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Progress in application of nanotechnology on plant diseases management in agriculture
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Abstract: Traditional physical, chemical pesticides have not met the needs of disease prevention in agri-
culture, and it is urgently requested to seek for new technology and alternatives. Recently, the integra-
tion of nanotechnology and agricultural biotechnology has gradually become powerful tools for effi-
cient production and sustainable development of modern agriculture. To deeply understand the research
progress of nanotechnology on controlling plant disease, the application of nanotechnology on disease
management from two aspects, including the antimicrobial properties of several kinds of nanomaterials
(inorganic nanomaterials and metal nanomaterials) against plant pathogenic microorganism, nanopesti-
cides and nanocarriers application for diseases controlling were summarized in this study. Meanwhile,
the deficiencies of nanotechnology in plant diseases prevention and control were pointed out and the fu-
ture development trend and the importance of nanotechnology in agricultural field also were prospected,
which will provide theoretical basis and guidance for efficient application of the emerging technology.
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(Monroc et al.,2006; d AN, 2017) . FERfA XL
(], Bl AR R P R e B ol IE 7R F-4%
BT A B

PR AP R 21 2R m R 5%,
VAR IETEE S PO & i, S FIL R B T 90KRK
245 YRR GORIARL SR B AR R 0 . 4K
MEHEFE = 4izs )b 2/ —4ES5HFEIE/NT 100 nm
1 —ZEW BT, AL HE KB RN AR ek (—ZEZE A8 /)N
T 100 nm) AR FIGIKL (ZHEL5H4/NT 100 nm)
(Colvin,2003) . 1 T-Z4KFH KL A B 58 1 #AL
23 R (1= o AN Y AN 31 TR 1115 S VAN i 7 i
ROV, HAE G A PR AR W) B8 2 25 A
Sl A0 % R i FE A O S U (BRI T2 W N T
(Srinivasan et al.,2015) ., I JLAE, kR E &N
HTFAN A= AP R )8 57 S ik, A HE T
BHFIR R TC 2R B S B S R B R st A% ) o
Tz e HUE B G OK AL R A DN A A i B R
4655 %% (Peters et al.,2016;Prasad et al.,2017) . 44
KEARFHEYH AR B ZE LA TR IR e A
FR A PRI R A R A ) TR T LU R
PRAA Y5 BRI

I UAR , B N A28 R GOK ARl oK A 24
EHORTER Y F B AT T KB, 5
D7 EAFEE TR | T = 2R A K H L
JE N o By WL i e Y i A B W L AW B3
VB RO AN £ 3 7 A LT R B L A B O
BAs 751 A8 B AR (Peters et al., 2016 ; FMEiF
85,2016) o BB R — 5 TR AR R S
{18 e ST R M R A0 A 4 L 285 ) A~ S AL R
T R AT A5 I B A ) 77 A= HT 1 (Chen et
al.,2014) ; 73— J5 T, —LEGRM R REUE 15 A Y 7~
PR PE (Imada et al., 2016) o [A) B, 2K 245 Fl2k
A Be 0% 35 B w5 A 2 1 FH 250 (Prasad et al.,
2017) . BHIL, RAGUKRE AR AP R AR A
B EARRANSE

R HEGT N X — B B R A 0 g oKL
AT Y0 i TR B R PR I AN AV E AT 95 2 )
PE T RIS BRI T T 2838, R, B TRl e 3
B I ke B T2 £ R B SR M, % 9 K B R FEAR )
i E B IR LR AR N AT T R, B TR
SYKRBARTERG F B 6 A SIS, DU Rk
FII BT 40 KB AR 8 2 8 b B IR AR Y 3 42
P E B AR

1 skt

1.1 SRYAKKLF

BRYKRL T HA R Y S v SRR A
T RO RO A PR SV, NI A= ) 354 s
RCPEFIAN TR 25 M S5 P PR BE , TERR MR B R S RE A
HETUT T A BT | 5T AR S 55 A R P 5 O B
JE L ) (Ahmed et al.,2016) . B, 1 —Fhi
FE B 2 = ST R R L AR AR BT FE R 9 3 BTG
5 TR S ) I B R TS

FE)% S5 LT /N A2 AR B 9% B Bipolaris sorokini-
ana FFEHEIR T8 Magnaporthe grise 53 i i He )1z,
RERS 1R Y/ INAZ \ ERMUKAE A+ LR B ER B EY)
Jo et al.(2009) HLHZ TR A KA T FIAR B 1 XT3 2
TR I TR TR 1 38 I B 48O B R &
BL 100 pg/mL ¥ AR A KR T BERS I il X 2 i EL 1
(PR P T BB A AHE S TS B LS R
BRI TEAE A O s kg ik — 2 R W Fe i
Hil 3 h B R AN KL I, 2 AR o AR
B Jre WY A8 AR, LS A ) 1 P -5 W8 i i) %% 1)
A K. Ouda(2014) X HHEE ) - ET M 15 mg/L 4R
WK T I, MR B IR T Alternaria alternate W&
24 i K A E ] . Mishra et al.(2014) % 4
YIdiA i 10~20 nm PYERGARL T, 45 R L 2 pg/mL
R ORI /N2 AR e T L A W L TR
JE SR BRI P R i v A AR A AL
IR B IR RO /N2 AERR 4204 . Kim et al.(2008)
7 HRIBEE 10 pg/mL ARGKAL T 2 d 5 BOH R
RIRRREART 95%, H 1 RN A B 4, 45 R R Wi
Jit £ 290 KL~ T R A B 45 BB R 9 o Lamsal
et al.(2011a,b) BFFE M, 100 pg/mL FR 48 KA1 %F
B TR IS OB AT B 10 2 SR RICR, , ]
IR S AR 40 AL 50 WO L B A Colletotri-
chum gloeosporioides (¥ T 22 =K% 5¢ 10, ol A
AR S R ABR BRI 1 & AE o Al et al. (2015)
F 8 SR SE U & T RN KR T, 25 R R
10 pg/mL FR 24 KL 7] 41 1] 6 Fh A5 £ 95 %5 TR Phy-
tophthora parasitica (Wi 224, T H fgA % 105
JERR R AR I A S, PR AR TR 38 . S S
TR AR ) 1 AR 20 KR~ XA 4 1) A A T AT AT
R

BRYAAAL T BT TR PR 55 5 H A B Eifb sk
JoT, WKL~ RUST 23 BB BE F pH 854 O o ARANK L
AT DL USRI , 3 2o 48 R 7 ok A O
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5Bk Candida albicans 4 W% =5 A 7 1P (Gajbhi-
ye et al.,2009) . FIJ I Lt 3R 1B K 9 2844 i e R
AT, AT B 1B AT RAR BT B, B2 i 4 Kok 10
HCHE , TG IR 24 Ak BT R , 41 Ocsoy et al.
(2013 ) 353 1 R R A KA - B E L i SR A A 55
W VE R 2, FIFH DNA F B S5 8 40 KR 1 [
TETERARRI L, & B A 280 771 3041 (GO/Ag-
NP) YRGS AL, TR Z 45 T LA 16~100 pg/mL ik
JEE R Pt T S it F , e B R AN K S5 AR} AT A Ak,
3 - 3KEH T8 Xanthomonas perforans WA=+, B3
WEp AV i P XT38, T X 2 A ALk AT AT 2
. Chen et al.(2016) 852 % B, 7.81 pg/mL GO/Ag-
NPs 4K & 5 MBI UFER SN it 2 80 A FE AR A 3
J1W Fusarium graminearum , 7£ &K FL A4
AU TSI A i, X A G AR R I S AR A
S0 FIAR G4 KA 1 R [T RLO0E , B R AL 35 2R
R Py B A A L ) R 0 DL TR PR 7 A AR T
PR A H F S G B A EAE) , TS BURTASET
1.2 TiO.ZWKHALF

H A Bl % % Fujishima & Honda (1972) 1 Ik %k
L TIO, AR 7E 2 AP B T R LA 24K, 1t
PRG 1) A PR A THO, 7E DG Ak 70 0 A5 B B K &
Ji& o KLU, TIO 4 Kb TR I FECIL T hetg ™
AR A BT B DR A B B SEIE MEER , BA
RSB CEAATEYE o ] LB D A A P AT ALY, A
M ARVEMAEY) (Cui et al., 2013) o ARl L AE A
b GBS 2 )z N, Angk BR A 24 B A S
YIRS . TIOZA KA DL AL ST AL oA
BV R BB TR A . TIO 9K
BiF M HE AW, W TiO/Ag  TiOy/Zn ZEREMS 1 13t
A AR e 2550 e o2 A 7 A R4 B A5 ) R %R
BTG 28R AT 5 ] R A R AR 0 5%, FLIH 9 KA
BEXE 2 AR MR AS B JoAT AT B3 1% (Paret et al., 2013) .
Ce 22411 TIO A0 KL+t o] LIVE Ay i i M i Ay
SERCFS ) Mt 7 A R B R B TN R, B iR i
A4, TIO AR TFEA AT WG (315~380 nm) K
BHOG 2 N BRI T At A i BE AR U s ) 5 H )0
KW, 1.0% Ce*-TiO: Xt 3 B R LR 1 Peronophy-
thora litchii . £ KB4 B Stenocarpella macrospora
FNAE IS0 B Pyricularia grisea VT # 8 043 5 A
(81.7+6.5)% . (67.5+4.7)% F1(38.6+1.9)% , B iHi 5L
R 5 Tl Tio (Lu et al., 2006) . Cui et
al. (2013)BFFE K B, B UNA i M I Wi 1.6% TiO. 4
KL B TR L 81 TN 8 £ KER 1 Pseudomonas

syringae pv. lachrymans 195 J\ 75 2% [ Pseudopero-
nospora cubensis B2 4533 N T 69% F191%,
[F) B B8 A B (DG AV E IS N T 30% , %9838 &
I TiO, ¥4 e R 8 7 v A bR R TP i — 212 1%
T A AR A2 12— TR L i o
MEMIRIR S , 5 — A = EY) H B A e,
A R T A bR A BE A K . 93 4k, Norman & Chen
(2011) 73 & B EE 2 25~75 mmol/L TiO, BEA %4 4
PRI A2 25 G T A 229 AR — it £ 200 T A P 0 1) BXE
i, SRR (2005) Wi & 1 G M 1Y TIO. 44 K hr
-, P T M 5 HCR B TR 0 1) FH [R) By ¥ s8R 3k
1 45.37%~56.87%. £5 LTIk, TiO, GK KL F AL
BHATTEABTETE, X MR # RN, 1 5
AR T AR, QLB CA T8 S A I8
YORAZS , FTAE RIAEDT A R TAE Y 35 B %
1.3 AEMRHLF

Giannousi et al.(2013) Fb3 T Hi FL 90 Kk 15
CuO GK AL CuO G AL I RS FH A 240 1l
F (AT 2545 2000 BHHE RN IR BE ) 3 R AR il 551 %5 75 ik
W25 1) EH ] BRI A8CR , 153 3 ool il 5510 AH L , 4 5
YK REAT AR A R , 1B CunO GK K+
(1 B 45 80O d 35, $E il 8UR 3K 31 73.53% ., Ouda
(2014) fil Kanhed et al.(2014) 454 7R, Hil 5L 40K b
F X 7 50 K 25 45, B ¥ Phoma destructiva \ H [ 38
BEREE R T F oxysporum 5 R I A B
Curvularia lunanata 4330 H EAE BT M, HBTH
P TR AR 2 B R . Mondal & Mani(2012) #ff
GE LB, A AN KR FE AR 2 (0.22 pg/mL)
RE 241 11 b B 55 5 PR B AT PR 00 2 b Xanthomonas
axonopodis pv. punicae WA, BT M L F Y
SR IR LTS, AT R AR R A
() A 5 IZ MRSt — 20 e IR AR 171 484R (CuO/Ag)
32 AR 0T L P T 22 F9EL - P 0143 B e, X i
DR R i g AR R Bk 2= et 5 TiOL AL, B
SR RN R A DU RL, , X Pk B AR B L A
B INSE R BE-CuO 9K A b A R RERS = 3
R FH L5 B0IE T CuO 9 Kk ¥ e o B ) G
fife /E L, [A) B 5% B 488 v 19 % T 1k (Haldorai &
Shim,2013),
1.4 SEEHKK T

T R R BT R PR N AT () A AR A, A
KL ZnO G4 KA~ TEAE P93 35 By i T T LR
PR T E G . ZnO GKRBLFBER T 41 20
JHRES , S5 fifi P 22 Z5 A 28T, T S 30 B IASE T, 40 He
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et al. (2011) AF5¢ & B, KAz 70 nm 72 47 1) ZnO 4K
RLF7E 3~12 mmol /L 5] 4 T 1 2 41 1l 4 25 41 147
Botrytis cinerea FIl JK 5 75 B W Penicillium griseoful-
vum 1) A2, 1] 2 53 5] 38 B 63%~80% 1 61%~
91%; Yehia & Ahmed(2013) 157 & #E , 12 mg/L ZnO
YKL XTI AR T R AN W P expansum
PR TR 22 = A A 232 3 53138 21 77% F11100% 5 Jayasee-
lan et al.(2012)t8 & 3K 25 pg/mL ZnO 44 KA SHE
Yo H ¥T T8 Pseudomonas aeruginosa Fl ¥ il %5
Asporgillus flavus 43 =5 &L 940 ] 2500 ; Wani & Shah
(2012) 58 & IR, ZnO G FTEARHR BE T RERFAIX
05 )i L T L P S B AR R AR SR T B L A RAR
%% Rhizopus stolonifera M1 & %5 F Mucor plumbeus 1t
T KR TR A5 (2016) & B ZnO 41 KK T g
i A R i6 IR £ 50 3 1 5 Trichothecium
roseum 5 I E . ZnO YRR 5 HERHEFE
P J5 , PR8N B B &, 41 Dimkpa et al. (2013 ) F) FH
ZnO Y4 KA T A= Py B i 200 TR 2 i 1 B0 i TR P
chlororaphis O6 WA Bii it R 43 5k JJ T 5 1R 1995 3
ZE I I ZnO 9K KT , R A4k T
P T 22 A K A S 2 ] 3k 2 PR A Ko - 2R THI RS
IR v TR B AR B S (E AR B R B B AT B 20
TeATAAI AR, HXT AR B A A B L R 3 Pt TS A
farsgn , B = I PRFERON ; ZnO KA+ TEK
IR E (0.25 pg/mL) 555 5 Ak 27 2% T 7714 58 XL
(0.01 pg/mL) () 5 et 5E BIp [R) A3 250 b B 3 5L 7T
F, AP ZnO YK RLFREMETE 6 h YGIESA 14T KA
L, & A X Fof I [ 255007 B A 1 A 250 PR o,
/D T AR 245 5% B8 Wy 6T IR s e , B T AE R 1
AT (Xue et al.,2014) .
1.5 FBEEYKPF

] N A A FIT S10. 40 K 1 PT o M5
e D X TR U EATA B IR BRI
YER, TR AR AR |, P AR AR N B AR 2 1T
KR GYMPTEER NG W, B Y7 R Gk
15 PEPU 1 (systemic acquired resistance, SAR) , 35 %)
B PER F . E 757545 (2001) 2134 T SiO,
GUKRLF S LR E 1R DI AR S5
Si0, TEM- R ETTFNUIA S 36 H S0 K EHTH TR
() =AU A RN A 3 2R = R — MR
3 F UM AR DA el 28 Al A i 2R T A AR F 4
P RBR K S BRARE TP BURE IR A BRI 3R T, 572
FLIA LAY RS ORN 2578 (B L S AR e T IR I,
FELIBTF B 4= G B2 | SR IR o e 35 19 B

#J . Vivancos et al.(2015 )M /N4 v 54 fitk % AL JiE
TaLsi s Z 4 F I¥ Arabidopsis thaliana ', W 5T EE T
FNH R T R URE HEFR R R, 25 R kB, 4
T A2 UL 7 RIADU R AR N A ek e AR R, 422
Fh B RS AR T S DR 3R 08 I 23 o, T Ak
IR FHEDLE 5K NG 51 ShitEiRie
StAAN] L A AT DL 3E S O K R AR AR P 152
AR LAHE BT 7K F8 BUH 95 7 Rhizoctonia solani W17
Peo FEGRRLFFIRET R A AUAERT R4 20~40 nm
KRR 5 KBTI AT E /] (Zhang et al.,
2013). 4K SiO, 57 RWEE A pHEHL e A 2%
J RS ISR 5 R SRR I JE A R
PRI R AT IR S5 1% & 8 R B AR (SR BB 4
2015) . Rangaraj et al.(2014) 7 13 Hh iR A7t FH B
B A IR 20 DK, ] A ST R R D TR 4 A
SN, 25 5 0 7R FOKAE R I bR B2 T 2 4 JoT 1)
A T v B AR AR A X ] RE R R R R S Y
M2 sk AE it b R NE L T — )25
AP BRGEBE , DR i it
H A, B ARAT JCHE I Si0, 48 Kk A BT 8 1T
FERD AR EATRE S i H R 0 ORI 7 A
TAEIIE T . Y SIO AN AL il 1 2 FLAS KT,
X AR R R R 2L Sio Kk T, B HA &R
1A (1 000 m*/g) KALARFR (1 em’/g) ALRF Y]
P14 (2~50 nm) FITF s =X AL A5 #8 S5 plURRO0 A, BE S
W B [ R A AN 20 o, LR AR W R 22 N
LMV ATAR R T2 N H o Z LRGN 8 AT
PIAA TR — S Ab 2k 24 s A A 245 (i Rk i) 24 g
R0, WG SR HAMRRT LA , A THE A 25 5+
(BRI, K 24 385 st ] E 4 25 48 h(Popat et al.,2012)
F3Hh AN SIO KA T 1 2R (Si0./Ag) 4K
SN 22 T P 240 T A == CC B B 2 A
A8 B T A T EL 3R 3 ARRR) 5 R0 . Park et al.
(2006) 15045 R KB, Joie 7E H [R5 A & 7E i %
I, 3.0 mg/kg SiO./Ag HIAE 5 A4 0 il g JIK
WHR IR &, BB 3 d I, Bk e 0 BE A 2k
SRR s XN A AR ABHE 10 pg/mL 5 T 5L AT
PLSE AN B 55 18 Pythium ultimum FEIRNG A Mag-
naporthe grisea JRIAE KB I Botrytis cinerea Fl17K
e A s TR A5 L TR IR A A ED6S A 52 25 MU AT 77 Ba-
cillus subtilis . [5 R # Azotobacter chrococcuum .37
M IR B Rhizobium tropici . T &R S MAT 1 P, syrin-
gae MG ISR 6 X. compestris pv. vesicatoria %
LR 75 TR 5] (100 pg/mL) A HE 58 4 0 il
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[ESEEARIER S
1.6 WREMKKLF

TR IEGN AR Bt — A sl 2 R e TR
1~100 nm YR TC 3R 4L, GG R L L 7 AR (AHOK B
A GOREFYE FRBEGRAT  ZREGURE A B0 A
AR AAFIE X (Zhang et al.,2013) . JT4FE3R, 24
U e A DK A RE BT B P e U 9 1 Rl
(Servin et al.,2015) . Ocsoy et al. (2013) ZEiR = N
55 T GO/AgNPs 4K 52 G AF BT S99 B A0 00
R 25 B B GO/AgNPs i 25 PR TE i - BESA 1Y
Y & A, HOO 7 i AR AR TG AR AT 2 P . Wang et al.
(2014)WF5T 5 M LG KB4 BEXS S R Ralsto-
nia solanacearum WIPTRAE ], 455 & PR REYN K A4S
FIER AL A 25075 X0 o3 Ji TR 0 2% T VR R e, 7F 150~
250 pg/mL R 30 [ P4 I 5 4 ) 20 B BG 5, 22 e
KA FIA i B A AL A SRR MR T s
HFHE M B JLF AR 8P . Chen et al. (2013
2014;52017)WHF5E 1 48 A AT 25 08 X KR 11 Ay 48 727
X. oryzae pv. oryzae A5 TR F1/N 22 SRAT 48 FAL L
# X. campestris pv. undulosa . 5 }i %5 /K IR R. sola-
nacearum KA AISALHR T TR A2 BEAE A 52
e TR AILEE , 235 R 2 AR i (250 pg/mL) Ak A
SRJARTIX 6 T [ 4 TR AL TR 34 R B 2 v A o
PEFRE M, T T 80% F8 115 & , A1 Bl 6 434l
JLh B R . SR B R AR T U
o S — 20 TR AT R AR, i — 2075 S AR S5 40 i
TSI 52 Wi 5 b, B4, 33K G A 4 v AR v P 1) 2 AL
il (Chen et al.,2014;2017)

2 YRR ZGINAR LG

2.1 kR

YUOKREAR GG GIE N T AR AR 255 A
I, E ARG KA 25 R 2y 9K R R T, gk
A 25 2T I U 25 28 52 2 143 i R B R 41 R4
AR TR AR ToK I 2 22 BRI R, AR i 0
ORI S 5 T oK RS e S ARIAR & |, B2 Y ik
FAE P2k Bl & AR R A JF BAR 255 R AN
IR, e PR 2 Al FH i, DI /5 T AR 24 I 2205
PEFPTE M (Prasad et al.,2017) . Cui et al.(2015 )]
B TV FR AN OK G A 3 HECORAA e 580 ST 56 T
HEAE R 21.7 nm, Pk 220 00 e 45 58 BN %
YR AR G I HE R AR A S I v T
g e 2y, IRl ik v il 1A% e e 24550 B DR B 5
BE 1S DS S W 7 N 1 | B By ol (A3 T

TG PRV ML R &, AR T R AEY) [R] st
IREARAR 25 5% B RIS 5 3 . PNA: 4255 (2006) LA
PR AN AL N A R, UK AR R AR 5], R
FHREA 22 L6 28 T 90K S AL B R IR 25, I
R LR e i 55 - e SRR RN el e IS L A T
YR FA A B R E PEATR R B R
3R 52(2001) R B ST PLTE LG8 T oK msi = i
AR R TR, IR R T RE A TE /K rh s BE R
PEREIE I R 2, B BAT HR B LR TR,
A REFREROR . (HIE, BRTFR 9K R 2
T AR A H 5] (Kah et al., 2013) , 411 Elek et
al.(2010) ELHEAE /K G A 25 TN R v R s LI e Ao
A A, Hil 8RR A 200 nm ARG , A 2 e Ik
T, B AR R AR WA AT SR B4 5 Anjali
et al.(2010 )1 A 7T & IR E e g Kok X it
AWM W% Spodoptera littoralis 3¢ B H 2530 ) B HERL
N, SIEGEAR ML, PR A BT PR EREDL
5 LG S B TR X U PE B Culex quinguefasciatus
[ EFE ¥ B (LCso) 17 0.715 mg/L, 1 K 75 44 K
5 G854 1 R 5B E LY LCso A M 0.117 mg/L, A% Ht
(ERTE 7=
2.2 MK

A YO GR EER IR 2 MR, — PN
PR T AR, o —Fho 2 A2 70 1 I e
WK ERAAK  (Kah et al.,2013) .
221 ARk

YK e 2 E TR LA A AR, AT 4R Ak
2t Ve AMHIAR 2545 A AR R AT 2 R AR
o MR BUIRGIK I B HAT BUZ BRESE5 18) i BT 38310,
T A A KW IR M B E AR B+,
BRI . KANE 2R WEER
B (amphotericin B, AMB) H. A7 | i 5t 3 P FK %
P75, B &) T YRR B EBG , E R EEAE
FEVAIL B 2 0 I TR A A4t FE 22 ) [ 45 . Pérez-dle-
Luque et al.(2012) FIHAUKE A S BT Hi A AMB,
H 5 255 1 A-1(apoA-1) BEETE M3 =T
LA, AR GRS NITTBE = T KM | [ B
1R ZR AN H A AOGAR . XFHT Y AMB $it 8 P
VS, X8 KT Verticillium dahliae F1 V. albo -
atrum . JRAEIR B Colletotrichum acutatum . %% 5.5 %
118 Botrytis fabae M 0.1 pg/mL. 3
BRI, [EWE S Cicer arietinum W TAIWTHE 0.1 pg/mL
AMB GPKEE 15 dJ , HAER IS 0 100% , T A
ZATI AL PR AR AR AT T WAL BE 21 d )5, 30%
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(1) J5 W 2 AR R AT ot AT o] Jo i IR 5 H 2 7R
AMB X /N2 FE R 19 T 4 LR DR /N 22 b A A
[F]1 4G 22 5% (Pérez-de-Luque et al.,2012) .

222 WAREAK

H BT 7848 2 AR AR 35 2L Si0. 40Kk
F GIOKBRIRES FN TIO A9 KA+, Qian et al.(2011)
5T 20T, KR TR E5 BE 08 (i - [X) B R G2 B ] 4E
Koz 2 Ji] MR o T R ARCE, BiR S K& R
I AFEAMER o Liu et al. (2006) #1145 7 442 4 80 nm
ZfL SiO. 4 KL T, B X H X B R A8 R Lk 3
36%, 2 W Br R R X AT B -5 0 X0 R R W B A
% fL Si0. 44 K ki F 7 B A & . i Wen et al.
(2005) BFFE R, Z24L Si0, 40K hr 1%k Bl 4 14 25 114
B IR G, 15 58.3%., MRS (2009) R A SE
R KH-570 X Si0, 40 Ky 2 i b A7 el bk, i
PS5 % B A W A 245 B 248 B 2% 1 R R R 2 Rk e
B AR BOE SR BY S10. 0 KRE -0 HihE A s b v
B s, % BT AR TR ZE Y B R R 13.98% 2 i
31.36%, [ i) HAT B0 1) G2 BRSO | AT 45 Rt (1]
K80 ho REAKIMER L REA & il P BECH P 4= K
PR RO )2 A R A K R
#lo Ao etal.(2013)RHZE LR 3-ANE = A
FEhESE (APTES) HALHEY) , 38 1 7K fff A1 45 5 s I 1
H IR R TEDORTIER IR IR 25 R L IR L TR -k
KIGERBEAT S5O PR HERARAR T 1k, LR 55, B
AR . XU BHE R Ak 24 2 AR i S s =X
WAl DAY R B HAT RIE A AR R R 2l R H Al

T3 — L AR 232 i R MO VAR T T 40 oK
L, B H B AH R AL AT LA A FH %) 25 1 0 7R 41
o TR AR E AR RS ARk H A P ZE R HL e
FEY TR T Y B, vl BRAIK 328 K, e AR
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