio, enhanced reactivity, and the 
ability to interact with biological systems at the molecular level. These characteristics make nanoparticles 
particularly well-suited for use in therapeutic applications, where precision and efficacy are paramount 
(13). One of the key concepts in molecular nanotherapeutics is the targeted delivery of therapeutic 
agents. Traditional chemical treatments often suffer from poor specificity, leading to the widespread 
distribution of the active ingredient throughout the plant, which can result in off-target effects and 
reduced efficacy. Nanoparticles, on the other hand, can be engineered to deliver antiviral agents 
specifically to the site of infection, thereby increasing the concentration of the therapeutic agent at the 
target site and enhancing its effectiveness (48). This targeted delivery is achieved through various 
mechanisms, including passive targeting, active targeting, and stimuli-responsive systems. 
Passive targeting relies on the natural distribution patterns of nanoparticles within the plant's vascular 
system. Due to their small size, nanoparticles can easily move through the plant's xylem and phloem, 
reaching the infected tissues more efficiently than larger particles or molecules. This passive targeting is 
particularly effective in systemic viral infections, where the virus spreads throughout the plant via the 
vascular system (53). 
Active targeting involves the functionalization of nanoparticles with specific ligands or antibodies that 
recognize and bind to viral components or infected cells. By attaching these targeting moieties to the 
surface of the nanoparticles, researchers can direct the therapeutic agents precisely to the sites of viral 
replication, thereby increasing the local concentration of the antiviral agent and reducing the likelihood of 
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damage to healthy tissues (32) This approach is particularly valuable in cases where the virus is localized 
in specific tissues or cells within the plant. 
Stimuli-responsive systems are another innovative aspect of molecular nanotherapeutics. These 
systems involve nanoparticles that are engineered to release their therapeutic payload in response to 
specific environmental triggers, such as changes in pH, temperature, or the presence of certain enzymes 
associated with viral infection. For example, nanoparticles can be designed to release antiviral agents 
when they encounter the acidic environment of an infected cell or in response to enzymes produced by 
the virus during replication (85). This controlled release mechanism ensures that the therapeutic agent is 
delivered precisely when and where it is needed, minimizing waste and reducing the potential for off-
target effects. 
The versatility of nanoparticles in molecular nanotherapeutics extends beyond their ability to deliver 
antiviral agents. Nanoparticles can also be used to enhance the plant's innate immune response to viral 
infections. Certain nanoparticles, such as silver and gold nanoparticles, have been shown to induce 
systemic acquired resistance (SAR) in plants, a defense mechanism that enhances the plant's ability to 
resist subsequent infections (62). By triggering this immune response, nanoparticles can provide a dual 
function: directly inhibiting viral replication while simultaneously boosting the plant's own defenses. 
Another important principle of molecular nanotherapeutics is the biocompatibility and biodegradability 
of the nanomaterials used. For these technologies to be viable for agricultural applications, the 
nanoparticles must not harm the plant, soil, or environment. Researchers are actively exploring the use of 
biodegradable and environmentally friendly nanomaterials, such as chitosan and silica-based 
nanoparticles, which degrade naturally without leaving harmful residues (102). This focus on 
sustainability ensures that molecular nanotherapeutics can be integrated into existing agricultural 
practices without causing long-term ecological damage. Despite the promising potential of molecular 
nanotherapeutics, several challenges remain in their development and application. One of the primary 
concerns is the scalability of nanoparticle production, as the manufacturing processes for these materials 
must be cost-effective and feasible for large-scale agricultural use. Additionally, the long-term 
environmental impact of widespread nanoparticle use in agriculture must be carefully evaluated, 
particularly concerning the potential for nanoparticle accumulation in the soil and water systems (140). 
The regulatory landscape for the use of nanotechnology in agriculture is still evolving, with many 
countries yet to establish clear guidelines for the approval and use of nanomaterials in crop protection. 
Addressing these regulatory challenges will be crucial for the successful commercialization and adoption 
of molecular nanotherapeutics in the agricultural sector (18). 
Historical Development and Evolution in Plant Pathology 
The following table provides a comprehensive overview of the historical development and evolution of 
plant pathology, with a focus on the key milestones that have shaped the field. This includes the discovery 
of plant viruses, the development of conventional control methods, and the emergence of molecular 
nanotherapeutics. 

Table: A comprehensive overview of the historical development and evolution of plant pathology 
S. 
No. 

Period/Year Key Development Details 

1 19th Century Discovery of Plant 
Diseases 

The study of plant diseases began in the 19th century, 
with early work focused on identifying and categorizing 
various plant pathogens, including fungi, bacteria, and 
viruses. Pioneering work by Anton de Bary in 1861 
established that fungi were the cause of many plant 
diseases, laying the groundwork for modern plant 
pathology (1). 

2 1892 Discovery of Plant 
Viruses 

Dmitri Ivanovsky, a Russian botanist, discovered that the 
agent causing tobacco mosaic disease could pass through 
a filter that trapped bacteria, suggesting the presence of a 
new type of pathogen, which was later identified as a 
virus. This discovery marked the beginning of virology 
and the study of plant viruses (134). 

3 Early 20th 
Century 

Development of 
Resistant Cultivars 

The early 20th century saw the development of plant 
breeding techniques aimed at producing disease-resistant 
cultivars. Researchers began crossbreeding plants to 
introduce resistance genes, leading to the creation of 
cultivars resistant to specific pathogens, including viruses 
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(38). 
4 1928 Introduction of 

Chemical Control 
The introduction of synthetic chemical pesticides, such as 
Bordeaux mixture, marked a significant advancement in 
the control of plant pathogens. These chemicals provided 
a means to manage fungal and bacterial diseases, though 
their effectiveness against viral diseases was limited 
(125). 

5 1940s-1950s Emergence of 
Systemic Insecticides 

The development of systemic insecticides in the mid-20th 
century provided a new tool for controlling insect vectors 
responsible for transmitting plant viruses. These 
insecticides could be absorbed by plants and targeted 
insects feeding on them, helping to reduce the spread of 
viral diseases (81). 

6 1960s-1970s Advancements in 
Plant Virology 

The 1960s and 1970s were marked by significant 
advancements in the study of plant virology, including the 
development of techniques for virus isolation, 
purification, and characterization. This period also saw 
the discovery of many new plant viruses and the 
identification of their transmission mechanisms (54). 

7 1980s Introduction of 
Molecular Techniques 

The advent of molecular biology techniques in the 1980s 
revolutionized plant pathology. Techniques such as 
polymerase chain reaction (PCR) allowed for the rapid 
detection and identification of plant viruses, while genetic 
engineering enabled the development of transgenic plants 
with enhanced resistance to viral pathogens (76). 

8 1990s Development of 
Integrated Pest 
Management (IPM) 

Integrated Pest Management (IPM) emerged as a holistic 
approach to managing plant diseases, combining cultural 
practices, biological control, and the judicious use of 
chemical pesticides. IPM strategies aimed to reduce the 
reliance on chemical inputs while improving disease 
control (64). 

9 2000s Introduction of RNA 
Interference (RNAi) 

RNA interference (RNAi) technology emerged as a 
powerful tool for controlling plant viral diseases. By 
silencing specific viral genes, RNAi-based approaches 
provided a targeted and environmentally friendly means 
of managing viral infections in crops (12). 

10 2010s Emergence of 
CRISPR/Cas Systems 

The development of CRISPR/Cas genome editing 
technology opened new possibilities for plant disease 
management. CRISPR/Cas systems allowed for precise 
editing of plant genomes, enabling the creation of virus-
resistant crops with improved traits (55). 

11 2010s-2020s Advancements in 
Nanotechnology 

The integration of nanotechnology into plant pathology 
marked the beginning of molecular nanotherapeutics. 
Nanoparticles were explored for their potential to deliver 
antiviral agents directly to infected plants, offering a 
novel approach to controlling plant viral diseases with 
high precision and efficiency (18). 

12 2020s Molecular 
Nanotherapeutics in 
Practice 

As research progressed, molecular nanotherapeutics 
began to be applied in practice, with successful trials 
demonstrating the effectiveness of nanoparticle-based 
treatments in managing plant viral diseases. These 
advancements have positioned molecular 
nanotherapeutics as a key tool in the future of sustainable 
agriculture (53). 
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Advantages of Nanotherapeutics Over Traditional Methods 
Molecular nanotherapeutics represent a groundbreaking shift in the approach to managing plant viral 
diseases, offering significant advantages over traditional methods. These advantages stem from the 
unique properties of nanoscale materials, which enable precise, targeted, and efficient delivery of 
therapeutic agents. Traditional methods, such as the use of chemical pesticides, resistant cultivars, and 
cultural practices, while effective to some extent, often fall short due to issues such as non-specificity, 
environmental impact, and the evolution of resistance in pathogens.  
Precision Targeting and Delivery 
One of the most significant advantages of nanotherapeutics is the ability to achieve precision targeting 
and delivery of antiviral agents. Traditional chemical treatments often suffer from non-specificity, where 
the active ingredients are dispersed throughout the plant, leading to off-target effects and reduced 
efficacy. In contrast, nanoparticles can be engineered to deliver therapeutic agents directly to the site of 
infection, significantly enhancing the effectiveness of the treatment (131). 
Nanoparticles can be functionalized with specific ligands or antibodies that recognize and bind to viral 
components or infected cells, ensuring that the therapeutic agents are concentrated precisely where they 
are needed. This targeted delivery reduces the required dosage of the antiviral agent, minimizing 
potential toxicity and environmental impact. Additionally, nanoparticles can traverse the plant's vascular 
system more effectively than larger molecules, reaching infected tissues that may be difficult to treat 
using conventional methods (59). For example, gold nanoparticles have been used to deliver RNA 
interference (RNAi) molecules specifically to plant cells infected with viruses, effectively silencing viral 
genes and inhibiting replication. This targeted approach not only enhances the antiviral efficacy but also 
reduces the likelihood of harming non-infected cells, preserving the overall health of the plant (103). Such 
precision in delivery is a critical advancement over traditional methods, where non-specific distribution 
can lead to unintended consequences, including phytotoxicity and the development of resistance in non-
target organisms. 
Enhanced Stability and Controlled Release 
Another advantage of nanotherapeutics is the enhanced stability of therapeutic agents when 
encapsulated or conjugated with nanoparticles. Many traditional antiviral agents are prone to 
degradation or inactivation in the plant's environment, which can limit their effectiveness. Nanoparticles 
protect these agents from environmental degradation, ensuring that they remain active for longer periods 
(109). 
In addition to enhancing stability, nanoparticles can be designed to provide controlled release of the 
therapeutic agents. This is particularly important in the context of plant viral diseases, where the timing 
and duration of treatment can be critical for effective management. Stimuli-responsive nanoparticles, for 
instance, can release their payload in response to specific triggers such as changes in pH, temperature, or 
the presence of viral enzymes. This controlled release ensures that the therapeutic agents are delivered at 
the optimal time and location, maximizing their impact while reducing the need for repeated applications 
(137). Controlled release systems are a significant improvement over traditional methods, where the 
application of chemical treatments often results in a rapid spike in the concentration of the active 
ingredient, followed by a decline as the compound degrades or is washed away. This fluctuation can lead 
to periods where the concentration of the agent is too low to be effective, allowing the virus to persist or 
rebound. In contrast, nanotherapeutics can maintain a steady and effective concentration of the antiviral 
agent over time, improving the overall efficacy of the treatment. 
Reduced Environmental Impact 
The environmental impact of plant disease management strategies is a growing concern, particularly in 
the context of chemical pesticides, which can contaminate soil, water, and non-target organisms. 
Nanotherapeutics offer a more environmentally friendly alternative, with several mechanisms 
contributing to their reduced ecological footprint. 
First, the precision targeting of nanotherapeutics means that lower doses of antiviral agents are required 
to achieve effective control, reducing the amount of chemicals introduced into the environment. 
Moreover, nanoparticles can be designed to degrade into non-toxic components after delivering their 
payload, further minimizing their environmental impact (87). Biodegradable nanoparticles, such as those 
made from chitosan or silica, are particularly advantageous in this regard. These materials break down 
naturally in the environment, leaving no harmful residues. In contrast, traditional chemical treatments 
often involve persistent compounds that can accumulate in the soil and water, posing long-term risks to 
ecosystems and human health (100). The use of nanotherapeutics can reduce the need for broad-
spectrum pesticides, which can harm beneficial insects and other non-target organisms. By specifically 
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targeting the viral pathogen, nanotherapeutics help preserve biodiversity and support more sustainable 
agricultural practices. 
Overcoming Resistance Development 
The development of resistance to viral pathogens is a significant challenge in plant disease management, 
particularly with traditional methods such as resistant cultivars and chemical treatments. Over time, 
viruses can evolve to overcome genetic resistance in plants or develop resistance to chemical agents, 
rendering these methods less effective (39). 
Nanotherapeutics offers a novel approach to circumventing this issue. By enabling the delivery of 
multiple antiviral agents simultaneously, nanoparticles can target different aspects of the viral life cycle, 
reducing the likelihood of resistance development. For instance, a single nanoparticle could be designed 
to carry both an RNAi molecule targeting viral replication and a chemical inhibitor of viral assembly. This 
multi-target approach makes it more difficult for the virus to develop resistance, as it would need to 
simultaneously evolve defenses against multiple mechanisms (47). 
Types of Nanoparticles and Their Mechanisms of Action Against Plant Viruses 
Nanotechnology has opened new avenues in plant pathology, particularly in the management of viral 
diseases through the use of various types of nanoparticles. These nanoscale materials can interact with 
viral pathogens at the molecular level, offering targeted, effective, and environmentally friendly solutions. 
Among the diverse types of nanoparticles, metal-based nanoparticle-specifically silver, gold, and copper-
have shown significant promise in controlling plant viruses (Fig 3).  
Metal-Based Nanoparticles: Silver, Gold, and Copper 
Metal-based nanoparticles, particularly those composed of silver (Ag), gold (Au), and copper (Cu), have 
gained considerable attention in plant virology due to their unique physicochemical properties and 
broad-spectrum antiviral activities. These nanoparticles have been extensively studied for their ability to 
inhibit viral replication, disrupt viral structures, and enhance plant immune responses. 

 
Figure 3 Image showing the different types of nanoparticles. 

Silver Nanoparticles (AgNPs) 
Silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) are one of the most widely studied metal-based nanoparticles due to their 
potent antiviral, antibacterial, and antifungal properties. The antiviral activity of AgNPs is primarily 
attributed to their ability to interact with viral particles and host cells at multiple levels. 
One of the primary mechanisms by which AgNPs exert their antiviral effects is through the direct 
interaction with viral surface proteins. AgNPs can bind to the glycoproteins on the viral envelope, thereby 
blocking the virus's ability to attach and enter the host plant cells. This inhibition of viral entry is crucial 
in preventing the virus from establishing infection and spreading within the plant (111). AgNPs have 
been shown to induce the production of reactive oxygen species (ROS) within the host plant cells. The 
generation of ROS leads to oxidative stress, which can damage viral RNA or DNA, thereby inhibiting viral 
replication. The oxidative damage caused by ROS can also disrupt the integrity of the viral envelope or 
capsid, rendering the virus non-infectious (33). In addition to their direct antiviral effects, AgNPs can 
modulate the plant's immune response. Studies have demonstrated that AgNPs can induce systemic 
acquired resistance (SAR) in plants, a defense mechanism that enhances the plant's ability to resist 
subsequent viral infections. This induction of SAR involves the activation of defense-related genes and the 
accumulation of defense hormones such as salicylic acid, which play a critical role in the plant's immune 
response (67). 
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The size, shape, and concentration of AgNPs can significantly influence their antiviral efficacy. Smaller 
nanoparticles with a larger surface area-to-volume ratio are more effective in interacting with viral 
particles and host cells. Additionally, the controlled release of Ag ions from AgNPs can provide sustained 
antiviral activity, making them a promising tool for long-term protection against plant viruses (139). 
Gold Nanoparticles (AuNPs) 
Gold nanoparticles (AuNPs) are another class of metal-based nanoparticles that have shown significant 
potential in plant virus management. Unlike AgNPs, AuNPs are chemically inert and non-toxic, making 
them particularly attractive for agricultural applications. The antiviral activity of AuNPs is primarily 
related to their ability to deliver therapeutic molecules, such as RNA interference (RNAi) agents, directly 
to the site of viral infection. AuNPs can be functionalized with various ligands, including small interfering 
RNA (siRNA) molecules, which are designed to target specific viral genes. Once delivered into the plant 
cells, these siRNA molecules can trigger the RNAi pathway, leading to the degradation of viral RNA and 
the suppression of viral replication (73). The use of AuNPs as carriers for RNAi agents allows for precise 
targeting of viral genomes, reducing the likelihood of off-target effects and minimizing potential toxicity. 
Their role as delivery vehicles, AuNPs themselves can interact with viral particles. Studies have shown 
that AuNPs can bind to viral surface proteins, similar to AgNPs, thereby preventing the virus from 
attaching to and entering host cells. This binding can also disrupt the structural integrity of the virus, 
leading to its inactivation (88). AuNPs have been explored for their potential to enhance the plant's 
immune response. While AuNPs are not inherently reactive like AgNPs, their surface can be modified to 
include molecules that activate defense pathways in plants. For instance, AuNPs functionalized with 
plant-derived peptides or proteins have been shown to induce the expression of defense-related genes, 
thereby enhancing the plant's resistance to viral infections (11). The size and shape of AuNPs are critical 
factors in determining their antiviral activity. Spherical AuNPs, for example, are more effective in 
delivering RNAi molecules compared to rod-shaped AuNPs. The surface chemistry of AuNPs also plays a 
crucial role in their interaction with viral particles and host cells, with thiol-functionalized AuNPs 
showing enhanced binding affinity to viral proteins (21). 
Copper Nanoparticles (CuNPs) 
Copper nanoparticles (CuNPs) are gaining interest as a cost-effective alternative to AgNPs and AuNPs in 
plant virus management. CuNPs possess strong antiviral properties, which are largely attributed to their 
ability to release Cu ions. These ions can interact with viral nucleic acids and proteins, leading to the 
inactivation of the virus. 
One of the key mechanisms by which CuNPs exert their antiviral effects is through the generation of 
reactive oxygen species (ROS). Similar to AgNPs, the oxidative stress induced by CuNPs can cause damage 
to viral RNA or DNA, thereby inhibiting viral replication. The ROS generated by CuNPs can also disrupt 
the viral envelope or capsid, reducing the infectivity of the virus (98). In addition to their direct antiviral 
effects, CuNPs can enhance the plant's defense mechanisms. Studies have shown that CuNPs can induce 
the expression of defense-related genes in plants, leading to the activation of pathways associated with 
systemic acquired resistance (SAR). This enhanced immune response can provide long-term protection 
against viral infections, reducing the need for repeated applications of antiviral agents (50). The size, 
shape, and concentration of CuNPs are important factors that influence their antiviral activity. Smaller 
CuNPs with a larger surface area-to-volume ratio are more effective in generating ROS and interacting 
with viral particles. The controlled release of Cu ions from CuNPs can provide sustained antiviral activity, 
making them a promising tool for long-term protection against plant viruses (119). While CuNPs offer 
several advantages, such as lower cost and strong antiviral properties, their use must be carefully 
managed to avoid potential phytotoxicity. Excessive accumulation of Cu ions in the plant tissue can lead to 
oxidative damage and negatively impact plant growth. Therefore, the concentration and application 
method of CuNPs must be optimized to maximize their antiviral efficacy while minimizing potential 
adverse effects (42). 
Polymer-Based Nanoparticles:  
Polymer-based nanoparticles, particularly those made from biopolymers like chitosan and dendrimers, 
have emerged as versatile and effective tools in the management of plant viral diseases. These 
nanoparticles offer unique advantages in terms of biocompatibility, biodegradability, and the ability to be 
functionalized with various therapeutic agents. Chitosan and dendrimers are two prominent examples of 
polymer-based nanoparticles that have shown significant promise in plant virology.  
Chitosan Nanoparticles 
Chitosan is a natural polymer derived from chitin, which is found in the exoskeletons of crustaceans and 
insects. Chitosan nanoparticles (CNPs) are biodegradable, biocompatible, and possess antimicrobial 
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properties, making them ideal candidates for agricultural applications, particularly in the control of plant 
viral diseases. 
Properties and Mechanisms of Action 
Chitosan nanoparticles have several properties that make them effective against plant viruses. Firstly, 
CNPs are positively charged due to the presence of amino groups in chitosan. This positive charge allows 
CNPs to interact electrostatically with the negatively charged viral particles, leading to the aggregation 
and inactivation of the virus. The electrostatic interaction also facilitates the binding of CNPs to the plant 
cell membrane, enhancing the uptake of the nanoparticles and the delivery of antiviral agents (37). CNPs 
have been shown to induce the production of reactive oxygen species (ROS) within plant cells, which can 
damage viral RNA or DNA, inhibiting viral replication. The ROS generated by CNPs also disrupts the viral 
envelope or capsid, rendering the virus non-infectious. Additionally, CNPs can trigger the activation of 
plant defense mechanisms, such as systemic acquired resistance (SAR), which enhances the plant's ability 
to resist subsequent viral infections (10). 

 
Figure 4 Applications of nanoparticles in plant disease management. 

Applications in Plant Virus Management 
Chitosan nanoparticles have been used to deliver a variety of antiviral agents, including RNA interference 
(RNAi) molecules, plant-derived compounds, and chemical inhibitors. For instance, CNPs have been 
functionalized with siRNA molecules targeting specific viral genes. Once delivered into the plant cells, 
these siRNA molecules can trigger the RNAi pathway, leading to the degradation of viral RNA and the 
suppression of viral replication (2). 
In addition to their direct antiviral effects, CNPs have been explored for their ability to enhance the plant's 
immune response. Studies have demonstrated that CNPs can induce the expression of defense-related 
genes and the accumulation of defense hormones such as salicylic acid and jasmonic acid, which play 
critical roles in the plant's immune response (Fig 4). This induction of SAR provides long-term protection 
against viral infections and reduces the need for repeated applications of antiviral agents (34). Chitosan 
nanoparticles are also biodegradable, breaking down into non-toxic byproducts that do not accumulate in 
the environment. This biodegradability makes CNPs an environmentally friendly alternative to traditional 
chemical treatments, which often involve persistent compounds that can contaminate soil and water 
(101). 
Dendrimers 
Dendrimers are highly branched, tree-like polymers that have a well-defined, three-dimensional 
structure. These polymers are synthesized through a stepwise, repetitive process, resulting in 
nanoparticles with a high degree of uniformity and functionalization capability. Dendrimers can be 
tailored to carry a wide range of therapeutic agents, including antiviral drugs, RNAi molecules, and other 
bioactive compounds, making them highly versatile in plant virus management. 
Properties and Mechanisms of Action 
The unique structure of dendrimers, characterized by multiple branching points and terminal functional 
groups, provides a high surface area for interaction with viral particles and plant cells. Dendrimers can be 
functionalized with various ligands, such as siRNA, peptides, or chemical inhibitors, allowing for targeted 
delivery of these agents to the site of viral infection. This targeted delivery enhances the efficacy of the 
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therapeutic agents while minimizing off-target effects (43). One of the primary mechanisms by which 
dendrimers exert their antiviral effects is through the inhibition of viral attachment and entry into plant 
cells. Functionalized dendrimers can bind to viral surface proteins, blocking the virus's ability to attach to 
and penetrate the plant cell membrane. This inhibition of viral entry is critical in preventing the virus 
from establishing infection and spreading within the plant (95). Dendrimers can also be designed to 
deliver multiple therapeutic agents simultaneously, enabling a multi-target approach to viral inhibition. 
For example, a single dendrimer molecule can be functionalized with both siRNA molecules targeting 
viral replication and chemical inhibitors that disrupt viral assembly. This multi-target approach reduces 
the likelihood of resistance development, as the virus would need to simultaneously evolve defenses 
against multiple mechanisms (142). 
Applications in Plant Virus Management 
Dendrimers have been successfully employed in the delivery of RNAi molecules, providing a targeted and 
efficient means of silencing viral genes. The high loading capacity of dendrimers allows for the delivery of 
a large number of siRNA molecules, increasing the likelihood of successful gene silencing and viral 
inhibition. Additionally, dendrimers can be functionalized with targeting ligands that direct them 
specifically to infected cells, further enhancing their antiviral efficacy (95). 
RNAi delivery, dendrimers have been explored for their ability to enhance plant immune responses. 
Dendrimers functionalized with plant-derived peptides or proteins have been shown to induce the 
expression of defense-related genes, thereby enhancing the plant's resistance to viral infections. This 
immune-boosting capability, combined with its antiviral properties, makes dendrimers a powerful tool in 
the management of plant viral diseases (43). Dendrimers are also highly biocompatible, with low toxicity 
to plants and the environment. Their well-defined structure allows for precise control over their size, 
shape, and surface chemistry, enabling the design of dendrimers that are both effective and safe for use in 
agricultural applications. Additionally, dendrimers can be engineered to degrade into non-toxic 
byproducts, further minimizing their environmental impact (128). 
Carbon-Based Nanomaterials:  
Carbon-based nanomaterials, such as graphene and carbon nanotubes (CNTs), have emerged as highly 
versatile and effective tools in the field of plant virology. These nanomaterials are characterized by their 
unique structural, electrical, and mechanical properties, which enable them to interact with viral 
pathogens in innovative ways. Graphene and carbon nanotubes, in particular, have shown significant 
potential in the detection, management, and control of plant viral diseases (135).  
Graphene Nanomaterials 
Graphene is a two-dimensional (2D) material composed of a single layer of carbon atoms arranged in a 
hexagonal lattice. This material is known for its exceptional electrical conductivity, mechanical strength, 
and large surface area, making it an ideal candidate for various applications, including the management of 
plant viral diseases. 
Properties and Mechanisms of Action 
Graphene and its derivatives, such as graphene oxide (GO) and reduced graphene oxide (rGO), possess 
unique properties that enable them to interact with viral particles and plant cells in several ways. One of 
the primary mechanisms by which graphene exerts its antiviral effects is through the physical interaction 
with viral particles. Graphene's large surface area allows it to adsorb viral particles, effectively trapping 
them and preventing their attachment to plant cells (19). 
Graphene can also induce oxidative stress in viral particles. When exposed to light or other environmental 
stimuli, graphene can generate reactive oxygen species (ROS), which can damage the viral RNA or DNA, 
leading to the inactivation of the virus. This oxidative stress can also disrupt the viral envelope or capsid, 
rendering the virus non-infectious (92). In addition to these direct antiviral effects, graphene can be 
functionalized with various biomolecules, such as antibodies, RNA interference (RNAi) molecules, or 
chemical inhibitors. These functionalized graphene nanomaterials can specifically target viral proteins or 
genomes, enhancing their antiviral efficacy. For example, graphene oxide functionalized with RNAi 
molecules targeting viral genes can effectively silence viral replication in infected plants (90). 
Applications in Plant Virus Management 
Graphene-based nanomaterials have been employed in various applications related to plant virus 
management. One of the most promising applications is in the development of biosensors for the rapid 
detection of plant viruses. Graphene's high electrical conductivity and large surface area make it an 
excellent platform for the immobilization of viral recognition elements, such as antibodies or aptamers. 
When a viral particle binds to these recognition elements, it induces a change in the electrical properties 
of the graphene, which can be detected and measured, allowing for the rapid and sensitive detection of 
plant viruses (71) 
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Graphene-based nanomaterials have also been explored for their potential to deliver antiviral agents 
directly to the site of infection. For instance, graphene oxide has been used to deliver RNAi molecules 
specifically targeting viral genomes. The high surface area of graphene allows for the loading of a large 
number of RNAi molecules, increasing the likelihood of successful gene silencing and viral inhibition. This 
targeted delivery reduces the need for repeated applications of antiviral agents and minimizes potential 
off-target effects (15). Graphene's ability to induce plant defense responses has been investigated. Studies 
have shown that graphene oxide can activate the expression of defense-related genes in plants, leading to 
enhanced resistance to viral infections. This immune-boosting capability, combined with its antiviral 
properties, makes graphene a powerful tool in the management of plant viral diseases (115). 
Carbon Nanotubes (CNTs) 
Carbon nanotubes (CNTs) are cylindrical nanostructures composed of rolled-up sheets of graphene. They 
can be single-walled (SWCNTs) or multi-walled (MWCNTs), depending on the number of graphene layers. 
CNTs exhibit remarkable electrical conductivity, mechanical strength, and chemical stability, making 
them highly suitable for various applications in plant virology. 
Properties and Mechanisms of Action 
CNTs possess several properties that enable them to interact with viral particles and plant cells 
effectively. One of the primary mechanisms by which CNTs exert their antiviral effects is through the 
disruption of viral particles. CNTs can physically interact with the viral envelope or capsid, causing 
structural damage and leading to the inactivation of the virus. This interaction is facilitated by the high 
surface area and aspect ratio of CNTs, which allows them to bind to viral particles efficiently (36). 
CNTs can also serve as carriers for antiviral agents, such as RNAi molecules, chemical inhibitors, or other 
bioactive compounds. The hollow, tubular structure of CNTs provides a large internal space for the 
encapsulation of these agents, allowing for their controlled release at the site of infection. This targeted 
delivery enhances the efficacy of the antiviral agents while minimizing potential toxicity to non-infected 
cells (130). In addition to their direct antiviral effects, CNTs have been shown to influence plant immune 
responses. Studies have demonstrated that CNTs can activate the expression of defense-related genes in 
plants, leading to enhanced resistance to viral infections. This immune-modulating capability, combined 
with its antiviral properties, makes CNTs a versatile tool in the management of plant viral diseases (49). 
Applications in Plant Virus Management 
Carbon nanotubes have been widely explored for their potential in the delivery of antiviral agents. CNTs 
can be functionalized with RNAi molecules, which can then be delivered directly to infected cells. The high 
loading capacity of CNTs allows for the delivery of a large number of RNAi molecules, increasing the 
likelihood of successful gene silencing and viral inhibition. This targeted delivery reduces the need for 
repeated applications of antiviral agents and minimizes potential off-target effects (96). RNAi delivery, 
CNTs have been used in the development of biosensors for the detection of plant viruses. CNTs' high 
electrical conductivity and chemical stability make them ideal platforms for the immobilization of viral 
recognition elements. When a viral particle binds to these recognition elements, it induces a change in the 
electrical properties of the CNTs, which can be detected and measured, allowing for the rapid and 
sensitive detection of plant viruses (26) Moreover, CNTs have been investigated for their ability to 
enhance plant immune responses. Studies have shown that CNTs can activate the expression of defense-
related genes in plants, leading to enhanced resistance to viral infections. This immune-boosting 
capability, combined with its antiviral properties, makes CNTs a powerful tool in the management of plant 
viral diseases (134). 
Quantum Dots and Their Unique Mechanisms in Virus Suppression 
Quantum dots (QDs) are semiconductor nanocrystals that exhibit unique optical and electronic properties 
due to their nanoscale size, typically ranging from 2 to 10 nanometers. These properties make QDs highly 
effective in a variety of applications, including bioimaging, drug delivery, and disease management. In the 
context of plant virology, quantum dots have emerged as a promising tool for the suppression of viral 
diseases. Their unique mechanisms of action allow for targeted virus detection, inhibition, and disruption, 
offering a novel approach to managing plant viral infections.  
Properties of Quantum Dots 
Quantum dots are characterized by their size-dependent optical properties, meaning that their emission 
wavelength can be tuned by simply altering the size of the dots. This property is particularly 
advantageous in bioimaging and diagnostic applications, where QDs can be designed to emit specific 
wavelengths of light when exposed to particular conditions or biomolecules. Additionally, QDs have a 
high quantum yield, meaning they are highly efficient at converting absorbed light into emitted light, 
making them extremely bright and easy to detect (123). Another important property of quantum dots is 
their ability to be functionalized with various ligands, including antibodies, peptides, nucleic acids, and 
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small molecules. This functionalization capability allows QDs to specifically target viral particles or 
infected cells, enhancing their efficacy in virus suppression (27). Furthermore, QDs are highly stable, 
resistant to photobleaching, and can be engineered to exhibit long-lasting fluorescence, making them 
suitable for real-time monitoring of viral infections in plants (79). 
Mechanisms of Virus Suppression 
Quantum dots exert their antiviral effects through a combination of direct and indirect mechanisms. 
These mechanisms include the inhibition of viral entry, disruption of viral replication, and enhancement 
of plant immune responses. 
Inhibition of Viral Entry 
One of the primary mechanisms by which quantum dots suppress viral infections is by inhibiting the 
entry of viruses into host cells. QDs can be functionalized with ligands that specifically bind to viral 
surface proteins, blocking the virus's ability to attach to and penetrate the plant cell membrane. This 
inhibition of viral entry is crucial in preventing the virus from establishing infection and spreading within 
the plant (124). 
For example, quantum dots functionalized with antibodies against the coat protein of a plant virus can 
effectively block the virus's ability to bind to the plant cell surface, thereby preventing infection. This 
targeted approach reduces the likelihood of viral entry and subsequent replication, making QDs an 
effective tool for controlling viral diseases at an early stage (29). 
Disruption of Viral Replication 
Quantum dots can also interfere with the replication of viruses within infected cells. QDs can be designed 
to deliver antiviral agents, such as RNA interference (RNAi) molecules or chemical inhibitors, directly to 
the site of viral replication. Once inside the cell, these agents can target specific viral genes or proteins, 
inhibiting their function and preventing the virus from replicating (132). Delivering antiviral agents, 
quantum dots themselves can generate reactive oxygen species (ROS) when exposed to light. The ROS 
generated by QDs can cause oxidative damage to viral RNA or DNA, leading to the inactivation of the 
virus. This oxidative stress can also disrupt the viral envelope or capsid, rendering the virus non-
infectious (20). The combination of targeted delivery and ROS generation makes QDs a potent tool for 
suppressing viral replication. 
Enhancement of Plant Immune Responses 
Quantum dots have also been shown to enhance plant immune responses, providing an additional layer of 
protection against viral infections. Functionalized QDs can be used to deliver molecules that activate the 
plant's innate immune system, such as defense-related peptides or small molecules that mimic pathogen-
associated molecular patterns (PAMPs). These molecules can trigger the plant's immune response, 
leading to the activation of defense pathways and the production of antiviral compounds (61). In some 
cases, QDs can induce systemic acquired resistance (SAR) in plants, a defense mechanism that enhances 
the plant's ability to resist subsequent viral infections. SAR is typically associated with the accumulation 
of defense hormones such as salicylic acid and the expression of defense-related genes. By enhancing 
these immune responses, QDs can provide long-term protection against viral diseases, reducing the need 
for repeated applications of antiviral agents (105). 
Applications in Plant Virus Management 
Quantum dots have been employed in various applications related to plant virus management. One of the 
most promising applications is in the development of diagnostic tools for the rapid detection of plant 
viruses. Due to their size-dependent optical properties, QDs can be used to develop highly sensitive 
biosensors that detect viral particles or viral nucleic acids. These biosensors can be designed to emit 
fluorescence when bound to a specific viral target, allowing for the real-time monitoring of viral 
infections in plants (141). In addition to diagnostics, QDs have been explored for their potential to deliver 
antiviral agents to infected plants. Functionalized QDs can be used to deliver RNAi molecules or chemical 
inhibitors specifically targeting viral genomes. The high surface area of QDs allows for the loading of a 
large number of antiviral agents, increasing the likelihood of successful viral suppression. This targeted 
delivery reduces the need for broad-spectrum pesticides and minimizes potential off-target effects, 
making QDs an environmentally friendly alternative to traditional chemical treatments (74). 
Furthermore, QDs have been investigated for their ability to enhance plant immune responses. Studies 
have shown that QDs functionalized with defense-related peptides or PAMPs can induce the expression of 
defense genes in plants, leading to enhanced resistance to viral infections. This immune-boosting 
capability, combined with its antiviral properties, makes QDs a powerful tool in the management of plant 
viral diseases (136). 
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Nanocarrier Systems for Targeted Delivery of Antiviral Agents 
Nanocarrier systems have revolutionized the delivery of antiviral agents in plant pathology by offering 
precise, controlled, and targeted delivery mechanisms. These systems improve the stability and efficacy 
of antiviral compounds, reduce off-target effects, and enhance the interaction between the therapeutic 
agents and viral hosts.  
Design and Functionalization of Nanocarriers 
The design and functionalization of nanocarriers are critical factors that determine the effectiveness of 
these systems in delivering antiviral agents to specific sites within plant cells. Nanocarriers can be 
designed from various materials, including lipids, polymers, dendrimers, and inorganic nanoparticles, 
each offering unique properties that can be exploited for targeted delivery. 
Design Considerations 
The design of nanocarriers involves several key considerations, including size, shape, surface charge, and 
material composition. The size of the nanocarrier plays a crucial role in determining its ability to 
penetrate plant cell walls and membranes. Typically, nanocarriers are designed to be small enough (1-
100 nm) to pass through the plant’s extracellular matrix but large enough to carry a sufficient payload of 
antiviral agents (112). 
The shape of the nanocarrier also influences its cellular uptake and biodistribution. Spherical 
nanocarriers are often preferred due to their ease of fabrication and higher surface area-to-volume ratio, 
which allows for greater functionalization with targeting ligands. However, other shapes, such as rod-like 
or tubular structures, can offer advantages in certain applications by enhancing the interaction with 
cellular components (25). Surface charge is another important factor, as it influences the interaction 
between the nanocarrier and the plant cell membrane. Positively charged nanocarriers can interact more 
effectively with the negatively charged cell membrane, facilitating cellular uptake. However, excessive 
positive charge may lead to toxicity, necessitating a balance between effective delivery and 
biocompatibility (65). 
Functionalization of Nanocarriers 
Functionalization refers to the modification of the nanocarrier’s surface with specific molecules that can 
enhance targeting, increase biocompatibility, or improve the release profile of the encapsulated agents. 
Functionalization can be achieved by attaching ligands, such as antibodies, peptides, or small molecules, 
to the surface of the nanocarrier. These ligands can recognize and bind to specific receptors on the 
surface of plant cells or viral particles, ensuring that the antiviral agents are delivered precisely to the site 
of infection (104). For example, nanocarriers functionalized with antibodies against viral coat proteins 
can specifically target and bind to viral particles, preventing them from infecting plant cells. Alternatively, 
nanocarriers can be functionalized with RNA molecules that trigger RNA interference (RNAi), silencing 
viral genes and inhibiting replication. This targeted approach not only enhances the efficacy of the 
antiviral agents but also minimizes off-target effects, reducing the likelihood of unintended damage to 
healthy plant tissues (118). 
Encapsulation Techniques for Enhanced Stability and Efficacy 
Encapsulation is a key strategy in nanocarrier systems that involves enclosing antiviral agents within a 
nanocarrier to protect them from degradation, enhance their stability, and control their release. Various 
encapsulation techniques have been developed to optimize the delivery of antiviral agents in plant 
systems. 
Liposome-Based Encapsulation 
Liposomes are spherical vesicles composed of a phospholipid bilayer, which can encapsulate both 
hydrophilic and hydrophobic antiviral agents. Liposome-based encapsulation is widely used due to its 
biocompatibility, ability to protect encapsulated agents from enzymatic degradation, and capacity to 
release the agents in a controlled manner. Liposomes can also be functionalized with targeting ligands to 
enhance their specificity for viral-infected plant cells (129). Liposome encapsulation improves the 
stability of antiviral agents by shielding them from the harsh extracellular environment, which can 
degrade or inactivate the agents before they reach their target. For instance, encapsulating RNAi 
molecules in liposomes protects them from ribonucleases, ensuring that they remain intact and functional 
until they are delivered into the plant cells (70). 
Polymeric Nanocarriers 
Polymeric nanocarriers, such as nanoparticles made from chitosan, PLGA (poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid)), 
or PEG (polyethylene glycol), offer another approach to encapsulating antiviral agents. These polymers 
provide a stable matrix that can encapsulate a wide range of therapeutic agents, including nucleic acids, 
proteins, and small molecules. Polymeric nanocarriers can be engineered to release their payload in 
response to specific stimuli, such as pH changes, enzymes, or temperature, allowing for controlled and 



 
 
       

ABR Vol 15 [5] September  2024                                                                          37 | P a g e                      © 2024 Author 

sustained delivery of antiviral agents (68). The encapsulation of antiviral agents in polymeric 
nanocarriers enhances their stability by protecting them from environmental degradation and ensuring 
their controlled release at the site of infection. For example, chitosan nanoparticles have been used to 
encapsulate siRNA molecules, providing sustained release and prolonged silencing of viral genes in 
infected plant cells (108). 
Inorganic Nanocarriers 
Inorganic nanocarriers, such as silica nanoparticles, quantum dots, and gold nanoparticles, offer unique 
advantages for encapsulation due to their structural rigidity and functional versatility. These nanocarriers 
can encapsulate antiviral agents within their porous structures or bind them to their surfaces, providing a 
high degree of stability and controlled release. Inorganic nanocarriers can also be functionalized with 
targeting ligands or fluorescent markers, enabling both therapeutic delivery and diagnostic imaging 
(121). For instance, silica nanoparticles have been used to encapsulate antiviral agents that are released 
in response to pH changes within the plant cells. This pH-responsive release mechanism ensures that the 
antiviral agents are delivered precisely where they are needed, maximizing their efficacy while 
minimizing off-target effects (122). 
Targeted Delivery Mechanisms and Viral Host Interactions 
Targeted delivery is a critical aspect of nanocarrier systems, as it ensures that antiviral agents are 
delivered specifically to the site of viral infection, enhancing their efficacy and reducing potential side 
effects. Various mechanisms have been developed to achieve targeted delivery, including passive 
targeting, active targeting, and stimuli-responsive targeting. 
Passive Targeting 
Passive targeting leverages the natural biodistribution of nanocarriers within plant tissues. Due to their 
small size, nanocarriers can navigate through the plant’s vascular system, accumulating in areas of 
infection where the viral particles are concentrated. This passive accumulation allows for the selective 
delivery of antiviral agents to infected tissues, enhancing their therapeutic effect (23). 
Active Targeting 
Active targeting involves the functionalization of nanocarriers with ligands that can recognize and bind to 
specific receptors on the surface of viral particles or infected plant cells. These ligands can include 
antibodies, peptides, or small molecules that have a high affinity for viral proteins or host cell receptors 
involved in viral entry. Active targeting ensures that the nanocarriers specifically bind to and deliver their 
payload to the site of infection, improving the precision and efficacy of the treatment (120). For example, 
nanocarriers functionalized with antibodies against the viral coat protein can bind specifically to the 
virus, preventing it from attaching to and entering the plant cells. This targeted approach not only inhibits 
viral infection but also minimizes off-target effects, reducing the potential for toxicity to healthy plant 
tissues (30). 
Stimuli-Responsive Targeting 
Stimuli-responsive targeting involves the design of nanocarriers that release their payload in response to 
specific environmental stimuli, such as pH changes, temperature shifts, or the presence of certain 
enzymes. This approach allows for the controlled release of antiviral agents at the site of infection, 
ensuring that the therapeutic effect is maximized while minimizing potential side effects (85). For 
instance, pH-sensitive nanocarriers can release their antiviral payload in response to the acidic 
environment of infected plant cells, ensuring that the agents are delivered precisely where they are 
needed. This targeted release mechanism enhances the efficacy of the treatment while reducing the need 
for repeated applications (72). 
Gene Silencing Technologies in Conjunction with Nanotherapeutics 
Gene silencing technologies, such as RNA interference (RNAi) and CRISPR/Cas systems, have emerged as 
powerful tools in plant virology, offering precise and effective methods for viral suppression. When 
combined with nanotherapeutics, these technologies can deliver enhanced and targeted effects, leading to 
more robust and sustainable plant virus management.  
RNA Interference (RNAi) and Its Role in Viral Suppression 
RNA interference (RNAi) is a natural biological process that regulates gene expression and defends 
against viral infections in plants and other organisms. It operates by degrading specific RNA molecules, 
thereby preventing the production of proteins that are essential for viral replication. RNAi has been 
harnessed as a tool for controlling plant viruses by designing small RNA molecules that target viral RNA 
for degradation. The effectiveness of RNAi in viral suppression lies in its ability to specifically target viral 
genomes, making it a highly precise and efficient method for managing plant viral diseases. The RNAi 
pathway is initiated by the introduction of double-stranded RNA (dsRNA) into the plant cell. This dsRNA 
is recognized by the enzyme Dicer, which cleaves it into small interfering RNAs (siRNAs) of about 21-24 
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nucleotides in length. These siRNAs are then incorporated into the RNA-induced silencing complex 
(RISC), which uses one strand of the siRNA as a guide to recognize and bind to complementary viral RNA 
sequences. Once bound, the RISC complex cleaves the viral RNA, leading to its degradation and preventing 
the translation of viral proteins (12). In the context of plant virology, RNAi has been used to develop 
transgenic plants that express viral-derived dsRNA. These transgenic plants can produce siRNAs that 
specifically target viral RNA, providing resistance against a broad range of plant viruses. For example, 
RNAi has been successfully used to confer resistance to the Tomato yellow leaf curl virus (TYLCV), Papaya 
ringspot virus (PRSV), and Potato virus Y (PVY) in transgenic plants. These plants exhibit reduced viral 
load and symptoms, demonstrating the effectiveness of RNAi in viral suppression (24). 
However, the application of RNAi in viral suppression is not without challenges. One of the main 
limitations is the potential for off-target effects, where siRNAs may inadvertently target non-viral RNA 
sequences, leading to unintended gene silencing. Additionally, the stability of RNAi molecules in the plant 
environment can be compromised by degradation, limiting their effectiveness over time. To address these 
challenges, researchers have explored the use of nanocarriers to deliver RNAi molecules more effectively. 
Nanoparticles, such as liposomes, chitosan, and gold nanoparticles, have been used to encapsulate and 
protect RNAi molecules, enhancing their stability and delivery to target cells. These nanocarriers can be 
functionalized with targeting ligands to direct the RNAi molecules specifically to infected cells, reducing 
off-target effects and increasing the efficacy of viral suppression. By combining RNAi with 
nanotherapeutics, it is possible to overcome the limitations of traditional RNAi approaches, leading to 
more robust and sustained viral resistance in plants (82). 
CRISPR/Cas Systems: Innovations and Applications in Plant Virus Control 
The CRISPR/Cas system, originally discovered as an adaptive immune mechanism in bacteria, has rapidly 
become one of the most versatile and powerful tools for genome editing. In plant virology, CRISPR/Cas 
systems have been adapted for use in viral suppression, offering a novel approach to controlling plant 
viral diseases (75). The ability of CRISPR/Cas to precisely target and edit specific DNA sequences makes it 
an invaluable tool for combating viruses that integrate into the plant genome or rely on DNA 
intermediates for replication. 
CRISPR/Cas systems operate by utilizing a guide RNA (gRNA) that is complementary to a specific DNA 
sequence within the viral genome. The gRNA directs the Cas9 enzyme to the target sequence, where it 
introduces a double-strand break. This break can be repaired by the plant’s cellular machinery, often 
leading to the disruption of the viral gene and preventing the virus from replicating. For RNA viruses, a 
modified version of CRISPR/Cas, known as CRISPR/Cas13, has been developed, which targets and cleaves 
viral RNA directly, offering a versatile tool for a wide range of viral pathogens (138). 
One of the key innovations in using CRISPR/Cas for plant virus control is the development of transgenic 
plants that express the CRISPR/Cas machinery. These plants can continuously produce gRNAs that target 
viral genomes, providing long-term resistance to viral infections. For example, CRISPR/Cas9 has been 
used to target the Cabbage leaf curl virus (CaLCuV) and Tomato yellow leaf curl virus (TYLCV), resulting in 
transgenic plants that exhibit strong resistance to these viruses. The precision of CRISPR/Cas allows for 
the specific targeting of viral genes without affecting the plant's genome, making it a highly effective tool 
for viral suppression (5). Another innovative application of CRISPR/Cas in plant virology is its use in 
virus-induced gene silencing (VIGS). In this approach, the CRISPR/Cas system is used to target plant 
genes that are essential for viral replication. By knocking out or silencing these genes, the virus is unable 
to replicate effectively, leading to reduced viral load and symptoms. This method has been used to confer 
resistance to a variety of plant viruses, including Tobacco mosaic virus (TMV) and Cucumber mosaic virus 
(CMV) (6). 
Despite its potential, the application of CRISPR/Cas in plant virus control faces several challenges. One of 
the main concerns is the possibility of off-target effects, where the CRISPR/Cas system inadvertently 
targets and edits non-viral sequences in the plant genome. Additionally, the delivery of CRISPR/Cas 
components into plant cells remains a significant challenge, particularly for non-transgenic approaches. 
To address these challenges, researchers have begun exploring the use of nanocarriers to deliver 
CRISPR/Cas components more effectively. Nanoparticles, such as liposomes, polymeric nanoparticles, and 
gold nanoparticles, can be used to encapsulate and deliver CRISPR/Cas components to plant cells. These 
nanocarriers protect the CRISPR/Cas machinery from degradation and enhance its delivery to target cells, 
increasing the efficiency and specificity of genome editing. By combining CRISPR/Cas with 
nanotherapeutics, it is possible to achieve more precise and effective viral suppression, paving the way 
for innovative strategies in plant virus management (110). 
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Combining Nanoparticles with Gene Silencing Tools for Synergistic Effects 
The combination of nanotechnology with gene-silencing tools, such as RNA interference (RNAi) and 
CRISPR/Cas systems, represents a powerful approach to enhancing viral suppression in plants. 
Nanoparticles offer several advantages in this context, including improved delivery, enhanced stability, 
and targeted effects. By combining these technologies, researchers can achieve synergistic effects that 
lead to more robust and sustainable plant virus management. 
Nanoparticle-Enhanced RNAi 
RNA interference (RNAi) is a highly specific method for silencing viral genes, but its effectiveness can be 
limited by the stability and delivery of RNAi molecules. Nanoparticles, such as liposomes, chitosan, and 
gold nanoparticles, can be used to encapsulate and protect RNAi molecules, enhancing their stability and 
ensuring their delivery to the target cells. This encapsulation prevents degradation by nucleases and 
increases the likelihood that the RNAi molecules will reach their intended target within the plant (82). 
Nanoparticles can also be functionalized with targeting ligands, such as antibodies or peptides, that direct 
the RNAi molecules specifically to infected cells. This targeted delivery reduces the likelihood of off-target 
effects and increases the concentration of RNAi molecules at the site of infection. For example, chitosan 
nanoparticles functionalized with viral coat protein antibodies can deliver RNAi molecules directly to 
cells infected with Tomato yellow leaf curl virus (TYLCV), resulting in effective viral suppression (24). The 
combination of RNAi with nanoparticles leads to a synergistic effect, where the enhanced delivery and 
stability of RNAi molecules result in more effective viral suppression. This approach has been shown to 
reduce viral load and symptoms in a variety of plant species, providing a promising strategy for managing 
plant viral diseases. 
Nanoparticle-Enhanced CRISPR/Cas 
CRISPR/Cas systems offer precise and effective methods for editing viral genomes, but their application in 
plants can be limited by the challenges of delivering CRISPR/Cas components to target cells. 
Nanoparticles, such as liposomes, polymeric nanoparticles, and gold nanoparticles, can be used to 
encapsulate and deliver CRISPR/Cas components, enhancing their stability and ensuring their delivery to 
the target cells (110). Nanoparticles can also be functionalized with targeting ligands that direct the 
CRISPR/Cas components specifically to infected cells. For example, gold nanoparticles functionalized with 
viral coat protein antibodies can deliver CRISPR/Cas9 components directly to cells infected with Cabbage 
leaf curl virus (CaLCuV), resulting in effective viral suppression (4). This targeted delivery increases the 
concentration of CRISPR/Cas components at the site of infection, enhancing the efficiency and precision of 
genome editing. The combination of CRISPR/Cas with nanoparticles leads to a synergistic effect, where 
the enhanced delivery and stability of CRISPR/Cas components result in more effective viral suppression. 
This approach has the potential to overcome the limitations of traditional CRISPR/Cas delivery methods, 
providing a powerful tool for managing plant viral diseases. 
Nanoparticle-Mediated Immune Activation in Plants 
Nanoparticles have emerged as powerful tools in agriculture, particularly in enhancing plant immunity 
against pathogens, including viruses. One of the most significant ways in which nanoparticles contribute 
to plant health is through the induction of systemic resistance.  
Mechanisms of Induced Systemic Resistance (ISR) via Nanoparticles 
Induced Systemic Resistance (ISR) is a plant’s enhanced defensive state triggered by certain biotic or 
abiotic stimuli, enabling it to ward off a broad spectrum of pathogens more effectively. Nanoparticles 
have been found to play a pivotal role in inducing ISR, thereby bolstering the plant's innate immune 
system. The mechanisms by which nanoparticles induce ISR are multifaceted and involve complex 
signaling pathways that ultimately lead to a heightened state of defense in plants. 
Recognition and Signaling 
When nanoparticles are introduced to a plant, they can be recognized as foreign entities by the plant's 
innate immune system. This recognition is often mediated by pattern recognition receptors (PRRs) 
located on the surface of plant cells. These PRRs detect specific molecular patterns associated with 
nanoparticles, known as nanoparticle-associated molecular patterns (NAMPs). Upon recognition, these 
receptors initiate a signaling cascade that activates defense-related genes, leading to ISR (22). 
Reactive Oxygen Species (ROS) Generation 
One of the primary mechanisms by which nanoparticles induce ISR is through the generation of reactive 
oxygen species (ROS). ROS are highly reactive molecules that play a dual role in plant immunity. At low 
concentrations, ROS act as signaling molecules that trigger defense pathways, including the production of 
defense-related hormones like salicylic acid (SA) and jasmonic acid (JA). These hormones are crucial for 
the activation of ISR, leading to the fortification of cell walls, production of antimicrobial compounds, and 
enhanced expression of defense genes (83). Nanoparticles, particularly those made of metals like silver, 
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copper, and zinc oxide, have been shown to induce the generation of ROS in plants. For instance, silver 
nanoparticles (AgNPs) can penetrate plant cells and interact with cellular components, leading to the 
production of ROS. These ROS then trigger a signaling cascade that results in the activation of ISR, 
providing the plant with enhanced protection against pathogens (86). 
Hormonal Signaling Pathways 
Nanoparticles can also influence the hormonal signaling pathways that regulate ISR. For example, 
nanoparticles have been shown to enhance the accumulation of salicylic acid (SA), a hormone that plays a 
critical role in the activation of systemic acquired resistance (SAR), a type of resistance closely related to 
ISR. The enhanced SA signaling leads to the upregulation of pathogenesis-related (PR) proteins and other 
defense-related genes, contributing to a robust immune response (18). Similarly, nanoparticles can 
modulate the jasmonic acid (JA) and ethylene (ET) signaling pathways, which are crucial for ISR, 
particularly in response to necrotrophic pathogens. By influencing these hormonal pathways, 
nanoparticles help in fine-tuning the plant's immune response, ensuring a more effective defense against 
a wide range of pathogens (99). 
Epigenetic Modifications 
Recent research has suggested that nanoparticles might also induce ISR through epigenetic modifications. 
Epigenetic changes, such as DNA methylation and histone modification, can lead to the activation or 
repression of specific genes involved in plant immunity. Nanoparticles, by interacting with the plant's 
genetic material, may induce these epigenetic changes, leading to a more sustained and heritable state of 
resistance. This mechanism, although still under investigation, offers a promising avenue for enhancing 
plant immunity through nanoparticle-mediated ISR (66). 
Role of Nanoparticles in Enhancing Plant Immunity 
The role of nanoparticles in enhancing plant immunity extends beyond the induction of ISR. 
Nanoparticles contribute to plant defense through various means, including direct antimicrobial activity, 
the enhancement of nutrient uptake, and the modulation of the plant’s microbiome. These factors 
collectively improve the overall health and resilience of plants, making them more capable of 
withstanding pathogen attacks. 
Direct Antimicrobial Activity 
Many nanoparticles, particularly metal-based ones like silver (AgNPs), copper (CuNPs), and zinc oxide 
(ZnO NPs), possess inherent antimicrobial properties. These nanoparticles can directly inhibit the growth 
of pathogens by disrupting their cellular structures, interfering with their metabolic processes, and 
inducing oxidative stress. For instance, silver nanoparticles have been shown to disrupt the cell 
membranes of bacteria and fungi, leading to their inactivation. This direct antimicrobial activity not only 
protects plants from infection but also reduces the pathogen load in the environment, contributing to 
overall plant health (100). 
Enhancement of Nutrient Uptake 
Nanoparticles can also enhance plant immunity by improving nutrient uptake. Certain nanoparticles, such 
as those made from iron (FeNPs) and zinc (ZnNPs), can be used as nano-fertilizers, providing essential 
nutrients in a more bioavailable form. Improved nutrient uptake enhances the plant’s physiological 
status, making it more robust and better equipped to mount an effective defense response against 
pathogens. For example, zinc nanoparticles have been shown to improve zinc uptake in plants, leading to 
enhanced resistance against fungal pathogens like Fusarium species (102). 
Modulation of the Plant Microbiome 
The plant microbiome, consisting of beneficial microbes that inhabit the plant rhizosphere, phyllosphere, 
and endosphere, plays a crucial role in plant immunity. Nanoparticles can influence the composition and 
activity of the plant microbiome, promoting the growth of beneficial microbes that enhance plant defense. 
For instance, certain nanoparticles have been shown to stimulate the growth of plant growth-promoting 
rhizobacteria (PGPR), which, in turn, enhance ISR and contribute to overall plant health. By modulating 
the microbiome, nanoparticles indirectly boost plant immunity, providing a more comprehensive defense 
against pathogens (80). 
Systemic Acquired Resistance (SAR) Enhancement 
While ISR is often associated with the jasmonic acid (JA) and ethylene (ET) pathways, nanoparticles have 
also been found to enhance systemic acquired resistance (SAR), which is primarily mediated by salicylic 
acid (SA). SAR is characterized by the production of pathogenesis-related (PR) proteins and other defense 
compounds that provide long-lasting immunity against a broad range of pathogens. Nanoparticles, by 
inducing the accumulation of SA and enhancing the SA signaling pathway, contribute to the activation of 
SAR, providing plants with a more robust and sustained immune response (31). 
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Case Studies: Successful Applications in Various Crops 
The application of nanoparticles in enhancing plant immunity has been successfully demonstrated in 
various crops, showcasing their potential to improve crop resilience and productivity.  
Tomato (Solanum lycopersicum) 
In tomato plants, silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) have been used to induce systemic resistance against the 
Tomato mosaic virus (ToMV). Researchers found that treating tomato plants with AgNPs resulted in the 
accumulation of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and the activation of defense-related genes. This induced 
systemic resistance provided the plants with enhanced protection against ToMV, leading to reduced viral 
load and milder symptoms. The application of AgNPs also improved the overall health and vigor of the 
tomato plants, contributing to increased yield (34). 
Rice (Oryza sativa) 
In rice, zinc oxide nanoparticles (ZnO NPs) have been used to enhance resistance against the Rice blast 
fungus (Magnaporthe oryzae) (Fig 5). ZnO NPs were found to improve zinc uptake in rice plants, leading 
to the activation of defense-related pathways and the accumulation of antimicrobial compounds. The 
enhanced resistance provided by ZnO NPs resulted in a significant reduction in disease severity and 
improved overall plant health. This study demonstrated the potential of ZnO NPs as a nano-fertilizer that 
not only provides essential nutrients but also boosts plant immunity (28). 

 
Figure 5 Image showing the picture of Rice blast fungus (Magnaporthe oryzae). Source- Donald 

Growth, Louisiana State University AgCenter, Bugwood.org 
Wheat (Triticum aestivum) 
In wheat, chitosan nanoparticles have been employed to induce systemic resistance against Fusarium 
head blight (FHB), a devastating fungal disease caused by Fusarium graminearum (Fig 6). Chitosan 
nanoparticles were found to enhance the accumulation of defense-related hormones, such as salicylic acid 
(SA) and jasmonic acid (JA), leading to the activation of ISR and SAR pathways. The treated wheat plants 
exhibited reduced fungal growth and mycotoxin production, resulting in healthier crops with higher 
yields (107). 

 
Figure 6 Image showing the picture of Fusarium head blight (FHB), a fungal disease caused by 

Fusarium graminearum. Source- https://extension.missouri.edu 

https://extension.missouri.edu
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Grapevine (Vitis vinifera) 
In grapevine, copper nanoparticles (CuNPs) have been used to control Downy mildew caused by 
Plasmopara viticola. CuNPs  (Fig 7)were found to have direct antifungal activity against P. viticola, 
disrupting the pathogen's cellular structures and inhibiting its growth. Additionally, the application of 
CuNPs induced systemic resistance in the grapevine plants, enhancing their overall immunity. The 
combined effect of direct pathogen inhibition and ISR led to a significant reduction in disease incidence 
and severity, improving grape quality and yield (9). 

 
Figure 7 Image showing the picture of Downy mildew disease in grapevine caused by Plasmopara 

viticola. Source- Adobe stock 
 
Strawberry (Fragaria  ananassa) 
In strawberry plants, silica nanoparticles (SiO2 NPs) have been used to enhance resistance against 
Botrytis cinerea, a fungal pathogen responsible for gray mold disease (Fig 8). SiO2 NPs were found to 
strengthen the plant cell walls by promoting the deposition of silica, making it more difficult for the 
pathogen to penetrate the plant tissues. Additionally, the nanoparticles induced the production of 
defense-related enzymes, such as peroxidases and polyphenol oxidases, further enhancing the plant's 
resistance. The treated strawberry plants showed reduced disease incidence and improved fruit quality 
(114). 

 
Figure 8 Image showing the picture of Botrytis cinerea, a fungal pathogen responsible for gray 

mold disease in strawberry. Source- Adobe stock 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT AND BIOSAFETY CONCERNS OF MOLECULAR NANOTHERAPEUTICS 
The increasing use of molecular nanotherapeutics in agriculture, particularly for the management of plant 
viral diseases, has raised concerns about their environmental impact and biosafety. While 
nanotechnology offers promising solutions for enhancing crop protection, it is crucial to assess the 
potential risks associated with the release of nanoparticles into the environment.  
Ecotoxicological Assessments of Nanoparticles in Agriculture 
Ecotoxicology is the study of the effects of toxic substances on the constituents of ecosystems, including 
plants, animals, and microorganisms. Nanoparticles, due to their unique physicochemical properties, can 
interact with biological systems in ways that differ significantly from traditional chemicals (77). This 
necessitates comprehensive ecotoxicological assessments to understand the potential risks associated 
with their use in agriculture. 
Behavior and Fate of Nanoparticles in the Environment 
Once released into the environment, nanoparticles can undergo various transformations that affect their 
behavior, bioavailability, and toxicity. These transformations include aggregation, dissolution, and 
interaction with organic matter, all of which can influence the nanoparticles' fate and transport in soil and 
water. For example, silver nanoparticles (AgNPs), which are widely used for their antimicrobial 
properties, can release silver ions (Ag+) upon dissolution. These ions are highly reactive and can bind to 
organic and inorganic particles in the environment, potentially leading to the formation of less 
bioavailable and less toxic complexes (57). 
However, the same properties that make nanoparticles effective in agricultural applications can also pose 
risks to non-target organisms. For instance, the small size and high reactivity of nanoparticles can 
facilitate their uptake by plants, animals, and microorganisms, potentially leading to toxic effects. Studies 
have shown that certain nanoparticles, such as zinc oxide (ZnO) and titanium dioxide (TiO2), can induce 
oxidative stress in plants, leading to damage to cellular components and impaired growth. Similarly, 
nanoparticles can affect soil microorganisms, which play a crucial role in nutrient cycling and soil fertility 
(58). 
 Impact on Non-Target Organisms 
The potential impact of nanoparticles on non-target organisms is a major concern in the ecotoxicological 
assessment of nanotherapeutics. Aquatic organisms, such as fish, algae, and invertebrates, are particularly 
vulnerable to nanoparticle exposure due to their direct contact with contaminated water. For example, 
studies have shown that silver nanoparticles can be toxic to aquatic organisms at relatively low 
concentrations, causing effects such as reduced growth, altered behavior, and increased mortality. The 
mechanisms of toxicity are often related to the generation of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and the 
disruption of cellular processes (35). 
Terrestrial organisms, including soil invertebrates and plants, can also be affected by nanoparticles. 
Earthworms, for instance, can accumulate nanoparticles from soil, leading to oxidative stress and damage 
to their digestive systems (44). Similarly, the uptake of nanoparticles by plants can lead to phytotoxic 
effects, including reduced germination, stunted growth, and impaired photosynthesis. These effects can 
have cascading consequences for the entire ecosystem, as plants and soil organisms play key roles in 
maintaining ecological balance (41). 
Long-Term Environmental Impacts 
One of the challenges in assessing the environmental impact of nanoparticles is understanding their long-
term effects. Unlike traditional chemicals, nanoparticles can persist in the environment for extended 
periods, potentially leading to chronic exposure of organisms. The long-term effects of nanoparticles are 
still not fully understood, but there is concern that chronic exposure could lead to bioaccumulation in 
food chains, with unknown consequences for ecosystem health and human safety (56). 
Risk Management and Regulatory Frameworks 
The development and use of nanoparticles in agriculture are subject to various risk management and 
regulatory frameworks designed to ensure their safety for human health and the environment. These 
frameworks aim to balance the benefits of nanotechnology with the need to minimize potential risks, by 
implementing guidelines and standards for the production, use, and disposal of nanoparticles. 
Current Regulatory Approaches 
Regulatory approaches to nanotechnology vary widely across different regions and sectors. In many 
countries, nanoparticles are regulated under existing chemical safety laws, such as the European Union’s 
Registration, Evaluation, Authorization, and Restriction of Chemicals (REACH) regulation, and the United 
States’ Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA). These regulations require manufacturers to provide data on 
the safety of their products, including information on their chemical composition, toxicity, and 
environmental impact. However, the unique properties of nanoparticles have raised concerns that 
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traditional chemical regulations may not be fully adequate to address the specific risks associated with 
nanomaterials (63). To address these concerns, some regulatory agencies have developed specific 
guidelines for the assessment of nanomaterials. For example, the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) 
has issued guidance on the risk assessment of nanomaterials in food and feed, which includes 
recommendations for the characterization, exposure assessment, and hazard identification of 
nanoparticles. Similarly, the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has developed a framework for 
the risk assessment of nanomaterials, which includes considerations for their environmental fate, toxicity, 
and potential for bioaccumulation (106). 
Challenges in Regulation 
One of the main challenges in regulating nanomaterials is the lack of standardized methods for their 
characterization and risk assessment. Nanoparticles can vary widely in size, shape, surface charge, and 
chemical composition, making it difficult to develop a one-size-fits-all approach to their regulation. 
Additionally, the rapid pace of innovation in nanotechnology means that new nanomaterials are being 
developed faster than regulatory frameworks can keep up, leading to gaps in oversight and potential risks 
(78). Another challenge is the need for international harmonization of regulations. Nanomaterials are 
often produced and used across multiple countries, making it important for regulatory frameworks to be 
consistent and compatible. However, differences in regulatory approaches and standards between 
countries can create trade barriers and complicate efforts to ensure the safe use of nanotechnology. 
International organizations, such as the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development 
(OECD), are working to promote harmonization by developing guidelines and best practices for the 
testing and assessment of nanomaterials (91). 
Risk Management Strategies 
Effective risk management strategies for nanoparticles in agriculture involve a combination of regulatory 
oversight, industry best practices, and public engagement. Manufacturers are encouraged to adopt safe-
by-design principles, which involve considering safety and environmental impact from the earliest stages 
of product development. This includes selecting materials and processes that minimize the release of 
nanoparticles into the environment and reduce their potential for toxicity (113). Risk management also 
involves monitoring the environmental and health impacts of nanoparticles throughout their lifecycle, 
from production to disposal. This includes implementing measures to control emissions, manage waste, 
and mitigate any unintended consequences of nanoparticle use. Additionally, public engagement is 
essential for building trust and ensuring that stakeholders are informed about the benefits and risks of 
nanotechnology (127). 
Sustainable Nanotechnology: Balancing Efficacy and Environmental Safety 
Sustainable nanotechnology seeks to balance the efficacy of nanomaterials in agricultural applications 
with the need to minimize their environmental impact and ensure biosafety.  
Principles of Sustainable Nanotechnology 
Sustainable nanotechnology is guided by several key principles, including the use of renewable resources, 
minimizing waste and emissions, and reducing the environmental footprint of nanomaterials. These 
principles align with the broader goals of green chemistry and engineering, which aim to develop 
products and processes that are safer, more efficient, and less harmful to the environment (7). One 
approach to sustainable nanotechnology is the development of biodegradable and biocompatible 
nanomaterials. For example, researchers are exploring the use of natural polymers, such as chitosan and 
cellulose, as alternatives to synthetic materials in the production of nanoparticles. These natural 
polymers are derived from renewable resources and can degrade in the environment without leaving 
harmful residues, making them an attractive option for sustainable agriculture (133). Another principle of 
sustainable nanotechnology is the reduction of energy and resource consumption in the production of 
nanomaterials. This can be achieved through the use of more efficient manufacturing processes, such as 
green synthesis methods that use less energy and generate fewer by-products. Additionally, efforts to 
recycle and reuse nanomaterials can help to reduce waste and conserve resources, further contributing to 
sustainability (17). 
Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) 
Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) is a tool used to evaluate the environmental impact of a product or process 
throughout its entire lifecycle, from raw material extraction to disposal. LCA can be applied to 
nanomaterials to assess their sustainability and identify opportunities for improvement. By considering 
factors such as energy consumption, greenhouse gas emissions, water use, and waste generation, LCA 
provides a comprehensive view of the environmental impact of nanomaterials and helps guide the 
development of more sustainable products (51). For example, LCA can be used to compare the 
environmental impact of different synthesis methods for nanoparticles, such as chemical versus green 
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synthesis. It can also be used to assess the trade-offs between the benefits of using nanoparticles in 
agriculture, such as increased crop yields and reduced pesticide use, and the potential environmental 
costs, such as nanoparticle release and bioaccumulation. By providing a holistic view of the 
environmental impact, LCA helps to ensure that nanotechnology is developed and used in a truly 
sustainable way (45). 
Balancing Efficacy with Environmental Safety 
Achieving a balance between the efficacy of nanomaterials in agriculture and their environmental safety 
requires a multidisciplinary approach that integrates science, engineering, and policy. This includes 
ongoing research to better understand the environmental behavior and toxicity of nanoparticles, as well 
as the development of safer alternatives and mitigation strategies. 
One approach to balancing efficacy with environmental safety is the use of targeted delivery systems that 
minimize the release of nanoparticles into the environment. For example, encapsulating nanoparticles in 
biodegradable carriers can enhance their efficacy in delivering active ingredients to plants while reducing 
their potential for environmental contamination. Additionally, using precision agriculture techniques, 
such as controlled-release formulations and targeted application methods, can help to minimize the 
number of nanoparticles needed and reduce their environmental impact (116). Another important aspect 
of balancing efficacy with environmental safety is the development of regulatory frameworks that 
encourage the responsible use of nanotechnology. This includes setting limits on nanoparticle 
concentrations in agricultural products, monitoring environmental levels, and ensuring that any risks are 
communicated to stakeholders. By fostering a culture of safety and responsibility, regulatory frameworks 
can help to ensure that the benefits of nanotechnology are realized without compromising environmental 
and human health (14). 
 
CONCLUSION 
The management of plant viral diseases has long been a significant challenge in agriculture, with major 
viral pathogens causing substantial economic and agricultural losses. Conventional control methods, such 
as the use of chemical pesticides and resistant crop varieties, have limitations, including environmental 
concerns and the rapid evolution of viral resistance. In response to these challenges, molecular 
nanotherapeutics have emerged as a revolutionary approach, offering precise and effective solutions for 
plant virus control. The principles of molecular nanotherapeutics, rooted in the ability to manipulate 
materials at the nanoscale, have transformed the landscape of plant pathology. Historical developments in 
nanotechnology have led to the evolution of advanced tools that surpass traditional methods in efficacy 
and environmental safety. Nanotherapeutics offer advantages such as targeted delivery, reduced dosage 
requirements, and enhanced stability of antiviral agents. 
The deployment of various types of nanoparticles, including metal-based (silver, gold, copper), polymer-
based (chitosan, dendrimers), carbon-based (graphene, carbon nanotubes), and quantum dots, has 
demonstrated their unique mechanisms of action against plant viruses. These nanoparticles interact with 
viral particles and host cells in ways that disrupt viral replication, enhance plant defenses, and deliver 
antiviral agents with precision. The design and functionalization of nanocarriers, along with advanced 
encapsulation techniques, have further optimized the stability and efficacy of these therapeutic agents. By 
leveraging targeted delivery mechanisms, nanocarriers ensure that antiviral agents reach their intended 
sites within the plant, minimizing off-target effects and maximizing therapeutic outcomes. 
Gene silencing technologies, such as RNA interference (RNAi) and CRISPR/Cas systems, when combined 
with nanotherapeutics, offer synergistic effects that significantly enhance viral suppression. RNAi plays a 
crucial role in targeting viral RNA, while CRISPR/Cas systems provide precise genome editing capabilities. 
The integration of these technologies with nanoparticles allows for more efficient delivery and sustained 
gene silencing, offering new avenues for managing plant viral diseases. Additionally, nanoparticles have 
been shown to activate immune responses in plants, inducing systemic resistance (ISR) and enhancing 
overall plant immunity. Case studies across various crops have demonstrated the successful application 
of these nanoparticle-mediated strategies, leading to improved disease resistance and crop yields. 
However, the widespread use of molecular nanotherapeutics also raises important environmental and 
biosafety concerns. Ecotoxicological assessments have highlighted the potential risks of nanoparticles to 
non-target organisms and ecosystems. The need for comprehensive risk management and regulatory 
frameworks is critical to ensure that the benefits of nanotechnology are realized without compromising 
environmental safety. Sustainable nanotechnology, which balances efficacy with environmental impact, is 
essential for the responsible development and application of these advanced tools in agriculture. 
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