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The impact of pH and ionic strength on the mobility (individual and co-transport) and deposition kinetics of TiO2 and ZnO NPs in porous media was systematically investigated in this
study. Packed column experiments were performed over a series of environmentally relevant ionic strengths with both NaCl (0.1−10 mM) and CaCl2 (0.01–0.1mM) solutions and at
pH 5, 7, and 9. The transport of TiO2 NPs at pH 5 was not significantly affected by ZnO NPs
in solution. At pH 7, a decrease in TiO2 NP transport was noted with co-existence of ZnO
NPs, while at pH 9 an increase in the transport was observed. At pH 5 and 7, the transport
of ZnO NPs was decreased when TiO2 NPs was present in the solution, and at pH 9, an
increase was noted. The breakthrough curves (BTC) were noted to be sensitive to the solution chemistries; the decrease in the breakthrough plateau with increasing ionic strength
was observed under all examined pH (5, 7, and 9). The retention profiles were the inverse of
the plateaus of BTCs, as expected from mass balance considerations. Overall, the results
from this study suggest that solution chemistries (ionic strength and pH) are likely the key
factors that govern the individual and co-transport behavior of TiO2 and ZnO NPs in sand.
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Introduction
Various studies have shown that TiO2 NPs is toxic to organisms like rats, algae, microbes,
invertebrates, and fish. The yearly production of TiO2 NPs is expected to expand to *2.5
million metric tons by 2025 in the United States alone [1]. Due to their extensive production
and use in household and industrial commodities, some of the TiO2 NPs utilized have been discharged into the natural aquatic environment directly or indirectly. Additionally, reports suggest that 10–100 mg/L of Ti is present in municipal wastewater treatment plant effluents [2].
Thus, mechanisms controlling the transport and deposition of these nanomaterials in porous
media are critical to understand in order to thoroughly evaluate the mobility and persistence of
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these materials in aquatic environments as their bioavailability and toxicity will inevitably be
governed by their fate and transport in the environment [3, 4].
The most propitious nanoparticles being identified are ZnO NPs because of their extensive
utilization in various industries (e.g. optical and chemical) [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10] and commercialized
products (e.g. cosmetics) [7, 11, 12]. Yearly production of ZnO NPs has grown over 30, 000
tons/year globally [13] mostly due to their diverse applications [14, 15, 16]. Several recent
reports have explained that ZnO NPs can cause apoptosis to mammalian cells [16, 17, 18, 19],
acute toxic effect and [20, 21], phytotoxicity to plant roots [22, 23], etc. These applications
potentially lead to direct and indirect release of ZnO NPs in the aquatic environment. The
potential environmental and health risks of nanoparticles are greatly dependent on their fate
and behavior in the natural environment in terms of exposure scenarios [24]. Upon discharge,
nanoparticles will get released into soil and groundwater [3]. In order to quantitatively assess
the potential ecological risk, it is extremely imperative to understand the transport and distribution of ZnO NPs in natural porous media system.
Substantial studies have been done previously on transport and retention of TiO2 NPs and
ZnO NPs in porous media [25]. These studies mainly concentrate on the transport and retention of one kind of nanomaterial, either TiO2 or ZnO NPs in porous media. Owing to their various applications in a broad variety of fields, there is increased probability for the conjoint
entry of different classes of nanomaterials in nature. Various studies on the co transport of
materials like clay, virus, and bacteria, (that did not particularly deal with engineered nano
materials) have been reported in recent years, and it was shown that co transport behavior was
more complicated than that of individual constituents, stipulating the necessity to evaluate the
co transport of nanoparticles [26, 27].
Therefore, the aim of this work was to study the individual and co transport behavior of
TiO2 and ZnO NPs, which has a wide range of applications under a series of ionic strengths
(0.1–10 mM NaCl, 0.01–0.1 mM CaCl2) and pH (5,7, and 9). The breakthrough curves (BTCs)
and retention profiles of both TiO2 NPs and ZnO NPs were compared with individual transport study. The current study showed the effect of co transport of nanoparticles at different
pH and ionic strengths. The packed column experiments were performed over a series of
environmentally relevant ionic strength in both NaCl (0.1−10 mM) and CaCl2 (0.01–0.1 mM)
and at pH (5, 7, and 9). Transport of only TiO2 NPs was observed to be relatively low at pH 5,
whereas, higher BTCs were observed at pH 7 and 9. However, the transport of TiO2 NPs in the
presence of ZnO NPs was almost similar to those without ZnO at pH 5, but at pH 7, the presence of ZnO NPs showed a decrease in TiO2 NP transport as indicated by the BTCs. The co
presence of ZnO NPs in suspensions increased the transport of TiO2 NPs in sand at pH 9. On
the other hand, ZnO NP transport in sand at pH 5 and 7 was less because of the attractive force
between sand and NPs. At pH 9, the transport of ZnO NPs increased in sand because of similar
zeta potential values for sand and NPs. ZnO NPs in the co presence of TiO2 NPs in suspension
showed a decrease in transport than that of those without TiO2 NPs at pH 5. However, at pH 7,
the co presence of TiO2 NPs in ZnO NP suspension unveils increase in transport of NPs. The
transport in co presence of TiO2 NPs at pH 9 showed an increase in ZnO NP transport under
all examined ionic strength. The retention profiles were the inverse of the plateaus of BTCs, as
expected from mass balance considerations. The results from this study strongly suggest that
the solution chemistries (ionic strength and pH) are likely to play an important role in the individual and co transport characteristics of TiO2 and ZnO NPs in sand. This study is the first of
its kind to evaluate the co transport of two very important commercially used nanomaterials,
TiO2 and ZnO NPs, which possess substantial environmental risks also.
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Materials and Methods
Preparation of TiO2 NPs and ZnO NP suspension
Titanium dioxide nanoparticles powder (TiO2 anatase, less than 25 nm in diameter, purity
greater than 99.9%) and ZnO NPs (less than 100 nm) were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich
Corp. TiO2 nanoparticle stock suspension (100 mg/ L) was prepared by suspending TiO2 nanopowder in Milli-Q water and sonicating using an ultrasonic processor (Sonics., USA) of 130 W,
for 10 min. The aqueous suspensions of ZnO NPs were prepared by suspending ZnO nanopowder in Milli-Q water and sonicating in a bath sonicator for 10 min at 530 W, for 20 min
(Crest Ultrasonics). As the nanoparticles, sand, and other chemicals used in the experiment
were procured, no specific permissions were required from anywhere. All the tests were carried
out within the laboratory, and due care was taken not to contaminate the environment.
For both individual nanoparticles transport and nanoparticles co transport experiments,
the influent concentrations of TiO2 NPs and ZnO NP suspensions were maintained to be
10 and 5 mg/L, respectively. The ionic strengths of nanoparticles suspensions ranged from 0.1
to 10 mM in NaCl solutions and 0.01 to 0.1 mM in CaCl2 solutions. The suspension pH was set
to be 5, 7, and 9 by adjusting with 0.1 M HCl or 0.1 M NaOH. The zeta potentials and particle
sizes of nanoparticles under these conditions were measured using Brookhaven Instruments
Corporations, USA. The measurements were performed at room temperature (25°C) and
repeated several times.

Porous Media
Quartz sand (CAS Number 14808-60-7, Sigma-Aldrich) was used as the porous media for
all nanoparticle transport experiments. The protocol for cleaning the sand was followed as
explained by Li et al. [28]. The zeta potentials of the crushed quartz sand were also measured in
NaCl/ CaCl2 solutions under the experimental conditions.

Column Experiments
The cylindrical glass columns (10-cm long and 2-cm inner diameter) were wet-packed with
cleaned quartz sand. Briefly, prior to packing, the cleaned quartz sand was rehydrated by boiling in Milli-Q water for at least 1 h. After the rehydrated quartz sand was cooled, the columns
were packed by adding wet quartz sand in small increments (* 1 cm) with mild vibration of
the column so as to reduce any layering or air entrapment [29]. The gravimetrically measured
bed porosity was approximately 0.40.The approximate porosities of TiO2 NPs, ZnO NPs, and
sand were 0.0065, 0.038, and 0.00019, respectively ((Micromeritics, TriStar ш, USA). The temperature was 27±5° C throughout the experiment. The absorbance of ZnO and TiO2 nanoparticles were taken at 370 nm and 330 nm, respectively. The dielectric constant of sand column
was estimated according to the formula: εr = [∑Vi(εri)0.5]2 [30]. The dielectric constant values
for TiO2 and ZnO NPs without sand were 100 and 3.68, respectively[31,32]. On the other
hand, the dielectric constant values for TiO2 and ZnO NPs with sand were 400.96 and 399.99.
The columns were pre-equilibrated with at least ten pore volumes of NaCl /CaCl2 solutions
maintained at a desired ionic strength and pH after packing. Following pre-equilibration, three
pore volumes of nanoparticle suspensions were passed into the column, followed by recovery
with five pore volumes of NaCl/CaCl2 solution at the same ionic strength and pH. The solutions were injected into the columns in a down-flow mode using a peristaltic pump. During the
column experiments, the input nanoparticle suspensions were periodically sonicated to evade
any settlement of nanoparticles and to sustain the stability of the suspension at desired solution
chemistries. The transport experiments were conducted at three ionic strengths (0.1, 1, and
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10 mM) in NaCl and (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM) CaCl2 solutions, at three pH conditions (pH 5,
7, and 9). The pore water velocity of all experiments was set to 8 m/day (0.69 mL/min) in order
to represent the fluid velocities in coarse aquifer sediments [33,34].
The column effluent samples were collected (*15 mL) in centrifuge tubes at pre calculated
time intervals. Following the transport experiment, the sand was taken out from the column
under gravity and disjoint into 10 segments (each 1 cm). To release the nanoparticles from
quartz sand, approximately 5−10 mL of 0.1 M NaOH/CaCl2 solution was added to each sediment segment, and the mixture was continuously shaken at 300 rpm overnight, and then manually shaken vigorously for a few seconds [35]. The effluent samples and supernatant samples
from the recovery of retained TiO2 NPs were analyzed using a UV spectrophotometer (U2910,
Hitachi, Japan), whereas the corresponding samples for ZnO NPs were evaluated by UV
spectrophotometer (U2910, Hitachi, Japan). The area under the breakthrough elution curve
was integrated to provide the percentage of nanoparticles that evacuated the column. The percentage of nanoparticles retrieved from the sediment was obtained by adding the quantity of
nanoparticles retrieved from all segments of the sediment and dividing by the total amount of
nanoparticles injected. The sum of the percentages of retained particles and particles that exited
the column represented the overall recovery (mass balance) of nanoparticles. The mass recovery of nanoparticles for each experiment is provided in the S4–S7 Tables.

Characterization of transport and transported material
Transmission electron microscopy (TEM). Size and morphology of individual nanoparticles (TiO2 and ZnO NPs) before and after transport in porous media were characterized
using transmission electron microscopy (Technai G2 spirit biotwin (120kv), FEI Company).
Samples were collected in 15-ml centrifuge tube before and after nanoparticle (TiO2 and ZnO
NP) transport in porous media at pH 5, 7 and 9 at an ionic strength of 10 mM NaCl. The aerated samples (60°C, 30 min) were then deposited onto the lacey carbon-coated copper grid and
subjected to TEM analysis.
X-ray diffraction patterns. To characterize the TiO2 NPs, ZnO NPs, and sand, X-ray diffraction analysis was carried out using the X-ray Diffraction spectrophotometer (Bruker, D8
Advance, Germany). TiO2 NPs, ZnO NPs, and sand powder were grinded to a make a fine
powder, and a uniform smear was prepared on a glass slide. The prepared sample was packed
into a sample container for analysis. The crystalline structure of TiO2 NPs, ZnO NPs, and sand
were determined with the diffraction patterns obtained.
Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy. The functional interaction between the transport and transported material was investigated using FTIR analysis. The nanoparticle samples
before and after transport through the porous media were collected and used for analysis.

Statistical analysis
All experiments were carried out in triplicates and the data are given as mean ± standard error.
The data were processed using Student’s t-test with a p value < 0.05.

Conductivity Measurement
Conductivity was evaluated for both the nanoparticles (ZnO NPs and TiO2 NPs) under a series
of ionic strengths in both NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM) and CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM) solutions at three different pH conditions, 5, 7, and 9, before and after transport through the porous
media. After transport, the samples were collected, and the conductivity was measured using
conductivity meter (ELICO, CM 180).
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Fig 1. Breakthrough curves of TiO2 NPs at pH 5 (with and without ZnO NPs). Breakthrough curves of
TiO2 NPs in presence and absence of ZnO NPs in sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths
in NaCl solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 5. Replicate experiments were performed
under all conditions (n  2). No effect was seen on TiO2 NP transport in co presence of ZnO NPs in porous
media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g001

Results and Discussion
Effect of ZnO NPs on TiO2 NP Transport in sand column
The transport of TiO2 NPs in absence and presence of ZnO NPs in sand was examined under a
series of ionic strengths in both NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM) and CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)
solutions at three different pH conditions, 5, 7, and 9. The breakthrough curves of TiO2 NPs
without ZnO NPs are presented in Figs 1, 2 and 3. The zeta potential of TiO2 NPs was positive;
however, the zeta potential of bare sand was negative in both the NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM)
and CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM) solutions at pH 5 (S1 and S3 Tables). Therefore, an attractive electrostatic interaction was expected between TiO2 NPs and sand under the examined
pH 5 for all ionic strengths. As a result, under all ionic strengths [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM);
CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)] at pH 5, TiO2 NPs were retained in sand and very less amount
of NPs had eluted out. This indicates that the delivery of TiO2 NPs without ZnO NPs was
intensely dependent on pH. Previous reports by Chowdhary et al. and Solvitch et al. supported
our findings as these studies also suggested that TiO2 NPs have different zeta potential values
at different pH, and thus at disparate pH, the transport of TiO2 NPs varies [36, 37]. Though
size and zeta potential for the TiO2 NPs were heterogeneous at different solution conditions,
the BTC curves of TiO2 NPs were similar under all inspected ionic strengths (S1 Table). These
results demonstrate that the impact of ionic strength on TiO2 transport was least at pH 5. A

Fig 2. Breakthrough curves of TiO2 NPs at pH 7 (with and without ZnO NPs). Breakthrough curves of
TiO2 NPs in presence and absence of ZnO NPs in sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths
in NaCl solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 7. Replicate experiments were performed
under all conditions (n  2).In presence of ZnO NPs in TiO2 NP suspension showed decrease in transport of
TiO2 NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g002
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Fig 3. Breakthrough curves of TiO2 NPs at pH 9 (with and without ZnO NPs). Breakthrough curves of
TiO2 NPs in presence and absence of ZnO NPs in sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths
in NaCl solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 9. Replicate experiments were performed
under all conditions (n  2). At this pH there was increase in transport of TiO2 NPs in porous media in
presence of ZnO NPs in suspension.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g003

previous report on the cotransport of TiO2 NPs and C60 NPs by Cai, L et al. also validated that
the impact of ionic strength on TiO2 NP transport was least at pH 5 [38]. Additionally, the
BTCs of TiO2 NPs in presence of ZnO NPs at pH 5 were nearly equivalent to those without
ZnO NPs, under all ionic strengths (NaCl/ CaCl2) (Fig 1). Therefore, these results clearly demonstrated that there were no significant (p> 0.05) changes in the transport of TiO2 NPs in
presence of ZnO NPs at pH 5.
Both TiO2 NPs and sand have negative zeta potential at pH 7 (S1 and S3 Tables), and so
repulsive electrostatic interaction was expected between TiO2 NPs and sand under the examined pH 7 and ionic strength [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)]. At
pH 7, the BTCs obtained for TiO2 NPs without ZnO NPs was higher at low ionic strengths.
BTCs were sensitive to solution chemistries as indicated by the decrease in breakthrough
plateau with increasing ionic strength. The lower BTCs of TiO2 NPs with increasing ionic
strength, as observed at pH 7, were consistent with the lower negative zeta potentials observed
at high ionic strengths, and thus agreed with the classic Derjaguin−Landau−Verwey−Overbeek
(DLVO) theory (Figs 1, 2 and 3) [39]. This theory explains the aggregation of aqueous dispersions quantitatively and describes the force between charged surfaces interacting through an
aqueous medium. It integrates the effects of Van der Waal’s attraction and electrostatic
repulsion due to the so-called double layer of counter ions. Cai L et al. and Chen G et al. also
reported that the transport of TiO2 increases with increasing ionic strengths, and thus, agreed
with DLVO theory [38, 40]. Fang et al. also reported that the variation in pH also altered both
the magnitude and separation distance of the repulsive energy barrier in DLVO interaction
[39]. Moreover, breakthrough curves in copresence of ZnO NPs at pH 7 showed a decrease in
TiO2 NP transport. These may be due to charge heterogeneity present in TiO2 NPs, ZnO NPs,
and sand. However, the results clearly show that there are no significant (p> 0.05) changes in
the transport of TiO2 NPs in presence of ZnO at pH 7.
At pH 9, the zeta potential values of TiO2 NPs and sand are more negative than pH 7. Thus,
more repulsive electrostatic interaction was expected between TiO2 NPs and sand under the
examined pH 9 and all ionic strength [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1
mM)](S1 and S3 Tables). Breakthrough curve of TiO2 NPs at pH 9 was higher than at pH 7.
But the BTC plateau in co presence of ZnO NPs was increased at pH 9 (Fig 3). These results
showed that, unlike the negligible change of TiO2 transport induced by the presence of ZnO
NPs at pH 5, the copresence of ZnO NPs in suspensions increased the transport of TiO2 NPs
in sand at pH 9. ZnO NPs in suspension may compete with TiO2 NPs for deposition sites
on sand, contributing to the enhanced transport of TiO2 NPs in sand at pH 9. However no
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significant difference (p> 0.05) was noted in transport of individual of TiO2 NPs when compared to co-transport of TiO2 NPs with ZnO NPs.
The above results demonstrated that pH plays the most important role in the transport and
retention of TiO2 NPs and ZnO NPs. BTCs of TiO2 NPs (Figs 1, 2 and 3) at pH 5 were lower in
sand due to the electrostatic attraction between sand and TiO2 NPs (Figs 1, 2 and 3). The electrostatic attraction between sand and TiO2 NPs at pH 5 has also been reported previously by
Cai Li et al. [38]. However, at pH 7 and 9, negatively charged TiO2 NPs showed repulsion to
negatively charged sand, and thereby a decrease in the retention of TiO2 NPs in sand was
noted. The negative zeta potential values of sand and TiO2 NPs at pH 7 have also been also
reported by Dunphy et al. [41]. This observation was true under all ionic strength conditions
[NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)].

Effect of TiO2 NPs on ZnO NP Transport in sand column
The influence of TiO2 NP copresence in suspensions on the transport behavior of ZnO NPs
was examined. The transport experiments of ZnO NPs in packed sand were performed both in
the absence and presence of TiO2 NPs at different ionic strength [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM);
CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)] and pH conditions (5, 7, and 9). As shown in S2 and S3 Tables,
at pH conditions 5 and 7, the zeta potential values of ZnO NPs were positive, but at pH 9, the
zeta potential of ZnO NPs was negative. Sand was negatively charged under all examined ionic
strength conditions and pH (S3 Table).
The electrostatic interaction between ZnO NPs and quartz sand was attractive at both pH
5 and 7 [41]. At pH 5 and 7, most of the ZnO NPs are retained in the column, and very less
amount of ZnO NPs had eluted out. The apparent breakthrough of ZnO NPs in sand was
observed under all examined ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01,
0.05, and 0.1 mM)] at both pH 5 and 7 (Figs 4, 5 and 6).
Additionally, ZnO NPs in copresence of TiO2 NPs in suspension showed decrease in BTC
plateau when compared with samples without TiO2 NPs under all examined ionic strength
conditions at pH 5 (Fig 4). From the above results, it was demonstrated that, the copresence
of TiO2 NPs in ZnO NP suspension at pH 5 decreases the transport of ZnO NPs in sand under
all examined ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and
0.1 mM)].
However, the copresence of TiO2 NPs with ZnO NP suspension at pH resulted in the
increase of BTC curve. The zeta potential values of both ZnO NPs and sand were negative at

Fig 4. Breakthrough curves of ZnO NPs at pH 5 (with and without TiO2 NPs). Breakthrough curves of
ZnO NPs in presence and absence of TiO2 NPs in sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths
in NaCl solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 5. Replicate experiments were performed
under all conditions (n  2). In presence of TiO2 NPs in suspension of ZnO NPs showed decrease in
transport of TiO2 NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g004
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Fig 5. Breakthrough curves of ZnO NPs at pH 7 (with and without TiO2 NPs). BTCs of ZnO NPs in
presence and absence of TiO2 NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 7. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). In presence of TiO2 NPs in suspension of ZnO NPs showed increase in transport of
TiO2 NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g005

pH 7 under all examined ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01,
0.05, and 0.1 mM)] (S2 and S3 Tables). Repulsive electrostatic force was expected between
ZnO NPs and sand under-examined pH 7 and all ionic strength [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM);
CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)]. BTCs were sensitive to solution chemistries, as indicated by
the increase of the breakthrough plateau with increasing ionic strength. However, the difference in individual transport and cotransport was not statistically significant (p> 0.05) at pH
5 and 7.
At pH 9, the BTCs of ZnO NPs obtained was higher at low ionic strength. The lower BTCs
of ZnO NPs with increasing ionic strength, as observed at pH 9, were consistent with the less
negative zeta potentials observed at high ionic strength, and thus, the results agreed with the
classic Derjaguin−Landau−Verwey−Overbeek (DLVO) theory. However, the breakthrough
curve in copresence of TiO2 at pH 9 showed an increase in ZnO NP transport under all examined ionic strength [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)](Fig 6). But, the
results demonstrated that there are no significant (p> 0.05) changes in the transport of ZnO
NPs in presence of TiO2 NPs at pH 7.
The results from the above studies showed that the co presence of both the NPs (TiO2
and ZnO) affected the transport of each other at different pH. At pH 5 and 7, the positive
charge of ZnO NPs causes the increase in attractive force between sand and NPs, and therefore,
the BTCs were decreased. Moreover, the transport of ZnO NPs increased in sand at pH 9

Fig 6. Breakthrough curves of ZnO NPs at pH 9 (with and without TiO2 NPs). BTCs of ZnO NPs in
presence and absence of TiO2 NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 9. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). In presence of TiO2 NPs in suspension of ZnO NPs showed increase in transport of
TiO2 NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g006
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Fig 7. Retention profile of TiO2 NPs at pH 5 (with and without ZnO NPs). Retention graph of TiO2 NPs in
presence and absence of ZnO NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 5. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). Similar retention profile was observed in both individual (TiO2 NPs) and co transport
experiment (TiO2 NPs and ZnO NPs).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g007

because of the similar zeta potential. The positive zeta potential of ZnO NPs at pH 5 and 7 and
negative zeta potential at pH 9 have been reported by Kanel et al. [42].These observations were
true under all ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and
0.1 mM)]. The breakthrough rates for all the transport experiment were observed at a pore volume of 2±0.5.

Column retention profile
Effect of ZnO NPs on the retention of TiO2 NPs. The retention profiles of TiO2 NPs and
ZnO NPs under all ionic strength conditions, both for the individual and cotransport experiments, were studied to check if cotransport of TiO2 NPs and ZnO NPs would affect the distribution of nanoparticles retained in quartz sand. As anticipated from mass balance data, the
retention profile obtained was the reverse of the BTC curves.
At pH 5, under all examined ionic strength conditions in the absence of ZnO NPs in suspensions, the retained concentration of TiO2 NPs in quartz sand decreased log−linearly with
increase in distance. Retained concentrations of TiO2 NPs in quartz sand decreased non-exponentially with distance. However, the retention profile of TiO2 NPs in presence of ZnO NPs
was similar to the profile acquired in the absence of ZnO NPs (Figs 7, 8 and 9). This study

Fig 8. Retention profile of TiO2 NPs at pH 7 (with and without ZnO NPs). Retention graph of TiO2 NPs in
presence and absence of ZnO NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 7. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). There was increase in retention profile of TiO2 NPs in co transport experiment (TiO2
NPs and ZnO NPs). In presence of ZnO NPs in suspension of TiO2 NPs showed increase in retention of TiO2
NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g008
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Fig 9. Retention profile of TiO2 NPs at pH 9 (with and without ZnO NPs). Retention graph of TiO2 NPs in
presence and absence of ZnO NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 9. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). At pH 9 also in presence of ZnO NPs in suspension of TiO2 NPs showed increase in
retention of TiO2 NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g009

demonstrated that the copresence of ZnO NPs in suspensions did not affect the retention of
TiO2 NPs in sand at pH 5.
At pH 7, the BTC plateau was decreasing with the increase in ionic strengths (NaCl and
CaCl2). Figs 7, 8 and 9 shows that TiO2 NP retention was delegate to the solution ionic
strength. Under all ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and
0.1 mM)] at pH 7, the retention being detected near the column inlet was highest. Additionally,
in the presence of ZnO NPs, the retained concentration of TiO2 NPs was higher relative to the
concentration retained in the absence of ZnO NPs.
At pH 9 under all ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05,
and 0.1 mM)], the retention being detected near the column inlet was highest (Figs 7, 8 and 9).
The retained concentration of TiO2 NPs were higher in comparison to retention observed in
the absence of ZnO NPs. These results indicated that at pH 9 (unfriendly conditions), the
copresence of ZnO NPs in suspensions increases the retention of TiO2 NPs in sand. A close
inspection of retention profiles of TiO2 NPs in the presence of ZnO NPs in suspensions versus
those in the absence of ZnO NPs displayed that under all ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1,
1, and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)], the retention profiles of TiO2 in the presence
of ZnO NPs were lower to those without ZnO NPs in suspension.
The retention profiles were the inverse of the plateaus of BTCs, as expected from mass
balance considerations (S4 and S5 Tables). Retention of TiO2 NPs in sand at pH 5 was more
because of the presence of opposite charges on sand and TiO2 NPs. Previous reports also
showed that retention of TiO2 NPs at pH 5 was higher because at this particular pH, the positively charged TiO2 NPs tend to attract the negatively charged sand [38]. Moreover, at pH 7
and 9 the retention of TiO2 NPs was less in sand due to presence of similar zeta potential in
sand and TiO2 NPs. The negative charge of TiO2 NPs and sand at pH 7 have also been reported
by Han et al. [35]. This observation was true under all ionic strength conditions [NaCl (0.1, 1,
and 10 mM); CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM)].
Effect of TiO2 NPs in the retention of ZnO NPs. The retention profiles of ZnO NPs in
presence and absence of TiO2 NPs were evaluated under three different pH conditions, 5, 7,
and 9, and a series of ionic strengths [NaCl (0.1, 1, and 10 mM) and CaCl2 (0.01, 0.05, and
0.1 mM)]. At pH 5, the BTC curves of ZnO NPs were very low due to the opposite charge present between sand and ZnO NPs. So, the retention profile of ZnO NPs in absence of TiO2 NPs
was very high as shown in Figs 10, 11 and 12. The retention profile of ZnO NPs in the presence
of TiO2 NPs was higher in sand.
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Fig 10. Retention profile of ZnO NPs at pH 5 (with and without TiO2 NPs). Retention graph of ZnO NPs in
presence and absence of TiO2 NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 5. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). In presence of TiO2 NPs in suspension of ZnO NPs showed increase in retention of
ZnO NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g010

At pH 7, the concentrations of ZnO NPs retained in sand alone were more than that of ZnO
NPs copresent with TiO2 NPs in the suspensions (Figs 10, 11 and 12). These observations
showed that the copresence of TiO2 NPs in suspension decreased the deposition of ZnO NPs
in sand under all examined conditions. A close comparison of the retention profiles of ZnO
NPs in the presence of TiO2 NPs versus those in the absence of TiO2 NPs showed that under
all examined conditions, the decreased retention of ZnO NPs induced by the copresence of
TiO2 NPs in the suspension occurred across the entire column. Moreover, the shapes of the
retention profiles of ZnO NPs in the presence of TiO2 NPs were similar to those in the absence
of TiO2 NPs in suspensions.
In addition, under the examined pH 9, the concentrations of ZnO NPs retained in sand
alone were more than that of ZnO NPs copresent with TiO2 NPs in suspensions (Figs 10, 11
and 12). The observation showed that the copresence of TiO2 NPs in suspension decreased the
deposition of ZnO NPs in sand under all examined conditions. A close comparison of the
retention profiles of ZnO NPs in the presence of TiO2 NPs versus those in the absence of TiO2
NPs showed that under all examined conditions, the decreased retention of ZnO NPs induced
by the copresence of TiO2 NPs in suspension occurred across the entire column.
The retention profiles were the inverse of the plateaus of BTCs, as expected from the mass
balance considerations (S6 and S7 Tables). The retention of ZnO NPs was more in sand (Figs
10 and 11) due to opposite charges on ZnO NPs and sand at pH 5 and 7. Moreover, at pH 9,

Fig 11. Retention profile of ZnO NPs at pH 7 (with and without TiO2 NPs). Retention graph of ZnO NPs in
presence and absence of TiO2 NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 7. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). In presence of TiO2 NPs in suspension of ZnO NPs showed decrease in retention of
ZnO NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g011
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Fig 12. Retention profile of ZnO NPs at pH 9 (with and without TiO2 NPs). Retention graph of ZnO NPs in
presence and absence of TiO2 NPs sand. In suspensions at 0.1, 1, and 10 mM ionic strengths in NaCl
solutions and 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 mM CaCl2 solutions at pH 9. Replicate experiments were performed under
all conditions (n  2). In presence of TiO2 NPs in suspension of ZnO NPs showed decrease in retention of
ZnO NPs in porous media.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g012

the retention of ZnO NPs was less in sand, because both sand and ZnO NPs acquire negative
charges (Fig 12). Previously stated reports also showed that the zeta potential of ZnO NPs vary
with pH i.e. at pH 5 and 7, the zeta potential was positive, and at pH 9, it was negative [42].

Characterization of transport and transported material
Transmission electron microscopy (TEM). The size and shape of both TiO2 and ZnO
NPs, in presence of 10 mM of NaCl, before and after transport through porous media were
examined by transmission electron microscopy (TEM) at three different pH of about 5, 7, and
9. 10 mM of NaCl was chosen based on the high ionic strength. The TEM image of TiO2 NPs
before transport through porous media shows the uniform distribution of NPs with average
sizes of 350, 345, and 363 nm at pH 5, 7, and 9, respectively (Fig 13A, 13C and 13E). The morphology of TiO2 NPs was observed to be spherical. Further, the average particle sizes of TiO2
NPs at pH 5, 7, and 9 after transport through porous media were noted to be 642, 550, and 489
nm (Fig 13B, 13D and 13F). The sizes of ZnO NPs at pH 5, 7, and 9 were found to be 310, 335,
and 333 nm before transport through porous media, and the sizes were 513, 550, and 489 nm
after transport through porous media (Fig 14A, 14C and 14E).

Fig 13. Transmission electron micrograph of TiO2 NPs. A- Transmission electron microscopic image of
TiO2 NPs before transport at pH 5. B- Transmission electron microscopic image of TiO2 NPs after transport at
pH 5. C- Transmission electron microscopic image of TiO2 NPs before transport at pH 7. D- Transmission
electron microscopic image of TiO2 NPs after transport at pH 7. E- Transmission electron microscopic image
of TiO2 NPs before transport at pH 9. F- Transmission electron microscopic image of TiO2 NPs after transport
at pH 9.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g013
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Fig 14. Transmission electron micrograph of ZnO NPs. A- Transmission electron microscopic image of
ZnO NPs before transport at pH 5. B- Transmission electron microscopic image of ZnO NPs after transport at
pH 5. C- Transmission electron microscopic image of ZnO NPs before transport at pH 7. D- Transmission
electron microscopic image of ZnO NPs after transport at pH 7. E- Transmission electron microscopic image
of ZnO NPs before transport at pH 9. F- Transmission electron microscopic image of ZnO NPs after transport
at pH 9.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796.g014

The TEM image of ZnO NPs shows the uniform distribution of spherical-shaped NPs
(Fig 14A–14F).
The increase in the size of TiO2 and ZnO NPs after transport was due to the agglomeration
of nanoparticles. The differences in particle size of TiO2 and ZnO NPs for the tested pH 5, 7,
and 9 were found to be insignificant before transport through porous media. The particle sizes
of both NPs determined by TEM analysis were found to be in correlation with the DLS results.
Even though the particles were found to be agglomerated after transport through the porous
media, the morphology of NPs remained unchanged.
X-ray diffraction analysis. X-ray diffraction analysis was carried out to identify the crystal
phases and to determine the crystalline size of material. The XRD pattern of TiO2 NPs (S1 Fig)
shows the diffraction peaks at 25.2°, 37.81°, 47.9°, 54.0°, 54.9°, 62.6°, 68.8°, 70.3°, 75.2°, and
82.7°, which corresponds to (101), (004), (200), (105), (211), (204), (116), (220), (215), and
(303) crystal planes. All diffraction peaks are well defined and perfectly matched with JCPDS
card file no. 21–1272, and this confirms the presence of anatase as a predominant phase.
Similar, X-ray diffraction were reported by Sadiq et al., [43] and Wei et al., [44]. The crystalline
size of TiO2 NPs calculated from XRD patterns was 13.8 nm. Further, the X-ray diffraction
analysis of ZnO NPs (S2 Fig) showed ten diffraction peaks at 31.7°, 34.3°, 36.2°, 47.5°, 56.5°,
62.8°, 66.3°, 67.9°, 69.0°, and 72.5°, assigned to (100), (002), (101), (102), (110), (103), (200),
(112), (201), and (004) crystal planes. This result reveals the characteristic hexagonal wurtzite
structure of ZnO NPs when compared with the card file no. 5–0664 of the JCPDS database
[45]. The crystalline size of ZnO NPs calculated from XRD patterns was 53.09 nm.
Similarly, the X-ray diffraction analysis of TiO2 and ZnO NPs in presence of sand was also
performed to observe the phase change of NPs. The XRD pattern of TiO2 and ZnO NPs in
presence of sand shows the diffraction peak of TiO2 and ZnO NPs combined with the characteristic peaks of silica (at 20.9°), whereas, no overlapping of diffraction lines was observed
between the two analytes. Thus, these results indicated that the crystalline shape of NPs was
retained in the presence of sand (S3 and S4 Figs). The crystalline sizes of TiO2 NPs and ZnO
NPs calculated from XRD patterns in presence of sand were 96.53 and 78.91 nm.
Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy. The FTIR analysis of TiO2 NPs were carried
out and the data were compared to understand their behavior before and after transport
through sand. The secondary derivative spectra of TiO2 NPs at pH 5 before transport (control)
showed the presence of a sharp peak at 412 cm-1, corresponding to the stretching vibration of
Ti–O–Ti [46]. The secondary derivative spectra of TiO2 NPs at pH 7 and 9 before transport
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also showed the presence of Ti–O–Ti stretching vibration peaks at 410 and 412 cm-1, as
expected for TiO2 NPs. In contrast to the TiO2 NP spectrum before transport, the absence of
Ti–O–Ti peak was observed in the spectra of TiO2 NPs after transport (at pH 5, 7, and 9),
which indicates the absence/less release of TiO2 NPs as compared to the control (S5 Fig).
Similarly, the FTIR spectra was also recorded for ZnO NPs before and after transport at pH
5, 7, and 9. The secondary derivative spectra of ZnO NPs before transport (control) shows a
significant peak around 417 cm-1 at pH 5 and 408 cm-1 at pH 7 and 9 that can be assigned
to the vibration mode of Zn–O bonding [47, 48]. The presence of Zn-O bond at 417 cm-1
recorded for ZnO NPs after transport (at pH 5, 7, and 9) indicates the release of ZnO NPs
(S6 Fig).
Conductivity Measurement. For both TiO2 NPs and ZnO NPs, the conductivity was
found to increase with increase in ionic strength under all pH conditions (5, 7, and 9) (S8 and
S9 Tables). However, in the case of ZnO NPs, the conductivity was more than TiO2 NPs. The
conductivity was almost similar before and after TiO2 NP and ZnO NP transport in sand
column.

Conclusion
The current study suggests that the cotransport of TiO2 NPs and ZnO NPs in water-saturated
porous media is much more complex than the transport of single nanoparticles. It also gives us
a better understanding on the importance of cotransport of multicomponent nanoparticles as
well as transport of individual nanoparticles in real aquatic environments, which are more
complicated than those simulated in our study. Therefore, to better understand the cotransport
behavior of TiO2 and ZnO NPs nanoparticles, further research is required to incorporate the
effect of other factors (e.g., nanoparticle concentration and natural organic matter), which
could influence the stability and interaction of nanoparticles.

Supporting Information
S1 Fig. XRD pattern of procured TiO2 nanoparticles.
(TIF)
S2 Fig. XRD pattern of procured ZnO nanoparticles.
(TIF)
S3 Fig. XRD pattern of procured TiO2 nanoparticles and sand.
(TIF)
S4 Fig. XRD pattern of procured ZnO nanoparticles and sand.
(TIF)
S5 Fig. FTIR spectra of TiO2 NPs before and after transport through sand at pH 5, 7.and 9.
(JPG)
S6 Fig. FTIR spectra of ZnO NPs before and after transport through sand at pH 5, 7.and 9.
(TIF)
S1 Table. Mean hydrodynamic size and zeta potential values of TiO2 NPs at different ionic
strengths NaCl (0.1, 1, 10mM) and CaCl2 (0.1, 1, 10mM) and pH 5, 7 and 9.
(DOCX)
S2 Table. Mean hydrodynamic size and zeta potential values of ZnO NPs at different ionic
strengths NaCl (0.1, 1, 10mM) and CaCl2 (0.1, 1, 10mM) and pH 5, 7 and 9.
(DOCX)

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796 August 7, 2015

14 / 18

Co Transport Study of TiO2 and ZnO Nanoparticles

S3 Table. Zeta Potential values of fine sand in presence of NaCl (0.1, 1, 10mM) and CaCl2
(0.01, 0.05, 0.1mM) at pH 5, 7 and 9.
(DOCX)
S4 Table. Mass Balance of TiO2 NPs in different pH (5, 7 and 9mM) and ionic strengths
(NaCl-0.1, 1, 10mM) conditions.
(DOCX)
S5 Table. Mass Balance of TiO2 NPs in different pH (5, 7 and 9) and ionic strengths
CaCl2(0.01, 0.05, 0.1mM) conditions.
(DOCX)
S6 Table. Mass Balance of ZnO NPs in different pH (5, 7 and 9) and ionic strength (NaCl0.1, 1, 10) conditions.
(DOCX)
S7 Table. Mass Balance of ZnO NPs in different pH (5, 7 and 9) and ionic strength CaCl2
(0.01, 0.05, 0.1) conditions.
(DOCX)
S8 Table. Conductivity of TiO2 NPs solution at different pH (5, 7 and 9) and ionic
strengths (NaCl-0.1, 1, 10; CaCl2-0.01, 0.05, 0.1).
(DOCX)
S9 Table. Conductivity of ZnO NPs solution at different pH (5, 7 and 9) and ionic strength
(NaCl-0.1, 1, 10; CaCl2-0.01, 0.05, 0.1).
(DOCX)

Acknowledgments
We would like to thank VIT University, Vellore, India for giving the work space to carry out
the research and X-ray diffraction facility at SAS, VIT University, Vellore, India.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: JK RN A. Mukherjee. Performed the experiments: JK
AR AV A. Mathur SS. Analyzed the data: JK AR SS MP NC RN A. Mukherjee. Contributed
reagents/materials/analysis tools: NC A. Mukherjee. Wrote the paper: JK A. Mukherjee.

References
1.

Robichaud CO, Uyar AE, Darby MR, Zucker LG, Wiesner MR. (2009) Estimates of upper bounds and
trends in nano-TiO2 production as a basis for exposure assessment. Environ. Sci. Technol., 43(12),
4227–4233. doi: 10.1021/es8032549 PMID: 1960362

2.

Kiser MA, Westerhoff P, Benn T, Wang Y, Perez-Rivera J, Hristovski K. (2009) Titanium nanomaterial
removal and release from wastewater treatment plants. Environ. Sci. Technol., 43(17), 6757–6763.
doi: 10.1021/es901102n PMID: 19764246

3.

Wiesner MR, Lowry GV, Alvarez P, Dionysiou D, Biswas P. (2006) Assessing the risks of manufactured
nanomaterials. Environ. Sci. Technol., 40(14), 4336–4345 PMID: 16903268

4.

Kumari J, Kumar D, Mathur A, Naseer A, Kumar RR, Chandrasekaran PT, et al. (2014). Cytotoxicity of
TiO2 nanoparticles towards freshwater sediment microorganisms at low exposure concentrations. Environmental research, 135, 333–345. doi: 10.1016/j.envres.2014.09.025 PMID: 25462683

5.

Soares JW, Whitten JE, Oblas DW, Steeves DM. (2008) Novel photoluminescence properties of surface-modified nanocrystalline zinc oxide: toward a reactive scaffold. Langmuir, 24(2), 371–374. doi:
10.1021/la702834w PMID: 18076198

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796 August 7, 2015

15 / 18

Co Transport Study of TiO2 and ZnO Nanoparticles

6.

Dutta S, Chattopadhyay S, Sarkar A, Chakrabarti M, Sanyal D, Jana D. (2009) Role of defects in tailoring structural, electrical and optical properties of ZnO. Prog. Matr. Sci., 54(1), 89–136. doi: 10.1016/j.
pmatsci.2008.07.002

7.

Li Y, Xie W, Hu X, Shen G, Zhou X, Xiang Y, et al. (2009) Comparison of dye photodegradation and its
coupling with light-to-electricity conversion over TiO2 and ZnO. Langmuir, 26(1), 591–597. doi: 10.
1021/la902117c PMID: 20038182

8.

Wang Q, Geng B, Wang S. (2009) ZnO/Au hybrid nanoarchitectures: wet-chemical synthesis and structurally enhanced photocatalytic performance. Environ. Sci. Technol, 43(23), 8968–8973. doi: 10.1021/
es902568h PMID: 19943674

9.

Jin X, Strueben J, Heepe L, Kovalev A, Mishra YK, Adelung R, et al. (2012) Joining the un‐joinable:
adhesion between low surface energy polymers using tetrapodal ZnO linkers. Advanced Materials, 24
(42), 5676–5680. doi: 10.1002/adma.201201780 22927220 PMID: 22927220

10.

Mishra YK, Kaps S, Schuchardt A, Paulowicz I, Jin X, Gedamu D, et al. (2014) Versatile fabrication of
complex shaped metal oxide nano-microstructures and their interconnected networks for multifunctional applications. KONA Powder and Particle Journal, 31(0), 92–110. /doi.org/10.14356/kona.
2014015

11.

Reimer T, Paulowicz I, Röder R, Kaps S, Lupan O, Chemnitz S, et al. (2014) Single step integration of
ZnO nano-and microneedles in Si trenches by novel flame transport approach: whispering gallery
modes and photocatalytic properties. ACS applied materials & interfaces, 6(10), 7806–7815. doi: 10.
1021/am5010877 PMID: 24773290

12.

Mishra YK, Chakravadhanula VSK, Hrkac V, Jebril S, Agarwal DC, Mohapatra S, et al. (2012) Crystal
growth behaviour in Au-ZnO nanocomposite under different annealing environments and photoswitchability. Journal of Applied Physics, 112(6), 064308. doi.org/10.1063/1.4752469

13.

Zinc Oxide Nanoparticles: The Global market, applications, companies and products. Available: http://
www.researchandmarkets.com/reports/2488811/the_global_market_for_metal_oxide_nanoparticles.

14.

Gedamu D, Paulowicz I, Kaps S, Lupan O, Wille S, Haidarschin G, et al. (2014) Rapid fabrication technique for interpenetrated ZnO nanotetrapod networks for fast UV sensors. Advanced Materials, 26
(10), 1541–1550. doi: 10.1002/adma.201304363 PMID: 24249633

15.

Antoine TE, Mishra YK, Trigilio J, Tiwari V, Adelung R, Shukla D. (2012) Prophylactic, therapeutic and
neutralizing effects of zinc oxide tetrapod structures against herpes simplex virus type-2 infection. Antiviral research, 96(3), 363–375. doi: 10.1016/j.antiviral.2012.09.020 PMID: 23047013

16.

Jeng HA, Swanson J. (2006) Toxicity of metal oxide nanoparticles in mammalian cells. J Environ Sci
Health A, 41(12), 2699–2711. doi: 10.1080/10934520600966177 PMID: 17114101

17.

Wahab R, Kaushik NK, Kaushik N, Choi EH, Umar A, Dwivedi S, et al. (2013) ZnO nanoparticles
induces cell death in malignant human T98G gliomas, KB and non-malignant HEK cells. Journal of biomedical nanotechnology, 9(7), 1181–1189. PMID: 23909132

18.

Wahab R, Siddiqui MA, Saquib Q, Dwivedi S, Ahmad J, Musarrat J, et al. (2014) ZnO nanoparticles
induced oxidative stress and apoptosis in HepG2 and MCF-7 cancer cells and their antibacterial activity. Colloids and Surfaces B: Biointerfaces, 117, 267–276. doi: 10.1016/j.colsurfb.2014.02.038 PMID:
24657613

19.

Wahab R, Dwivedi S, Khan MS, Al-Senaidy AM, Shin HS, Musarrat J, et al. (2014) Optical Analysis of
Zinc Oxide Quantum Dots with Bovine Serum Albumin and Bovine Hemoglobin. Journal of Pharmaceutical Innovation, 9(1), 48–52.

20.

Adams LK, Lyon DY, Alvarez PJ. (2006) Comparative eco-toxicity of nanoscale TiO 2, SiO 2, and ZnO
water suspensions. Water Res, 40(19), 3527–3532 PMID: 17011015

21.

Brayner R, Ferrari-Iliou R, Brivois N, Djediat S, Benedetti MF, Fiévet F. (2006) Toxicological impact
studies based on Escherichia coli bacteria in ultrafine ZnO nanoparticles colloidal medium. Nano Lett.,
6(4), 866–870. doi: 10.1021/nl052326h PMID: 16608300

22.

Lin D, Xing B. (2007) Phytotoxicity of nanoparticles: inhibition of seed germination and root growth.
Environ Pollut, 150(2), 243–250 PMID: 17374428

23.

Lin D, Xing B. (2008) Root uptake and phytotoxicity of ZnO nanoparticles. Environ. Sci. Technol., 42
(15), 5580–5585. doi: 10.1021/es800422x 18754479 PMID: 18754479

24.

Klaine SJ, Alvarez PJ, Batley GE, Fernandes TF, Handy RD, Lyon DY, et al. (2008) Nanomaterials in
the environment: behavior, fate, bioavailability, and effects. Environ. Toxicol. Chem., 27(9), 1825–
1851. doi: 10.1897/08-090.1 PMID: 19086204

25.

Ben-Moshe T, Dror I, Berkowitz B. (2010) Transport of metal oxide nanoparticles in saturated porous
media. Chemosphere, 81(3), 387–393 PMID: 20678789 doi: 10.1016/j.chemosphere.2010.07.007

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796 August 7, 2015

16 / 18

Co Transport Study of TiO2 and ZnO Nanoparticles

26.

Vasiliadou IA, Chrysikopoulos CV. (2011) Cotransport of Pseudomonas putida and kaolinite particles
through water‐saturated columns packed with glass beads. Water Resour. Res., 47(2). doi: 10.1029/
2010WR009560

27.

Syngouna VI, Chrysikopoulos CV. (2013) Cotransport of clay colloids and viruses in water saturated
porous media. Colloids and Surfaces A, 416, 56–65 PMID: 25460700

28.

Cai L, Tong M, Wang X, Kim H. (2014) Influence of clay particles on the transport and retention of titanium dioxide nanoparticles in quartz sand. Environ. Sci. Technol., 48(13), 7323–7332. doi: 10.1021/
es5019652 PMID: 24911544

29.

Darlington TK, Neigh AM, Spencer MT, Guyen OT, Oldenburg SJ. (2009) Nanoparticle characteristics
affecting environmental fate and transport through soil. Environ. Toxicol. Chem., 28(6), 1191–1199.
doi: 10.1897/08-341.1 PMID: 19175296

30.

Martinez A, Byrnes AP. (2001) Modeling dielectric-constant values of geologic materials: An aid to
ground-penetrating radar data collection and interpretation. Kansas Geological Survey, University of
Kansas.

31.

Hanada T. (2009) Basic Properties of ZnO, GaN, and Related Materials. In Oxide and Nitride Semiconductors (pp. 1–19) Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

32.

Marinel S, Choi DH, Heuguet R, Agrawal D, Lanagan M. (2013) Broadband dielectric characterization
of TiO 2 ceramics sintered through microwave and conventional processes. Ceramics International, 39
(1), 299–306.

33.

Tong M, Camesano TA, Johnson WP. (2005) Spatial variation in deposition rate coefficients of an
adhesion-deficient bacterial strain in quartz sand. Environ. Sci. Technol., 39(10), 3679–3687. doi: 10.
1021/es048850s PMID: 15952372

34.

Tong M, Long G, Jiang X, Kim HN. (2010) Contribution of extracellular polymeric substances on representative gram negative and gram positive bacterial deposition in porous media. Environ. Sci. Technol.,
44(7), 2393–2399. doi: 10.1021/es9027937 PMID: 20201559

35.

Han P, Wang X, Cai L, Tong M, Kim H. (2014) Transport and retention behaviors of titanium dioxide
nanoparticles in iron oxide-coated quartz sand: Effects of pH, ionic strength, and humic acid. Colloids
and Surfaces A, 454, 119–127.

36.

Chowdhury I, Hong Y, Honda RJ, Walker SL. (2011) Mechanisms of TiO 2 nanoparticle transport in
porous media: role of solution chemistry, nanoparticle concentration, and flowrate. J. Colloid Interface
Sci., 360(2), 548–555. PMID: 21640358 doi: 10.1016/j.jcis.2011.04.111

37.

Solovitch N, Labille J, Rose J, Chaurand P, Borschneck D, Wiesner MR, et al. (2010) Concurrent
aggregation and deposition of TiO2 nanoparticles in a sandy porous media. Environ. Sci. Technol., 44
(13), 4897–4902. doi: 10.1021/es1000819 PMID: 20524647

38.

Cai L, Tong M, Ma H, Kim H. (2013) Cotransport of titanium dioxide and fullerene nanoparticles in saturated porous media. Environ. Sci. Technol., 47(11), 5703–5710 PMID: 20524647 doi: 10.1021/
es400256d

39.

Fang J, Xu MJ, Wang DJ, Wen B, Han JY. (2013) Modeling the transport of TiO 2 nanoparticle aggregates in saturated and unsaturated granular media: effects of ionic strength and pH. Water Res., 47(3),
1399–1408 PMID: 23276424 doi: 10.1016/j.watres.2012.12.005

40.

Chen G, Liu X, Su C. (2011) Transport and retention of TiO2 rutile nanoparticles in saturated porous
media under low-ionic-strength conditions: measurements and mechanisms. Langmuir, 27(9), 5393–
5402. doi: 10.1021/la200251v PMID: 21446737

41.

Dunphy Guzman KA, Finnegan MP, Banfield JF. (2006) Influence of surface potential on aggregation
and transport of titania nanoparticles. Environmental Science & Technology, 40(24), 7688–7693.
PMID: 17256514

42.

Kanel SR, Al-Abed SR. (2011) Influence of pH on the transport of nanoscale zinc oxide in saturated
porous media. J. Nanopart. Res., 13(9), 4035–4047. doi: 10.1007/s11051-011-0345-8

43.

Sadiq IM, Dalai S, Chandrasekaran N, Mukherjee A. (2011) Ecotoxicity study of titania (TiO 2) NPs on
two microalgae species: Scenedesmus sp. and Chlorella sp. Ecotoxicology and environmental safety,
74(5), 1180–1187. doi: 10.1016/j.ecoenv.2011.03.006 PMID: 21481931

44.

Wei X, Zhu G, Fang J, Chen J. (2013) Synthesis, Characterization, and Photocatalysis of Well-Dispersible Phase-Pure Anatase TiO2 Nanoparticles. International Journal of Photoenergy, 2013. doi.org/10.
1155/2013/726872

45.

Akhtar MJ, Ahamed M, Kumar S, Khan MM, Ahmad J, Alrokayan SA. (2012) Zinc oxide nanoparticles
selectively induce apoptosis in human cancer cells through reactive oxygen species. International journal of nanomedicine, 7, 845. doi: 10.2147/IJN.S29129 PMID: 22393286

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796 August 7, 2015

17 / 18

Co Transport Study of TiO2 and ZnO Nanoparticles

46.

Othman SH, Rashid SA, Ghazi TIM, Abdullah N. (2012) Dispersion and stabilization of photocatalytic
TiO 2 nanoparticles in aqueous suspension for coatings applications. Journal of Nanomaterials, 2012,
2. doi: 10.1155/2012/718214

47.

Zamiri R, Zakaria A, Ahangar HA, Darroudi M, Zak AK, Drummen GP. (2012) Aqueous starch as a stabilizer in zinc oxide nanoparticle synthesis via laser ablation. Journal of alloys and compounds, 516,
41–48. doi: 10.1016/j.jallcom.2011.11.118

48.

Sankara Reddy B, Venkatramana Reddy S, Koteeswara Reddy N, Pramoda Kumari J. (2013) Synthesis, structural, optical properties and antibacterial activity of co doped (Ag, Co) ZnO nanoparticles.
Research Journal of Material Sciences, 1, 11–20.

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0134796 August 7, 2015

18 / 18

