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Abstract-Society has long been exposed to naturally-occurring 
nanoparticles. Due to their ubiquitous nature, biological 
systems have adapted and built protection against their 
potential effects. However, for the past decades, there have 
been onslaughts of newly engineered nanoparticles being 
released in the environment with no known effects on 
ecosystems. Although these materials offer distinct advantages 
in manufacturing processes, such as odor-free fabric or 
controlled drug delivery, their fate in nature has yet to be 
thoroughly investigated. As the size of an already-large NPs 
market is expected to grow, due to advances in synthetic 
biology, it is vital that we increase our understanding of their 
impacts on human, food and natural ecosystems. Recent 
studies have shown that NPs affect phytoplankton biomass and 
diversity in the ocean, solely by regulating micronutrients 
bioavailability. These types of changes could ultimately impact 
several biogeochemical cycles, as phytoplankton are 
responsible for almost half of the primary production on earth. 
Consequently, this study was designed to evaluate the impact 
of various concentrations (0µM, 20µM, 40µM, 80µM and 
100µM) of several manufactured nanoparticles (gold, carbon 
and iron) on the dynamics of four economically important 
microalgae strains. Responses, such as chlorophyll content, 
protein, lipid content, lipid profile, biomass and cell 
morphology were monitored over a period of two weeks. No 
significant acute toxicity was exhibited within the first 24 
hours of exposure. However, after 4 days, a remarkably high 
mortality rate was detected with increasing NPs concentrations 
of Fe60, C80 and Au60. Iron suspensions were found to be 
more toxic to the microalgae strains tested than those of Gold 
and Carbon under comparable regimes. Further investigations 
with other, either positively or negatively charged 
nanoparticles, should provide a deeper understanding on the 
impacts on these engineered materials in our ecosystems. 

 
Keywords- Nanoparticles, Microalgae, Ecosystems Impacts, 
Industrial Processes, Algal Dynamics 

I. INTRODUCTION  
Nanoparticles (NPs) are ubiquitous in nature, where they 

are found in varied composition. Both at a temporal and spatial 
scale, nanoparticles tend to display broad particle sizes, shapes 
and distribution. Commonly derived from natural and 
anthropogenic sources, some nanoparticles are known to 
interact directly with environmental pollutants, thereby 
improving environmental quality. In fact, studies by Erick [1] 
and Shawn [2] have demonstrated that nanoparticles have the 
capacity to enhance nutrient storage in soils. Another paper 
published by Thomas [3] also described nanoparticles ability to 
absorb contaminants, thereby protecting water quality. Luis [4] 
thoroughly investigated the involvement of nanoparticles in 
disease diagnostics for plant, while Paul [5] research dealt with 
human and animal health. The list of positive interactions of 
natural nanoparticles with the environment is non-exhaustive, 
as certain nanoparticles appear to form aggregates with 
completely new properties when interacting with living 
organisms (Team of Northwestern University chemists and 
colleagues from the national Center for Sustainable 
Nanotechnology) [6]. Over the years, scientists have gained 
some valuable insight into the molecular mechanisms by which 
nanoparticles interact with biological systems. Studies with 
cellular organisms have helped understand and predict why 
some nanomaterial/ligand coating combinations are detrimental 
to the cell while others are not. This knowledge has been used 
to design and engineer benign nanomaterials. 

Nanoscience studies have identified a wide array of 
nanoparticles with unknown impacts on living organisms in 
terms of exposure and possible toxicity [7, 8, 9]. Other 
nanoparticles, however, have shown to represent potential 
environmental hazards [10, 11, 12]. By entering the food chain, 
water and air, their interactions with nutrients often triggered 
unintended or sometimes adverse environmental responses 
[13]. Using bioassays, countless studies have been performed 
to demonstrate the toxicity associated with nanoparticles [14, 
15, 16]. From an eco-toxicological point of view, titanium 
oxides (TiO2), Silver (Ag) and Zinc (Zn) nanoparticles are the 
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most widely or extensively studied [17, 18, 19]. For example, 
minute concentrations of Zinc Oxides (less than 0.05 mg/L) 
have shown to suppress the growth of several microalgae 
strains [17]. Tests with widely used TiO2 (<5m g/L) led to 
similar results [18]. Evaluation of nanoparticles on microalgae 
dynamics is one widely used method to determine various 
chemicals toxicity levels [20]. Especially, when it comes to the 
effects of particles introduced into aquatic ecosystem, where 
algae play a crucial role in the food web. Microalgae 
affordability and high sensitivity to chemicals have prompted 
them to become the model organism in studies examining 
nanoparticles toxicity [20, 21]. Countless studies on the 
ecotoxicity of a variety of nanoparticles (carbon, iron, 
platinum) are currently underway using both bacteria and 
animal models and a range of toxicity mechanisms (e.g., 
dissolved ions, interactions with algae, entrapment of algal 
cells in NP aggregates) are now surfacing [22, 23]. These 
findings, altogether, point out to a series of highly complex 
interactions between nanoparticles and their surrounding biota 
in the environment. 

Over the past few decades however, an additional onslaught 
of engineered nanoparticles has found their way into our 
aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems, thereby provoking seismic 
shifts in the environment [24, 25]. These nanomaterials 
originate from industries as broad as textiles, medical, 
cosmetics and electronics [24, 25]. Zinc and Copper oxides 
nanoparticles (ZnO and CuO) have been heavily used in 
dentistry, as antibacterial and in sunscreens [26, 27]. Upon use 
or consumption of these consumer products, these 
nanomaterials are constantly being released into the 
environment, either accidentally or intentionally [28]. And due 
to their distinct chemical properties, these nanoparticles are 
often associated with unforeseen health hazards [28, 29]. 
Characteristics such as their reactivity and most importantly 
their size have shown to increase their propensity to trigger 
negative ecological toxic effects in the environment [30]. 
Therefore, engineered nanomaterials are a focus of concern. 
Given synthetic NPs distinct structures and chemical 
properties, such as high mobility and enhanced chemical 
reactivity, compared to naturally-occurring nanoparticles, most 
organisms may not have appropriate defense mechanisms 
against them [31]. 

Nanoparticles are known to play essential roles not only in 
the earth global biogeochemical cycles but also in nutrients 
bioavailability and ecotoxicity [32]. Interactions with their 
abiotic surroundings have also been shown to impact their fate 
in nature including their ecotoxicological potential [33]. It has 
become therefore essential to assess the toxicity of an ever-
increasing number of nanoparticles using various testing 
models. Using appropriate test organisms and methods, 
including proper endpoints, one can more accurately determine 
the impacts of engineered nanoparticles in aquatic and 
terrestrial ecosystems. Also, understanding the effect of 
mixtures of nanoparticles on environmental biota requires 
further investigation, as most toxicological studies have been 
performed on individual particles. Therefore, to reflect natural 
interactions of nanoparticles more realistically, this study was 
conducted to assess the toxicity of not only individual NPs but 
also mixtures of NPs on algal dynamics. We hypothesized that 

the toxicity of a mixture of manufactured nanomaterials can be 
predicted based on the behavior of individual particles 
regardless of biotic or abiotic interactions. 

 

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS  
To examine the toxic effects of both individual and 

mixtures of nanoparticles on microalgae, Chlorella vulgaris, 
Scenedesmus dimorphus, Dunaliella tertiolecta and Neochloris 
oleoabundans, four economically important microalgae, were 
exposed to manufactured iron (Fe), carbon (C) and gold (Au) 
NPs for a period of eight weeks. The toxicity of these NPs was 
evaluated based on endpoint responses such as chlorophyll, 
protein, and lipid content, lipid profile, biomass and 
morphology (microscopic observation). Different 
concentrations of the NPs (0µM, 20µM, 40µM, 80µM and 
100µM) were tested. The whole experimental design is listed 
in figure 1. 

A. Study System 
A mix of freshwater and saltwater algae including four 

commercially important algae strains were used in this study. 
The two saltwater strains were Dunaliella tertiolecta and 
Neochloris oleoabundans. The two freshwater strains were 
Chlorella vulgaris and Scenedesmus dimorphus These 
microalgae have been fairly-well studied on various grounds 
[34, 35]. D. tertiolecta belongs to the Chlorellaceae family and 
has a high reproduction rate and low oil content [36] with a 
preferred temperature of 30℃ up to even 42℃ [37]. N. 
oleoabundans belongs also to the Chlorophyceae family, and 
has a fairly fast reproduction rate, a preferred temperature 
range of 28-32℃ and a normal oil yield capacity, although 
some studies have shown that it can be manipulated to produce 
more oil [38]. Chlorella vulgaris displays several favorable 
biological characteristics, which make it a highly regarded 
species [39]. The growth of Chlorella under different growth 
conditions and regimes resulting in high biomass for biofuels 
production is one of these features. The optimal temperature 
for Chlorella vulgaris is about 30°C, in which the maximum 
biomass productivity is achieved [39]. Finally, S. dimorphus 
belongs to the Chlorophyta family and grows best at 
temperature of 28℃ and 30℃, where it produces the most 
biomass for downstream processing [40]. 

B. Study Sites 
This study was conducted at Center for Renewable Energy 

and Sustainability (CRES-Center) of the University of Puerto 
Rico, Rio Piedras, College of Natural Sciences, Department of 
Environmental Sciences. 

C. Experimental Design 
The experimental design was loosely based on the work by 

Tang [41], with the goal of evaluating how these strains 
respond to various concentrations of nanoparticles. A 96-well 
plate was used in this experiment. Each experimental well in 
the 96-well plate contained 340𝞵L of BBM (Bold’s Basal 
Medium) for freshwater algae or F/2 for saltwater. 
Nanoparticles at a specific concentration (0M, 20M, 40M, 
60M and 80M) were added to each well. These treatments 
were all run in triplicates. Negative (only BBM or F/2 algal 
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growth medium) and positive (algal cultures without 
nanoparticles) controls were also run in triplicates. 

D. Synthesis and characterization of nanomaterials  
1) Synthesis of gold nanoparticles  

Gold nanoparticles were synthesized using the citrate 
reduction method [42]. An aliquot of 20 mL of 1mM gold (III) 
chloride trihydrate (HAuCl4 · 3H2O) was heated and stirred 
until the solution was boiling. Immediately, 5mL of a 1 % 
sodium citrate solution was added. The mixture was 
continuously heated and stirred until a change in color was 
observed from yellow to red. 

2) Characterization of gold nanoparticles 
The citrate reduction method is known to give spherical 

nanoparticles [42]. Microscopy images taken with a FEI F20 
TEM confirmed the spherical morphology. Computer program 
ImageJ was used to determine the average size of the 
nanoparticles to be 10-15 nm. UV-Vis spectroscopy was used 
to measure the resonance plasmon of the AuNPs which was 
consistent with the average size and morphology. 

3) Magnetite nanoparticles synthesis 
Magnetite nanoparticles were synthesized via the co-

precipitation method as presented by S. I. Shanmuga et al. [43]. 
In brief, a 100 mL solution containing 0.1 M of ferrous sulfate 
heptahydrate (FeSO4 · 7H2O) and 0.2 M ferric chloride 
hexahydrate (FeCl3 · 6H2O) was concocted in a round flask 
using nanopure water. The contents of the resulting solution 
were mixed vigorously with the use of a magnetic stirrer at a 
constant temperature of 85oC and kept under inert atmosphere. 
At the same time, 80 mL of a 1.0M solution of sodium 
hydroxide (NaOH) was added to the previous solution in a 
dropwise manner to serve as the reducing agent. In the final 
stages of reaction, the solution changed from brown to black 
and was removed from the heat. A black precipitate with a 
translucent supernatant confirmed the formation of the 
magnetite nanoparticles. These nanoparticles were then washed 
via centrifugation with nanopure water a total of 4 times to 
remove excess NaOH and the remaining salts. The resulting 
nanoparticles were dried at 70oC under inert atmosphere. 
Ultimately, the black precipitate was pulverized and stored in a 
vial under vacuum. 

4) Characterization of magnetite nanoparticles through 
SEM-EDS 

Morphology, size, and elemental composition of the 
synthesized magnetite nanoparticles were assessed through 
Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM) and Energy-Dispersive 
X-ray Spectroscopy (EDS) with a JEOL JSM-6480-LV 
microscope. The analysis was carried out at 20 kV and under 
20,000X magnification. The characterization by S. I. 
Shanmuga et al [43] shown average size range from 70 to 100 
nm, and the arrangement of the nanoparticles are cubic 
centered. 

E. Algal Culture and Cells Exposure 
Chlorella vulgaris, Scenedesmus dimorphus, Dunaliella 

tertiolecta and Neochloris oleoabundans purchased from 
NCMA (The National Center for Marine Algae and Microbiota 
- Bigelow Laboratory for Ocean Sciences, Maine - USA) were 

cultured in BBM/F/2 media (pH 8.2) supplemented with 
vitamins B1 and B12 at 30 °C under light–dark cycles of 12hr 
each, in an incubator shaker (New Brunswick™ I24 shaker) at 
100 rpm. Cell numbers and volume were measured with a 
spectrophotometer (Thermo Scientific™ NanoDrop™ 
2000/2000c Spectrophotometers) on a daily basis for a period 
of 40 days. 

 

 
Figure 1.  Experimental Setup using 96-well plates with different treatment 
arrangements. Saltwater Algae – Mixed Cultures (90-Well-Plate Set up) – F2 

 

In order to determine the initial inoculum, Chlorella 
vulgaris, Scenedesmus dimorphus, Dunaliella tertiolecta and 
Neochloris oleoabundans were cultured in Erlenmeyer flasks 
containing 30ml of BBM / F/2. When the cultures reached a 
certain optical density (OD of 1.0), they were vortexed to 
obtain a homogenized solution. Before exposure to AuNP, 
CNP and FeNP, exponentially grown algae were centrifuged at 
2000×g for 10min and then resuspended in MOPS. The final 
cell density for toxicity assessment was 1.5 × 104 cell/mL. 

96-well plates were used for the inoculation of algal 
solutions for each species. Two plates were designed for mixed 
culture grown on BBM (freshwater algae) and F/2 (marine 
algae) (Figure 1). The plates were set up in a similar fashion, 
with the only difference being the algae strains used. In the 
Figure 1 schematics, each well is labelled. These labels 
represent either the controls or the specific nanoparticle and 
concentration used. Each well contains a total of 340 
microliters, this volume is divided between the specific 
nanoparticle concentration and the rest with the corresponding 
media. The nanoparticles were classified as C (Carbon), G 
(Gold), F (Iron1) and I (Iron2). Then each of these 
nanoparticles was added at a specific concentration into the 
wells. B represent blanks and the subscripts on each of the 
letters correspond to the specific nanoparticles’ concentration 
(2=20𝞵M, 4=40𝞵M, 6=60𝞵M and 8=80𝞵M). 

Using the schematic below, the plates were filled with the 
appropriate culture media and nanoparticles. Triplicates were 
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done on each concentration and control. Afterwards, plates 
were sealed with parafilm and labelled accordingly. Initial 
measurement (T0) was taken in a plate reader or 
spectrophotometer (iMark Microplate Absorbance Reader from 
Bio-Rad) at a wavelength of 450nm, and the plates were 
incubated under controlled temperature of 30°C and humidity. 
After exposure to AuNP (0–80μM) CNP (0–80μM) and FeNP 
(0–80 μM) to study their toxic effects, the growth and 
photosynthetic yield were measured every 24hr for a period of 
6 weeks. The former was performed using the 
spectrophotometer and the latter by fluorometry using a 
PHYTO-PAM (Heinz Walz GmbH, Germany). The values 
were presented as percentage of controls and were plotted as a 
function of measured total NP and cell-associated NP 
(supplemental data). 

F. Extraction and Determination of chlorophyll 
Chlorophyll content was determined by acetone extraction. 

1.5ml of algal biomass was added to 90% acetone and 
homogenized by vortexing. The mixture was then incubated in 
a 50°C water bath for 30 minutes. Following incubation, the 
mixture was centrifuged at 3000 rpm for 10 minutes and the 
supernatant transferred to a clean centrifuge tube. The solution 
was allowed to stand for a short period of time prior to an 
additional 10min of centrifugation. This procedure was 
completed in subdued lighting. The chlorophyll content of the 
samples was determined by using the spectrophotometric 
methods. In order to determine the chlorophyll content of the 
extract, the absorbance of the sample was measured at several 
wavelengths, between the range of 250 and 800 nm against the 
solvent (acetone) blank to obtain the total spectrum. The 
concentration of Chlorophyll a and Chlorophyll b were 
evaluated according to the following SCOR-UNESCO (1966) 
equations [44]:  

Chlorophyll a -μg chlorophyll/mlmedium = 

(11.64A663 – 2.16 A645 + 0.10A630)v/ lV  

Chlorophyll b -μg chlorophyll/mlmedium =  

(-3.94A663 + 20.97 A645 - 3.66A630)v/ lV  

Axxx = the absorbance at xxx nm, after removing the sample 
absorbance at 750 nm against a blank of the solvent used V = l 
= V = the volume of acetone used (ml) 
I = the spectrophotometric cell length (cuvette) (cm) V = the 
sample volume (ml)  

G. Protein Extraction 
Protein extraction was based on a modified method 

developed by Price [45]. For each strain, 5 mg (±10%) of 
freeze-dried micro-algae material was weighed out. Samples 
were resuspended by vortexing in 250 μL 6% (w/v) TCA 
(Trichloroacetic acid). Homogenates were incubated in a water 
bath at 65 °C for 15 min, in screw-capped micro-centrifuge 
tubes and allowed to cool to RT. The homogenates were 
centrifuged at 15,000g for 20 min at 4 °C (Microcentrifuge 
5415 R, Eppendorf AG, Hamburg, Germany) and their 
supernatants discarded. The pellets were resuspended in 
0.5 mL Lowry Reagent D by repeated pipetting or vortexing 
and incubated over a series of time-points (10 min to 22 h) at 

55 °C. Samples were then cooled to RT, spun at 15,000g for 
20 min RT and the supernatant retained; samples were then 
frozen at −20 °C for further analysis. 

H. Protein quantification 
Protein quantification followed the method of Lowry [46] 

as modified by Price (1965) [45]. A stock of Lowry Reagent D 
was made up daily in a 48:1:1 ratio of Lowry Reagents A (2% 
(w/v) Na2CO3 (anhydrous) in 0.1 N NaOH); B (1% (w/v) NaK 
Tartrate tetrahydrate) and C (0.5% (w/v) CuSO4.5H2O in H2O), 
respectively. Reagents A, B, and C were stored at RT. The 
Lowry assay also employed Folin-Ciocalteu phenol reagent 
(Sigma). A stock of a 1:1 ratio of 2 N Folin-Ciocalteu phenol 
reagent: ultra-pure water was made daily. An appropriate 
volume (up to 50μL) of the above protein extract was added to 
individual 1.5mL microfuge tubes in triplicate, followed by the 
addition of 950μL of Lowry Reagent D. microfuge tubes were 
immediately mixed by inversion. Samples were then incubated 
for 10min at RT. Next, 0.1mL of the diluted Folin-Ciocalteu 
phenol reagent was added to each tube and vortexed 
immediately. After 30min at RT, the absorbance of each 
sample was read at 600nm (Nicolet Evolution 300 
spectrophotometer, Thermo Electron Corporation, Madison, 
WI) using VisionPro™ software (Thermo Electron 
Corporation) (Findlay, 1990, Walker, 2002). Calibration curves 
were prepared for each assay with a bovine serum albumin 
(BSA) stock solution (200 mg/mL; Sigma P5369) and using a 
polynomial line of best fit generated in Microsoft Excel 2017. 

I. Lipid extraction 
A modified protocol of Folch et al. [46] was adapted to 

provide a final solvent system volume of 10ml for extraction of 
about 200mg of wet weight microalgal biomass. Microalgal 
paste was homogenized in a glass Potter-Elvehjelm 
homogenizer together with solvents. Cell debris was removed 
by means of vacuum filtration through a Whatman grade GF/C 
glass microfiber filter (1.2 µm) into a glass centrifuge tube. 
Phase separation was facilitated by centrifugation at 350g for 
2min and the organic, lower phase was placed in an aluminum 
foil cup for overnight solvent evaporation at room temperature 
followed by gravimetrical determination of the lipid extract. In 
the Folch method, microalgal paste was homogenized in a 2∶1 
chloroform:methanol (v/v) mixture and cell debris was 
removed by filtration. The homogenizer and collected cell 
debris were rinsed with fresh solvent mixture and the rinse was 
pooled with the previous filtrate prior to the addition of a 
0.73% NaCl water solution, producing a final solvent system of 
2∶1∶0.8 chloroform:methanol:water (v/v/v). 

J. Chemical analysis of lipid extracts 
For a general screening of extracted compounds, solvents 

were removed by evaporation and the dry extracts were 
dissolved in dichloromethane prior to a full scan analysis by 
GC/MS for m/z fragments up to 700 (DB50 column, EI 35 eV, 
quadrupole). Qualitative and quantitative FA (fatty acids) 
profile analyses were performed at the Department of 
Chemistry. FA were methylated as previously 
described [23] and analyzed with a gas chromatograph with an 
FID detector (GC-FID) [24]. The GC-FID analyses were done 
with two and three replicates for qualitative analyses and with 
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three replicates with internal standards (461 standard reference 
mixture from Nu-Chek Prep Ink. USA) for quantitative 
analyses. 

K. Microscopic analyses 
At the end of the experiment, the impact of nanoparticles 

on the shape of algal cells was analyzed using light 
fluorescence microscopy (BX-51; Olympus, Tokyo, Japan). To 
obtain clear images of the algal mucilaginous sheath, samples 
were negatively stained with nigrosine solution (100 g/L, 
formalin 5 mL/L in water) (Sigma-Aldrich), based on a method 
modified from Guedes et al. [47]. A drop of algal suspension 
was placed near the edge of a glass slide and mixed gently with 
a drop of nigrosin. A smear was drawn and dried for 1sec. 
Using this method, the algal mucilaginous sheath is unstained 
(white) while the background becomes black when using a 
light microscope.  

L. Data analysis 
All data were analyzed by GraphPad Prism (version 5.02 

for Windows, USA). Fluorescent units obtained in the cell 
assays were converted to percent viability of control cells. 
Concentrations leading to 10% and 50% effect (EC10s, EC50s) 
were determined by nonlinear regression sigmoidal dose–
response curve fitting using the Hill slope equation and were 
presented as the mean of three independent experiments, with a 
95% confidence interval. Data are presented as mean ± 
standard deviation, n = 3. 

 
III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The toxicity of Au, Fe and C nanoparticles on various algal 
strains was investigated (Figs. 2-5). In this study, several 
endpoints, such as growth, photosynthetic capacity, 
morphology and permeability of the algal cells were monitored 
over a 40-day period. The experimental results indicated that 
60M of FeNP could completely inhibit the growth of 107 
cfu/mL algal cells in liquid F/2 medium. In the biochemical 
study, it has been observed that, FeNP resulted in the leakage 
of proteins. Lowry assay proved the extracellular release of 
proteins into the growth media. When the algal cells were 
exposed to FeNP, many pits were observed, and the cells were 
found to be fragmentary. In other studies, released Fe from NPs 
monitored by AAS, suggested that FeNP can destroy the 
permeability of algal membranes. Our study demonstrated that 
FeNP damaged the structure of algal cell membrane and 
depressed the activity of some membranous enzymes which 
caused the algal cells to die eventually. 

A. Algal Cells Toxicity 

The microalgae responded differently to the various 
treatments, in terms of growth. However, the 60uM 
concentration of iron NPs seems to be fatal to most strains, as it 
caused algal death after less than a week exposure (Figs. 2-5). 

By decreasing phytoplankton biomass and their 
concomitant diversity in oceans and lakes, NPs will 
automatically help regulate micronutrients bioavailability. 

 
Figure 2.  Impact of various Concentrations of FeNP on Dunaliella Growth 

 

 
Figure 3.  Impact of various Concentrations of FeNP on Chlorella Growth 

 

 
Figure 4.  Impact of various Concentrations of FeNP Scenedesmus Growth 

 

 
Figure 5.  Impact of various Concentrations of FeNP on Neochloris Growth 

 

These micronutrients, such as Cu, Co, Fe, Mn, Mo, Ni and 
Zn are known to be involved in important enzymatic processes 
within aquatic ecosystems. Therefore, such changes could have 
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profound consequences on the Carbon and Nitrogen 
biogeochemical cycles, Food-web interactions can also be 
affected, as almost 50% of primary production on earth is 
driven by phytoplankton, which are at the base of the aquatic 
food chain. Such findings highlighted the vulnerability of our 
ecosystems to NPs. Further studies should shed lights on 
additional impacts and assist regulatory bodies in dealing with 
these nanomaterials.  

Photosynthetic capacity is indeed one of the most direct 
parameters which can shed light on algal cells viability, as 
these are considered autotrophic organisms. Consequently, to 
determine the toxicity of Fe, Au and Carbon nanoparticles on 
algal cells, the photosynthetic yield was assessed over an 
extended period of time (2 weeks). Effective concentrations 
(EC50s) causing a 50% decrease in photosynthetic yield were 
calculated from dose–response curves derived from various 
algal cells exposed to different concentrations of NPs. The 
EC50s was about 1.5µM and 0.09µM for algae exposed to Au 
and C-NPs respectively. These values were in fact comparable 
with EC50 values reported for other algal species 
[3].Therefore, it is safe to conclude that gold and carbon NPs at 
certain concentrations could induce toxicity in algae. 

B. Proteins Binding 
Findings from experiments conducted on the effects of NPs 

on algae have shown that algal cells do not take up NPs [8,9]. 
The interactions happen only at the extracellular interface. 
Several studies have demonstrated that alkaline phosphatase, 
an enzyme produced by a variety of organisms in aquatic 
environments, is stimulated [8] by AuNP and remained 
unaffected by C-NPs. However, it was unclear whether the said 
effects were due to lack of interactions with NPs or were not 
able to be measured correctly [8]. On the other end, several 
reports have demonstrated the inhibitory effects of NPs on 
extracellular enzymes [8]. β-glucosidase was shown in the 
same study on periphyton cited above [8], to be inhibited by 
dissolved gold particles. The same enzyme has displayed 
inhibitory effects in heterotrophic biofilm, when exposed to Ti-
NPs [9]. It is therefore of utmost importance, that the 
interactions of extracellular enzymes be studied further, and 
their mechanisms of interaction better understood. 

Studies have also shown that since the behavior of NPs is 
affected by the growth medium, this seems to directly impact 
their toxicity. [10] AuNP toxicity to algae was mediated by 
dissolved gold, which was adsorbed onto the surface, thereby 
inhibiting extracellular enzyme activity. Results from our work 
showed that algal cell wall seems to be a barrier to NPs uptake. 
Yet, NPs seems to affect extracellular enzymes secreted by 
algae as well. Further studies need to be conducted, focusing 
on dissolution and aggregation of NPs, which will shed light on 
the localization of these particles, a factor that seems to impact 
their bioavailability and toxicity. 

 

IV. CONCLUSIONS 
The summary of the side by side comparison of CNP, 

FeNP and AuNP-cell interactions for algae revealed that the 
growth media seems to influence NP behavior and toxicity. 

Such findings highlight the importance of characterizing NPs, 
when evaluating possible risks of these materials. The cell 
membrane provides a barrier preventing the uptake of NPs, 
which ended up being toxic just by adsorbing to the surface. 
This is a clear indication that the exposure media is playing an 
important role in the whole process of course, any toxicity 
studies should take the cell type and structure into account. Via 
specific effects, NPs have the ability to inhibit enzymes 
activities by binding to proteins extracellularly and 
intracellularly. The work presented here provides clear 
examples of NPs interactions with microorganisms in aquatic 
ecosystems. Future research should not only focus on 
understanding the mechanism of interactions but also help 
design better and safer nanomaterials 

 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
This study was sponsored by the NSF-Funded CREST 

Center for Innovation Research and Education in 
Environmental Nanotechnology (Award # 1736093) and the 
Dept. Of Ed. HIS-STEM funded Center for Renewable Energy 
and Sustainability at the University of Puerto Rico Rio Piedras 
(Award # 5263419). 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] G. Eason, B. Noble, and I. N. Sneddon, “On certain integrals of 

Lipschitz-Hankel type involving products of Bessel functions,” Phil. 
Trans. Roy. Soc. London, vol. A247, pp. 529–551, April 1955. 
(references) 

[2] J. Clerk Maxwell, A Treatise on Electricity and Magnetism, 3rd ed., vol. 
2. Oxford: Clarendon, 1892, pp.68–73. 

[3] I. S. Jacobs and C. P. Bean, “Fine particles, thin films and exchange 
anisotropy,” in Magnetism, vol. III, G. T. Rado and H. Suhl, Eds. New 
York: Academic, 1963, pp. 271–350. 

[4] K. Elissa, “Title of paper if known,” unpublished. 
[5] R. Nicole, “Title of paper with only first word capitalized,” J. Name 

Stand. Abbrev., in press. 
[6] Y. Yorozu, M. Hirano, K. Oka, and Y. Tagawa, “Electron spectroscopy 

studies on magneto-optical media and plastic substrate interface,” IEEE 
Transl. J. Magn. Japan, vol. 2, pp. 740–741, August 1987 [Digests 9th 
Annual Conf. Magnetics Japan, p. 301, 1982]. 

[7] M. Young, The Technical Writer's Handbook. Mill Valley, CA: 
University Science, 1989. 

[8] Breggin, L. K., & Porter, R. D. (2013). Project on Emerging 
Nanotechnologies. Consumer Products Inventory, (February).  

[9] Chandra, R., Goswami, D., & Biotech, E. (2011). <Scenedesmus 
dimorphus and Scenedesmus quadricauda two potent indigenous 
microalgae strains for biomass production and CO2 mitigation.pdf>, 
2(4), 42–49. 

[10] Chapman, R. L. (2013). Algae: The world’s most important “plants”-an 
introduction. Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change, 
18(1), 5–12. 

[11] Ko, K.-S., Koh, D.-C., & Kong, I. (2018). Toxicity Evaluation of 
Individual and Mixtures of Nanoparticles Based on Algal Chlorophyll 
Content and Cell Count. Materials, 11(1), 121.  

[12] Lizzul, A., Lekuona-Amundarain, A., Purton, S., & Campos, L. (2018). 
Characterization of Chlorella sorokiniana, UTEX 1230. Biology, 7(2), 
25.  

[13] Nam, S. H., Il Kwak, J., & An, Y. J. (2018). Quantification of silver 
nanoparticle toxicity to algae in soil via photosynthetic and flow-
cytometric analyses. Scientific Reports, 8(1), 1–12.  



International Journal of Science and Engineering Investigations, Volume 9, Issue 96, January 2020 7 
www.IJSEI.com           Paper ID: 99620-01 ISSN: 2251-8843 

[14] Osborne-koch, M. (2009). Uptake of Gold Nanoparticles in an Algae - 
Daphnid Food Chain. 

[15] Ostertagová, E., & Ostertag, O. (2013). Methodology and Application of 
Oneway ANOVA. American Journal of Mechanical Engineering, 1(7), 
256–261. 

[16] Pendashte, H., Shariati, F., Keshavarz, A., & Ramzanpour, Z. (2013). 
Toxicity of Zinc Oxide Nanoparticles to Chlorella vulgaris and 
Scenedesmus dimorphus Algae Species, 5(5), 563–570. 

[17] R. Moronta, R. M. (2006, January). Respuesta de la microalga Chlorella 
sorokiniana al pH, salinidad y temperatura en condiciones axénicas y no 
axénicas. Maracaibo, Zulia, Venezuela. 

[18] Salina, G. M. D., Sadat, M., Shirazi, A., Shariati, F., & Ramezanpour, Z. 
(2016). Short Communication Toxicity Effects of SiO 2 Nanoparticles 
on. Int. Journal of Nanosciences and Nanotechnology (Vol. 12). 

[19] Santschi, C., Moos, N., Koman, V. B., Slaveykova, V. I., Bowen, P., & 
Martin, O. J. F. (2017). Non-invasive continuous monitoring of pro-
oxidant effects of engineered nanoparticles on aquatic microorganisms. 
Journal of Nanobiotechnology, 15(1), 1–18.  

[20] Schacht, V. J., Neumann, L. V., Sandhi, S. K., Chen, L., Henning, T., 
Klar, P. J., … Bunge, M. (2013). Effects of silver nanoparticles on 
microbial growth dynamics. Journal of Applied Microbiology, 114(1), 
25–35.  

[21] Settanni, G., Zhou, J., Suo, T., Schöttler, S., Landfester, K., Schmid, F., 
& Mailänder, V. (2016). Protein corona composition of PEGylated 
nanoparticles correlates strongly with amino acid composition of protein 
surface. 

[22] Sibi, G., Kumar, D. A., Gopal, T., Harinath, K., Banupriya, S., & 
Chaitra, S. (2017). Metal Nanoparticle Triggered Growth and Lipid 
Production in Chlorella Vulgaris. 

[23] Sushmita Devi, C. (2017). Inhibition Effects of Cobalt Nano Particles 
Against Fresh Water Algal Blooms Caused by Microcystis&Oscillatoria. 
American Journal of Applied Scientific Research, 3(4), 26–32.  

[24] Yue, Y., Li, X., Sigg, L., Suter, M. J. F., Pillai, S., Behra, R., & 
Schirmer, K. (2017). Interaction of silver nanoparticles with algae and 
fish cells: A side by side comparison. Journal of Nanobiotechnology, 
15(1), 1–11. 

[25] Mobasser, Shariat & Firoozi, Ali. (2016). Review of Nanotechnology 
Applications in Science and Engineering. Journal of Civil Engineering 
and Urbanism. 6. 84-93. 

[26] Muhammad S. Zafar, Ahmad A. Alnazzawi, Mothanna Alrahabi, 
Muhammad A. Fareed, Shariq Najeeb, Zohaib Khurshid. (2019). 
Nanotechnology and nanomaterials in dentistry. Advanced Dental 
Biomaterials. 2019, Pages 477-505, ISBN 9780081024768. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-102476-8.00018-9. 

[27] Soyoung Baek, Sung Hee Joo, Pat Blackwelder, Michal Toborek. 2018. 
Effects of coating materials on antibacterial properties of industrial and 
sunscreen-derived titanium-dioxide nanoparticles on Escherichia coli. 
Chemosphere. Volume 208. 2018. Pages 196-206. ISSN 0045-6535. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.05.167. 

[28] Bundschuh, M., Filser, J., Lüderwald, S. et al. Nanoparticles in the 
environment: where do we come from, where do we go to? Environ Sci 
Eur 30, 6 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1186/s12302-018-0132-6 

[29] Seaton A, Tran L, Aitken R, Donaldson K. Nanoparticles, human health 
hazard and regulation. J R Soc Interface. 2010;7 Suppl 1(Suppl 1):S119–
S129. doi:10.1098/rsif.2009.0252.focus 

[30] Sukhanova A, Bozrova S, Sokolov P, Berestovoy M, Karaulov A, 
Nabiev I. Dependence of Nanoparticle Toxicity on Their Physical and 
Chemical Properties. Nanoscale Res Lett. 2018;13(1):44. Published 
2018 Feb 7. doi:10.1186/s11671-018-2457-x 

[31] Jeevanandam J, Barhoum A, Chan YS, Dufresne A, Danquah MK. 
Review on nanoparticles and nanostructured materials: history, sources, 
toxicity and regulations. Beilstein J Nanotechnol. 2018;9:1050–1074. 
Published 2018 Apr 3. doi:10.3762/bjnano.9.98 

[32] Das P, Metcalfe CD, and Xenopoulos MA. 2014. Interactive Effects of 
Silver Nanoparticles and Phosphorus on Phytoplankton Growth in 
Natural Waters. Environmental Science & Technology 48:4573–4580.  

[33] Angel BM, Batley GE, Jarolimek CV, Rogers NJ. 2013. The impact of 
size on the fate and toxicity of nanoparticulate silver in aquatic 
systems. Chemosphere 93: 359– 365. 

[34] Panahi Y, Darvishi B, Jowzi N, Beiraghdar F, Sahebkar A1. 2016. 
Chlorella vulgaris: A Multifunctional Dietary Supplement with Diverse 
Medicinal Properties. Curr Pharm Des. 2016;22(2):164-73. 

[35] Xinmiao Xu, Ying Shen, Jiacheng Chen. 2015. Cultivation of 
Scenedesmus dimorphus for C/N/P removal and lipid production. 
Electronic Journal of Biotechnology. Volume 18, Issue 1. 2015. Pages 
46-50. ISSN 0717-3458. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejbt.2014.12.003. 

[36] Kim M, Ahn J, Jeon H, Jin E. Development of a Dunaliella tertiolecta 
Strain with Increased Zeaxanthin Content Using Random 
Mutagenesis. Mar Drugs. 2017;15(6):189. Published 2017 Jun 21. 
doi:10.3390/md15060189 

[37] Ming-Hua Liang, Lu-Lu Xue, Jian-Guo Jiang. 2019. Two - Stage 
Cultivation of Dunaliella tertiolecta with Glycerol and Triethylamine 
for Lipid Accumulation: a Viable Way To Alleviate the Inhibitory Effect 
of Triethylamine on Biomass. Applied & Environmental 
Microbiology Feb.2019, 85 (4) e02614-18; DOI: 10.1128/AEM.02614-
18 

[38] Santos AM1, Janssen M, Lamers PP, Evers WA, Wijffels RH. 2011. 
Growth of oil accumulating microalga Neochloris oleoabundans under 
alkaline-saline conditions. Bioresour Technol. 2012 Jan;104:593-9. doi: 
10.1016/j.biortech.2011.10.084. Epub 2011 Nov 6. 

[39] Panahi Y, Yari Khosroushahi A, Sahebkar A, Heidari HR. Impact of 
Cultivation Condition and Media Content onChlorella 
vulgaris Composition. Adv Pharm Bull. 2019;9(2):182–194. 
doi:10.15171/apb.2019.022 

[40] Toninelli, A., Wang, J., Liu, M. et al. Scenedesmus dimorphus biofilm: 
Photoefficiency and biomass production under intermittent lighting. Sci 
Rep 6, 32305 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1038/srep32305 

[41] Tang Y., Xin H., Malkoske T., Yin D. (2017) The Toxicity of 
Nanoparticles to Algae. In: Yan B., Zhou H., Gardea-Torresdey J. (eds) 
Bioactivity of Engineered Nanoparticles. Nanomedicine and 
Nanotoxicology. Springer, Singapore. 

[42] Sanjeev Kumar, K. S. Gandhi, and R. Kumar . 2007. Modeling of 
Formation of Gold Nanoparticles by Citrate Method. Industrial & 
Engineering Chemistry Research 2007 46 (10), 3128-3136. DOI: 
10.1021/ie060672j 

[43] Sundari Ilangovan, Shanmuga & Singhal, Mayank & Sen, Shampa. 
(2015). Synthesis and Characterization of Carrageenan Coated Magnetic 
Nanoparticles for Drug Delivery Applications. Translational 
Biomedicine. 6. 19. 10.21767/2172-0479.100019. 

[44] SCOR-UNESCO. Scientific Committee on Oceanic Research. 1966. 
Determination of photosynthetic pigments in sea-water. 69 p. English. 
Year of publication:1966. Type of document: book 

[45] Price, 1965. C.A. Price. A membrane method for determination of total 
protein in dilute algal suspensions Anal. Biochem., 12 (1965), pp. 213-
218 

[46] Folch J, Lees M, Stanley GHS. A simple method for the isolation and 
purification of total lipids from animal tissues. J Biol Chem. 
1957;226(1):497–50. 

[47] Guedes, M. H. A. et al. Effects of AC magnetic field and 
carboxymethyldextran-coated magnetite nanoparticles on mice 
peritoneal cells. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 293, 283–286 (2005). 

 

How to Cite this Article: 
 

Louime, C. J., Diaz-Vazquez, L. M., Perez, A., Díaz, M. 
T., Rojas-Perez, A., López, J. C. V., Aguer, C. D. & 
Reyes, C. A. M. (2020) Nanoscale Interactions: 
Evaluating the Ecotoxicity of Engineered Nanoparticles 
on the Dynamics of Commercially Important Microalgal 
Strains. International Journal of Science and Engineering Investigations 
(IJSEI), 9(96), 1-7. http://www.ijsei.com/papers/ijsei-99620-01.pdf 

 
 

View publication statsView publication stats

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/339365406

	I. Introduction
	II. MATERIALS AND METHODS
	A. Study System
	B. Study Sites
	C. Experimental Design
	D. Synthesis and characterization of nanomaterials
	1) Synthesis of gold nanoparticles
	2) Characterization of gold nanoparticles
	3) Magnetite nanoparticles synthesis
	4) Characterization of magnetite nanoparticles through SEM-EDS

	E. Algal Culture and Cells Exposure
	F. Extraction and Determination of chlorophyll
	G. Protein Extraction
	H. Protein quantification
	I. Lipid extraction
	J. Chemical analysis of lipid extracts
	K. Microscopic analyses
	L. Data analysis

	III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	B. Proteins Binding

	IV. CONCLUSIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENT
	REFERENCES


