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Abstract: Due to the mass production and widespread applications, metal oxide nanoparticles inevitably invaded
the environment and the soil has been the main field. Furthermore, as a result of size effect, metal oxide nanoparti-
cles have many outstanding physicochemical properties, meanwhile the uncertainty of their potential risks has wide-
ly aroused public concerns. As the main participants in soil biochemical processes and the most active bioactivator
in material cycling and energy flow, soil enzyme transformations could precisely reflect the status of soil biochemi-

cal reaction, hence it could be served as a biological indicator to evaluate the nanomaterial pollution in soil. In this
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paper, the impacts of metal oxides nanoparticles on soil enzyme activities and the main influencing factors have

been systematically discussed and summarized, and future development directions have been introduced.

Keywords: nanometal oxide; nanoparticles; soil enzyme; enzyme activity; environmental risk

AR PERE AR BRI R R e , N T 9K 4
J& A 1k ¥ (engineered nanometal oxide particles,
ENOPs, H: R B2 8 1 ~100 nm), 4144k TiO, .
Zn0 (AL, O, Fe,0, .CeO,% 1EHL T AYEZy AL T
FEAL TN A4 B I 45 4 S GBS B T Tz
FAY, T ENOPs 7EM G i i) 2 5 A 3, HUE R A
AR T &R L K FEHN) 2 EY,
ENOPs 7E45 7 iz i At ik #% v 254 7l gk o b R
R IG5 A B & R oy R A )
P AZFEE W RN, 3k TR RS F A R S R K
ORI A SRR BE S el 2 OREAR R/ NSO IR R T
P 2 1T FEL far 1R T Ab 22 1 o S R I, DA T 52 M 4 0K
TR IR R AT R S AE R

- S — Tl B AR YA BE AR 1 B
M FiEEy Y, LIRSS S R
SN FAE A o 7 SR R o i s
FRICRIEIN BB R RS S B UIAHOC S 3l v 1
ANURE 2 e A A A W T Pk v AR RAE SR A B
fEARLERERE Sy ™ TP AL TR - A B
B Wl /E R BEM ENOPs + 38 75 4L 19 4 W) 24 48
Fr. ENOPs B/NRST 7 L2 T AR A5 e Pk 2 3 o H:
TE L IEP Y B 5T e Ty R 5 e
it SOV A 1) R A A L, DT PIT R X - S il 1Y) T
M=

ARG o R a SCHR IR B RN 53 AT, A58 2R 495 s [l Jest
FLESE T ENOPs X 4 38 i 1% 4 19 5% ) AH G 52,
FFXF AR A 58 T ] I E S A8 T 2 ENOPs 5 1
8 T T P TR 1) 790 0007 O R T S A OC A B
5T

1 #XK & E S YHEIA ( Nano-metal oxide parti-
cles overview)
1.1 Ak v 5 A&

YK 5 I A ) UKL LA R T RN /N RST 2K
I et RST80T S, RIS 5 ()
ZH R TOK AR AL B 58 A [R] B A PR RE G 27 Pk
e A MERE DG rERE ) 2R e M TR PR D
M T HA4& ki 245 ENOPs B )12 i T Ak
) EEGH) A A B At i A R, 45 32 BIF ST Y
KN, H AT E UL A ENOPs £ A Sio, | TiO, |

ZnO CuO, CeO, .Fe,0, . A1,0,%, U, TiO, NPs
T EL A RRIR 1627 P o A R 47 (0 b 2 e P A
FOE VR 2 0 TP AR 95 80 Ol i 1k fink
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il ZnO NPs M FH @200 UV Wik fg ) Kot
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1.2 ENOPs £ 3 (A5 1T

TR ALHE ENOPs 7 N 19 45 A5 L 4 i A BF
BeJa iy F B TE , NOE PR T Y Bl v B 4 138 B
W, ke A RS Z MR A L,
KA h ENOPs MTTRE , & 91K AR Tk 5 i 3
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4, ENOPs i AMREL 5, TEIREE A o h R A= iE B 5%
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TR B, HoA= Wy 2 4Pk ] 8 H 25 22 31 e ™,
ENOPs 7£ 4 i & A 1 35 2240 AR b J2 R 4 ki [A]
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b KT s A AU LR AR e, tesh, +
e TSR fe e O3 B B A B AR ) R 23 X
DKAUAE AT 285 S PR B 800 7 HE 5 i)

2 T EEEEE R R IOHT 3 ( Effects of ENOPs on
soil enzyme activity )
2.1 % RIS T RS2 R

- B B SRR RS KRR
B2 5 A2  ORIE T IR E WG sh o i A
HR R 0 WA VR ) 5 A LA S - 8 sh i oy #2058
AR RGEA T B E i S B R, ENOPs
A TG T, o5 5 A T 45 A el o R
YRR Ab2E B W RN X A A o PSS R R R 5
M) - 498w 4 A A S 7 A R - A9 v g P AR
P LAE B 5 ik i, L& ENOPs 41 ZnO NPs, TiO,
NPs .CuO NPs CeO, NPs K4k 2 40 K A AL ¥ 55 %) +
SIS P 1 5 ) SR A TR IR | R il RN 2o A Ak
AMFE AL L BARILER 1 R,
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2.2 RO SRR T B AR

ENOPs X 448 fiff 1% P ) 52 i 32 2238 1 3 Flik
1 RO TR R R I R O R
TEAREER WA Y R4 i, il 1 7R, ENOPs
XoF - ST 1 1 R AT R R R — IR AR AT R 2
Fhak 3 AL EVE .
22.1 BHA#HEEET

AN[FZEA ENOPs i A + 3830855 J5 &k A= 1 ) 28
b2z N AN, s FE LA T 25 57, 1 iy 14
BRI PSR [R] - Brunner 5P WLER T Z R 44K
4 JE ALk (Fe, 0, . ZnO ,CeO, , TiO, Fil ZrO,) 4
FRLRE: | 2 B0 Eh 8 K R e R T 1) 42 R S - = /b
1S3 b XoT 94 K A 24 L 5 7 £ TR O T
fitf, X4 B0 TR s R BRI 4
JEXTEE FTAER, 4 3 SR 1) E A Y
PGB RS PR rh O 5 IR A] Y BC A2 45 5, s
Tt A4 £ SN 118 S 1 I 0 il 8 11 19%) 29 T R i, DA T
A M BV S E R . Josko AEPVIESY &
I, 9K Cr, O3 B 1 KRG A TG M, 412K ZnO HIIEL T
PR PR IR G RIS 1R, SR, 2) EAE G TR
TG B RETSE BEERDR IS, & 3L
FERE PEREAG, RO IR Xu SFPI7ERFS A A
YR ITORLA AR B - A 9 A AR FABIL I B & 30A )

EizteElll

Cells damage

a) & a8 TR
Metal ion
release

s A A

Biological cells damage

(o] -
= DNA#ifS

XX
itz O /
Signal traf®duction
disorder

WS CuO NPs b B4 I 4] T - BEmg s Pk, H A
AR AR R KR, XAHES CuO NPs 4 )8
Rt A 56, B CuO NPs #E A +IERES 5 i AR B 1,
HWFFEOA N TR K Zn0O R EEMEE Y
FEJFEHE® Du 2R/ G AL
B, 4K ZnO VERANEINA 385 KA T 7, 0
il T R 2 ST S A R S A 1 T
PE, SSEMFIE AR, 9K ZnO H0HH] T R A
fiff 3t AU U | S | T Tl TR S AL S 3)
HEJRS IR T — XN R BRG M A 32
B, 13 ZnO NPs W N 1 mg- g I}, FDAH
TP IR TG I 3 25 5 (P=0.149)

ENOPs, il — 5 TR A S8 E 8T
(KA RN ZnO . CuO G K FI0RE ), 32 238 i B
&R BT AT, — ST ENOPs i
AT G &8 B T IF A S S 2, DgykiE
SAFLEN ENOPs 5 BE i 1A 5 4 8 25 1 X - 3 il
TP 0 1 TR AN TE AE
2.2.2  HBUERGERYIRIE AL

- S A AL T e i B T A3 DA AR R
SEPR, FH T ENOPs 45 44 Fil R ~F 5 8 s o T AR,
AIRES G R A Y2 RN TR VS A 1 38
it Y &5 F DI RE 2L

gt 173

Membrane damage

b)AE BRI T A S5 A
Alter morphological structure
of enzyme or substrale

Subst%

DNA damage

1 ENOPs f +1ZEHERIRE

) BCABERJR BT b) BURRESURYI AL S s o) B0 LIRS

Fig. 1 Effects of ENOPs on soil enzyme

Note: a) the release of toxic metal ions; b) alteration of the morphological structure of the enzyme or substrate; ¢) damage to the organism cells.
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ENOPs #E A+ 35, 7EXE LA 4 8 & F HAS
P AW R I B0 WAl ENOPs 38 i gl A8
R sl IS ) W R S 25/ VE T + 58/, ENOPs 41
TiO, NPs CeO, NPs Fe, 0, NPs % 7F + 3 fh /3 # itk
L SAR T Y N WA NN T A NI 3D R T E e Sy =1
MG, 255 SIRYEs &1 R AEMEAE . Du %
HEAT IR S B0 B 2 80, SRR T4k TiO, , + 31
Rt LA b, BSR4 AU L
Kot SEAC Sz 200, S IRES v e, A
BF5EER I, THO, NPs AbFHIH S 3k 1 000 mg-kg™ fif,
IR R 1 i o Tl R A 110 9 2 B EE A R Y
FEX i B AR B 55 Fh L 42K TiO, Al %o 2 1 i 0%
AAHRIER, ELAS IR dt s, I R B e, A
FEMI R E R FRIINGIK TiO, J5 , s T b fk
BRI I, dnash S Ak U | 2o AL Ab W i R R A 4k
bS5 s AN oK CeO, Ji, il T Mkt | ok 460 £ S i A
FDA )36 ¥, 1 BAFE R B0 o R, E AR
SERLE ] L3N T K Fe, O, 0K i , Ik BRI M3
9B, AR BRI BN OCR . XTSI T IRl
JE—F TR 48 JT BRI 42 JE B, A R
TR i 3 U 4 D B, R O S il
ML A HRY ST Fe, O, NPs Ji5 , Ik 73+
FIHITE Fe,0, NPs BEHEAE R~ & & A AR At i, 45
FARIDIRERE S , TS T SR TG 1

ENOPs %% 55> T 16 M b0 g5 &, Wit g 5
R S5 A BEAE R, %F T TiO, NPs, CeO, NPs
SEAE I OR Sh U A T E  ELE AR R K
b, 5 R RS> T SR Y T4 A R OB S
S5, BH IR B S 10 e 5 TR R X R 4K Ak

SO - SRS R ) TR AR

2.2.3 AR g i

ENOPs Rl ief L 42 4% fith o375 5 0 1 40 = Ak
IS5 DNA 15345 F 40 i A5 5 32 BHL, ax 26 K&
FLHA O A Y B S AR ) R A R, S TS e A
S B 53 U R A Y

ENOPs & 5 A 9 4 353 S0 A 45 477 2 di Oy 325 3 422
Z—FhEEPENLHDY , 3 AR 2 IS R B
{140 B30 3 1 e 7 KRB 451 Park 55 R 3L, 4 i
KR BIAFAE N Tio, Uk v | 23175 532 X e 7 1 4
(7= 5 TR SR P A S A M A AR B — B,
LA /R BRI AP RGE T A AR 4K
Ko AN S  BERE 2 BB R 4 i 48U Ab 1
# % DNA #4117, Applerot %" & B4k CuO fEfE

ERAE AR P9 7 A R 1 A, L T T A R T A A%
H =M% (adenosine triphosphate, ATP){# 4l fifi {5 51%
FZBH, TR ECR BRI T, 4R AR
RriE A ISR | 38 2ok 7 A2 1 MU (ROS), 35
SAALE ST, AR B RS 38 | 4 A A AR
SR\ A PN BB XA AR 2R RN G AR Py A A
PEFIE® . 200 e B8 a5 240 B %% S DNA/RNA Z 4515 , 4
LG 1t A D e A7 40, 1 rhoRE N i 1Y) RS B
/b TS b A Ak SO A AR

ENOPs 1] LSRR A2 76 + v A= W Rt b feff &4 Jifw B%
[T e , DT 0 40 B 5502 35 1 08 . ENOPs 3 7] fig
AR A SR MR R A (R L AR AR P 1 pR A
I, S A AR A S

3 TEBEMEMNEZAEETF (Main regulators
of soil enzyme activity)

ENOPs ) - 18 Big I 2000 52 UKL AR B 1 2R 35 1]
RIS, FREE R R AL G A Y N AEE A Y T
YR T E B b R R Y AR s AR R
PR E 2R TR IR BT, A LT S & pH
Ko HAE
3.1 Hokem ALY TE BT

ENOPs St H 4 J& FI40 K i X M, E A R
W RN, ZFh K ALY b BHRA PR R IS,
X T HEG A Wt B A Vs Al AR 7 A R AR Bl 5
T ERGA G T W R

ENOPs 14 /IN KU 2400 {45 il 501 9 19 B 285 45
9 A A B ) R A L 52 4, DA TSR 2 e 1 -
BERgIIENE . 7E Josko P RYBETE X T B AU
TEHAB ML S E— 5 PAEOL T, 2 RN [R] 26 A 1+ 15
H A R IORE X Tl 175 e 108 490 T G288 1 T AROK
B, BEAGEPENFE CuO R R/ 3 rp
JOR Bt 1 2B S BRI A SE IR IR A2 B, CuO NPs X+ 338 i
it 1% A ELA IO 28R B - 2 T B I BRSO, 3
WiW] ENOPs Y BE PR R0 LU IHOK A8 B 25 45 s 4
e, o L e PR R S R B T R, &R
goREMYE LR E N SR E TR, 2R &
JE AR BT AR E NJE 0 4 AL 45 5 18 i i 1 3
PEHC TS ) -+ SR A 5 . PN S AR5
R, TE 15~60 d Ky 75 18] 19 FA BORE e [a) B
H R A TPYEK TIO, B & T & i Y Ti B
VIR EE SN, 6T JUR S P F 410 ) 2 35 T 8 (P<0.05)
ENOPs 7 14 v 4 J& 25 7 B9 ¥ Hh B B %of + 1 il
TG PE R S e B
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ENOPs K¢ 19 4 B Ak 2 M o, e e v R
RUNE B 23 5 ) A SR 9 L (HAS 2 T B 40 K 4
A5 - Sl 2 [E) A0 S 35 1 70 RN R, N
B A [) 99 K A8 A 0 ) SRR B TR s
3.2 [ SRR

T pH AP A RS & i K+ & = )
o A 181 4 X P RSO () PR B AT S B R 1 A 3 o
LM, R A ) B 2 e S5 A K SR AR R 1
Pt AR A A A T

AHIA] ENOPs R INEIA R 27 185 i T L1
PRAGIE BTG 22 5, 9K S AR % L S 1 52 A
JIANE, PGS R B, # 94K Tio, i i 21 b +- |
B FoREPE MAEY AR SEED Pz
S RZMA B R, 78 5 A Az B SZ A /)N, H X
Tl B 42 114 D DR v = 4 LS B b P - A R
1%, PEA L HERY TiO, NPs A5 A 5B R A HLE
B, IR ES Y TiO, NPs B 5 %if + e A= 4 F 4S9 s
PERE B, AR ADRL 3O T b Y A SR 2 ]
PLJETE CeO, NPs (BT R 41 AN ] 38 v i o £ o
FhIEH T 22 5 A5 CeO, NPs 7 38 132k
W) KB RN, ENOPs Jiti ik A N5, & 7F—
SEFREE 1 o0 - SRR AL T (1R ) - S R A
SRR ENI S R, R E IR 60 d S5, N
KPS =Bk (Fe, 0, NPs)FIZH K E ALk (Fe, O, NPs)
b P AR T S e S RN ST O Y
i WIS T -3 pH.,

AR M T, A0 pH A HLTE R AE 2 R
ENOPs 7£ -3 i B8 i fb o F2 , F 1hii s m + 18 vp
YK JURL I A ) A AL R AR ) L FEOE Y
ENOPs X 3G M i 2 ma i B2 vy | T 25 A AN ] =
S PR BN DL
3.3 P RAEYTES)

- R ) B A 3 Bl 255 ENOPs (1)
RAEMRE S B B2, 18] 42 w48 H AR A 5 Al
TR

YR E A A 3G 52 R W T Bh
G3 IS AEPIRR Z2 00 W , DT 52 W S A 0 85 i S TR
S B] % 5 e A B 04 3 PR O AR AR
WF5E &I, 41K Fe, O, X £ v () 40 &1 FH i 26 T4 A7
TEMARAVERT, BLREANK Fe, O, BN A8 hI , 300 5%
O T2 T 5 X £ A LA R R
YK Fe, O, 4% i 22 IE ARG, AT BTG 1 38 v i)
VERY G | D PERERR B DRE R A S, AR R W

YRR 2223 10 s 348 I 1 45 b B8 T AN K B A L)
Jo, HC 2] AT 5 B BRI & R AR AR Xu
EEUA R FRRER R KIS, R PR P A A K
(R RE ) B AR T S /K fift £ 2 R BRI 2 i A, AT
TRFEANTE A= K, 25 CuO NPs XA 90 20 o i) 75 5
EHL,

FEE PSR Y s UE P T R R E — e R
U855 ENOPs Xif A 38 Hh il 15 14 () 5% ), 28 fiff H X A= )
AT EE N, X T ENOPs & 4 72 B 8 i il £
B AT B e 2 i mie 2

4 #iE5RE ( Conclusion and prospect)

H A5 % ENOPs Ph5847 Ry FilAE W) 8 M 1 A 58
SE— A PLTR BRI 5T Gk, AR 220 5% 1w ab T AP
BB, B SERE AR B = 9T B S A
J&5msk , X T ENOPs 7E/K BB 1T 54 W)
BRI RO T, BT X 4 HE IR A Bifi A A
YIOIRE DG 58 i 80 I R AR T B . &4 9 ENOPs
Xof SRS M0 5 ) 22 R B RIAE R (0 LR AE
FHZEBY L %2 ENOPs 5T | S B o A K
THEEYTE Bh =F B R . RO S 1
Tt 1] 74 59) 2 - 24007 5 R AT kg A DG P 58 R M 1 BF 5 42
HEENSARHE | o PRI AR A Sy RS S,
HE N LIED LT A RN S 535, R
ENOPs X - 38 i 1% 14 114 5% i %o PF-Ali 40 K Ak 9 A=
SR TIEAE R e A R, WA
ENOPs 7 £E ) 35 1% A1 A S8 50 A= W 2800 I T A it 5
HPER K AL TE RIS LR T
RS A S W R 0 o v 7 B f SR e
ENOPs , I H A 52 9 F B sl B (1 25 21 i A
BT SEBREA TREAIAFSE

Bt X ENOPs A=W aiPERIFFE B TR HXT 4
e G YR B2 N 7 LR LA it — 2 5E Em Ak
Ji&, 1) TR TG G M ek 47 J5 67 52 55 DL VR kb 2 A5
NS U0 B 1 22 S 1 SR ELSEEREE T ENOPs X 4
SERFVEFALEL, 2) #57 ENOPs 5 1 HEg 6 4 2
(] P 71) 280 5 R, W AN [ 9 oK AR 14 351 1 5 HE X
T YRR X A K T X ENOPs UM
O AR A L SR S B 2 A
P , B4 TR A b sz ot 498 K S 4 o - S g 1) 2 1
BN, 3) ENOPs 7 1 48 v iy AT 2R 25 5% i) £ 38 il 0
P AR Ak, (RS ] AT SR 8 %o L5 M L3 1 AN
BT XTI ENOPs [ 3R 4 K X - B il 0 2 52 i) 1) BfF
FRFFIFIE . 4) % B E] 3 4E ) ENOPs R3]34
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