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SUMMARY 

 

 

Plants are exposed to extreme weather conditions throughout their entire life cycle. Climate change 

aggravates these unfavourable conditions, leading to a decrease in both the quality and quantity of crop 

production. Plants have developed several defensive strategies to face with abiotic stresses. These 

responses are coordinated and involve physiological, biochemical, and morphological changes that 

allow them to adapt to new conditions. Phytohormones play a vital role in controlling the defense 

response while maintaining normal plant growth and development. 

Salicylic acid coordinates the systemic plant defense response by altering the endogenous levels of other 

phytohormones, triggering the nitrogen metabolism, the antioxidant system, the expression of defense-

related genes, and the production of phytocompounds. Several studies have shown that applying 

salicylic acid (SA) as an exogenous treatment can alleviate the stress. Encapsulating SA in sheltering 

materials can enhance its potential palliative effect. Controlled release techniques allow for the simple 

management of bioactive compounds, enabling dosage control and protection against external 

conditions as pH and temperature. 

The current doctoral thesis is structured into four chapters. The first chapter focuses on the formulation 

and characterization of the physico-chemical, and biological properties of SA encapsulated on silica 

and chitosan. Our results demonstrate that SA is successfully encapsulated and exhibits controlled 

release at the lower ratios of 1:0.25 and 1:0.5 for Si:SA and Ch:SA, respectively. These encapsulated 

samples evidence a promising antifungal effect, reducing the mycelial growth of pathogenic fungi. 

Furthermore, the encapsulated SA samples alleviate the toxic effect on Arabidopsis development due 

to the controlled release of SA. 

In second chapter, the encapsulation of SA is optimized, centring the study on the principal variables 

process. This chapter demonstrate that SA is not degraded during spray drying, avoiding the use of 

acetone as a solvent. Optimization evidences that solid content, milling speed, and milling time are 

decisive variables to correctly raw material homogenization, and subsequently atomization drying. 

These results support an environmentally friendly atomization, preventing wear and tear on raw 

materials and energy consumption. 

The third chapter is about the comparative effect of free SA vs encapsulated SA treatments on the 

morphological and physiological parameters of Arabidopsis thaliana plants. Results show that 

encapsulated SA samples are able to revert the free SA negative effects on Arabidopsis treated plants. 
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Encapsulated SA treatment decreases the SA available in the medium, and treated plants maintain the 

root length, rosette size and gravitropism similar to control plants. Additionally, encapsulation prevents 

the uncontrolled release of SA, thereby hindering its accumulation on the root and preventing a decrease 

of IAA in the root tip. 

Finally, the fourth chapter focuses on determining the mechanism by which encapsulated SA promotes 

tolerance in Arabidopsis plants under simple and double stress conditions. The results demonstrate that 

encapsulated SA enhances plant tolerance against salt or mannitol stress, as well as their combination 

with HS. This positive effect is due to the maintenance of a proper equilibrium between endogenous 

levels of SA and IAA in plants treated with encapsulated SA (in contrast with those treated with free 

SA). The tight regulation of EDS1, PAL1, and NPR1 expression avoids excess SA synthesis and its 

non-physiological over-accumulation.  

This work provides a novel tool for plant stress resilience. The knowledge gained about the mechanism 

by which encapsulated SA protects plants from salt, mannitol, heat stress, and their combinations offers 

a valuable starting point for encapsulating other phytocompounds with highly protective characteristics.  
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RESUMEN 

 

 

Las plantas están expuestas a condiciones climáticas extremas a lo largo de todo su ciclo vital. El cambio 

climático agrava estas condiciones desfavorables, provocando una disminución tanto cualitativa como 

cuantitativa de la producción vegetal. Las plantas han desarrollado varias estrategias de defensa para 

hacer frente al estrés abiótico. Estas respuestas están coordinadas e implican cambios fisiológicos, 

bioquímicos y morfológicos que les permite a las plantas adaptarse a las nuevas condiciones. Las 

fitohormonas desempeñan un papel vital en el control de la respuesta de defensa al mismo tiempo que 

mantienen el crecimiento y desarrollo normal de la planta. 

El ácido salicílico coordina la respuesta de defensa sistémica de la planta alterando los niveles 

endógenos de otras fitohormonas, activando el metabolismo del nitrógeno, el sistema antioxidante, la 

expresión de genes relacionados con la defensa y la producción de fitocompuestos. Varios estudios han 

demostrado que la aplicación de ácido salicílico (SA) como tratamiento exógeno puede aliviar el estrés. 

La encapsulación de SA en materiales de recubrimiento puede potenciar su efecto paliativo. Las técnicas 

de liberación controlada permiten un manejo sencillo de los compuestos bioactivos, posibilitando el 

control de la dosis y la protección frente a condiciones externas como el pH y la temperatura. 

La presente tesis doctoral se estructura en cuatro capítulos. El primer capítulo se centra en la 

formulación y caracterización de las propiedades físico-químicas y biológicas del SA encapsulado en 

sílice y quitosano. Nuestros resultados demuestran que el SA se encapsula con éxito y presenta una 

liberación controlada en las proporciones más bajas de 1:0.25 y 1:0.5 para Si:SA y Ch:SA, 

respectivamente. Estas muestras encapsuladas evidencian un prometedor efecto antifúngico, reduciendo 

el crecimiento micelial de hongos patógenos. Además, las muestras encapsuladas de SA alivian el efecto 

tóxico sobre el desarrollo de Arabidopsis debido a la liberación controlada del SA. 

En el segundo capítulo, se optimiza la encapsulación del SA, centrando el estudio en las principales 

variables del proceso. En este capítulo se demuestra que el SA no se degrada durante el secado por 

atomización, evitando así el uso de acetona como disolvente. La optimización evidencia que el 

contenido en sólidos, la velocidad de molienda y el tiempo de molienda son variables decisivas para la 

correcta homogeneización de la materia prima y, posteriormente, el secado por atomización. Estos 

resultados apoyan una atomización respetuosa con el medio ambiente, evitando el desgaste de las 

materias primas y el consumo de energía. 

El tercer capítulo compara el efecto de los tratamientos con SA libre y SA encapsulado sobre los 

parámetros morfológicos y fisiológicos de las plantas de Arabidopsis thaliana. Los resultados 

evidencian que las muestras de SA encapsulado son capaces de revertir los efectos negativos del SA 
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libre sobre las plantas de Arabidopsis. El tratamiento con SA encapsulado disminuye el SA disponible 

en el medio, y las plantas tratadas mantienen la longitud de la raíz, el tamaño de la roseta y el 

gravitropismo similares a las plantas control. Además, la encapsulación impide la liberación 

incontrolada de SA, dificultando así su acumulación en la raíz y evitando la disminución de IAA en la 

punta de la misma. 

Finalmente, el cuarto capítulo se centra en determinar el mecanismo por el cual el SA encapsulado 

promueve la tolerancia en plantas de Arabidopsis bajo condiciones de estrés simple y doble. Los 

resultados demuestran que el SA encapsulado mejora la tolerancia de las plantas frente al estrés por sal 

o manitol, así como su combinación con SA libre. Este efecto positivo se debe al mantenimiento de un 

equilibrio adecuado entre los niveles endógenos de SA e IAA en las plantas tratadas con SA 

encapsulado (en contraste con las tratadas con SA libre). La regulación estricta de la expresión de EDS1, 

PAL1 y NPR1 evita el exceso de síntesis de SA y su sobreacumulación no fisiológica.  

Este trabajo proporciona una herramienta novedosa para potenciar la resistencia de las plantas al estrés. 

Los conocimientos adquiridos sobre el mecanismo por el cual el SA encapsulado protege a las plantas 

de la sal, el manitol, el estrés térmico y sus combinaciones, ofrecen un valioso punto de partida para 

encapsular otros fitocompuestos con características protectoras. 
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RESUM 

 

 

Les plantes estan exposades a condicions climàtiques extremes al llarg de tot el seu cicle vital. El canvi 

climàtic agreuja estes condicions desfavorables, provocant una disminució tant qualitativa com 

quantitativa de la producció vegetal. Les plantes han desenvolupat diverses estratègies de defensa per a 

fer front a l'estrés abiòtic. Estes respostes estan coordinades i impliquen canvis fisiològics, bioquímics 

i morfològics que els permet a les plantes adaptar-se a les noves condicions. Les fitohormones exercixen 

un paper vital en el control de la resposta de defensa al mateix temps que mantenen el creixement i 

desenvolupament normal de la planta. 

L'àcid salicílic coordina la resposta de defensa sistèmica de la planta alterant els nivells endògens 

d'altres fitohormones, activant el metabolisme del nitrogen, el sistema antioxidant, l'expressió de gens 

relacionats amb la defensa i la producció de fitocompuestos. Diversos estudis han demostrat que 

l'aplicació d'àcid salicílic (SA) com a tractament exogen pot alleujar l'estrés. L'encapsulació de SA en 

materials de recobriment pot potenciar el seu efecte pal·liatiu. Les tècniques d'alliberament controlat 

permeten un maneig senzill dels compostos bioactivos, possibilitant el control de la dosi i la protecció 

enfront de condicions externes com el pH i la temperatura. 

La present tesi doctoral s'estructura en quatre capítols. El primer capítol se centra en la formulació i 

caracterització de les propietats fisicoquímiques i biològiques del SA encapsulat en sílice i *quitosano. 

Els nostres resultats demostren que el SA s'encapsula amb èxit i presenta un alliberament controlat en 

les proporcions més baixes de 1:0.25 i 1:0.5 per a Si:SA i Ch:SA, respectivament. Estes mostres 

encapsulades evidencien un prometedor efecte antifúngic, reduint el creixement micelial de fongs 

patògens. A més, les mostres encapsulades de SA alleugen l'efecte tòxic sobre el desenvolupament de 

Arabidopsis a causa de l'alliberament controlat del SA. 

En el segon capítol, s'optimitza l'encapsulació del SA, centrant l'estudi en les principals variables del 

procés. En este capítol es demostra que el SA no es degrada durant l'assecat per atomització, evitant 

així l'ús d'acetona com a dissolvent. L'optimització evidencia que el contingut en sòlids, la velocitat de 

molta i el temps de molta són variables decisives per a la correcta homogeneïtzació de la matèria primera 

i, posteriorment, l'assecat per atomització. Estos resultats donen suport a una atomització respectuosa 

amb el medi ambient, evitant el desgast de les matèries primeres i el consum d'energia. 

El tercer capítol compara l'efecte dels tractaments amb SA lliure i SA encapsulat sobre els paràmetres 

morfològics i fisiològics de les plantes de Arabidopsis thaliana. Els resultats evidencien que les mostres 

de SA encapsulat són capaces de revertir els efectes negatius del SA lliure sobre les plantes de 

Arabidopsis. El tractament amb SA encapsulat disminuïx el SA disponible en el mitjà, i les plantes 
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tractades mantenen la longitud de l'arrel, la grandària de la roseta i el gravitropismo similars a les plantes 

control. A més, l'encapsulació impedix l'alliberament incontrolat de SA, dificultant així la seua 

acumulació en l'arrel i evitant la disminució de IAA en la punta d'esta. 

Finalment, el quart capítol se centra en determinar el mecanisme pel qual el SA encapsulat promou la 

tolerància en plantes de Arabidopsis sota condicions d'estrés simple i doble. Els resultats demostren que 

el SA encapsulat millora la tolerància de les plantes enfront de l'estrés per sal o mannitol, així com la 

seua combinació amb SA lliure. Este efecte positiu es deu al manteniment d'un equilibri adequat entre 

els nivells endògens de SA i IAA en les plantes tractades amb SA encapsulat (en contrast amb les 

tractades amb SA lliure). La regulació estricta de l'expressió d'EDS1, PAL1 i NPR1 evita l'excés de 

síntesi de SA i la seua sobreacumulación no fisiològica.  

Este treball proporciona una ferramenta nova per a potenciar la resistència de les plantes a l'estrés. Els 

coneixements adquirits sobre el mecanisme pel qual el SA encapsulat protegix les plantes de la sal, el 

mannitol, l'estrés tèrmic i les seues combinacions, oferixen un valuós punt de partida per a encapsular 

altres fitocompuestos amb característiques protectores. 
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INTRODUCTION   

 

 

EFFICIENT STRATEGIES FOR CONTROLLED RELEASE OF NANOENCAPSULATED 

PHYTOHORMONES TO IMPROVE PLANT STRESS TOLERANCE 

Sampedro-Guerrero, J., Vives-Peris, V., Gomez-Cadenas, A., and Clausell-Terol, C. (2023). Plant 

Methods 19, 47. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13007-023-01025-x 
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Abstract  

Climate change due to different human activities is causing adverse environmental conditions and 

uncontrolled extreme weather events. These harsh conditions are directly affecting the crop areas, and 

consequently, their yield (both in quantity and quality) is often impaired. It is essential to seek new 

advanced technologies to allow plants to tolerate environmental stresses and maintain their normal 

growth and development. Treatments performed with exogenous phytohormones stand out because they 

mitigate the negative effects of stress and promote the growth rate of plants. However, the technical 

limitations in field application, the putative side effects, and the difficulty in determining the correct 

dose, limit their widespread use. Nanoencapsulated systems have attracted attention because they allow 

a controlled delivery of active compounds and for their protection with eco-friendly shell biomaterials. 

Encapsulation is in continuous evolution due to the development and improvement of new techniques 

economically affordable and environmentally friendly, as well as new biomaterials with high affinity 

to carry and coat bioactive compounds. Although encapsulation systems are an efficient alternative to 

phytohormone treatments, they have been little explored up to date. This review is focused on 

highlighting phytohormone treatments as an alternative to improve plant stress tolerance, particularly 

if their exogenous application is improved through encapsulation. Moreover, the main encapsulation 

techniques, shell materials and recent work on plants treated with encapsulated phytohormones have 

been compiled.  

1. Introduction 

Climate change is defined as long-term variations in global climate patterns. The increase in human 

activities such as deforestation, industrialisation, rapid urbanisation and the unconscious use of non-

biodegradable products, produce serious contamination in the environment, which in turn has a 

significant impact on the climate. The extreme weather, desertification, flooded soils and the decrease 

in water resources cause soil instability, altered vegetation, flowering defects, pathogen defence 

vulnerability, and decreased agricultural productivity, leading to problems in maintaining quality crops 

[1]. Therefore, the negative effect of these changes decreases the capacity to meet the high food demand 

of the world population [2,3].  

Biotic and abiotic stresses caused by climate change increase pressure for plants [4]. Plants respond to 

stresses in different ways: change in gene expression, variation of growth rates, alteration in cellular 

metabolism, production of molecular chaperones and reactive species scavengers, etc [5]. Among these 

responses, increased biosynthesis of secondary metabolites with a protective function has an important 

role [6]. These compounds help the plant to tolerate the adverse condition as an adaptive defence but, 

if the magnitude of the stress is too high or it appears too fast, they may not be enough to protect the 

plant completely. These metabolites are produced by plants as a defense mechanism; however, they can 

also be chemically synthesized or obtained from microbial sources [7,8], and their exogenous 
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application (via foliar or soil) can become a tool for mitigating the adverse effects of environmental 

stresses on plants [9]. These compounds include different acids, flavonoids and carotenoids and 

unsaturated fatty acids, among others (Supplementary Figure 1). 

It is important to highlight the role of phytohormones (PHs) as regulators of plant development and 

plastic growth [10]. PHs also modulate several physiological processes in plants subjected to stress 

conditions, and their interactions allow reconfiguring plant architecture, enhancing its capacity to adapt 

to negative scenarios [11]. This review emphasizes the importance of PHs in environmental stress 

tolerance and the benefits of exogenous hormonal treatments on plants, especially when PHs are 

encapsulated.  

2. Phytohormone modulate plant tolerance to several stresses  

PHs are signalling molecules with a controlled homeostasis that mediate plant responses to internal and 

external stimuli [12]. They can act at their synthesis site or be transported to different parts of the plant. 

PHs regulate cell division, root and shoot elongation and differentiation, seed germination, dormancy, 

sex determination, and flowering and fruiting differentiation. Actually, the existence of different 

hormonal groups has been widely reported, including salicylic acid (SA), jasmonic acid (JA), abscisic 

acid (ABA), indole-3-acetic acid (IAA), ethylene (ET), gibberellins (GAs), cytokinins (CKs), 

brassinosteroids (BRs), strigolactones (SL), etc. [13,14]. Undoubtedly, SA, JA, ABA, IAA, GA and 

CKs have a key role in the modulation of physiological and molecular responses to environmental 

stresses. The effects of phytohormones on plant development and growth, as well as their interactions 

under various stress conditions, are discussed below and illustrated in Figure 1: i) SA is a phenolic 

compound that is principally synthesized by the phenylalanine pathway and secondarily by the 

isochorismate route [15]. SA promotes defense responses against pathogenic organisms and abiotic 

stresses such as chilling, drought, heat, heavy metals and salinity. SA controls several aspects of plant 

development, including: seed germination, root differentiation and growth, photosynthesis, stomatal 

closure, senescence, flowering and fruit yield [16]. Interestingly, SA enhances plant antioxidant 

capacity at low concentrations but causes pleiotropic effects and susceptibility to abiotic stresses at 

highest ones [17,18].  
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Figure 1. Phytohormone interactions play a crucial role in plant responses to biotic and abiotic stresses. 

Under biotic stress, the interaction between salicylic acid (SA) and abscisic acid (ABA) regulates 

stomata opening, while jasmonic acid (JA) induces ABA transport from leaves to roots. During abiotic 

stress, ABA is synthesized in roots and transported through the xylem, while SA blocks indole-3-acetic 

acid (IAA) to balance growth and defense, and ethylene (ET) inhibits JA to promote IAA synthesis and 

transport from roots to leaves. 

 

Its principal role consists on the induction of the systemic acquired resistance to various pathogens, 

while in coordination with ABA regulate plant defense responses against pathogens and pests [19]. 

When defense responses are activated, SA levels and signalling increase, leading to a reduction in auxin 

biosynthesis and transport. This coordination between defense and growth trade-offs helps the plant to 

effectively manage its resources [20]. ii) JA, its precursor 12-oxophytodienoic acid (OPDA), and the 

conjugated molecules methyl jasmonate (MeJA) and jasmonoyl-isoleucine (JA-Ile), known as 

jasmonates (JAs), are crucial for plant development and can act directly or indirectly in defense 
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responses [21,22]. High concentrations of JAs are found on root tips, shoot apex, immature fruits and 

young leaves [23]. JAs are involved in physiological and molecular responses which protect plants 

against pathogenic attack, chilling, drought and high salinity. Some of the responses observed include 

an increase in the antioxidant system, the accumulation of amino acids such as methionine, and the 

regulation of stomatal closure [24]. The interaction between JAs and ABA can have both synergistic 

and antagonistic effects in inducing plant tolerance. Additionally, the interaction between JAs and ET 

is regulated through antagonism in response to abiotic stresses [22].  iii) ABA is an isoprenoid with a 

fundamental role in plant adaptation to abiotic stresses; among other roles it modulates stomatal opening 

to prevent water loosing when plant suffers drought stress [25]. ABA is synthesized via mevalonic acid-

independent pathway and its biosynthesis starts in plastids and is carried in direction to the cytosol [26]. 

It also plays a role on seed dormancy and maturation, fruit ripening, root architecture organization [27]. 

It is well-known that ABA improves stress responses, activating stress-related pathways and modifying 

gene expression [28,29]. It also regulates cell turgor and restrict cell growth as adaptation mechanisms 

[30]. In plants exposed to abiotic stresses, ABA interacts with auxins to control root meristem activity 

and lateral root development [31]. iv) IAA is the most studied auxin and has been reported as a vital 

molecule for the proper development of plants [32]. It promotes cell division, differentiation and 

elongation, after plants exposure to stress. Auxins activate numerous genes in response to abiotic and 

biotic stress responses, although their role as a stress response regulator is still under study [33]. It is 

known that the crosstalk between IAA and SA mediates plant tolerance [34]. However, when plants are 

subjected to multiple stresses simultaneously, their homeostasis is altered, leading to changes in genes 

related to auxin transport, such as PIN1. This can result in the inhibition of IAA transport in the plant 

[35]. Excess IAA accumulation causes altered morphogenesis of principal root and avoids the formation 

of lateral roots, disrupting the nutrient uptake [36]. v) GAs are a group of molecules derived from a 

tetracyclic di-terpenoid carboxylic acid that have positive effects on tissue expansion, trichome 

initiation, and the development of flowers and fruits [37]. There is also evidence that GAs play a role 

in abiotic stress adaptation, where their antagonistic interaction with CKs helps control the elongation 

of the plant shoot apex and root tip [38]. vi) CKs control chloroplast differentiation, cell division and 

interaction with other organisms (especially pathogens) in the plant. Interestingly, plants alter their 

endogenous CK levels in response to abiotic stress (heat and chill) [39].  

PHs have been extensively used as exogenous treatments for enhancing plant tolerance to both biotic 

and abiotic stresses, with numerous studies highlighting their potential to improve plant growth, 

development, and stress responses, as shown in Table 1.  
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Table 1.  Representative list of phytohormones applied in treatments to improve the resistance of plants 

to abiotic and biotic stresses. 

  Stresses  

  Abiotic  Biotic   

Phytohormones Plants  

Heat Chilling Drought Salinity Heavy 

metals 

(Cd, 

Cu, 

Ni, 

Pb) 

Freezing Osmotic UV Bacteria Fungi Insect, 

nematode 

or virus 

References 

Salicylic acid 

Tomato ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔      ✔  [40], [41], 

[42] 

Bean ✔ ✔ ✔  ✔       [40], [43] 

Maize ✔  ✔ ✔ ✔       [44], [45], 
[46], [47] 

Barely  ✔ ✔  ✔  ✔     [48], [49], 

[50], [51] 

Wheat ✔ ✔   ✔       [52], [53], 

[54] 

Rice   ✔  ✔   ✔ ✔ ✔  [55], [56], 

[57], [58], 
[59] 

Orange          ✔  [60] 

Banana  ✔        ✔  [61], [62] 

Tobacco           ✔ [63] 

Arabidopsis     ✔     ✔  [64], [65] 

Jasmonic acid 

Tomato ✔   ✔        [66], [67] 

Maize   ✔  ✔       [68], [69] 

Rice ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔       ✔ [70], [71], 

[72], [73] 
[74] 

Orange  ✔          [75] 

Banana  ✔          [76] 

Soybean    ✔ ✔       [77], [78] 

Canola          ✔  [79] 

Arabidopsis   ✔   ✔   ✔ ✔  [80], [81], 

[82], [83] 

Abscisic acid 

Tomato   ✔         [84] 

Maize    ✔         [85] 

Rice          ✔ ✔  [86], [87] 

Wheat   ✔         [88] 

Cucumber  ✔          [89] 

Bean          ✔  [90] 

Arabidopsis         ✔   [91] 

Indole acetic 

acid 

Tomato      ✔       [92] 

Pea     ✔        [93] 

Alfalfa   ✔         [94] 

Maize     ✔        [95] 

Wheat     ✔        [96] 

Soybean   ✔         [97] 

Potato     ✔        [98] 

Gibberellins 

Tomato      ✔      ✔ [92], [99] 

Maize     ✔        [95] 

Rice           ✔ [100] 

Wheat     ✔        [101] 

Potato    ✔        [98] 

Fava bean      ✔       [102] 

Soybean     ✔       [103] 

Cytokinins 

Arabidopsis  ✔       ✔   [104], 
[105] 

Cucumber   ✔          [106] 

Rice  ✔        ✔   [107], 

[108], 
[109] 
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Traditional methods to treat plants with PHs consist in either adding them to a nutrient solution for root 

absorption or spraying them to the aerial organs. Among them, the use of absorbent cotton to maintain 

the quantitative concentration of the phytohormone and promote correct absorption by the plant is one 

of the most popular [110]. Plants absorb PHs through leaf stomata or rhizodermis, to later transport 

them to the internal structures by ion channels and protein transporters, through phloem and xylem 

[111]. Inside plants, PHs are perceived by their specific protein receptors, for example: SA joins to 

NON-EXPRESSER OF PATHOGENESIS-RELATED GENES 1 (NPR1), JA joins to CORONATINE 

INSENSITIVE 1 (COI1), ABA joins to PYRABACTIN RESISTANCE1/PYR1-LIKE (PYR/PYL), 

IAA joins to TRANSPORT INHIBITOR RESPONSE 1 (TIR1), ET joins to ETHYLENE RECEPTOR 

1 (ETR1), GAs join to GIBBERELLIN-INSENSITIVE DWARF 1 (GID1), CKs join to CYTOKININ 

RESPONSE 1 (CRE1), BRs join to BRASSINOSTEROID INSENSITIVE 1 (BRI1) and SL joins to 

DWARF 14 (D14) [112]. However, exogenous applications of free PHs have several problems such as 

the difficulty to define the correct dosage. Depending on the application purpose and chosen technique, 

the plant might need different doses, ranging from low quantities (at the nanomolar level) to much 

higher amounts, which is costly and inefficient. Furthermore, externally applied products are expected 

to maintain their initial concentration in PHs and be stable over time, but diverse environmental 

conditions and low stability of the molecules can affect the treatment. Even the structure of the molecule 

can be affected by light or temperature, modifying its behaviour and decreasing its efficiency [113].  

Exogenous application of PHs can have negative biological impacts in plants. Firstly, hormonal 

imbalances may arise from excessive application, which can affect normal plant growth and 

development and increase plant susceptibility to pests [114]. Therefore, PHs can alter plant morphology 

by inducing the formation of adventitious roots or altering leaf shape; excessive use of GAs can lead to 

weakened stems and increased susceptibility to pests and diseases. In this sense, in citrus trees, over-

saturation of uptake capacity due to GA applications can lead to the production of small fruits with poor 

flavour [115]. Secondly, long-term PHs treatments can cause plants to become dependent on external 

PH sources, leading to a loss of their natural ability to generate hormones, which can adversely affect 

growth rate and health [116]. From an ecological point of view, the application of PHs can have also 

some negative effects. In the case of treatments applied to the watering solution, a large amount of a 

free PH could affect the microbiological communities associated with the plant, changing soil 

ecosystem characteristics and even altering nutrient levels [117]. Moreover, some plant hormones, such 

as synthetic auxins, can have negative impacts on non-target organisms like pollinators. In this way, the 

herbicide 2,4-D, which contains a synthetic auxin, has been shown to harm bees and other beneficial 

insects [118]. Excessive or inappropriate use of plant hormones can lead to contamination of soil and 

water. In addition, the use of synthetic growth regulators like paclobutrazol in crop production has been 

shown to affect the health of organisms and ecological systems [119]. It is important to note that the 

ecological impacts of PHs applications depend on the specific hormone being used, the method and 
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timing of application, and the surrounding ecosystem. As such, it is important to carefully consider the 

potential risks and benefits of any plant hormone application. Encapsulation can help mitigate these 

issues by allowing for better management of PHs application and dosage.  

3. Encapsulation can improve phytohormone biological effects in agriculture  

Encapsulation has attracted attention due to the possibility of controlled release of most biologically 

active compounds and for the eco-friendly nature of the biomaterials used as coatings [120] 

Encapsulation produces particles with high hydrophilicity and lipophilicity, enhancing their ability to 

penetrate plant tissues [121]. This is a process where a bioactive compound or active agent, defined as 

core material, is packaged or coated in a carrier (protective material) to create capsules with enhanced 

biological characteristics (Figure 2A). The coating material is used to encapsulate the bioactive 

compounds forming a matrix capable to create a barrier for the core against important factors such as: 

heat, oxygen concentration, light, pH and shear [122]. Capsules are able to inhibit volatilization and 

protect the core versus extreme environmental conditions, reducing its sensitivity to degradation [123]. 

Encapsulation is an effective alternative to solve physical or chemical instability problems of PHs. 

These kind of compounds are encapsulated for increasing their durability and functionality, in addition 

to obtain a controlled release [124]. For a successful encapsulation, it is important to consider and 

correctly select three factors: a) the core, target active agent to encapsulate, b) the shell, coat or wall 

material used as coating and, c) the encapsulation method, depending on the nature of the materials and 

the final application [125]. Plant treatments performed with encapsulated PHs have increased in recent 

years due to their ability to promote plant growth and control the pathogen effects [126].   
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Figure 2.  General processes of encapsulation and release of the active ingredient. Graph A represents SA encapsulation using chitosan as shelling material and 

tripolyphosphate (TPP) as bridge to form the nanocapsule. Graph B represents different mechanisms of PHs released from shell. 
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3.1 Principal encapsulation techniques used in agriculture  

The selected encapsulation methodology depends on the core and shell characteristics, and their 

chemical and physical properties. The chosen technique has the challenge to achieve a high 

encapsulation efficiency and a controlled release capacity [127]. During the encapsulation process, the 

active agent has to remain intact, and the coating should not exhibit adherence or aggregation. The 

newly formed particles must have a homogeneous particle size distribution, with particles free of dents 

and/or holes [128]. Before starting the encapsulation process, the physical state of the core (solid or 

liquid) divides the fabrication process in either coating the solid particles with the shell material in a 

pan coater or fluidized bed, or forming droplets using an immiscible liquid or air, followed by droplet 

solidification [129]. The coat shell (in general, the capsules), can take numerous morphologies that 

could be classified based on  the size of the encapsulation, into: nanocapsules (diameter < 0.2 μm), 

microcapsules (diameter between 0.2 to 5000 μm), and macrocapsules (diameter > 5000 μm) [130,131]. 

Moreover, capsules can be divided into microcapsules and microspheres, depending on their shape and 

construction. While microcapsules have a central inner core, which contains the active compound, in 

microspheres the core is heterogeneously dispersed in the encapsulation material. In general, 

encapsulation techniques fall into three categories: chemical, physical-chemical and physical-

mechanical approaches. Table 2 shows the most important techniques used to encapsulate 

phytohormones, as well as their advantages and disadvantage.  

The principal chemical techniques are: i) ionic gelation, which synthesizes particles from electrostatic 

interactions of ions with opposite charges. This technique requires a polymer (chitosan or alginate), a 

crosslinker, generally sodium triphosphate (TPP), and constant conditions of mechanical stirring [133]; 

ii) in-situ polymerization, consists in adding a biomolecule (core) to a polymer solution (shell material) 

and dispersed it until a certain size is obtained. Polymerization is performed in the continuous phase 

with no reactants added to the core material [134], and; iii) liposome entrapment, in which a lipid-based 

encapsulation system is used as a carrier for active compounds such as antioxidants, hormones, 

peptides, etc. This system is widely used due to its lipophilic/hydrophilic and compartmentalization 

properties [135]. In the case of physico-chemical techniques, there are mainly three: i) coacervation, a 

process that involves the electrostatic attraction between two polymers with opposite charges and 

coacervate formation by pH changes, which generally consists of four steps: a) suspension of the core 

in a liquid phase, b) addition of the polymer solution around the core, c) gelation, and d) solidification 

of the capsule wall [136]; ii) sol-gel encapsulation, in which an emulsion is produced from two 

immiscible phases prepared in the presence of a surfactant agent.
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Table 2. Different encapsulation techniques used in agriculture to form capsule-core samples. 

Encapsulation techniques 

Process Chemical Physico-Chemical 

  

 Ionic gelation  In-situ polymerization Liposome entrapment Coacervation Sol-gel encapsulation Solvent evaporation 

Diagram 

  
 

   

 

 

 

 

 

Advantages 

 Simple process  

 High encapsulation 

efficiency 

 Inexpensive materials  

 Simple manufacturing  

 Stable  Versatile operation  

 High encapsulation 

capacity  

 Good thermal stability  

 Good encapsulation 

efficiency 

 Simple procedure  

 Low cost  

Disadvantages 

 Limited polymers  

 Produced always in 

aqueous dispersion 

 Complex procedure  

 Use a toxic precursor 

 Difficult to scale   Expensive process  

 Agglomeration  

 Difficult to scale up  

 Long process time 

 Use of toxic organic 

solutions 

 Low efficiency 

encapsulation 

 Restricted process 

PHs 

encapsulated 
SA, IAA, GAs SA, ABA, GAs  SA, CKs JAs ABA JAs 

Particle size 

range 
0.5-1000 μm 0.05-1100 μm 2-1200 nm 2-1200 μm 0.2-20 μm 0.5-1000 μm 

Shelf life Short Short  Short  Short  Medium  Poor  

Reliability Poor Poor  Poor  Poor  Good  Poor  

References  [129,132,133] [129,132,134] [129,132,135] [129,132,136] [129,132,137] [129,132,138] 
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Liposome 

Polymer A 

+ 
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Polymer B 
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Emulsion  
In-situ 
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Polymers  

Emulsion  

Coacervation   pH change  

Core   
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Emulsifier  Core  
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Nanoparticle 
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s 
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Process Physical-Mechanical 

       
 Spray drying Multi-orifice centrifugation Pan coating Co-extrusion Fluidized bed Air suspension coating  

Diagram 

      

Advantages  Simple process  

 Easy to scale up  

 Adjustable cost  

 Can use solid and liquid 

core materials 

 Low cost  

 

 Stability  

 High retention  

 Extensive capsule 

materials 

 

 Low cost 

Disadvantages  Limited capsule materials 

 High energy consumption  

 High temperatures 

required  

 Inconsistent 

encapsulation efficiency  

 Difficult to control  

 Time-consuming 

 Limited capsules materials 

 

 Restricted to solid particle 

coating  

 Agglomeration  

 Restricted to solid cores  

 Complex process  

PHs 

encapsulated 
SA, ABA ABA SA JAs, IAA ABA SA 

Particle size 

range 
5-5000 μm 5-1500 μm 600-5000 μm 500-3000 μm 20-1500 μm 0.1-1000 μm 

Shelf life  Large  Medium   Short  Medium  Medium  Medium  

Reliability  Good Good Poor  Good Good Poor  

References  [129,132,139] [129,132,140] [129,132,141] [129,132,142] [129,132,143] [129,132,144] 

*Shell life: large (30-60 weeks), medium (10-30 weeks) and Short (<10 weeks) 

*Reliability refers to degradation of encapsulated at temperature gradient (Thermogravimetric analysis): poor (>50% of mass lost) and good (<50% of mass lost)           

Particle  
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flow 
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Silica (Si) based particles are the most widely used because it is possible to obtain Si particles with a 

specific size and shape by changing the pH of sol-gel materials [137]; and iii) solvent evaporation, 

where a polymer is dissolved in an organic solvent, and then dispersed in an aqueous solution (with the 

core material) to form an emulsion, using a surfactant agent. Once the emulsion is formed, the organic 

solvent must be evaporated to obtain the final particles [138].  

Concerning physical-mechanical techniques, the following are highlighted: i) spray drying, a fast and 

scalable process that allows obtaining dry powders from liquid suspensions [139]. Briefly, the 

suspension is sprayed through a nozzle, using a hot gas (either air or nitrogen), generating solid particles 

that move with the air stream and are collected by a cyclone [145]; ii) multi-orifice centrifugation, is a 

process that launches the core through a counter-rotating disk using centrifugal force [140]. The core 

passes through a membrane composed of the shell material, forming the encapsulated particles [146]; 

iii) pan coating, is a method in which a coating composition is added to a moving bed of core material 

using hot air to evaporate the solvent . The core material rotates on a pan while the coating material is 

applied at the same time [141]; iv) co-extrusion, consists of mixing the material of the core with that of 

the shell by means of a system of nozzles. The vibrations produced are capable of breaking the liquid 

phase and forming drops, which become capsules when falling into a solidification bath [142]; v) 

fluidized bed, this process is performed by spraying a shelling solution into a fluidized bed with the 

core, requiring numerous wetting–drying cycles to form a continuous film [143]; and vi) air suspension 

coating, in this technique the core is suspended in an upward draft and continuously coated with sprayed 

shell material [144]. The core passes through the coating-zone cyclically until it is encapsulated. The 

air stream allows in turn to dry the encapsulated particles [147].  

3.2 Principal coating materials used in agriculture  

The coating material influences the controlled release of bioactive molecules, also affecting their 

bioaccessibility. It is important that the shell or coating is not reactive or produces a non-specific 

conformation on its own. The chosen materials must provide, mainly, protective properties, in addition 

to others such as: flexible structure, stability, strength and permeability [148]. The initial core/shell ratio 

and the amount of shell are essential parameters during the encapsulation process since they directly 

affect the dispersion process and determine the particle surface area under specific conditions [149]. In 

relation to the environment, it is required that the coating material is also inert (does not react with the 

active principle). Its surface must be flexible to encapsulate and release different compounds, but also 

strong to protect against extreme conditions and, after use, it must be biodegradable to minimize 

environmental impact [150]. One of the main considerations to take into account is the shelling material 

structure, since it determines the capsule functional properties. The ideal shell material should have a 

stable emulsifying property and an easy handling during the encapsulation process. Furthermore, it must 

preserve its permeability and not react with the core during long-term storage conditions [151]. It must 
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be soluble in several solvents and, at high concentrations, the rheological properties under the influence 

of stresses must be stable, but with a desired flexibility that does not compromise its structure [152].  In 

some cases, to enhance the shell properties, the use of a combination of coating materials is necessary.  

There are a large number of different materials used for the encapsulation process, for example: 

polysaccharides from different sources (plant, marine algae and fungi), lipids, proteins, synthetic or 

inorganic, and waxes, among others. The new trends in agriculture seek inert and/or biodegradable 

matrices for the encapsulation of plant extracts (flavonoids, fatty acids and main phytohormones) [153]. 

Polysaccharides are by far the most widely used shell material due to their structure, abundance and 

biodegradability [154]. Alginate, a natural hydrophilic compound isolated from algae cell wall, is 

widely used to formulate films, hydrogels, microspheres and microcapsules, since this material exhibits 

important shelling characteristics, such as: moisture absorption, gelation and biocompatibility 

[155,156]. Chitosan is undoubtedly the most popular coating material due to its superior characteristics, 

such as biocompatibility, biodegradability, resistance, non-toxicity and its ability to form films without 

relying on additives [157]. In agriculture, chitosan encapsulated molecules are used as an economical 

and ecological alternative to formulate biofertilizers, biopesticides, conditioners and growth promoters 

[158]. Among polysaccharides, starch has gained interest as a nanocarrier system, mainly due to its 

abundance, availability, biodegradability and competitive cost. In addition, starch can present different 

molecular structures, depending of its plant tissue origin as fruits, roots, seeds and tubers, and its 

structure can bring several shapes, sizes and granule composition [159,160]. Gum polysaccharides 

(arabic, carrageenan, xanthan, among others) are used as coating material due to their characteristics, 

such as good emulsification, high solubility, low viscosity and oxidation reaction inhibition [161].  

Other interesting coating materials are amorphous silica, waxes and caseinates. Amorphous silica (SiO2) 

is a non-toxic material whose use in the encapsulation process is inexpensive and its manufacture is 

safe and friendly to the environment [162]. This material is used to encapsulate different bioactive 

agents by entrapment in its inner pores, which allows a chemical and physical stabilization between the 

core and the shell [163]. Waxes become more relevant due to their favourable properties such as 

hardness, hydrophobicity, scratch resistance and thermal stability. In fact, it is interesting to carry out 

studies on the microstructure and properties of new waxes to control possible interactions with other 

components [164,165]. Caseins are a class of milk-derived proteins, similar to whey proteins, 

containing casein micelles and caseinates as extended forms [166]. Caseins have the facility to form 

suspensions and, during capsule formulation, have the capacity to emulsify and foam [167]. Table 3 

shows the principal coating materials used for encapsulation, as well as their advantages and 

disadvantages. Although not all these materials have been used yet for PHs encapsulation, they have 

been used for other molecules and compounds and are good candidates for future applications.  
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Table 3. Main materials used to form capsule shell. 

Materials Advantages Disadvantages 
Applicable 

stress type   
References 

Polysaccharides     
     

Alginate  Low toxicity  

 Bio inert material  

 Low cost encapsulation 

process  

 Limited changes on 

mechanical properties 

 Instability caused by 

ion-leaching 

Biotic  [155,168,169] 

     

Carrageenan  Not toxic 

 Biocompatible 

 Biodegradable 

 Potential reaction with 

bioactive molecules   

Abiotic / 

Biotic 

[170–172] 

     

Chitosan  Not toxic 

 Enhanced 

biocompatibility 

 High stability 

 Expensive dosing is 

prevented 

 Method of preparation 

depends on the PHs used  

 

Abiotic / 

Biotic  

[157,173,174] 

     

Gum Arabic  Abundant availability 

 Excellent core 

protection ability 

 Limited availability 

 High cost 

Abiotic  [175,176] 

     

Modified starch  Fully biodegradable  

 Inexpensive material  

 Can be easily modified 

 Loose structure due to 

its poor resistance to 

shearing and stirring  

 Toxicity of several 

derivative products  

Biotic  [159,177,178] 

     

Maltodextrin  Low hygroscopicity 

 Protect bioactive 

compounds from 

oxidation 

 Poor stability  

 Low retention  

Biotic  [179,180] 

     

Pectin  Low cost encapsulation 

process  

 Possibility to modify its 

structure  

 High swelling degree in 

unfavourable 

environments 

Biotic  [181–183] 

     
Inorganic      

     
Amorphous silica  Biocompatible 

 High uptake capacity 

 Controlled drug release 

system 

 Low toxicity  

 Improved loading and 

releasing properties  

 Difficult to predict 

successful amount of 

encapsulated drug  

Abiotic / 

Biotic  

[162,184] 

     
Synthetic and natural 

polymers  

    

     
Polyvinyl alcohol  Biodegradable 

 Not toxic 

 Biocompatible 

 Low stability  

 Chemical modification  

Abiotic [185,186] 

     

Polyacrylamide  High stability   Toxic Abiotic [187,188] 
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Fats and waxes     
     

Hydrogenated vegetable 

oils 
 Controlled release  

 

 Multiple steps in the 

preparation process  

Biotic  [189,190] 

     

Bees wax  Highly diverse  

 Adaptable material to 

changes in different 

conditions  

 Degradable  

 Low encapsulation 

capacity  

Abiotic [191,192] 

     

Paraffin wax  Structure does not 

change over time  

 Not adjustable  

 Not adoptable  

 Toxic  

Abiotic [193,194] 

     
Proteins     

     
Soft gelatine capsule 

(SGC) 
 High accuracy  

 Reduces dustiness 

during manufacturing  

 Expensive to produce  

 Not adaptable  

Biotic  [195,196] 

   Biotic   

Hard gelatine capsule 

(HGC) 
 Rapid drug release   Problems with cross-

linking  

 Not suitable with 

hygroscopic compounds  

 [195,197] 

     

Sodium caseinates  Oxidative stability 

 Biocompatibility  

 Increases encapsulation 

efficiency 

 Requires a significant 

amount of bioactive 

compound  

Abiotic  [166,198,199] 
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3.3 Release mechanisms of active ingredients  

The release of encapsulated bioactive compounds can occur through controlled and uncontrolled 

mechanisms. The rapid release could be ineffective but, on the contrary, an extremely slow release 

could decrease their positive effects and cause problems in their entrance through the plant tissue 

surface. Controlled release requires a trigger stimulation to start. The deployment of this mechanism 

ensures a long-lasting action of the bioactive molecule with an expected concentration [200]. 

Furthermore, it is important because its manoeuvrability and predictability characteristics allow the 

estimation and study of the core release rate [201]. The rate study considers several parameters such as: 

starting point and duration, kinetics, released quantity, speed and release mechanism [202]. There are 

five mechanisms of release: i) diffusion, which produces a random movement of the core (usually by a 

concentration gradient) and in which the release of the active agent depends on the physical-chemical 

characteristics of the core and the matrix, as well as the ratio between the two [203]; ii) swelling, where 

differences in solvent concentration cause the whole shell structure to swell with increased pore size, 

making it difficult to maintain capsule integrity and causing core molecule release [204]; iii) 

fragmentation, produced by a disruption in the matrix due to physical, chemical or biological stresses 

and in which the release of the amount of core will depend on the stress magnitude and on the shape 

and size of the capsule fragments formed [205]; iv) erosion, a process that is caused by several factors 

such as: temperature, pH, enzymes and mechanical stimulation, among others, and that can occur in 

two ways: by surface erosion (capsule surface degradation), and by bulk erosion (whole capsule 

degradation) [206]; and v) dissolution, where the bioactive core is released into an aqueous medium by 

dissolution or not of the matrix first, starting the dissolution on the surface of the application point or 

after trespassing it [207]. In the Figure 2B, a schematic procedure of each release mechanism is 

depicted. 

3.4 Encapsulated phytohormones development to enhance plant tolerance to stress 

Plants respond to stress in different ways [208] depending on the affected area: nutrient translocation, 

cell death at the entrance of the affected zone, changes in gene regulation or in the cell wall composition, 

production of lipids, metabolites and proteins, production of antioxidant compounds, etc. [209,210]. 

Plant response is influenced by its genotype and stage of development, the duration and intensity of the 

stress, the combination of different stresses, etc. This response, which is controlled by complex 

pathway, starts with the stress perception, triggering various molecular events that end with visual, 

physiological, developmental and metabolic pathways changes [211]. However, in some cases, these 

response mechanisms are not enough to protect plants because the stress is too radical and produces 

different internal (cell wall and DNA disruption, lipid peroxidation, protein deformation and 

mitochondrial cleavage) and external damages (seed germination reduction, biomass reduction, altered 

root growth and pleiotropic effects) [212]. These problems can be solved using encapsulated 
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phytohormones that, through their controlled release, allow the correct internalization of the different 

molecules. Several studies where different plants were treated with encapsulated PHs have shown that 

encapsulated SA generates pathogenic resistance against Fusarium verticillioides and Sclerotium rolfsii 

in maize and rice [213,214], and cold and salt tolerance in sunflower and grape [215,216], respectively. 

Treatments with encapsulated JA and ABA provide resistance against cold and drought stress in cherry 

tomato and Arabidopsis [217,218], respectively, and treatments with encapsulated IAA and GAs 

enhance plant growth and seed germination rates in tomato and bean [219,220]. Once the plant 

recognizes that it is under stress, signal transduction cascades are triggered which are transduced in 

PHs, and start a fluctuation between growth and stress response [94]. In the case of encapsulated PHs, 

the treated plants do not need to activate signal cascades and biosynthesis pathways, on the contrary, 

they only need to take the released and available phytohormones that could be likely to cause controlled 

changes. Table 4 compiles the main works where encapsulated PHs are used to promote stress tolerance 

and growth development. 

Although the same phytohormone-loaded nanocapsules could mitigate the harmful effects of different 

kinds of stress, or even their combination, it should be tested for every different condition. In this 

context, although the study of two or more combined stress situations has been expanded in the last 

years, the use of encapsulated PHs for mitigating multifactorial stresses is poorly studied and needs to 

be explored since at nature, plants are subjected to different negative conditions at the same time [229]. 

Among the scarce literature in this issue, a recent work has explored the benefits of the application of 

benzenedicarboxylic acid impregned in calcium nanoparticles to mitigate the combined stress induced 

by the organic pollutant dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane and cadmium in Brassica alboglabra plants 

[230]. This reveals the importance of spreading the use of nanoparticles under stress combination, where 

encapsulated PHs could bring new strategies in this disturbing scenario. 
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Table 4. Encapsulated phytohormones used in treatments to improve stress resistance and tissue development in plants. 

Encapsulated 

phytohormone 
Encapsulation method Capsule Material Plants treated Agriculture benefit References 

Salicylic acid 

 In-situ polymerization  Alginate  Helianthus annuus L. 

(Sunflower) 

 Tolerance of the tissue to the cold storage [215] 

 Spray drying  Amorphous silica 

and chitosan 

 Arabidopsis thaliana  Reduces deleterious effect of SA on treated 

plants  

[18] 

 Ionic gelation  Chitosan  Zea mays (maize)  Control of Fusarium verticillioides diseases 

and act as biostimulant 

[213] 

 In-situ polymerization 

 

 Alginate 

 

 Oryza sativa (rice) 

 

 Control of Sclerotium rolfsii disease 

 

[214] 

 

 Ionic gelation  Chitosan  Vitis vinifera (grape)  Protection against salinity stress [216] 

     

Jasmonates  

 Solvent evaporation 

 

 Gliadin-Casein 

 

 

 Solanum lycopersicum 

var. cerasiforme (cherry 

tomato) 

 Used as coating to enhance cold time storage 

 

 

[218] 

 

 Coacervation  Alginate and 

chitosan 

 Solanum tuberosum 

(potato) 

 Tuber postharvest treatment for preserving  [221] 

 Co-extrusion   PLGA  Vitis vinifera (grape)  Pest management [222] 

     

Abscisic acid 

 Sol-Gel encapsulation  Amorphous silica  Arabidopsis thaliana   Provides resistance against drought stress [217] 

 In-situ polymerization 

 

 Lignin   Oryza sativa (rice) and 

Arabidopsis thaliana 

 Increases drought resistance [223] 

     

Auxins 

 Ionic gelation  Chitosan  Solanum lycopersicum 

(tomato) 

 Increase germination and seedling growth rate.  

Acts as biostimulant 

[220] 

 Co-extrusion  Alginate and 

chitosan 

 Solanum lycopersicum 

(tomato) 

 Increase morphological characteristics  [224] 

 Ionic gelation  Chitosan  Malus domestica (apple)  Promote adventitious rooting [225] 

     

Gibberellins 

 Ionic gelation 

 

 Chitosan  

 

 Phaseolus vulgaris 

(bean)  

 

 Promote germination of seeds and enhances 

plant fertility 

[219] 

 

 Ionic gelation  γ-PGA polymer  Phaseolus vulgaris 

(bean)  

 Increase germination rate, and leaf and root 

development 

[226] 
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 Interfacial 

polymerization 

 Chitosan and 

alginate 

 Solanum lycopersicum 

(tomato) 

 

 Promote plant development and enhance fruit 

productivity 

[227] 

Cytokinins  Liposome entrapment  Liposomes   Cocos nucifera L. var 

Makapuno (Coconut) 

 Enhance bioactivity formation of callus in vitro [228] 
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4. Conclusions and future perspectives 

New forward-thinking solutions to improve crop tolerance to extreme climatic conditions must be 

obtained. Today, the world demands bioactive compounds that do not affect the environment. The 

development of biomaterials based on nanotechnology offers new products with applications in 

agriculture. The encapsulation of PHs could be an affordable solution to fight against environmental 

stress, reducing its negative effects on plant development and yield, without affecting other 

characteristics of the crop as its nutritional value and having a minimal impact on the environment.  

Recent studies highlight the main role of PHs, such as SA, JA and ABA in plant responses to 

environmental stress. The exogenous application of PHs activates the response mechanisms that help 

plants to cope with nutrient deficiency and growth regulation under stress. Studies carried out in vivo 

and in vitro have evaluated the bioavailability and controlled release of different products, although the 

study of the possible interactions between the encapsulated compounds and the matrix within the 

formulations is still required. In addition, it is important to determine several properties of these 

nanocarrier systems, such as particle size, charged surface area, surface coating and solubility. These 

characteristics are essential because they condition the possible toxicological effects. Indeed, toxicology 

studies based on physical-chemical characteristics, experimental design synthesis and exposure time in 

the plant would allow the development of new nanocarriers with efficient applications, and those that 

are not hazardous for the environment and plant health. Encapsulated PHs have become an option for 

the sustainable development of agriculture due to their desirable characteristics, such as lower 

production cost, greater availability and eco-friendly profile. In addition, its use can promote the 

research of new encapsulated bioactive compounds that increase plant tolerance to different stresses.   

Further studies are necessary to investigate the synergistic and antagonistic interactions of PHs within 

plants. This will require the use of genetics, molecular biology, and bioinformatics approaches to 

identify the metabolites, signals and genes induced during PH treatments. Additionally, studying the 

interplay between PHs could provide new insights into their role in stress tolerance. Manipulating the 

endogenous levels of PHs through encapsulation and observing their response in different tissues/organs 

during various stresses can be an exciting tool for improving plant stress tolerance in modern 

agriculture. However, it is crucial to consider the interactions between the environment and plant 

species, as this information can be used to optimize PH behaviour, dosage, and treatment timing. In 

summary, a better understanding of PH interactions and their effects on plant stress tolerance will 

require multidisciplinary approaches, and considering the environment-plant species interactions can 

help us develop effective strategies for using PHs in agriculture. 

Funding 



Introduction  

31 

 

This work was supported by MCIN/AEI/10.13039/501100011033 and by the European Union Next 

Generation (TED2021-129795B-I00) and AGROALNEXT program (funded by MCIN, European 

Union Next Generation EU -PRTR-C17.I1- and Generalitat Valenciana). Funding was also obtained 

from Generalitat Valenciana through the programs CIAICO/2021/063 and GRISOLIAP/2020/043. 

References  

[1] T. Iizumi, N. Ramankutty, How do weather and climate influence cropping area and intensity?, 

Glob. Food Sec. 4 (2015) 46–50. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2014.11.003. 

[2] A. Raza, A. Razzaq, S.S. Mehmood, X. Zou, X. Zhang, Y. Lv, J. Xu, Impact of Climate Change 

on Crops Adaptation and Strategies to Tackle Its Outcome: A Review, Plants. 8 (2019). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/plants8020034. 

[3] A. Ullah, A. Bano, N. Khan, Climate Change and Salinity Effects on Crops and Chemical 

Communication Between Plants and Plant Growth-Promoting Microorganisms Under Stress   , 

Front. Sustain. Food Syst.  . 5 (2021). 

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fsufs.2021.618092. 

[4] P. Pandey, V. Irulappan, M. V. Bagavathiannan, M. Senthil-Kumar, Impact of combined abiotic 

and biotic stresses on plant growth and avenues for crop improvement by exploiting physio-

morphological traits, Front. Plant Sci. 8 (2017) 1–15. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00537. 

[5] R.M. Pérez-Clemente, V. Vives, S.I. Zandalinas, M.F. López-Climent, V. Muñoz, A. Gómez-

Cadenas, Biotechnological approaches to study plant responses to stress., Biomed Res. Int. 2013 

(2013) 654120. https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/654120. 

[6] V. Arbona, M. Manzi, S.I. Zandalinas, V. Vives-Peris, R.M. Pérez-Clemente, A. Gómez-

Cadenas, Physiological, Metabolic, and Molecular Responses of Plants to Abiotic Stress BT  - 

Stress Signaling in Plants: Genomics and Proteomics Perspective, Volume 2, in: M. Sarwat, A. 

Ahmad, M.Z. Abdin, M.M. Ibrahim (Eds.), Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2017: pp. 

1–35. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-42183-4_1. 

[7] C. Keswani, S.P. Singh, L. Cueto, C. García-Estrada, S. Mezaache-Aichour, T.R. Glare, R. 

Borriss, S.P. Singh, M.A. Blázquez, E. Sansinenea, Auxins of microbial origin and their use in 

agriculture, Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 104 (2020) 8549–8565. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-020-10890-8. 

[8] C. Keswani, S.P. Singh, C. García‐Estrada, S. Mezaache‐Aichour, T.R. Glare, R. Borriss, V.D. 

Rajput, T.M. Minkina, A. Ortiz, E. Sansinenea, Biosynthesis and beneficial effects of microbial 

gibberellins on crops for sustainable agriculture, J. Appl. Microbiol. 132 (2022) 1597–1615. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jam.15348. 



Introduction  

32 

 

[9] A. EL Sabagh, M.S. Islam, A. Hossain, M.A. Iqbal, M. Mubeen, M. Waleed, M. Reginato, M. 

Battaglia, S. Ahmed, A. Rehman, M. Arif, H.-U.-R. Athar, D. Ratnasekera, S. Danish, M.A. 

Raza, K. Rajendran, M. Mushtaq, M. Skalicky, M. Brestic, W. Soufan, S. Fahad, S. Pandey, M. 

Kamran, R. Datta, M.T. Abdelhamid, Phytohormones as Growth Regulators During Abiotic 

Stress Tolerance in Plants   , Front. Agron.  . 4 (2022). 

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fagro.2022.765068. 

[10] A. Mukherjee, A.K. Gaurav, S. Singh, S. Yadav, S. Bhowmick, S. Abeysinghe, J.P. Verma, The 

bioactive potential of phytohormones: A review, Biotechnol. Reports (Amsterdam, 

Netherlands). 35 (2022) e00748–e00748. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.btre.2022.e00748. 

[11] B. Zhao, Q. Liu, B. Wang, F. Yuan, Roles of Phytohormones and Their Signaling Pathways in 

Leaf Development and Stress Responses, J. Agric. Food Chem. 69 (2021) 3566–3584. 

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.0c07908. 

[12] H. Wolters, G. Jürgens, Survival of the flexible: hormonal growth control and adaptation in plant 

development, Nat. Rev. Genet. 10 (2009) 305–317. 

[13] B. Wang, Y. Wang, J. Li, C. Li, S.M. Smith, Hormone Metabolism and Signaling in Plants, By 

J. Li, C. Li S. Smith. Elsevier. (2017) 327–359. 

[14] B. Yadav, A. Jogawat, P. Gnanasekaran, P. Kumari, N. Lakra, S.K. Lal, J. Pawar, O.P. Narayan, 

An overview of recent advancement in phytohormones-mediated stress management and 

drought tolerance in crop plants, Plant Gene. 25 (2021) 100264. 

[15] T. Kawano, N. Sahashi, K. Takahashi, N. Uozumi, S. Muto, Salicylic acid induces extracellular 

superoxide generation followed by an increase in cytosolic calcium ion in tobacco suspension 

culture: the earliest events in salicylic acid signal transduction, Plant Cell Physiol. 39 (1998) 

721–730. 

[16] Y.M. Koo, A.Y. Heo, H.W. Choi, Salicylic Acid as a Safe Plant Protector and Growth Regulator, 

Plant Pathol. J. 36 (2020) 1–10. https://doi.org/10.5423/PPJ.RW.12.2019.0295. 

[17] T. Pasternak, E.P. Groot, F. V. Kazantsev, W. Teale, N. Omelyanchuk, V. Kovrizhnykh, K. 

Palme, V. V. Mironova, Salicylic acid affects root meristem patterning via auxin distribution in 

a concentration-dependent manner, Plant Physiol. 180 (2019) 1725–1739. 

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.19.00130. 

[18] J. Sampedro-Guerrero, V. Vives-Peris, A. Gomez-Cadenas, C. Clausell-Terol, Encapsulation 

Reduces the Deleterious Effects of Salicylic Acid Treatments on Root Growth and Gravitropic 

Response, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 23 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms232214019. 

[19] Y.-S. Ku, M. Sintaha, M.-Y. Cheung, H.-M. Lam, Plant Hormone Signaling Crosstalks between 



Introduction  

33 

 

Biotic and Abiotic Stress Responses, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 19 (2018). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms19103206. 

[20] Q. Zhong, H. Hu, B. Fan, C. Zhu, Z. Chen, Biosynthesis and Roles of Salicylic Acid in Balancing 

Stress Response and Growth  in Plants., Int. J. Mol. Sci. 22 (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms222111672. 

[21] D. Balfagón, S. Sengupta, A. Gómez-Cadenas, F.B. Fritschi, R.K. Azad, R. Mittler, S.I. 

Zandalinas, Jasmonic Acid Is Required for Plant Acclimation to a Combination of High Light 

and Heat Stress1  [OPEN], Plant Physiol. 181 (2019) 1668–1682. 

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.19.00956. 

[22] J. Wang, L. Song, X. Gong, J. Xu, M. Li, Functions of Jasmonic Acid in Plant Regulation and 

Response to Abiotic Stress, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 21 (2020) 1446. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21041446. 

[23] O.A. Hewedy, N.I. Elsheery, A.M. Karkour, N. Elhamouly, R.A. Arafa, G.A.-E. Mahmoud, 

M.F.-A. Dawood, W.E. Hussein, A. Mansour, D.H. Amin, S.I. Allakhverdiev, M. Zivcak, M. 

Brestic, Jasmonic acid regulates plant development and orchestrates stress response during 

tough times, Environ. Exp. Bot. 208 (2023) 105260. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2023.105260. 

[24] A. Raza, S. Charagh, Z. Zahid, M.S. Mubarik, R. Javed, M.H. Siddiqui, M. Hasanuzzaman, 

Jasmonic acid: a key frontier in conferring abiotic stress tolerance in plants, Plant Cell Rep. 40 

(2021) 1513–1541. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00299-020-02614-z. 

[25] J. Li, X.Q. Wang, M.B. Watson, S.M. Assmann, Regulation of abscisic acid-induced stomatal 

closure and anion channels by guard  cell AAPK kinase., Science. 287 (2000) 300–303. 

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.287.5451.300. 

[26] S.K. Sah, K.R. Reddy, J. Li, Abscisic Acid and Abiotic Stress Tolerance in Crop Plants   , Front. 

Plant Sci.  . 7 (2016). https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2016.00571. 

[27] N.A. Dar, I. Amin, W. Wani, S.A. Wani, A.B. Shikari, S.H. Wani, K.Z. Masoodi, Abscisic acid: 

A key regulator of abiotic stress tolerance in plants, Plant Gene. 11 (2017) 106–111. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plgene.2017.07.003. 

[28] A. Gomez-Cadenas, V. Vives, S.I. Zandalinas, M. Manzi, A.M. Sanchez-Perez, R.M. Perez-

Clemente, V. Arbona, Abscisic Acid: a versatile phytohormone in plant signaling and beyond., 

Curr. Protein Pept. Sci. 16 (2015) 413–434. 

https://doi.org/10.2174/1389203716666150330130102. 

[29] S.I. Zandalinas, D. Balfagón, V. Arbona, A. Gómez-Cadenas, M.A. Inupakutika, R. Mittler, 



Introduction  

34 

 

ABA is required for the accumulation of APX1 and MBF1c during a combination of  water 

deficit and heat stress., J. Exp. Bot. 67 (2016) 5381–5390. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erw299. 

[30] X. Yang, Z. Jia, Q. Pu, Y. Tian, F. Zhu, Y. Liu, ABA Mediates Plant Development and Abiotic 

Stress via Alternative Splicing, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 23 (2022). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23073796. 

[31] R. Parwez, T. Aftab, S.S. Gill, M. Naeem, Abscisic acid signaling and crosstalk with 

phytohormones in regulation of environmental stress responses, Environ. Exp. Bot. 199 (2022) 

104885. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2022.104885. 

[32] G.L.B. Gomes, K.C. Scortecci, Auxin and its role in plant development: structure, signalling, 

regulation and response mechanisms, Plant Biol. 23 (2021) 894–904. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/plb.13303. 

[33] A. Bielach, M. Hrtyan, V.B. Tognetti, Plants under Stress: Involvement of Auxin and 

Cytokinin., Int. J. Mol. Sci. 18 (2017). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18071427. 

[34] S.M. Mazzoni-Putman, J. Brumos, C. Zhao, J.M. Alonso, A.N. Stepanova, Auxin interactions 

with other hormones in plant development, Cold Spring Harb. Perspect. Biol. 13 (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a039990. 

[35] R.A. Korver, I.T. Koevoets, C. Testerink, Out of Shape During Stress: A Key Role for Auxin., 

Trends Plant Sci. 23 (2018) 783–793. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2018.05.011. 

[36] Y. Zhang, Y. Li, M.J. Hassan, Z. Li, Y. Peng, Indole-3-acetic acid improves drought tolerance 

of white clover via activating auxin, abscisic acid and jasmonic acid related genes and inhibiting 

senescence genes, BMC Plant Biol. 20 (2020) 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12870-020-02354-

y. 

[37] R. Gupta, S.K. Chakrabarty, Gibberellic acid in plant: still a mystery unresolved, Plant Signal. 

Behav. 8 (2013) e25504. https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.25504. 

[38] E.H. Colebrook, S.G. Thomas, A.L. Phillips, P. Hedden, The role of gibberellin signalling in 

plant responses to abiotic stress, J. Exp. Biol. 217 (2014) 67–75. 

https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.089938. 

[39] S.S. Akhtar, M.F. Mekureyaw, C. Pandey, T. Roitsch, Role of Cytokinins for Interactions of 

Plants With Microbial Pathogens and Pest Insects, Front. Plant Sci. 10 (2020) 1777. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.01777. 

[40] T. Senaratna, D. Touchell, E. Bunn, K. Dixon, Acetyl salicylic acid (Aspirin) and salicylic acid 

induce multiple stress tolerance in bean and tomato plants, Plant Growth Regul. 30 (2000) 157–

161. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006386800974. 



Introduction  

35 

 

[41] E. Horváth, J. Csiszár, Á. Gallé, P. Poór, Á. Szepesi, I. Tari, Hardening with salicylic acid 

induces concentration-dependent changes in abscisic  acid biosynthesis of tomato under salt 

stress., J. Plant Physiol. 183 (2015) 54–63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2015.05.010. 

[42] M. El Oirdi, T.A. El Rahman, L. Rigano, A. El Hadrami, M.C. Rodriguez, F. Daayf, A. Vojnov, 

K. Bouarab, Botrytis cinerea manipulates the antagonistic effects between immune pathways to 

promote disease development in tomato, Plant Cell. 23 (2011) 2405–2421. 

https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.111.083394. 

[43] F. Zengin, Exogenous treatment with salicylic acid alleviating copper toxicity in bean seedlings, 

Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. India Sect. B Biol. Sci. 84 (2014) 749–755. 

[44] B. Dinler, E. Demir, Y. Kompe, Regulation of auxin, abscisic acid and salicylic acid levels by 

ascorbate application under heat stress in sensitive and tolerant maize leaves, Acta Biol. Hung. 

65 (2014) 469–480. 

[45] N. Tayyab, R. Naz, H. Yasmin, A. Nosheen, R. Keyani, M. Sajjad, M.N. Hassan, T.H. Roberts, 

Combined seed and foliar pre-treatments with exogenous methyl jasmonate and salicylic acid 

mitigate drought-induced stress in maize, PLoS One. 15 (2020) e0232269. 

[46] A. Gunes, A. Inal, M. Alpaslan, F. Eraslan, E.G. Bagci, N. Cicek, Salicylic acid induced changes 

on some physiological parameters symptomatic for oxidative stress and mineral nutrition in 

maize (Zea mays L.) grown under salinity, J. Plant Physiol. 164 (2007) 728–736. 

[47] A. Krantev, R. Yordanova, T. Janda, G. Szalai, L. Popova, Treatment with salicylic acid 

decreases the effect of cadmium on photosynthesis  in maize plants., J. Plant Physiol. 165 (2008) 

920–931. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2006.11.014. 

[48] S. Mutlu, Ö. Karadağoğlu, Ö. Atici, B. Nalbantoğlu, Protective role of salicylic acid applied 

before cold stress on antioxidative system and protein patterns in barley apoplast, Biol. Plant. 

57 (2013) 507–513. 

[49] G. Habibi, Exogenous salicylic acid alleviates oxidative damage of barley plants under drought 

stress, Acta Biol. Szeged. 56 (2012) 57–63. 

[50] A. Metwally, I. Finkemeier, M. Georgi, K.-J. Dietz, Salicylic acid alleviates the cadmium 

toxicity in barley seedlings., Plant Physiol. 132 (2003) 272–281. 

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.102.018457. 

[51] H. Bandurska, A. Stroi ski, The effect of salicylic acid on barley response to water deficit, Acta 

Physiol. Plant. 27 (2005) 379–386. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-005-0015-5. 

[52] M.I.R. Khan, N. Iqbal, A. Masood, T.S. Per, N.A. Khan, Salicylic acid alleviates adverse effects 

of heat stress on photosynthesis through changes in proline production and ethylene formation, 



Introduction  

36 

 

Plant Signal. Behav. 8 (2013) e26374. 

[53] W. Wang, X. Wang, M. Huang, J. Cai, Q. Zhou, T. Dai, W. Cao, D. Jiang, Hydrogen Peroxide 

and Abscisic Acid Mediate Salicylic Acid-Induced Freezing Tolerance in Wheat   , Front. Plant 

Sci.  . 9 (2018). https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2018.01137. 

[54] R.A. Agami, G.F. Mohamed, Exogenous treatment with indole-3-acetic acid and salicylic acid 

alleviates cadmium toxicity in wheat seedlings, Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 94 (2013) 164–171. 

[55] M. Pál, V. Kovács, G. Szalai, V. Soós, X. Ma, H. Liu, H. Mei, T. Janda, Salicylic acid and 

abiotic stress responses in rice, J. Agron. Crop Sci. 200 (2014) 1–11. 

[56] R.N. Fatima, F. Javed, A. Wahid, Salicylic Acid Modifies Growth Performance and Nutrient 

Status of Rice (Oryza sativa) under Cadmium Stress., Int. J. Agric. Biol. 16 (2014). 

[57] A.R. Mohammed, L. Tarpley, Effects of enhanced ultraviolet-B (UV-B) radiation and 

antioxidative-type plant growth regulators on Rice (Oryza sativa L.) leaf photosynthetic rate, 

photochemistry and physiology, J. Agric. Sci. 5 (2013) 115. 

[58] T. Le Thanh, K. Thumanu, S. Wongkaew, N. Boonkerd, N. Teaumroong, P. Phansak, N. 

Buensanteai, Salicylic acid-induced accumulation of biochemical components associated with 

resistance against Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae in rice, J. Plant Interact. 12 (2017) 108–120. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17429145.2017.1291859. 

[59] D.Y.M. Yousif, Effects Sprayed Solution of Salicylic Acid to Prevent of Wilt Disease Caused 

by Fussarium oxysporium, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 1003 (2018) 12001. https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-

6596/1003/1/012001. 

[60] Y. Wang, J.-H. Liu, Exogenous treatment with salicylic acid attenuates occurrence of citrus 

canker in  susceptible navel orange (Citrus sinensis Osbeck)., J. Plant Physiol. 169 (2012) 1143–

1149. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2012.03.018. 

[61] O. Khademi, M. Ashtari, F. Razavi, Effects of salicylic acid and ultrasound treatments on 

chilling injury control and quality preservation in banana fruit during cold storage, Sci. Hortic. 

(Amsterdam). 249 (2019) 334–339. 

[62] Z. Wang, C. Jia, J. Li, S. Huang, B. Xu, Z. Jin, Activation of salicylic acid metabolism and signal 

transduction can enhance  resistance to Fusarium wilt in banana (Musa acuminata L. AAA 

group, cv. Cavendish)., Funct. Integr. Genomics. 15 (2015) 47–62. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10142-014-0402-3. 

[63] W.-S. Lee, S.-F. Fu, J. Verchot-Lubicz, J.P. Carr, Genetic modification of alternative respiration 

in Nicotiana benthamianaaffects basal and salicylic acid-induced resistance to potato virus X, 

BMC Plant Biol. 11 (2011) 1–10. 



Introduction  

37 

 

[64] B. Guo, C. Liu, H. Li, K. Yi, N. Ding, N. Li, Y. Lin, Q. Fu, Endogenous salicylic acid is required 

for promoting cadmium tolerance of Arabidopsis by modulating glutathione metabolisms, J. 

Hazard. Mater. 316 (2016) 77–86. 

[65] S. Ferrari, J.M. Plotnikova, G. De Lorenzo, F.M. Ausubel, Arabidopsis local resistance to 

Botrytis cinerea involves salicylic acid and  camalexin and requires EDS4 and PAD2, but not 

SID2, EDS5 or PAD4., Plant J. 35 (2003) 193–205. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-

313x.2003.01794.x. 

[66] C. Pan, D. Yang, X. Zhao, C. Jiao, Y. Yan, A.T. Lamin‐Samu, Q. Wang, X. Xu, Z. Fei, G. Lu, 

Tomato stigma exsertion induced by high temperature is associated with the jasmonate 

signalling pathway, Plant. Cell Environ. 42 (2019) 1205–1221. 

[67] A. Manan, C.M. Ayyub, M.A. Pervez, R. Ahmad, Methyl jasmonate brings about resistance 

against salinity stressed tomato plants by altering biochemical and physiological processes., 

Pakistan J. Agric. Sci. 53 (2016). 

[68] Z.A. Abdelgawad, A.A. Khalafaallah, M.M. Abdallah, Impact of Methyl Jasmonate on 

Antioxidant Activity and Some Biochemical Aspects of Maize Plant Grown under Water Stress 

Condition, Agric. Sci. 05 (2014) 1077–1088. https://doi.org/10.4236/as.2014.512117. 

[69] U. Azeem, Ameliorating Nickel stress by Jasmonic acid treatment in Zea mays L., Russ. Agric. 

Sci. 44 (2018) 209–215. 

[70] J. Yang, K. Fei, J. Chen, Z. Wang, W. Zhang, J. Zhang, Jasmonates alleviate spikelet‐opening 

impairment caused by high temperature stress during anthesis of photo‐thermo‐sensitive genic 

male sterile rice lines, Food Energy Secur. 9 (2020) e233. 

[71] H. Du, H. Liu, L. Xiong, Endogenous auxin and jasmonic acid levels are differentially 

modulated by abiotic stresses in rice, Front. Plant Sci. 4 (2013) 397. 

[72] J. Seo, J. Joo, M. Kim, Y. Kim, B.H. Nahm, S.I. Song, J. Cheong, J.S. Lee, J. Kim, Y. Do Choi, 

OsbHLH148, a basic helix‐loop‐helix protein, interacts with OsJAZ proteins in a jasmonate 

signaling pathway leading to drought tolerance in rice, Plant J. 65 (2011) 907–921. 

[73] H. Wu, H. Ye, R. Yao, T. Zhang, L. Xiong, OsJAZ9 acts as a transcriptional regulator in 

jasmonate signaling and modulates salt stress tolerance in rice, Plant Sci. 232 (2015) 1–12. 

[74] Y. He, H. Zhang, Z. Sun, J. Li, G. Hong, Q. Zhu, X. Zhou, S. MacFarlane, F. Yan, J. Chen, 

Jasmonic acid-mediated defense suppresses brassinosteroid-mediated susceptibility to Rice 

black streaked dwarf virus infection in rice, New Phytol. 214 (2017) 388–399. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14376. 

[75] F. Habibi, A. Ramezanian, M. Rahemi, S. Eshghi, F. Guillén, M. Serrano, D. Valero, Postharvest 



Introduction  

38 

 

treatments with γ-aminobutyric acid, methyl jasmonate, or methyl  salicylate enhance chilling 

tolerance of blood orange fruit at prolonged cold storage., J. Sci. Food Agric. 99 (2019) 6408–

6417. https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.9920. 

[76] M.-L. Zhao, J.-N. Wang, W. Shan, J.-G. Fan, J.-F. Kuang, K.-Q. Wu, X.-P. Li, W.-X. Chen, F.-

Y. He, J.-Y. Chen, W.-J. Lu, Induction of jasmonate signalling regulators MaMYC2s and their 

physical  interactions with MaICE1 in methyl jasmonate-induced chilling tolerance in banana 

fruit., Plant. Cell Environ. 36 (2013) 30–51. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2012.02551.x. 

[77] M.S. Sheteiwy, H. Shao, W. Qi, P. Daly, A. Sharma, H. Shaghaleh, Y.A. Hamoud, M.A. El‐

Esawi, R. Pan, Q. Wan, Seed priming and foliar application with jasmonic acid enhance salinity 

stress tolerance of soybean (Glycine max L.) seedlings, J. Sci. Food Agric. 101 (2021) 2027–

2041. 

[78] G. Sirhindi, M.A. Mir, E.F. Abd-Allah, P. Ahmad, S. Gucel, Jasmonic acid modulates the 

physio-biochemical attributes, antioxidant enzyme activity, and gene expression in Glycine max 

under nickel toxicity, Front. Plant Sci. 7 (2016) 591. 

[79] Z. Wang, X. Tan, Z. Zhang, S. Gu, G. Li, H. Shi, Defense to Sclerotinia sclerotiorum in oilseed 

rape is associated with the sequential activations of salicylic acid signaling and jasmonic acid 

signaling, Plant Sci. 184 (2012) 75–82. 

[80] T. Savchenko, V.A. Kolla, C.-Q. Wang, Z. Nasafi, D.R. Hicks, B. Phadungchob, W.E. Chehab, 

F. Brandizzi, J. Froehlich, K. Dehesh, Functional convergence of oxylipin and abscisic acid 

pathways controls stomatal closure in response to drought, Plant Physiol. 164 (2014) 1151–

1160. 

[81] Y. Hu, Y. Jiang, X. Han, H. Wang, J. Pan, D. Yu, Jasmonate regulates leaf senescence and 

tolerance to cold stress: crosstalk with other phytohormones, J. Exp. Bot. 68 (2017) 1361–1369. 

[82] L.C. Carvalhais, P.G. Dennis, D. V Badri, G.W. Tyson, J.M. Vivanco, P.M. Schenk, Activation 

of the Jasmonic Acid Plant Defence Pathway Alters the Composition of Rhizosphere Bacterial 

Communities, PLoS One. 8 (2013) e56457. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0056457. 

[83] P. Vijayan, J. Shockey, C.A. Lévesque, R.J. Cook, J. Browse, A role for jasmonate in pathogen 

defense of Arabidopsis, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 95 (1998) 7209–7214. 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.12.7209. 

[84] Y.L. Zeinali, H. Reza, R. Fatemeh, K. Jalil, Drought tolerance induced by foliar application of 

abscisic acid and sulfonamide compounds in tomato, J. Stress Physiol. Biochem. 10 (2014) 326–

334. 

[85] L. Wei, D. Zhang, F. Xiang, Z. Zhang, Differentially expressed miRNAs potentially involved in 



Introduction  

39 

 

the regulation of defense mechanism to drought stress in maize seedlings, Int. J. Plant Sci. 170 

(2009) 979–989. 

[86] J. Xu, K. Audenaert, M. Hofte, D. De Vleesschauwer, Abscisic Acid Promotes Susceptibility to 

the Rice Leaf Blight Pathogen Xanthomonas oryzae pv oryzae by Suppressing Salicylic Acid-

Mediated Defenses, PLoS One. 8 (2013) e67413. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0067413. 

[87] D. De Vleesschauwer, Y. Yang, C. Vera Cruz, M. Höfte, Abscisic Acid-Induced Resistance 

against the Brown Spot Pathogen Cochliobolus miyabeanus in Rice Involves MAP Kinase-

Mediated Repression of Ethylene Signaling      , Plant Physiol. 152 (2010) 2036–2052. 

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.109.152702. 

[88] Y.-L. Du, Z.-Y. Wang, J.-W. Fan, N.C. Turner, J. He, T. Wang, F.-M. Li, Exogenous abscisic 

acid reduces water loss and improves antioxidant defence, desiccation tolerance and 

transpiration efficiency in two spring wheat cultivars subjected to a soil water deficit, Funct. 

Plant Biol. 40 (2013) 494–506. 

[89] A.S. Lukatkin, N.A. Anjum, Control of cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.) tolerance to chilling 

stress—evaluating the role of ascorbic acid and glutathione, Front. Environ. Sci. 2 (2014) 62. 

[90] S. Hu, M.J. Bidochka, Abscisic acid implicated in differential plant responses of Phaseolus 

vulgaris during endophytic colonization by Metarhizium and pathogenic colonization by 

Fusarium, Sci. Rep. 11 (2021) 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-90232-4. 

[91] J. Fan, L. Hill, C. Crooks, P. Doerner, C. Lamb, Abscisic Acid Has a Key Role in Modulating 

Diverse Plant-Pathogen Interactions      , Plant Physiol. 150 (2009) 1750–1761. 

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.109.137943. 

[92] S.-M. Kang, M. Waqas, M. Hamayun, S. Asaf, A.L. Khan, A.-Y. Kim, Y.-G. Park, I.-J. Lee, 

Gibberellins and indole-3-acetic acid producing rhizospheric bacterium Leifsonia xyli SE134 

mitigates the adverse effects of copper-mediated stress on tomato, J. Plant Interact. 12 (2017) 

373–380. 

[93] A. Husen, M. Iqbal, I.M. Aref, IAA-induced alteration in growth and photosynthesis of pea 

(Pisum sativum L.) plants grown under salt stress, J. Environ. Biol. 37 (2016) 421–429. 

https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/iaa-induced-alteration-growth-photosynthesis-

pea/docview/1792067866/se-2?accountid=15297. 

[94] R. Defez, A. Andreozzi, M. Dickinson, A. Charlton, L. Tadini, P. Pesaresi, C. Bianco, Improved 

Drought Stress Response in Alfalfa Plants Nodulated by an IAA Over-producing Rhizobium 

Strain   , Front. Microbiol.  . 8 (2017). 

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmicb.2017.02466. 



Introduction  

40 

 

[95] C. Kaya, M.Y. Ashraf, M. Dikilitas, A.L. Tuna, Alleviation of salt stress-induced adverse effects 

on maize plants by exogenous application of indoleacetic acid (IAA) and inorganic nutrients - 

A field trial, Aust. J. Crop Sci. 7 (2013) 249–254. 

[96] S. Zhang, Y. Gan, B. Xu, Mechanisms of the IAA and ACC-deaminase producing strain of 

Trichoderma longibrachiatum T6 in enhancing wheat seedling tolerance to NaCl stress, BMC 

Plant Biol. 19 (2019) 22. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12870-018-1618-5. 

[97] M.L. Lecube, G.O. Noriega, D.M. Santa Cruz, M.L. Tomaro, A. Batlle, K.B. Balestrasse, Indole 

acetic acid is responsible for protection against oxidative stress caused by drought in soybean 

plants: The role of heme oxygenase induction, Redox Rep. 19 (2014) 242–250. 

https://doi.org/10.1179/1351000214Y.0000000095. 

[98] A. Khalid, F. Aftab, Effect of exogenous application of IAA and GA3 on growth, protein 

content, and antioxidant enzymes of Solanum tuberosum L. grown in vitro under salt stress, Vitr. 

Cell. Dev. Biol. - Plant. 56 (2020) 377–389. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11627-019-10047-x. 

[99] M.R. Moosavi, The effect of gibberellin and abscisic acid on plant defense responses and on 

disease severity caused by Meloidogyne javanica on tomato plants, J. Gen. Plant Pathol. 83 

(2017) 173–184. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10327-017-0708-9. 

[100] L. Bauters, M. Hossain, K. Nahar, G. Gheysen, Gibberellin reduces the susceptibility of rice, 

Oryza sativa, to the migratory nematode Hirschmanniella oryzae, Nematology. 20 (2018) 703–

709. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1163/15685411-00003198. 

[101] M. Iqbal, M. Ashraf, Gibberellic acid mediated induction of salt tolerance in wheat plants: 

Growth, ionic partitioning, photosynthesis, yield and hormonal homeostasis, Environ. Exp. Bot. 

86 (2013) 76–85. 

[102] M.M. Mansour, E.A.-R. Kamel, Interactive effect of heavy metals and gibberellic acid on 

mitotic activity and some metabolic changes of Vicia faba L. plants, Cytologia (Tokyo). 70 

(2005) 275–282. 

[103] A.L. Khan, I.-J. Lee, Endophytic Penicillium funiculosum LHL06 secretes gibberellin that 

reprograms Glycine max L. growth during copper stress, BMC Plant Biol. 13 (2013) 1–14. 

[104] J. Jeon, N.Y. Kim, S. Kim, N.Y. Kang, O. Novák, S.-J. Ku, C. Cho, D.J. Lee, E.-J. Lee, M. 

Strnad, A subset of cytokinin two-component signaling system plays a role in cold temperature 

stress response in Arabidopsis, J. Biol. Chem. 285 (2010) 23371–23386. 

[105] J. Choi, S.U. Huh, M. Kojima, H. Sakakibara, K.-H. Paek, I. Hwang, The Cytokinin-Activated 

Transcription Factor ARR2 Promotes Plant Immunity via TGA3/NPR1-Dependent Salicylic 

Acid Signaling in Arabidopsis, Dev. Cell. 19 (2010) 284–295. 



Introduction  

41 

 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2010.07.011. 

[106] B. Chen, H. Yang, 6‐Benzylaminopurine alleviates chilling injury of postharvest cucumber fruit 

through modulating antioxidant system and energy status, J. Sci. Food Agric. 93 (2013) 1915–

1921. 

[107] C. Wu, K. Cui, W. Wang, Q. Li, S. Fahad, Q. Hu, J. Huang, L. Nie, S. Peng, Heat-induced 

phytohormone changes are associated with disrupted early reproductive development and 

reduced yield in rice, Sci. Rep. 6 (2016) 1–14. 

[108] C. Wu, K. Cui, W. Wang, Q. Li, S. Fahad, Q. Hu, J. Huang, L. Nie, P.K. Mohapatra, S. Peng, 

Heat-induced cytokinin transportation and degradation are associated with reduced panicle 

cytokinin expression and fewer spikelets per panicle in rice, Front. Plant Sci. 8 (2017) 371. 

[109] K.-W. Ko, K. Okada, J. Koga, Y. Jikumaru, H. Nojiri, H. Yamane, Effects of cytokinin on 

production of diterpenoid phytoalexins in rice, J. Pestic. Sci. (2010) 1005150124. 

[110] J. Li, X. Feng, J. Xie, A simple method for the application of exogenous phytohormones to the 

grass leaf base protodermal zone to improve grass leaf epidermis development research, Plant 

Methods. 17 (2021) 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13007-021-00828-0. 

[111] A. Raza, H. Salehi, M.A. Rahman, Z. Zahid, M. Madadkar Haghjou, S. Najafi-Kakavand, S. 

Charagh, H.S. Osman, M. Albaqami, Y. Zhuang, K.H.M. Siddique, W. Zhuang, Plant hormones 

and neurotransmitter interactions mediate antioxidant defenses under induced oxidative stress 

in plants, Front. Plant Sci. 13 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.961872. 

[112] J. Takeuchi, K. Fukui, Y. Seto, Y. Takaoka, M. Okamoto, Ligand–receptor interactions in plant 

hormone signaling, Plant J. 105 (2021) 290–306. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/tpj.15115. 

[113] A. Rezaei, F. Rafieian, S. Akbari-Alavijeh, M.S. Kharazmi, S.M. Jafari, Release of bioactive 

compounds from delivery systems by stimuli-responsive approaches; triggering factors, 

mechanisms, and applications, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 307 (2022) 102728. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2022.102728. 

[114] J. Zhang, K. Vrieling, P.G.L. Klinkhamer, T.M. Bezemer, Exogenous application of plant 

defense hormones alters the effects of live soils on plant performance, Basic Appl. Ecol. 56 

(2021) 144–155. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2021.07.011. 

[115] A. Garmendia, R. Beltrán, C. Zornoza, F.J. García-Breijo, J. Reig, H. Merle, Gibberellic acid in 

Citrus spp. flowering and fruiting: A systematic review., PLoS One. 14 (2019) e0223147. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0223147. 

[116] M. Kavino, S. Harish, N. Kumar, D. Saravanakumar, R. Samiyappan, Induction of systemic 



Introduction  

42 

 

resistance in banana (Musa spp.) against Banana bunchy top virus (BBTV) by combining chitin 

with root-colonizing Pseudomonas fluorescens strain CHA0, Eur. J. Plant Pathol. 120 (2007) 

353–362. 

[117] V. Vives-Peris, C. de Ollas, A. Gómez-Cadenas, R.M. Pérez-Clemente, Root exudates: from 

plant to rhizosphere and beyond., Plant Cell Rep. 39 (2020) 3–17. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00299-019-02447-5. 

[118] E. Bohnenblust, J.F. Egan, D. Mortensen, J. Tooker, Direct and Indirect Effects of the Synthetic-

Auxin Herbicide Dicamba on Two Lepidopteran Species, Environ. Entomol. 42 (2013) 586–

594. https://doi.org/10.1603/EN13021. 

[119] W. Der Wang, C.Y. Wu, B.K. Lonameo, Toxic effects of paclobutrazol on developing organs at 

different exposure times in Zebrafish, Toxics. 7 (2019) 1–14. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/toxics7040062. 

[120] Q. Li, X. Li, C. Zhao, Strategies to Obtain Encapsulation and Controlled Release of Small 

Hydrophilic Molecules, Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 8 (2020) 437. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.00437. 

[121] C. Marques Mandaji, R. da Silva Pena, R. Campos Chisté, Encapsulation of bioactive 

compounds extracted from plants of genus Hibiscus: A review of selected techniques and 

applications, Food Res. Int. 151 (2022) 110820. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2021.110820. 

[122] R. Morales-Medina, S. Drusch, F. Acevedo, A. Castro-Alvarez, A. Benie, D. Poncelet, M.M. 

Dragosavac, M.V. Defain Tesoriero, P. Löwenstein, V. Yonaha, R. Iturralde, R. Gauna Peter, P. 

de Vos, Structure, controlled release mechanisms and health benefits of pectins as an 

encapsulation material for bioactive food components, Food Funct. (2022) 10870–10881. 

https://doi.org/10.1039/d2fo00350c. 

[123] G.L. Zabot, F. Schaefer Rodrigues, L. Polano Ody, M. Vinícius Tres, E. Herrera, H. Palacin, 

J.S. Córdova-Ramos, I. Best, L. Olivera-Montenegro, Encapsulation of Bioactive Compounds 

for Food and Agricultural Applications, Polymers (Basel). 14 (2022). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/polym14194194. 

[124] N. Benbettaïeb, F. Debeaufort, T. Karbowiak, Bioactive edible films for food applications: 

Mechanisms of antimicrobial and antioxidant activity, Crit. Rev. Food Sci. Nutr. 59 (2019) 

3431–3455. 

[125] R. Delshadi, A. Bahrami, E. Assadpour, L. Williams, S.M. Jafari, Nano/microencapsulated 

natural antimicrobials to control the spoilage microorganisms and pathogens in different food 



Introduction  

43 

 

products, Food Control. 128 (2021) 108180. 

[126] F. Godoy, K. Olivos-Hernández, C. Stange, M. Handford, Abiotic Stress in Crop Species: 

Improving Tolerance by Applying Plant Metabolites, Plants. 10 (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/plants10020186. 

[127] J.L. de Oliveira, L.F. Fraceto, A. Bravo, R.A. Polanczyk, Encapsulation Strategies for Bacillus 

thuringiensis: From Now to the Future, J. Agric. Food Chem. 69 (2021) 4564–4577. 

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.0c07118. 

[128] M. Vemmer, A. V Patel, Review of encapsulation methods suitable for microbial biological 

control agents, Biol. Control. 67 (2013) 380–389. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2013.09.003. 

[129] Z.A. Raza, S. Khalil, A. Ayub, I.M. Banat, Recent developments in chitosan encapsulation of 

various active ingredients for multifunctional applications, Carbohydr. Res. 492 (2020) 108004. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carres.2020.108004. 

[130] C.S. Brazel, N.A. Peppas, Modeling of drug release from swellable polymers, Eur. J. Pharm. 

Biopharm. 49 (2000) 47–58. 

[131] C. Berkland, M.J. Kipper, B. Narasimhan, K.K. Kim, D.W. Pack, Microsphere size, 

precipitation kinetics and drug distribution control drug release from biodegradable 

polyanhydride microspheres, J. Control. Release. 94 (2004) 129–141. 

[132] A. Munin, F. Edwards-Lévy, Encapsulation of Natural Polyphenolic Compounds; a Review, 

Pharmaceutics. 3 (2011) 793–829. https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics3040793. 

[133] N.H. Hoang, T. Le Thanh, R. Sangpueak, J. Treekoon, C. Saengchan, W. Thepbandit, N.K. 

Papathoti, A. Kamkaew, N. Buensanteai, Chitosan Nanoparticles-Based Ionic Gelation Method: 

A Promising Candidate for Plant Disease Management, Polymers (Basel). 14 (2022) 662. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/polym14040662. 

[134] M.M. Adnan, A.R.M. Dalod, M.H. Balci, J. Glaum, M.A. Einarsrud, In situ synthesis of hybrid 

inorganic-polymer nanocomposites, Polymers (Basel). 10 (2018). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/polym10101129. 

[135] A. Laouini, C. Jaafar-Maalej, I. Limayem-Blouza, S. Sfar, C. Charcosset, H. Fessi, Preparation, 

Characterization and Applications of Liposomes: State of the Art, J. Colloid Sci. Biotechnol. 1 

(2012) 147–168. https://doi.org/10.1166/jcsb.2012.1020. 

[136] N. Choudhury, M. Meghwal, K. Das, Microencapsulation: An overview on concepts, methods, 

properties and applications in foods, Food Front. 2 (2021) 426–442. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/fft2.94. 



Introduction  

44 

 

[137] S. Escobar, C. Bernal, J.M. Bolivar, B. Nidetzky, F. López-Gallego, M. Mesa, Understanding 

the silica-based sol-gel encapsulation mechanism of Thermomyces lanuginosus lipase: The role 

of polyethylenimine, Mol. Catal. 449 (2018) 106–113. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcat.2018.02.024. 

[138] C.S. Singh, P. Sd, B. Pandey, M. Singh, Solvent Evaporation Technique of Microencapsulation: 

A Systemic Review, Int. J. Pharm. Chem. 4 (2014) 96–104. 

[139] A. Balla, A. Silini, H. Cherif-Silini, A. Chenari Bouket, F.N. Alenezi, L. Belbahri, Recent 

Advances in Encapsulation Techniques of Plant Growth-Promoting Microorganisms and Their 

Prospects in the Sustainable Agriculture, Appl. Sci. 12 (2022). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/app12189020. 

[140] W. Al-Faqheri, T.H.G. Thio, M.A. Qasaimeh, A. Dietzel, M. Madou, A. Al-Halhouli, 

Particle/cell separation on microfluidic platforms based on centrifugation effect: a review, 

Microfluid. Nanofluidics. 21 (2017) 102. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10404-017-1933-4. 

[141] K.A. Kravanja, M. Finšgar, A review of techniques for the application of bioactive coatings on 

metal-based implants to achieve controlled release of active ingredients, Mater. Des. 217 (2022) 

110653. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2022.110653. 

[142] M.P. Silva, F.L. Tulini, E. Martins, M. Penning, C.S. Fávaro-Trindade, D. Poncelet, Comparison 

of extrusion and co-extrusion encapsulation techniques to protect Lactobacillus acidophilus LA3 

in simulated gastrointestinal fluids, LWT. 89 (2018) 392–399. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2017.11.008. 

[143] M. Schoebitz, M.D. López, A. Roldán, Bioencapsulation of microbial inoculants for better soil-

plant fertilization. A review, Agron. Sustain. Dev. 33 (2013) 751–765. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13593-013-0142-0. 

[144] S.R.L. Werner, J.R. Jones, A.H.J. Paterson, R.H. Archer, D.L. Pearce, Air-suspension particle 

coating in the food industry: Part I — state of the art, Powder Technol. 171 (2007) 25–33. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.powtec.2006.08.014. 

[145] Z. Akbarbaglu, S.H. Peighambardoust, K. Sarabandi, S.M. Jafari, Spray drying encapsulation of 

bioactive compounds within protein-based carriers; different options and applications, Food 

Chem. 359 (2021) 129965. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.129965. 

[146] J. Li, Y. Wang, L. Cai, L. Shang, Y. Zhao, High-throughput generation of microgels in 

centrifugal multi-channel rotating system, Chem. Eng. J. 427 (2022) 130750. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2021.130750. 

[147] S. Rani, P.D. Scholar, A. Goel, Microencapsulation technology in textiles: A review study, 



Introduction  

45 

 

Pharma Innov. J. 10 (2021) 660–663. https://www.researcggate.net/publivcation. 

[148] A.E. Quirós-Sauceda, J.F. Ayala-Zavala, G.I. Olivas, G.A. González-Aguilar, Edible coatings 

as encapsulating matrices for bioactive compounds: a review, J. Food Sci. Technol. 51 (2014) 

1674–1685. 

[149] F.M. Galogahi, Y. Zhu, H. An, N.-T. Nguyen, Core-shell microparticles: Generation approaches 

and applications, J. Sci. Adv. Mater. Devices. 5 (2020) 417–435. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsamd.2020.09.001. 

[150] J. Yeom, W.S. Shim, N.G. Kang, Eco-Friendly Silica Microcapsules with Improved Fragrance 

Retention, Appl. Sci. 12 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/app12136759. 

[151] A. Hassan, M.S. Laghari, Y. Rashid, Micro-encapsulated phase change materials: A review of 

encapsulation, safety and thermal characteristics, Sustain. 8 (2016). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su8101046. 

[152] L. Tavares, C.P. Zapata Noreña, H.L. Barros, S. Smaoui, P.S. Lima, M. Marques de Oliveira, 

Rheological and structural trends on encapsulation of bioactive compounds of essential oils: A 

global systematic review of recent research, Food Hydrocoll. 129 (2022) 107628. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2022.107628. 

[153] D. Szopa, M. Mielczarek, D. Skrzypczak, G. Izydorczyk, K. Mikula, K. Chojnacka, A. Witek-

Krowiak, Encapsulation efficiency and survival of plant growth-promoting microorganisms in 

an alginate-based matrix – A systematic review and protocol for a practical approach, Ind. Crops 

Prod. 181 (2022) 114846. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2022.114846. 

[154] J. Kurczewska, Recent Reports on Polysaccharide-Based Materials for Drug Delivery, Polymers 

(Basel). 14 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/polym14194189. 

[155] D.M. Hariyadi, N. Islam, Current Status of Alginate in Drug Delivery, Adv. Pharmacol. Pharm. 

Sci. 2020 (2020) 8886095. https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/8886095. 

[156] M. Prasathkumar, S. Sadhasivam, Chitosan/Hyaluronic acid/Alginate and an assorted polymers 

loaded with honey, plant, and marine compounds for progressive wound healing—Know-how, 

Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 186 (2021) 656–685. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2021.07.067. 

[157] M.A. Mohammed, J.T.M. Syeda, K.M. Wasan, E.K. Wasan, An Overview of Chitosan 

Nanoparticles and Its Application in Non-Parenteral Drug Delivery, Pharmaceutics. 9 (2017) 

53. https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics9040053. 

[158] T.G. Ambaye, M. Vaccari, S. Prasad, E.D. van Hullebusch, S. Rtimi, Preparation and 

applications of chitosan and cellulose composite materials, J. Environ. Manage. 301 (2022) 



Introduction  

46 

 

113850. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.113850. 

[159] J.D. Hoyos-Leyva, L.A. Bello-Pérez, J. Alvarez-Ramirez, H.S. Garcia, Microencapsulation 

using starch as wall material: A review, Food Rev. Int. 34 (2018) 148–161. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/87559129.2016.1261298. 

[160] N. Thombare, S. Kumar, U. Kumari, P. Sakare, R.K. Yogi, N. Prasad, K.K. Sharma, Shellac as 

a multifunctional biopolymer: A review on properties, applications and future potential, Int. J. 

Biol. Macromol. 215 (2022) 203–223. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2022.06.090. 

[161] J. Song, Y. Yu, M. Chen, Z. Ren, L. Chen, C. Fu, Z. feei Ma, Z. Li, Advancement of Protein- 

and Polysaccharide-Based Biopolymers for Anthocyanin Encapsulation, Front. Nutr. 9 (2022) 

1–11. https://doi.org/10.3389/fnut.2022.938829. 

[162] K. Trzeciak, A. Chotera‐ouda, I.I. Bak‐sypien, M.J. Potrzebowski, Mesoporous silica particles 

as drug delivery systems—the state of the art in loading methods and the recent progress in 

analytical techniques for monitoring these processes, Pharmaceutics. 13 (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics13070950. 

[163] M.A. Ashraf, A.M. Khan, M. Sarfraz, M. Ahmad, Effectiveness of silica based sol-gel 

microencapsulation method for odorants and flavors leading to sustainable environment   , Front. 

Chem.  . 3 (2015) 42. https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fchem.2015.00042. 

[164] T. Fei, T. Wang, A review of recent development of sustainable waxes derived from vegetable 

oils, Curr. Opin. Food Sci. 16 (2017) 7–14. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cofs.2017.06.006. 

[165] P. Samyn, V.K. Rastogi, Stabilization of an Aqueous Bio-Based Wax Nano-Emulsion through 

Encapsulation, Nanomaterials. 12 (2022) 1–21. https://doi.org/10.3390/nano12234329. 

[166] A. Rashidinejad, G.B. Jameson, H. Singh, The Effect of pH and Sodium Caseinate on the 

Aqueous Solubility, Stability, and Crystallinity of Rutin towards Concentrated Colloidally 

Stable Particles for the Incorporation into Functional Foods, Molecules. 27 (2022). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27020534. 

[167] P.E. Acuña-Avila, S. Cortes-Camargo, A. Jiménez-Rosales, Properties of micro and nano casein 

capsules used to protect the active components: A review, Int. J. Food Prop. 24 (2021) 1132–

1147. https://doi.org/10.1080/10942912.2021.1953069. 

[168] A. David, J. Day, A. Shikanov, Immunoisolation to prevent tissue graft rejection: Current 

knowledge and future use, Exp. Biol. Med. 241 (2016) 955–961. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1535370216647129. 

[169] B. Martínez-Cano, C.J. Mendoza-Meneses, J.F. García-Trejo, G. Macías-Bobadilla, H. Aguirre-



Introduction  

47 

 

Becerra, G.M. Soto-Zarazúa, A.A. Feregrino-Pérez, Review and Perspectives of the Use of 

Alginate as a Polymer Matrix for Microorganisms Applied in Agro-Industry, Molecules. 27 

(2022) 1–20. https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27134248. 

[170] E.M. Pacheco-Quito, R. Ruiz-Caro, M.D. Veiga, Carrageenan: Drug delivery systems and other 

biomedical applications, Mar. Drugs. 18 (2020). https://doi.org/10.3390/md18110583. 

[171] N. Fani, M.H. Enayati, H. Rostamabadi, S.R. Falsafi, Encapsulation of bioactives within 

electrosprayed κ-carrageenan nanoparticles, Carbohydr. Polym. 294 (2022) 119761. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2022.119761. 

[172] D. Jíménez-Arias, S. Morales-Sierra, P. Silva, H. Carrêlo, A. Gonçalves, J.F.T. Ganança, N. 

Nunes, C.S.S. Gouveia, S. Alves, J.P. Borges, M.Â.A. Pinheiro de Carvalho, Encapsulation with 

Natural Polymers to Improve the Properties of Biostimulants in Agriculture, Plants. 12 (2023). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/plants12010055. 

[173] A. Yaghoubi, M. Ghojazadeh, S. Abolhasani, H. Alikhah, F. Khaki-Khatibi, Correlation of 

Serum Levels of Vitronectin, Malondialdehyde and Hs-CRP With Disease Severity in Coronary 

Artery Disease, J. Cardiovasc. Thorac. Res. 7 (2015) 113–117. 

https://doi.org/10.15171/jcvtr.2015.24. 

[174] A. Hidangmayum, P. Dwivedi, Chitosan Based Nanoformulation for Sustainable Agriculture 

with Special Reference to Abiotic Stress: A Review, J. Polym. Environ. 30 (2022) 1264–1283. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10924-021-02296-y. 

[175] Y.P. Timilsena, M.A. Haque, B. Adhikari, Encapsulation in the Food Industry: A Brief 

Historical Overview to Recent Developments, Food Nutr. Sci. 11 (2020) 481–508. 

https://doi.org/10.4236/fns.2020.116035. 

[176] R.S. Riseh, E. Tamanadar, M.M. Pour, V.K. Thakur, Novel Approaches for Encapsulation of 

Plant Probiotic Bacteria with Sustainable Polymer Gums: Application in the Management of 

Pests and Diseases, Adv. Polym. Technol. 2022 (2022) 4419409. 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/4419409. 

[177] X. Wang, Y. Yuan, T. Yue, The application of starch-based ingredients in flavor encapsulation, 

Starch/Staerke. 67 (2015) 225–236. https://doi.org/10.1002/star.201400163. 

[178] D.F. Montoya-Yepes, A.A. Jiménez-Rodríguez, A.E. Aldana-Porras, L.F. Velásquez-Holguin, 

J.J. Méndez-Arteaga, W. Murillo-Arango, Starches in the encapsulation of plant active 

ingredients: state of the art and research trends, Polym. Bull. (2023). 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00289-023-04724-6. 

[179] O. Churio, C. Valenzuela, Development and characterization of maltodextrin microparticles to 



Introduction  

48 

 

encapsulate heme and non-heme iron, Lwt. 96 (2018) 568–575. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2018.05.072. 

[180] M.J. Navarro-Flores, L.M.C. Ventura-Canseco, R. Meza-Gordillo, T.D.R. Ayora-Talavera, M. 

Abud-Archila, Spray drying encapsulation of a native plant extract rich in phenolic compounds  

with combinations of maltodextrin and non-conventional wall materials., J. Food Sci. Technol. 

57 (2020) 4111–4122. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-020-04447-w. 

[181] J.C. Cabrera, P. Cambier, P. van Cutsem, Drug encapsulation in pectin hydrogel beads- a 

systematic study of simulated digestion media, Int. J. Pharm. Pharm. Sci. 3 (2011) 292–299. 

[182] A. Rehman, T. Ahmad, R.M. Aadil, M.J. Spotti, A.M. Bakry, I.M. Khan, L. Zhao, T. Riaz, Q. 

Tong, Pectin polymers as wall materials for the nano-encapsulation of bioactive compounds, 

Trends Food Sci. Technol. 90 (2019) 35–46. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2019.05.015. 

[183] C.M. Freitas, J.S. Coimbra, V.G. Souza, R.C. Sousa, Structure and Applications of Pectin in 

Food, Biomedical, and Pharmaceutical Industry: A Review, Coatings. 11 (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/coatings11080922. 

[184] J.A. Bhat, N. Rajora, G. Raturi, S. Sharma, P. Dhiman, S. Sanand, S.M. Shivaraj, H. Sonah, R. 

Deshmukh, Silicon nanoparticles (SiNPs) in sustainable agriculture: major emphasis on the 

practicality, efficacy and concerns, Nanoscale Adv. 3 (2021) 4019–4028. 

https://doi.org/10.1039/D1NA00233C. 

[185] T.S. Gaaz, A.B. Sulong, M.N. Akhtar, A.A.H. Kadhum, A.B. Mohamad, A.A. Al-Amiery, 

Properties and Applications of Polyvinyl Alcohol, Halloysite Nanotubes and Their 

Nanocomposites, Molecules. 20 (2015) 22833–22847. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules201219884. 

[186] M. Barbălată-Mândru, D. Serbezeanu, M. Butnaru, C.M. Rîmbu, A.A. Enache, M. Aflori, 

Poly(vinyl alcohol)/Plant Extracts Films: Preparation, Surface Characterization  and 

Antibacterial Studies against Gram Positive and Gram Negative Bacteria., Mater. (Basel, 

Switzerland). 15 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15072493. 

[187] N. Vassilev, M. Vassileva, V. Martos, L.F. Garcia del Moral, J. Kowalska, B. Tylkowski, E. 

Malusá, Formulation of Microbial Inoculants by Encapsulation in Natural Polysaccharides: 

Focus on Beneficial Properties of Carrier Additives and Derivatives, Front. Plant Sci. 11 (2020) 

1–9. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.00270. 

[188] A. V Sokolov, L. V Limareva, P. V Iliasov, O. V Gribkova, A.S. Sustretov, Methods of 

Encapsulation of Biomacromolecules and Living Cells. Prospects of Using Metal–Organic 



Introduction  

49 

 

Frameworks, Russ. J. Org. Chem. 57 (2021) 491–505. 

https://doi.org/10.1134/S1070428021040011. 

[189] S.S. Sagiri, A. Anis, K. Pal, Review on Encapsulation of Vegetable Oils: Strategies, Preparation 

Methods, and Applications, Polym. - Plast. Technol. Eng. 55 (2016) 291–311. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/03602559.2015.1050521. 

[190] N. Lammari, O. Louaer, A.H. Meniai, H. Fessi, A. Elaissari, Plant oils: From chemical 

composition to encapsulated form use, Int. J. Pharm. 601 (2021) 120538. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2021.120538. 

[191] C.S. Favaro-Trindade, F.E. de Matos Junior, P.K. Okuro, J. Dias-Ferreira, A. Cano, P. Severino, 

A. Zielińska, E.B. Souto, Encapsulation of Active Pharmaceutical Ingredients in Lipid 

Micro/Nanoparticles for Oral Administration by Spray-Cooling, Pharmaceutics. 13 (2021) 1186. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics13081186. 

[192] M. Sultan, O.M. Hafez, M.A. Saleh, A.M. Youssef, Smart edible coating films based on chitosan 

and beeswax–pollen grains for the postharvest preservation of Le Conte pear, RSC Adv. 11 

(2021) 9572–9585. https://doi.org/10.1039/D0RA10671B. 

[193] M. Enamul Hossain, M. Ibrahim Khan, C. Ketata, M. Rafiqul Islam, Comparative pathway 

analysis of paraffin wax and beeswax for industrial applications, Nat. Process. Subst. Prod. Uses 

Eff. (2012) 41–52. 

[194] Y. Li, S. Yu, P. Chen, R. Rojas, A. Hajian, L. Berglund, Cellulose nanofibers enable paraffin 

encapsulation and the formation of stable thermal regulation nanocomposites, Nano Energy. 34 

(2017) 541–548. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2017.03.010. 

[195] H. Kathpalia, K. Sharma, G. Doshi, Recent trends in Hard Gelatin capsule delivery system, J. 

Adv. Pharm. Educ. Res. 4 (2014) 165–177. https://doi.org/10.13140/2.1.2731.4884. 

[196] F. Damian, M. Harati, J. Schwartzenhauer, O. Van Cauwenberghe, S.D. Wettig, Challenges of 

Dissolution Methods Development for Soft Gelatin Capsules., Pharmaceutics. 13 (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics13020214. 

[197] H.T. Wilson, M. Amirkhani, A.G. Taylor, Evaluation of gelatin as a biostimulant seed treatment 

to improve plant performance, Front. Plant Sci. 9 (2018) 1–11. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.01006. 

[198] S. Drusch, Y. Serfert, A. Berger, M.Q. Shaikh, K. Rätzke, V. Zaporojtchenko, K. Schwarz, New 

insights into the microencapsulation properties of sodium caseinate and hydrolyzed casein, Food 

Hydrocoll. 27 (2012) 332–338. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2011.10.001. 

[199] M.A. Santos Basurto, A. Cardador Martínez, E. Castaño Tostado, M. Bah, R. Reynoso 



Introduction  

50 

 

Camacho, S.L. Amaya Llano, Study of the Interactions Occurring During the Encapsulation of 

Sesamol within  Casein Micelles Reformed from Sodium Caseinate Solutions., J. Food Sci. 83 

(2018) 2295–2304. https://doi.org/10.1111/1750-3841.14293. 

[200] S. Boostani, S.M. Jafari, A comprehensive review on the controlled release of encapsulated food 

ingredients; fundamental concepts to design and applications, Trends Food Sci. Technol. 109 

(2021) 303–321. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2021.01.040. 

[201] E. Assadpour, S.M. Jafari, Importance of release and bioavailability studies for 

nanoencapsulated food ingredients, in: Release Bioavailab. Nanoencapsulated Food Ingredients, 

Elsevier, 2020: pp. 1–24. 

[202] A. Sánchez, S.P. Mejía, J. Orozco, Recent Advances in Polymeric Nanoparticle-Encapsulated 

Drugs against Intracellular Infections, Molecules. 25 (2020). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules25163760. 

[203] S. Wang, R. Liu, Y. Fu, W.J. Kao, Release mechanisms and applications of drug delivery 

systems for extended-release, Expert Opin. Drug Deliv. 17 (2020) 1289–1304. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17425247.2020.1788541. 

[204] M. Lengyel, N. Kállai-Szabó, V. Antal, A.J. Laki, I. Antal, Microparticles, microspheres, and 

microcapsules for advanced drug delivery, Sci. Pharm. 87 (2019). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/scipharm87030020. 

[205] D.J. McClements, Nanoparticle-and microparticle-based delivery systems: Encapsulation, 

protection and release of active compounds, CRC press, 2014. 

[206] C. Wischke, S.P. Schwendeman, Degradable polymeric carriers for parenteral controlled drug 

delivery, Fundam. Appl. Control. Release Drug Deliv. (2012) 171–228. 

[207] S. Fredenberg, M. Wahlgren, M. Reslow, A. Axelsson, The mechanisms of drug release in 

poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid)-based drug delivery systems—A review, Int. J. Pharm. 415 (2011) 

34–52. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2011.05.049. 

[208] S. Iqbal, X. Wang, I. Mubeen, M. Kamran, I. Kanwal, G.A. Díaz, A. Abbas, A. Parveen, M.N. 

Atiq, H. Alshaya, T.K. Zin El-Abedin, S. Fahad, Phytohormones Trigger Drought Tolerance in 

Crop Plants: Outlook and Future Perspectives, Front. Plant Sci. 12 (2022) 799318. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2021.799318. 

[209] Z. Iqbal, M.S. Iqbal, A. Hashem, E.F. Abd_Allah, M.I. Ansari, Plant Defense Responses to 

Biotic Stress and Its Interplay With Fluctuating Dark/Light Conditions   , Front. Plant Sci.  . 12 

(2021). https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fpls.2021.631810. 

[210] T.B. dos Santos, A.F. Ribas, S.G.H. de Souza, I.G.F. Budzinski, D.S. Domingues, Physiological 



Introduction  

51 

 

Responses to Drought, Salinity, and Heat Stress in Plants: A Review, Stresses. 2 (2022) 113–

135. https://doi.org/10.3390/stresses2010009. 

[211] N.J. Atkinson, P.E. Urwin, The interaction of plant biotic and abiotic stresses: from genes to the 

field, J. Exp. Bot. 63 (2012) 3523–3543. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers100. 

[212] S. Chaudhry, G.P.S. Sidhu, Climate change regulated abiotic stress mechanisms in plants: a 

comprehensive review, Plant Cell Rep. 41 (2022) 1–31. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00299-021-

02759-5. 

[213] R. V. Kumaraswamy, S. Kumari, R.C. Choudhary, S.S. Sharma, A. Pal, R. Raliya, P. Biswas, 

V. Saharan, Salicylic acid functionalized chitosan nanoparticle: A sustainable biostimulant for 

plant, Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 123 (2019) 59–69. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2018.10.202. 

[214] J. Panichikkal, G. Prathap, R.A. Nair, R.E. Krishnankutty, Evaluation of plant probiotic 

performance of Pseudomonas sp. encapsulated in alginate supplemented with salicylic acid and 

zinc oxide nanoparticles, Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 166 (2021) 138–143. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.10.110. 

[215] S. Sharifeh, S. Katouzi, A. Majd, F. Fallahian, F. Bernard, Encapsulation of shoot tips in alginate 

beads containing salicylic acid for cold preservation and plant regeneration in sunflower ( 

Helianthus annuus L .), Aust. J. Crop Sci. 5 (2011) 1469–1474. 

[216] M.A. Aazami, M. Maleki, F. Rasouli, G. Gohari, Protective effects of chitosan based salicylic 

acid nanocomposite (CS-SA NCs) in grape (Vitis vinifera cv. ‘Sultana’) under salinity stress, 

Sci. Rep. 13 (2023) 883. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-27618-z. 

[217] D. Sun, H.I. Hussain, Z. Yi, J.E. Rookes, L. Kong, D.M. Cahill, Delivery of Abscisic Acid to 

Plants Using Glutathione Responsive Mesoporous Silica Nanoparticles, J. Nanosci. 

Nanotechnol. 18 (2017) 1615–1625. https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2018.14262. 

[218] X. Wu, Q. Hu, X. Liang, J. Chen, C. Huan, S. Fang, Methyl jasmonate encapsulated in protein-

based nanoparticles to enhance water dispersibility and used as coatings to improve cherry 

tomato storage, Food Packag. Shelf Life. 33 (2022) 100925. 

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fpsl.2022.100925. 

[219] A.E.S. Pereira, P.M. Silva, J.L. Oliveira, H.C. Oliveira, L.F. Fraceto, Chitosan nanoparticles as 

carrier systems for the plant growth hormone gibberellic acid, Colloids Surfaces B Biointerfaces. 

150 (2017) 141–152. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2016.11.027. 

[220] T.S. Gonzalez-montfort, N. Almaraz-abarca, E. Ocaranza-s, M. Rojas-l, Synthesis of Chitosan 

Microparticles Encapsulating Bacterial Cell-Free Supernatants and Indole Acetic Acid , and 

Their Effects on Germination and Seedling Growth in Tomato ( Solanum lycopersicum ), Int. J. 



Introduction  

52 

 

Anal. Chem. 2022 (2022). 

[221] X. Han, S. Shao, X. Han, Y. Zhang, Preparation and Characterization of Methyl Jasmonate 

Microcapsules and Their  Preserving Effects on Postharvest Potato Tuber., Molecules. 27 

(2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27154728. 

[222] L. Chronopoulou, L. Donati, M. Bramosanti, R. Rosciani, C. Palocci, G. Pasqua, A. Valletta, 

Microfluidic synthesis of methyl jasmonate-loaded PLGA nanocarriers as a new strategy to 

improve natural defenses in Vitis vinifera, Sci. Rep. 9 (2019) 18322. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54852-1. 

[223] J.M. Yin, H.L. Wang, Z.K. Yang, J. Wang, Z. Wang, L.S. Duan, Z.H. Li, W.M. Tan, Engineering 

Lignin Nanomicroparticles for the Antiphotolysis and Controlled Release of the Plant Growth 

Regulator Abscisic Acid, J. Agric. Food Chem. 68 (2020) 7360–7368. 

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.0c02835. 

[224] M. del C.N. Andrade Ayala, F.D. Hernandez Castillo, E.I. Laredo Alcala, A.S. Ledezma Pérez, 

C.N. Alvarado Canché, J. Romero García, Biological effect of nanoparticles loaded with 

microbial indoleacetic acid on tomato morphometric parameters, Rev. Mex. Ciencias Agrícolas. 

11 (2020) 507–517. 

https://cienciasagricolas.inifap.gob.mx/editorial/index.php/agricolas/article/view/1919. 

[225] S. Korpayev, A. Karakeçili, H. Dumanoğlu, S. Ibrahim Ahmed Osman, Chitosan and silver 

nanoparticles are attractive auxin carriers: A comparative study on the adventitious rooting of 

microcuttings in apple rootstocks, Biotechnol. J. 16 (2021) 1–10. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/biot.202100046. 

[226] A.E.S. Pereira, I.E. Sandoval-herrera, S.A. Zavala-betancourt, H.C. Oliveira, ␥ -Polyglutamic 

acid / chitosan nanoparticles for the plant growth regulator gibberellic acid : Characterization 

and evaluation of biological activity, Carbohydr. Polym. 157 (2017) 1862–1873. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2016.11.073. 

[227] A. do E.S. Pereira, H.C. Oliveira, L.F. Fraceto, Polymeric nanoparticles as an alternative for 

application of gibberellic acid in sustainable agriculture: a field study, Sci. Rep. 9 (2019) 1–10. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-43494-y. 

[228] R.A.P. Villaber, F.E. Merca, L.M. Fernando, T.D.C. Villar, C.C. De Guzman, Encapsulation of 

Bacteria-Derived Auxin , Cytokinin and Gibberellin and its Application in the Micropropagation 

of Coconut ( Cocos nucifera L . var Makapuno ), Int. J. Sci. Basic Appl. Res. 27 (2016) 37–56. 

[229] L.S. Pascual, C. Segarra-Medina, A. Gómez-Cadenas, M.F. López-Climent, V. Vives-Peris, S.I. 

Zandalinas, Climate change-associated multifactorial stress combination: A present challenge 



Introduction  

53 

 

for our ecosystems, J. Plant Physiol. 276 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2022.153764. 

[230] S. Mubeen, I. Shahzadi, W. Akram, W. Saeed, N.A. Yasin, A. Ahmad, A.A. Shah, M.H. 

Siddiqui, S. Alamri, Calcium Nanoparticles Impregnated With Benzenedicarboxylic Acid: A 

New Approach to Alleviate Combined Stress of DDT and Cadmium in Brassica alboglabra by 

Modulating Bioacummulation, Antioxidative Machinery and Osmoregulators   , Front. Plant Sci.  

. 13 (2022). https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2022.825829. 

 

Supplementary material  

 

Supplementary Figure 1. General plant-derived compounds used in treatments    

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Objectives  

55 

 

OBJECTIVES 

 

 

The main objective of this work was to develop of encapsulated salicylic acid particles as an 

innovative tool for improving plant stress tolerance. 

 

To achieve this aim, sequential objectives were established: 

 

 Formulate encapsulated salicylic acid compounds using silica and chitosan capsules, 

studying their physical, chemical, and biological properties (Chapter 1). 

 

 Optimize salicylic acid encapsulation through a fractional factorial experimental 

design, promoting a readily scalable process (Chapter 2).  

 

 Compare the effect of free salicylic acid and encapsulated salicylic acid treatments on 

biochemical parameters and morphological characteristics of Arabidopsis thaliana 

plants (Chapter 3). 

 

 Determinate the biological effect of encapsulated salicylic acid on promoting stress 

tolerance in Arabidopsis plants subjected to simple and double stress conditions 

(Chapter 4). 
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CHAPTER 1 

 

 

IMPROVEMENT OF SALICYLIC ACID BIOLOGICAL EFFECT THROUGH ITS 

ENCAPSULATION WITH SILICA/CHITOSAN 

Sampedro-Guerrero, J., Vives-Peris, V., Gomez-Cadenas, A., and Clausell-Terol, C. (2022).  

International Journal of Biological Macromolecules 199, 108-120. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2021.12.124 

 Key words for the tittle: Antifungal activity – Arabidopsis – Root growth  
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Abstract  

The present work purpose consisted of developing and characterizing three different ratios of Si:SA and 

Ch:SA samples. Encapsulated were prepared by spray drying, and characterised for size distribution, 

thermogravimetry, encapsulation efficiency, specific surface area and in-vitro SA release. Encapsulated 

were tested against differents fungi at various concentrations (from 0 µM to 1000 µM). The lower ratios 

Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 1000 µM, had the best antifungal effect, inhibiting the mycelial 

growth of Alternata alternaria, Botrytis cinerea, Fusarium oxysporum and Geotrichum candidum in 

62.5%, 62.0%, 30.2% and 61.6% with Si:SA (1:0.25), respectively, and 80.1%, 80.9%, 22.2% and 

29.5% with Ch:SA (1:0.5), respectively. The obtained results demonstrated a potential antifungal 

product for fungi growth control. At the same way, Arabidopsis thaliana seeds were treated with 

encapsulated at different concentration and the lower ratios Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 100 

µM had a lower toxicity effect in plant development in comparison of higher ratios where roots and 

rosettes were not able to grow correctly. For the aforementioned, encapsulation reverts the toxic effect 

of free SA, controlling the amount that plant can absorb. The encapsulated at lower ratios have an 

incredible potential for agriculture. 

1. Introduction 

Every year, pathogenic fungi affect leaves, roots, and seeds of important crops causing significant 

effects and losses in agriculture [1]. The abusive use of chemical fungicides to control fungal diseases 

in plants has decreased their effectiveness and caused environmental hazards that increase 

progressively. Furthermore, these chemical agents have caused the development of resistance in 

fungicides due to their uncontrolled use [2]. Due to the large number of affected crops, chemical-

biological alternatives are recently being applied to control different pathogens and mitigate several 

environmental stresses. Plants produce natural compounds that control their vegetative growth, floral 

development, fruit growth and maturation, responses to environmental factors, senescence, among 

others, and these compounds are called phytohormones or plant growth regulators when are produced 

synthetically [3]. Plant growth regulators (PGRs) are used to modulate plant growth and development, 

and include auxins, cytokinins, gibberellins, jasmonic acid and salicylic acid (SA) [4]. PGRs are widely 

used in several areas of agriculture to increase the production of crops with better phytosanitary and 

commercial characteristics [5]. Phytohormones help plants survive against biotic and abiotic stress 

conditions by forming a complex phytohormone network that control and balance the stress response, 

and have also shown protection against several pathogens [6].  

The phenolic ring linked to a hydroxyl group in the SA structure has a vital role on the regulation of 

crucial processes of plants, such as seed germination, photosynthesis, redox homeostasis, senescence 

and vegetative growth [7]. SA can be present in the form of a free fraction or in a glycosylated/glucose-
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ester/methylated conjugate form, and it can be synthesized by two different and compartmentalized 

routes [8]. In the first one, denominated the phenylalanine route, phenylalanine (Phe) is converted to 

trans-cinnamic acid (t-CA), then t-CA gets oxidized to benzoic acid (BA) and, finally, the aromatic ring 

of BA is hydroxyled to form SA. On the other route, called the isochorismate route, chorismate is 

initially transformed in isochorismate (IC) and then in SA [9]. Several studies reveal that SA regulates 

many tolerance responses to abiotic stress [10,11]; moreover, when seeds are imbibed in SA or it is 

applied as a foliar treatment through exogenous application, it can control pathogenic diseases and 

enhance the plant development [12]. The main problem with the exogenous application of SA is to 

achieve a prolonged and sustained effect, since it can easily degrade when is exposed to light or 

temperature changes, which can result in a decrease in efficiency and/or loss of activity [13]. 

Encapsulation is used to coating active agents with protective materials, improving their stability and 

activity, and even reducing environmental impacts [14,15]. Capsules are generally nanomaterials used 

as delivery systems for the encapsulation of different active agents, such as enzymes, proteins, genes, 

metabolites, hormones, among others. The surface of the capsule increases the bioavailability and 

solubility of the active molecules, besides the small size that they usually present facilitates the 

encapsulation process and increases the release of the active molecules by an increasing of the specific 

surface and the contact surface [16]. Additionally, capsules are used for their biocompatibility, 

controlled and targeted release, and chemical stability [17].  

Drug carriers include polysaccharides such as chitosan, which is a natural polymer with useful 

biocompatibility characteristics, non-toxicity effects and excellent biodegradability. Polysaccharides 

are an ideal choice as delayed release agents due to their abundance in nature, structural stability, and 

inexpensiveness [18], which explains the different applications of chitosan carrier systems in crop 

protection[19]. Like chitosan, silica allows the encapsulation of functional components such as drugs, 

fluorescent materials and pigments, which are mainly used in drug delivery, imaging and sensing 

technologies [20]. Silica capsules, with a core–shell hierarchical structure, have recently generated 

interest as a low-cost, environmental friendly encapsulation technology with short time experimentation 

requirements [21]. Mesoporous silica has been used for encapsulating abscisic acid (ABA) and tested 

in Arabidopsis thaliana, showing an effective prolonged release of ABA and improving the drought 

resistance of Arabidopsis seedlings [22].  

The aim of the present study is to obtain bioactive compounds of SA, encapsulated in chitosan and silica 

particles (at different capsule:active agent ratios) and to study their biological effect on plant growth 

and anti-pathogenic activity. In addition to the geometry and size of the encapsulated samples, their 

physicochemical characteristics and the hormone release mechanism were evaluated. Encapsulated 

samples were shown to have a greater anti-fungal effect on the growth of different fungi than free SA, 
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and their effect on Arabidopsis thaliana seeds allowed deepening on the regulation of plant growth. The 

results denote a great potential for applications in agriculture.  

2. Materials and methods 

2.1 Materials  

2.1.1. Raw materials. Chitosan (DG CHI 0.20 g/ml and 85% deacetylated) and pyrogenic amorphous 

silica (HDK® S13) were purchased from AOXIN (Shanghai, China) and WACKER (Barcelona, Spain), 

respectively. Salicylic acid (SA), sucrose and tween 80 were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, 

USA). Acetone, sodium tripolyphosphate (TPP-Na), potato dextrose agar (PDA), european 

bacteriological agar and petri dishes were purchased from spanish companies Labkem, Acrilatos SAU, 

Condalab, Condalab, and Labkem, respectively. Dichloromethane (DCM) was purchased from Fisher 

Scientific (Lenexa, USA), tween 20 from PANREAC (Barcelona, Spain), and Myo-Inositol and 

Murashige & Skoog Medium (Basal Salt Mixture) from Duchefa (Haarlem, The Netherlands). 

2.1.2. Fungal and plant materials. Five fungus species (Alternata alternaria, Botrytis cinerea, 

Fusarium oxysporum, Geotrichum candidum and Phytophthora infestans) were obtained from the 

Spanish Type Culture Collection (CECT), (Valencia, Spain).  

Arabidopsis thaliana wild-type (Col-0) seeds were obtained from the Nottingham Arabidopsis Stock 

Centre. Seeds were surface sterilized with bleach solution (30% v/v sodium hypochlorite and 0.01 % 

v/v Tween 20) for 10 min incubation, followed by three washes with distilled sterile water.  

2.2. Methods 

2.2.1. Preparation of silica and chitosan capsules. Silica encapsulated SA (Si:SA): Three different 

ratios (see Table 1) were formulated: 1:1, 1:0.5 and 1:0.25. The appropriate amount of SA was mixed 

with 320 ml distilled water by using a planetary mill (Fritsch, Pulverisette®) for 15 min at 120 rpm, 

using alumina balls as grinding media ( 300 g). Amorphous silica was stepwise added and mixed for 

one hour at 180 rpm.  

Chitosan encapsulated SA (Ch:SA): Three different ratios (see Table 1) were prepared (1:1.25, 1:1 and 

1:0.5) using the following procedure: 1/ planetary mixing for 5 min at 150 rpm of 138.6 ml of distilled 

water and 1.4 ml of acetic acid in to acidify the emulsion, 2/ adding 4.2 g of chitosan and planetary 

mixing for 15 min at 210 rpm, 3/ adding 1.4 ml of tween 80 and planetary mixing for 15 min at 210 

rpm, 4/ adding different amounts of salicylic acid (see Table 1) pre-dissolved in dichloromethane (10 

min at 500 rpm) and planetary mixing for 15 min at 210 rpm, 5/ adding 2.1 g TPP-Na and 137.9 ml 

distilled water and planetary mixing for one hour at 210 rpm.  
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Slurries were maintained in constantly agitation before spray drying. Density was measured in triplicate 

using 25 ml flasks.    

2.2.2. Rheological characterization. The viscosity and rheological behaviour of encapsulated slurries 

were obtained by conducting tests under steady state conditions using a Bohlin CVO-120 rheometer, 

controlling the shear stress applied and measuring the shear strain produced. A double gap (DG 40/50) 

device, composed of two concentric cylinders, was selected to ensure high sensibility with low viscosity 

suspensions. Initial stirring for 30 s in the rheometer broke up any dispersion inner structure that might 

have formed, thus eliminating residual history effects. The shear stress was then abruptly reduced to 

zero. This situation was held for 60 s to enable the dispersion to acquire a controlled, reproducible inner 

structure. The sequence of the shear test used consisted of an increasing/decreasing logarithmic ramp 

of shear stress, with twelve pairs of shear rate–shear stress values in each ramp. The samples were 

thermostated at 25 ºC during testing. 

2.2.3. Spray drying. Spray drying was performed with a SD-06 spray drier (Lab Plant, UK), with a 

standard 0.5 mm nozzle. When the liquid was fed to the nozzle with a peristaltic pump, atomization 

occurred by the force of the compressed air, disrupting the liquid into small droplets. The droplets, 

together with hot air, were blown into a chamber where the water in the droplets was evaporated and 

discharged out through an exhaust tube. The dry product was then collected in a collection bottle and 

stored in plastic bags at room temperature for further characterization. Figure 1 shows the schematic 

diagram of the spray drying process. 
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the spray dryer. (a) Encapsulated slurry pumped and particles dried, 

(b) Recollection of dry particles.   

 

In the standard condition, the inlet temperature, spray flow, drying air fan and compressed air pressure 

were set at 150°C, 10 ml/min, 80% and 1.5 bar, respectively. The drying performance varied from 48 

to 79% for the slurries of SA encapsulated in silica (Si:SA) and from 36 to 75% for the slurries of SA 

encapsulated in chitosan (Ch:SA). 

2.2.4. SEM-EDX. The powdered sample was deposited in a brass sample holder using a conducting 

carbon adhesive tape and, with a view to favouring conductivity, it was coated with platinum. All the 

prepared samples were observed and photographed with the backscattered electron and secondary 

electron signal of a field-emission gun environmental scanning electron microscope (FEG-ESEM) 

Quattro S of Thermo Fisher. 

The backscattered electron signal (CBS detector - All mode) provides information on the topography 

and composition. The higher the average atomic number of the sample, the more intense is the signal, 

so that the lightest-coloured areas contain the heaviest elements (composition contrast). The secondary 

electron signal (ETD detector - SE mode) is more superficial, so that it provides information on the 

morphology of the sample, highlighting surface irregularities such as cracks, pores, and crystal or grain 

edges. 



Chapter 1 

65 

 

Samples were also analysed with an energy-dispersive X-ray microanalysis spectrometer (EDS) 

connected to the microscope. Note that the electron beam interaction volume is of the order of 3µm or 

higher so that, when analysing very small zones, chemical information is received from the surrounding 

area. It may furthermore be noted that this analysis system detects elements with an atomic number of 

6 or higher (from carbon upwards).  

2.2.5. Capsules size distribution. Scanning electron microscopic images were used for determining 

the capsules size distribution. Image processing and analysing was performed with the image analyser 

software ImageJ. For the characterization of each sample, four images and more than 800 capsules were 

measured. The capsule area was determined by ¨Analyse particles function¨, and the diameter was 

calculated assuming that all encapsulated particles were spherical. Capsules size distributions were 

obtained by representing the accumulated frequency vs diameter.  

2.2.6. Encapsulation efficiency (EE) of encapsulated SA. SA was extracted from both capsules, silica 

and chitosan. Samples were weighed (5–10 mg) and 1.5 ml of 0.1 M HCl was added to each one. After 

that, the samples were incubated for 24 h at room temperature. Further, capsules were centrifuged at 

12500 rpm and supernatant (containing SA) was measured by ultraviolet–visible (UV–vis) 

spectrophotometric analysis (Thermo Spectronic) at 297 nm. Experiment was realized with three 

replications for each ratio of both capsules. EE was calculated by following equation: 

𝐸𝐸 (%) =
(𝑇ℎ𝑒𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑙 𝑆𝐴 −𝐷𝑒𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑆𝐴 )

𝑇ℎ𝑒𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑙 𝑆𝐴 
× 100    (1) 

where ‘Theoretical SA’ is the product of initial mass of the sample (mg) and theoretical SA encapsulated 

(%) and ‘Determined SA’ is the product of SA supernatant concentration (mg/mL) and supernatant 

reaction volume (mL). SA supernatant concentration was calculated with a calibration curve of free SA. 

2.2.7. Specific surface area. Adsorption/desorption curve, using nitrogen gas as adsorbent, was carried 

out with a Tristar 3000 equipment from Micromeritics, using the Standard ISO9277:1995. Specific 

surface area was determined according to the BET method using the adsorption isotherm. This 

parameter was calculated by means of the multipoint method using the following equation: 

𝑆𝐵𝐸𝑇(𝑚2𝑔−1) = 𝑛𝑚 · 𝑎𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑔𝑒𝑛 · 𝑁𝐴      (2) 

where 𝑛𝑚 is the molar monolayer capacity, 𝑎𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑔𝑒𝑛 is the area of surface occupied by a single 

adsorbed gas molecule (0.162 nm2) and 𝑁𝐴 is the Avogadro’s constant. 

The monolayer capacity (nm) was calculated carrying out a linear regression, obtaining the slope and 

the intercept from the BET equation in which 𝑛𝑚 = (1 (𝑎 + 𝑏)⁄ ), where 𝑎 is the slope and 𝑏 is the 

intercept. The amount of adsorbed nitrogen was measured by means of a static volumetric method. 
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Before carrying out the test, sample was dried in an oven at 45ºC for 2 hours and, after that; it was 

outgassed with a nitrogen flux at 80ºC for 3 hours. 

2.2.8. Thermal analysis. Thermogravimetric data were recorded on a Mettler-Toledo, 

TGA/STDA851e model, which allows simultaneous recording of the weight losses (TG), the derivative 

(DTG), the differential thermal curves (DTA) and the temperature increases (T), in a dynamic nitrogen 

atmosphere. Analysis conditions used were maximum temperature 1000ºC, heating rate 10 ºC/min and 

alumina vessel sample holder. The instrument was verified by using different certified reference 

materials which allow assuring the measurement traceability. 

2.2.9. In-vitro SA release. In vitro release study was conducted following the next procedure. 10 mg 

sample was mixed with 2 ml of distilled sterile water. The experiment was conducted at pH 7 and room 

temperature under a constant magnetic stirring of 100 rpm. At specific time intervals (0-24h) sample 

was centrifuged at 12000 rpm for 2 min at 4 °C, and 2 ml supernatant volume was sampled for analysis. 

Supernatant volume sampled was replaced with an equivalent volume of distilled sterile water in each 

time tested to keep constant the total volume. The amount of SA released was determined by UV–vis 

absorption spectroscopy at 297 nm, as described in section 2.2.6. SA release mechanism was evaluated 

by Korsmeyer-Peppas model [23] using the following equation: 

                               
𝑀𝑡

𝑀∞
= 𝑘 · 𝑡𝑛                                                 (3) 

where 𝑀𝑡 is the amount of SA released at time (𝑡), 𝑀∞ is the amount of SA released at infinite time, 

𝑘 is the kinetic constant, and 𝑛 is the release exponent. From the value of 𝑛 it is possible to determine 

whether the release mechanism is Fickian or non-Fickian (anomalous) release. According to the 

mathematical model, 𝑛 <  0.45 indicates that the system releases the active agent by diffusion, 

following Fick’s law (case I transport); 𝑛 >  0.89 indicates release by relaxation of the polymeric wall 

or erosion of the particle, case II transport; and 0.45 <  𝑛 <  0.89 indicates release by anomalous 

transport, with both of the aforementioned mechanisms occurring simultaneously [23].  

2.2.10. Antifungal activities. Antifungal activity of the capsules was measured by Poison food 

technique [9]. Different concentrations (100, 500 and 1000 μM) were tested against five fungus species 

(see section 2.1.2.). Potato dextrose agar (PDA) medium was mixed with samples and poured in 9 x 15 

mm Petri dishes. In the case of fungus species, a 7-days-old mycelial bit (1 x 1 cm) was taken from the 

peripheral end and placed in the centre of each dish treatment. Following that, dishes were incubated at 

25 °C, and the observation of radial mycelial growth was recorded on days 3, 5, 7 and 10. Treatments 

were performed in quadruple. Inhibition rate was calculated by comparing each dish treatment with 

control at 10 days and using the following equation:  
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𝐼𝑛ℎ𝑖𝑏𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒(%) =
(𝑀𝑐−𝑀𝑡)

𝑀𝑐
× 100      (4) 

where 𝑀𝑐 is the mycelial growth in control and 𝑀𝑡 is the mycelial growth in the treatment. 

2.2.11. Plant growth and treatment conditions. Seeds were sown in 9 x 15 mm dishes containing 

Murashige and Skoog medium, sucrose, myo-inositol, and vitamins. For each treatment, salicylic acid 

particles were mixed with medium and poured in Petri dishes. Seeds were distributed individually in 

the dishes in two rows with 10 seeds per row. Subsequently, seeds were stratified for 24 h at 4°C in the 

dark to synchronize germination. Dishes were incubated for 0–12 days vertically oriented under long 

day conditions (16 h of light and 8 h of dark) at 22.5°C and 60% relative humidity. Treatments consisted 

of four replications for each treatment and twenty plants samples for each replication. 

2.2.12. Root development and growth quantification. Petri dishes images were obtained with a 

scanner (Epson perfection v600 photo) at 600 dpi. The dishes were placed in the scanner with a black 

surface (included in the scanner) at the top. Different images on days 4, 8 and 12 after sowing were 

obtained and saved in JPEG format. Size of the roots of each seed were analyzed with MyROOT 

software [24].  

2.2.13. Statistical analysis. Statistical analysis was performed with SPSS software version 21. 

Significant differences among treatment groups were determined by using the Turkey-Kramer HSD test 

at p≤0.05. The experiments replications are detailed in their respective procedure section. 

3. Results and Discussion   

3.1. Formulation and characterization of Silica (Si:SA) and Chitosan (Ch:SA) encapsulated SA 

samples  

3.1.1. Rheological characterization 

Viscosity measurements at different shear rates are needed to evaluate the suitability of a slurry to be 

atomized. For a pneumatic atomizer, the shear rate in the slurry increases rapidly as it passes through 

the nozzle, and once the droplets are formed, the shear rate decreases to zero, and the temperature of 

the slurry increases to the wet-bulb temperature in the drying chamber, which is considerably lower 

than the programmed inlet temperature (150ºC in our case) [25]. 

Figure 2 shows the rheological behaviour of the encapsulated slurries prepared with silica (Figure 2a) 

and chitosan (Figure 2b), for the three capsule:SA studied ratios. The experiments were conducted over 

the shear rate range of 0.1–1000 s-1 from the upward sweep followed by downward sweep. The viscosity 

of the slurries at the extremes of the range (points A and B in Figure 2) are depicted in Supplementary 

Table 1, together with the density values of the suspensions.  
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Figure 2. Viscosity flow behaviour for the encapsulated slurries prepared with silica (a) and chitosan 

(b) with the three capsule:SA studied ratios. A and B points viscosity values are shown in Table 1. The 

gray area corresponds to the working area in the atomization process.  

 

Silica slurries displayed a low shear thinning behaviour, especially given the nanometric nature of the 

silica particles, which indicates their good dispersion in the slurry. As shown in Fig. 2a, there is no 

difference between the three studied ratios, probably because all the samples have the same solid content 

(See Table 1). Silica capsules present a spherical geometry (Fig. 3a-b-c) which makes them 

symmetrical. Therefore, discard any option of alignment, which explains their low pseudoplasticity. 

 

 

Table 1. Characteristic of the formulated Si:SA and Ch:SA samples: Si/Ch:SA ratio, salicylic acid (SA) 

and solid content (SC) of the prepared slurries and encapsulation efficiency (EE) and BET specific 

surface area (Se) of the encapsulated materials obtained by spray drying. 

 

SAMPLE Ratio Si/Ch:SA SA (%w) SC (%w) EE (%) Se (m2/g) 

Si:SA (1:1) 1 : 1 6.8 13.5 63.6 ± 2.9 ab
 60 ± 3 

Si:SA (1:0.5) 1 : 0.5 4.5 13.5 69.4 ± 5.2 ab
 74 ± 4 

Si:SA (1:0.25) 1 : 0.25 2.7 13.5 52.6 ± 4.1 a 83 ± 4 

Ch:SA (1:1.25) 1 : 1.25 1.7 3.6 46.6 ± 3.9 ab
 2.3 ± 0.2 

Ch:SA (1:1) 1 : 1 1.4 3.4 49.6 ± 1.0 ab
 2.1 ± 0.2 

Ch:SA (1:0.5) 1 : 0.5 0.7 2.8 43.9 ± 3.1b
 1.8 ± 0.2 

 

Chitosan slurries displayed a mild shear thinning behaviour and a different rheological behaviour 

between ratios (Figure 2b). The high pseudoplasticity of the chitosan capsules can be explained by their 

irregular geometry with some laminar particles (Figure 3j-k-l), which can easily align themselves under 

an external force, decreasing the viscosity of the slurry. The differences observed between ratios tested 
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in the chitosan samples are mainly due to the different solid content of the slurries (see Table 1). The 

higher the SA content, the higher the solid content (due to unavoidable needs of the experimental 

procedure), increasing the inter-particle network and hence the viscosity of the slurries at low shear 

rates. 

The magnitude of shear thinning i.e. reduction in viscosity with respect to increasing shear rate reveals 

information about inter-particle network formation [26]. High shear thinning behaviour means high 

inter-particle network, which in turn offers more resistance to flow. Accordingly for the purpose of 

spray drying, it is preferable to have slurries with weak or no inter-particle network [27], with a low 

viscosity at high shear rates (grey area in Figure 2a and b) and with a density value lower than 1.4  1.6 

g/cm3. Hence, the prepared silica and chitosan encapsulated SA slurries were found to be suitable for 

spray drying. 

Finally, the difference in the viscosities at any given shear rate gives the information about thixotropy 

which can be defined as the property of the slurry that are thick under normal conditions and flows over 

time when it is stressed. From the rheographs (Figure. 2a and b), it was evident that the thixotropy was 

negligible which means that slurries were sufficiently stable and, once again, suitable for the spray 

drying process.  

 

3.1.2. Size analysis of samples  

Image analysis of high resolution SEM micrographs allows to determine their size distribution and 

shape of capsules [28]. Size analysis of Si:SA samples was performed using SEM micrographs at 5000x 

magnification, which showed a similar spherical shape in the three studied ratios (see Figure 3a-b-c). 

SEM micrographs at 10000x magnification (see Figure 3g-h-i) showed the highly porous structure 

characteristic of silica capsules, where the incorporation of the hormone occurs without altering the 

structure of the capsule itself.  
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Figure 3. Scanning electron microscopic (SEM) images of the encapsulated samples prepared with 

silica (a-b-c-g-h-i) and chitosan (d-e-f-j-k-l) for the three capsule:SA studied ratios. Si:SA (1:1) (a-g), 

Si:SA (1:0.5) (b-h), Si:SA (1:0.25) (c-i), Ch:SA (1:1.25) (d-j), Ch:SA (1:1) (e-k), Ch:SA (1:0.5) (f-l). 

(a-b-c-d-e-f) 5000x magnification and (g-h-i-j-k-l) 10000x magnification. 

 

However, SEM micrographs at 5000x and 10000x magnification of Ch:SA samples showed an irregular 

non-spherical shape in the three studied ratios (see Figure 4d-e-f-j-k-l), suggesting that, contrary to 

Si:SA samples (where SA is embedded into the capsule material [29]), SA should be entrapped within 

chitosan particles, which chains will be later cross-linked with TPP-Na, that is through an aggregate 

formation by bonds [30,31].  

SEM micrographs analyses were conducted by ImageJ software that calculates the diameter of 

individual capsules from each sample using the threshold option and estimating the area values, 

assuming a spherical geometry. Capsule size distribution curves were obtained by representing diameter 

values vs accumulated area:  Figure 4a and b for Si:SA and Ch:SA samples, respectively. D90, D50 and 

D10 equivalent diameters were determined from the curves and depicted in Supplementary Table 2. 

Equivalent diameters designated as D10, D50, and D90 indicate that 10%, 50%, and 90% of particles are 

smaller than such values. As shown in Figure 4 and Supplementary Table 2, the capsule size 

distributions of all samples were quite similar, with a D50 values of 9.6-11.0 μm for silica encapsulated 

SA samples and of 7.2-8.5 μm for the chitosan ones.  
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Figure 4. Encapsulate size distributions of the samples prepared with silica (a) and chitosan (b) for the 

three capsule:SA studied ratios. Characteristic diameters (D10, D50 and D90) are shown in Table 3. 

 

An important factor to consider is the toxicity of the samples when applied to living organisms. Certain 

values of the particle size could increase its toxicity by modifying the characteristics of the surface of 

the samples and the free energy, enhancing the potential catalytic surface to carry out the chemical 

reactions between the biological components and the surface of the particles [32]. While the level of 

toxicity of many materials is well known, it is still unknown how concentration, particle size or particle 

size distribution can promote new toxicological effects [33]. Therefore, it is important to note that, in 

our case, all samples have a similar capsule size and capsule size distribution, since, as described above, 

differences in capsule size can lead to differences in toxicity in the samples [34,35].  

3.1.3. Thermal analysis 

To assess thermal stability of capsules, thermogravimetric analysis was used. The decomposition 

temperature (Td) is the temperature corresponding to the maximum mass loss, which is clearly observed 

as a peak when the rate of mass loss versus temperature, a so-called DTG thermogram, is plotted [36].  

The thermograms of pure and encapsulated materials, for both silica and chitosan encapsulated SA, are 

presented in Figure 5 (TG-DTG) and in Supplementary Figure 1 (DTA). Pure silica is thermally quite 

stable, with a maximum mass loss around 5%. However, pure SA undergone complete endothermic 

decomposition in one stage at 266°C, while pure chitosan experienced two reaction stages of thermal 

decomposition: a first stage at 90°C (ENDO peak) due to the evaporation of moisture and a second one 

at 313°C (EXO peak), which is assigned to the dehydration and decomposition of the material. The 

ENDO DTA peak of pure SA at 168°C correspond to SA fusion. 

TG-DTG and DTA thermograms of the encapsulated samples (both with silica and chitosan) show an 

intermediate behaviour compared to the curves of the pure raw materials, confirming the encapsulation 

process for the three ratios studied for each capsule material. 
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The thermal degradation of the encapsulated samples prepared with silica (Figure 5a-b) takes place in 

one stage, mainly due to the decomposition of the SA, which explains the higher mass loss observed 

for the higher capsule:SA ratio, that is Si:SA (1:1). Also, SA decomposition rate (observed around 

266ºC) decreases for the encapsulated samples, which would result in a slower release of SA. 

 

 

Figure 5. TG (a, c) and DTG (b, d) curves of the encapsulated samples prepared with silica (a-b) and 

chitosan (c-d) for the three capsule:SA studied ratios and their corresponding raw materials. 

 

The thermal degradation of the encapsulated samples prepared with chitosan are depicted in Figure 5c-

d. By comparison with the thermogram of the raw materials, the capsules of Ch:SA manifested two new 

Td around 200° and 400°C, which could be ascribed to the loss of free SA and encapsulated SA, 

respectively. The result, which is in agreement with previous studies from oils of different nature 

[31,36], reveals the achievement of SA loading into chitosan particles. It should be pointed out that the 

encapsulated SA decomposed at higher temperature than free SA, reflecting the improved thermal 

stability of SA by encapsulation. However, the Td of free SA for the particles prepared by the addition 

of a smaller initial amount of SA, i.e. Ch:SA (1:0.5), was not as clearly observed (Figure 5d), which 

should imply that the total amount of SA might be encapsulated into the chitosan particles when low 

content of SA was added.  

3.1.4. SEM-EDX  

Semi-quantitative Energy Dispersive X-ray (EDX) microanalysis of SA encapsulated in silica (Si:SA) 

and chitosan (Ch:SA) are depicted in Figure 6 and 7, respectively, together with the SEM micrographs 

analyzed in each case. Silica encapsulated SA SEM/EDX results (Figure 6) revealed the presence of 

three main components: carbon, oxygen and silicon. While oxygen is present in both capsule and 

encapsulated, carbon can only be found in the SA molecule, and silicon in the silica one, which 
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facilitates the SEM/EDX results interpretation. In the silica capsules (Figure 6), SA can be easily 

identified on the surface of the spherical particles, both visually and analytically. 

  

 

Figure 6. Semi-quantitative Energy Dispersive X-ray (EDX) microanalysis of the encapsulated samples 

prepared with silica (Si:SA). 

 

Visually by comparing the “Dark” SEM micrograph with the “Light” one and, analytically, by the 

higher carbon content detected by SEM/EDX analysis on the surface of the loaded silica particles 

(“Dark” and “Outer” in Figure 6), which can be only associated to the SA molecule. “Inner” SEM/EDX 

analysis (corresponding to the interior of a loaded silica particle) revealed a decrease in carbon content 

and an increase in silicon, which means a gradual distribution of SA from the outside to the inside of 

the spherical silica particles. 

Chitosan encapsulated SA SEM/EDX results (Figure 7) revealed the presence of five main components: 

carbon, oxygen, nitrogen, phosphorous and sodium. In this case, carbon and oxygen are present in both 

capsule and encapsulated, leaving as differential elements the nitrogen, assigned to chitosan molecule, 

and phosphorous and sodium, which correspond to the TPP-Na cross-linking material. The lack of a 
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distinguishing chemical element between capsule and encapsulated makes the interpretation of the 

SEM/EDX results much more difficult with respect to the previous silica samples. However, from the 

pictures, an unusual kind of particle with a smoother surface was detected (marked as 1 in Figure 7), 

since most of the observed particles were similar to those identified as 2 to 5 in Figure 7.  

 

 

Figure 7. Semi-quantitative Energy Dispersive X-ray (EDX) microanalysis of the encapsulated 

samples prepared with chitosan (Ch:SA). 

 

This isolate particle has a different chemical composition with lower contents of nitrogen, phosphorus 

and sodium, which suggest that it could correspond to free SA that have not been adequately 

encapsulated by chitosan during the process. SEM/EDX analysis of the 2 to 5 marked particles revealed 

a higher content of nitrogen, phosphorus and sodium, which should correspond to the TPP-Na 

crosslinked chitosan (capsule material). Indeed, as have been suggested by other authors [31,37], high 

contents on phosphorus (and sodium in our case) can be related to a worst encapsulation process, since 

the full SA entrapment within chitosan particles will probably leave no enough space for TPP to be 

cross-lined with chitosan chains, comparing with unloaded chitosan cross-linked particles. The higher 

cross-linking density of the unloaded particles would result in a higher phosphorus content (around 50% 

according to previous findings[31]). Hence the low contents of P and Na identified in our samples 
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(lower than 10%) were found to be in agreement with data reported in the literature [31], suggesting a 

good SA entrapment within chitosan particles. 

3.1.5. Encapsulation efficiency of SA  

Encapsulation efficiency (EE%) results are shown in Table 1. The average EE% of the encapsulated 

SA with silica and chitosan were 61.9% and 46.7%, respectively, and in both cases the highest EE% 

value corresponded to the intermediate ratio studied (1:0.5 in the silica samples and 1:1 in the chitosan 

ones). The differences in EE% found between the two capsules could be explained by the different 

encapsulation process conducted in each case. During the encapsulation process, SA appears to be 

embedded in the porous structure of the silica capsule and entrapped within the polymer chains of 

chitosan and thereafter cross-linked with TPP-Na. Pure silica particles have a high specific surface area 

(117 m2/g), allowing a high loading of SA inside, and conducting to a higher EE%. 

Contrary to what might be expected (that the highest ratios had the highest EE% values), the results 

showed that the intermediate ratios had the top EE% for each tested capsule. The reason, as reported in 

literature, could be attribute to the reduction of the capsule saturation [38]. Higher contents in SA could 

lead to capsule saturation and an increase of the free SA (unable to bind to saturated chitosan or to 

penetrate saturated silica), reducing the EE%.  

3.2. In vitro kinetics of SA release  

Encapsulated systems were evaluated to determine their kinetics and their release mechanism. In vitro 

cumulative release was performed on the three studied ratios of Si:SA and Ch:SA samples (Figure 8a 

and b, respectively). The constant movement applied by the magnetic stirrer was kept at the lowest 

speed allowed by the equipment so no physical damage was induced to the capsule by the mechanical 

movement  and SA could detached from the capsule following a natural extraction process [39]. Results 

showed that SA was released in the first 6 hours in one stage, for both capsules and for the three tested 

ratios, where chitosan capsule results are in agreement with precedent studies conducted [40]. 

Korsmeyer-Peppas model, which has already been used to evaluate the release kinetics of another 

encapsulated phytohormones, i.e. gibberellic acid [35], was used to determine the release mechanism 

and kinetics of SA from the two capsules studied. The value of 𝑛 in Eq. 3 determines the kind of release 

mechanism, that is Fickian or non-Fickian (anomalous) diffusion, while the 𝑘 value in the same equation 

determines the speed of release [41].  
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Figure 8. SA release from encapsulated samples prepared with silica (a) and chitosan (b) for the three 

capsule:SA studied ratios.  

 

The linear plot of 𝑙𝑛(𝑀𝑡/𝑀∞) versus 𝑙𝑛(𝑡) yielded the diffusion exponent (𝑛), the regression values 

(𝑟2) and the diffusion constant (𝑘), depicted in Table 2. The results showed that the release of SA from 

silica and chitosan capsules followed a non-Fickian (case II transport) release mechanism for both 

capsules and for all the studied ratios, where active substance is released by dissolution or relaxation of 

polymer chains inside of the capsule [42,43]. Diffusion exponent (𝑛) ranged from 1.16-1.66 for silica 

encapsulated SA samples and from 1.22-1.57 for chitosan encapsulated ones. In both capsules the 

lowest 𝑛 value corresponded to the lowest ratios, that is 1:0.25 and 1:0.5, respectively.  

 

Table 2. Mathematical values obtained from Korsmeyer-Peppas model. K, n and r2 represents kinetic 

constant, release exponent and Pearson coefficient, respectively, of Si:SA and Ch:SA samples. 

  

SAMPLE k (h-n) n  r2 

Si:SA (1:1) 0.70 1.66 0.92 

Si:SA (1:0.5) 0.59 1.26 0.83 

Si:SA (1:0.25) 0.28 1.16 0.86 

Ch:SA (1:1.25) 0.66 1.57 0.91 

Ch:SA (1:1) 0.48 1.52 0.86 

Ch:SA (1:0.5) 0.31 1.22 0.88 

 

 

The value of 𝑘 (Table 2) is positively correlated with the release rate kinetics [44]. The highest values 

of 𝑘 were observed with the highest ratios tested, which indeed corresponded to the highest EE%. The 

increase of SA in the polymer matrix, which resulted in an increase of Ch-TPP nanogel hydrophilic 
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character, seems to favour the release of the encapsulated hormone, as previously found in the literature 

[45]. During the swelling and relaxation process, the water embedded in the chitosan matrix untangled 

and loosened the polymer chains, which provided more mobility for the hormone to diffuse from the 

polymer matrix to the surrounding medium [46]. 

3.3. Antifungal activity of Si:SA and Ch:SA samples  

It is known that SA has antifungal effects as a decoupling agent of organelle membranes [47] and that 

SA affects directly the fungal development in Eutypa lata by a displacement of the hydroxyl group on 

the aromatic ring of SA structure [48], which reduced the fungal growth. To test if the hormone has also 

toxic effects on differents fungi of agronomical importance, a preliminary toxicity curve of SA with 

different concentrations was conducted on A. alternata, F. Oxysporum, G. candidum, F. infestans and 

B. cinerea (see Supplementary Table 3 and Supplementary Figure 2 and 3). A. alternata and B. cinerea 

inhibition rates were found to be 45.72 % and 42.11 %, respectively; both recorded at maximum SA 

concentration of 1000 µM. Inhibition rates for F. oxysporum and G. candidum were 19.83% and 

21.27%, respectively, while P. infestans did not show mycelial inhibition at any concentration of SA. 

A. alternata and B. cinerea showed mycelial inhibition between 100 to 1000 µM SA concentration, and 

F. oxysporum and G. candidum in the 700-1000 µM range. In view of these results, 100, 500 and 1000 

µM SA concentrations were used to test the Si:SA and Ch:SA samples.  

Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 4 and 5 depict the results obtained for 100 µM 

treatments. First, it is shown that empty capsules did not have any antifungal effect on their own.  

Mycelial growth of A. alternata and B. cinerea was reduced by 100 µM SA, with inhibition rates of 

16.5% and 11.6%, respectively, while Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) applied at 100 µM caused 

inhibition rates of 34.1% and 43.1% for A. alternata and 17.3% and 38.8% for B. cinerea, respectively. 

These values exceed the A. alternata and B. cinerea inhibition rates caused by the free hormone, which 

means that encapsulation increased antifungal activity and the capsules are acting only as carriers as 

they have no effect on fungi by themselves. The others studied ratios at 100 µM did not affect the 

mycelial growth of A. alternata and B. cinerea (see Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 

5). In the case of F. Oxysporum, G. candidum and F. infestans, the three capsule:SA studied ratios at 

100 µM did not affect their mycelial growth (see Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 5). 

In the same way, Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 6 and 7 depict the results obtained 

for 500 µM treatments. The radial growth of A. alternata and B. cinerea was highly inhibited in 30.8% 

and 20.4%, respectively. Treatments with Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 500 µM caused higher 

inhibition rates of 52.8% and 55.9% for A. alternata and of 31.9% and 57.1% for B. cinerea, 

respectively. Inhibition rate for F. oxysporum was 16.4 % at this SA concentration and 22.9% with the 

Si:SA (1:0.25) treatment. The others studied ratios at 500 µM did not affect the mycelial growth of A. 
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alternata, B. cinerea and F. oxysporum (see Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 7). In 

the case of G. candidum and F. infestans, the three capsule:SA studied ratios at 500 µM did not affect 

their mycelial growth (see Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 7). 

In the same way, Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 6 and 7 depict the results obtained 

for 500 µM treatments. The radial growth of A. alternata and B. cinerea was highly inhibited in 30.8% 

and 20.4%, respectively. Treatments with Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 500 µM caused higher 

inhibition rates of 52.8% and 55.9% for A. alternata and of 31.9% and 57.1% for B. cinerea, 

respectively. Inhibition rate for F. oxysporum was 16.4 % at this SA concentration and 22.9% with the 

Si:SA (1:0.25) treatment. The others studied ratios at 500 µM did not affect the mycelial growth of A. 

alternata, B. cinerea and F. oxysporum (see Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 7). In 

the case of G. candidum and F. infestans, the three capsule:SA studied ratios at 500 µM did not affect 

their mycelial growth (see Supplementary Table 4 and Supplementary Figure 7). 

At 1000 µM (see Supplementary Table 4 and Figure 9 and 10), Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) 

treatments displayed a strong inhibition rate for A. alternata (62.5% and 80.1%, respectively) and B. 

cinerea (62.0% and 80.9%, respectively). The inhibition rates values for F. oxysporum were 30.2% with 

the Si:SA (1:0.25) treatment and 22.2% with the Ch:SA (1:0.5) one. Mycelial growth inhibition rate for 

G. candidum was 61.6% and 29.5% with Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5), respectively. It may be 

notice that these values were higher than the SA 1000 µM values of 45.8%, 37,3%, 24,7% and 20,4% 

which correspond to A. alternata, B. cinerea, F. oxysporum and G. candidum, respectively. 
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Figure 9. Antifungal effects of Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) capsules at 1000 µM. Last column 

represents capsules without salicylic acid. The others studied ratios are not in the figure because they 

did not have representative mycelial inhibition effect. Phytophthora infestans is not in the figure 

because three capsule:SA studied ratios at 1000 µM had not a representative growth inhibition effect 

on it.   

 

The radial growth of fungi was reduced by the smallest ratios of Si:SA and Ch:SA samples in a ratios 

dependent way, which might be explained by the maximum content of SA inside each capsule. Silica 

capsule is a porous material and SA could become oversaturated its internal surface, producing an 

agglutinate and preventing the correct release of SA in Si:SA higher ratios [49]. On the other hand, 

chitosan higher ratios could avoid the correct formation of links between Ch-TPP and SA. Therefore, 

form structures that are not entirely stable with inefficient SA release. In addition, as observed in the 

kinetics analysis, samples with lower ratios of SA release it in a more controlled way, affecting fungus 

growth for a longer time than the free SA. In summary, the encapsulation process with both capsules 

(silica or chitosan) increases the antifungal activity of SA, being the samples with lowest ratios of SA 

those that provide the best results.  
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Figure 10. Fungal inhibition rates of capsules at 1000 µM. “Empty” samples correspond to capsules 

without salicylic acid. Fungi species Alternaria alternata, Fusarium oxysporum, Geotrichum candidum, 

Phytophthora infestans and Botrytis cinerea are representing with blue, yellow, silver, orange and 

green, respectively.   

 

3.4. Effect of Si:SA and Ch:SA samples on Arabidopsis roots growth 

The effect of Si:SA and Ch:SA treatments on plant development was evaluated with three doses (100, 

500 and 1000 µM) of SA to determine the maximum SA concentration that Arabidopsis plants can 

tolerate without conditioning their growth. The results (see Supplementary Figure 8) showed an intense 

inhibition growth at concentrations of 500 and 1000 µM. Our results showed a totally inhibited-

germination of Arabidopsis seeds at SA 1000 µM, probably because SA is playing a negative regulator 
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role, inducing oxidative stress [50,51]. Data also show a plant growth inhibition with roots and aerial 

parts less developed than controls in the case of SA 100 µM treatment.  

 

  

 

Figure 11. Effect of different capsules at 100 µM on growth and development of Arabidopsis thaliana 

plants, 12 days after seeds sowed. “Empty” samples correspond to capsules without salicylic acid. 

 

From preliminary results, 100 µM was the dose chosen for further experiments. Figure 11 and 12 show 

that treatments with lowest ratios of SA (1:0.25 for Si:SA and 1:0.5 for Ch:SA) were more effective in 

increasing Arabidopsis roots in comparison with those treated with free SA (see Figure 12a-c). The day 

12 after sowing, roots treated with Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 100 µM had a growth of 27.1 

mm and 29.2 mm, respectively. In contrast, treatment with free SA leads to a root growth of 17.3 mm 

(see Figure 12b-d). Therefore, data show that encapsulation reverts the toxic effect of free SA. 
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Figure 12. Root length quantification of different capsules at 100 µM. Arabidopsis thaliana plants at 

4, 8 and 12 days after seeds sowed for the encapsulated samples prepared with silica (a) and chitosan 

(c). Box plot at 12 days after seeds sowed for the encapsulated samples prepared with silica (b) and 

chitosan (d). “Empty” samples correspond to capsules without salicylic acid.  

 

In Arabidopsis, SA has a central role in the regulation of several plant functions and it induces 

antioxidant defences in abiotic or biotic stress [52]. Nevertheless, over accumulation of SA induces a 

programmed cell death. During stress, there is a trade-off between resistance and growth and SA 

endogenous accumulation triggers the immune responses that allow survival but penalize growth [53]. 

Treatments with exogenous SA reduce in a dose-dependent manner the Arabidopsis root elongation, 

inhibiting cell proliferation. Moreover, high-dosage of SA inhibits cell cycle progression and induces 

the auxin accumulation that inhibits lateral root development [54].  

Encapsulation of SA to lower ratios is highly effective due to allow a controlled SA release. As 

aforementioned, this could be explained for differences in kinetics release since lower values of the 

kinetic constant (𝑘) allows a slower release of SA, reducing the amount of SA available in the medium 

susceptible to be absorbed by the plant and decreasing its over accumulation and its toxicity. Higher 

ratios samples (1:0.5 and 1:1 for Si:SA and 1:1 and 1:1.25 for Ch:SA) and free SA gave worse results 

since large amounts of SA increase toxicity in plant cells because encapsulation at higher ratios is 

inefficient and probably the excess of SA remains on the surface of silica and with the quitosan do not 
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correctly form closed capsules, leaving a considerable amount of SA free  [55]. It should be also noticed 

that the capsules per se did not show any significant effect on Arabidopsis roots growth.  

4. Conclusions 

In summary, this work describes characteristics and biological effects of encapsulated systems 

composed of silica or quitosan as carriers for the SA phytohormone. The capsule:SA lower ratios 

provided a controlled release than the others studied ratios because of lowest amount of SA was able to 

correctly encapsulate and did not saturate the capsule. In vitro assays against A. alternata, B. cinerea, 

F. oxysporum, and G. candidum of Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) treatments, had a stronger 

inhibition effect in mycelial growth than free SA where a slow SA release affect effectively for longer 

times. Necrotrophic and biotrophic fungi attack around of 200 crops at worldwide causing water-

soaking of tissues following of appearance of grey masses on leaves, stems and fruits [56], and these 

are difficult to control with fungicides due to its genetic plasticity [57]. For this reason, the encapsulated 

samples are a great alternative for anti-fungal activity control and can be tested in vitro and in vivo, in 

others pathogenic fungi. Moreover, the efficacy of the treatments allows to carry out new studies to 

formulate new active fungicide for crop protection. Similarly, in biological assays of Arabidopsis seeds, 

the lowest ratios samples reverse the toxic effect in the development of plants growth by reducing the 

over accumulation of SA free in the medium which is absorbed during the development of the plant. In 

the case of the higher ratios samples and free SA, the effect of these in the plants was considerable 

worse, avoiding the correct formation and growing of roots and rosettes. These results can be 

extrapolated to biotic and abiotic stress assays in plants where a determinated phytohormone will be a 

controlled and enhanced effect, giving to the plant the capacity to resist and mitigate a specific stress 

application. Finally, the use of capsule systems for any phytohormone can enhance its biological activity 

and efficiency when its used in the field, resulting in a great agricultural product with a higher quality 

and important economic value. 
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Supplementary material 

 

Supplementary Table 1. Density and viscosity (point A and B in Figure 1) of the prepared slurries 

(𝑔/𝑐𝑚3 ± 0.002 and 𝑚𝑃𝑎·𝑠 ± 1). 

SAMPLE 𝝆 (𝒈 𝒄𝒎𝟑)⁄  𝜼𝑨 (𝒎𝑷𝒂 · 𝒔) 𝜼𝑩 (𝒎𝑷𝒂 · 𝒔) 

Si:SA (1:1) 1.048 67 9 

Si:SA (1:0.5) 1.058 44 13 

Si:SA (1:0.25) 1.066 50 14 

Ch:SA (1:1.25) 1.061 717 7 

Ch:SA (1:1) 1.052 369 6 

Ch:SA (1:0.5) 1.041 32 5 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 2. Characteristic diameters of the capsules size distributions shown in Figure 3 

(mm ± 0.2). 

SAMPLE D10 (μm) D50 (μm) D90 (μm) 

Si:SA (1:1) 4.8 9.9 16.9 

Si:SA (1:0.5) 4.5 9.6 19.1 

Si:SA (1:0.25) 5.6 11.0 22.2 

Ch:SA (1:1.25) 3.1 8.5 18. 5 

Ch:SA (1:1) 2.7 7.2 14.3 

Ch:SA (1:0.5) 3.1 7.6 14.4 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 3. Effect of different salicylic acid concentrations against fungi species. 

 

 

 

SA (µM) 

% Inhibition rate 

 
Alternaria 

alternata 
 

Fusarium 

oxysporum 
 

Geotrichum 

candidum 
 

Phytophthora 

infestans 
 

Botrytis 

cinerea 

Control   0.000 ± 0.0 a  0.000 ± 0.0 a  0.000 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.000 ± 0.0 a 

50  8.51 ± 1.4  ab  0.193 ± 0.4 a  0.941 ± 0.4 a  -1.1 ± 1.3 a  0.213 ± 0.3 a 

100  15.92 ± 0.7 b  1.346 ± 0.6 a  1.97 ± 0.6  ab  0.77 ± 0.9 a  10.69 ± 1.0 b 

400  21.9 ± 0.2  bc  5.25 ± 0.6  ab  2.27 ± 0.5  ab  4.65 ± 1.0 a  22.4 ± 0.9 bc 

700  32.2 ± 1.2  cd  11.7 ± 0.9  bc  10.30 ± 1.2 b  5.49 ± 1.2 a  30.32 ± 0.2 c 

1000  45.72 ± 0.9 d  19.83 ± 2.1 c  21.27 ± 2.0 c  8.61 ± 0.4 a  42.11 ± 3.5 d 
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Supplementary Table 4. Resume of different samples against fungi species. “Empty” samples correspond to capsules without salicylic acid. 

 

Treatments 

 

% Inhibition rate 

Alternaria 

alternata 
 

Phytophthora 

infestans 
 

Fusarium 

oxysporum 
 

Geotrichum 

candidum 
 

Botrytis 

cinerea 

 100 µM  500 µM  1000 µM  100 µM  500 µM  1000 µM  100 µM  500 µM  1000 µM  100 µM  500 µM  1000 µM  100 µM  500 µM  1000 µM 

 

Control  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a  0.00 ± 0.0 a 

SA  16.5 ± 1.2 b  30.8 ± 1.5 b  45.8 ± 1.9 b  1.68 ± 1.0 a  -4.5 ± 0.7 a  7.19 ± 2.4 a  1.30 ± 0.8 a  16.4 ± 1.4 b  24.7 ± 1.6 b  1.51 ± 0.4 a  6.59 ± 0.6 a  20.4 ± 1.2 b  11.6 ± 0.6 b  20.4 ± 1.1 b  37.3 ± 2.7 b 

Si:SA (1:1)  6.41 ± 0.9 a  3.20 ± 1.6 a  17.4 ± 0.9 a  1.43 ± 0.8 a  -1.0 ± 1.1 a  0.43 ± 0.9 a  1.14 ± 1.0 a  5.65 ± 1.4 a  -0.2 ± 0.7 a  4.84 ± 0.5 a  4.20 ± 1.3 a  4.20 ± 1.3 a  2.34 ± 2.3 a  1.18 ± 1.8 c  7.03 ± 1.7 a 

Si:SA (1:0.5)  -5.6 ± 0.5 a  2.97 ± 1.2 a  16.3 ± 2.8 a  3.00 ± 1.1 a  2.92 ± 1.1 a  2.92 ± 1.1 a  0.27 ± 1.2 a  7.23 ± 2.2 a  -0.7 ± 0.6 a  2.05 ± 0.4 a  10.9 ± 1.0 a  3.51 ± 1.6 a  -1.5 ± 1.0 a  2.54 ± 0.4 a  -0.5 ± 0.5  a 

Si:SA (1:0.25)  34.1 ± 2  cd  52.8 ± 1.1 c  62.5 ± 1.7 cd  -1.1 ± 0.9 a  -5.8 ± 0.7 a  1.67 ± 0.6 a  -2.1 ± 0.7 a  22.9 ± 0.7  c  30.2 ± 0.6 b  2.06 ± 0.2 a  1.08 ± 1.2 a  61.6 ± 1.9 c  17.3 ± 3.2 b  31.9 ± 0.6 c  62.0 ± 1.5 c 

Si:SA (1:1)-empty  5.40 ± 2.4 a  -1.8 ± 0.3 a  2.27 ± 2.4 a  -10 ± 0.3 a  -5.9 ± 2.0 a  -5.9 ± 1.9 a  -1.0 ± 0.3 a  -4.5 ± 2.1 a  -1.3 ± 0.6 a  -0.2 ± 0.4 a  -0.8 ± 1.1 a  -0.78 ± 1.1 a  1.45 ± 1.7 a  -3.6 ± 1.2 a  -3.6 ± 1.2 a 

Si:SA (1:0.5)-empty  0.50 ± 1.5 a  4.99 ± 0.3 a  -4.98 ± 1.1 a  -1.5 ± 1.9 a  1.46 ± 0.6 a  -2.3 ± 1.5 a  -2.1 ± 1.9 a  2.97 ± 1.2 a  -0.3 ± 0.4 a  0.62 ± 0.6 a  -0.3 ± 1.5 a  -0.33 ± 1.5 a  0.47 ± 1.8 a  -1.8 ± 1.4 a  4.32 ± 1.3 a 

Si:SA (1:0.25)-empty  -3.6 ± 0.5 a  - 1.1 ± 0.5 a  -1.92 ± 0.4 a  0.30 ± 1.5 a  1.23 ± 0.3 a  -1.1 ± 0.9 a  0.30 ± 1.5 a  -2.2 ± 1.3 a  0.63 ± 2.1 a  -1.3 ± 1.0 a  -1.8 ± 1.2 a  -1.84 ± 1.2 a  0.57 ± 1.2 a  -2.9 ± 0.9 a  2.53 ± 3.4 a 

 

Ch:SA (1:1.25)  0.83 ± 2.4 a  3.57 ± 2.4 a  -2.8 ± 0.5 a  6.60 ± 0.9 a  -3.6 ± 1.4 a  1.17 ± 1.1 a  2.60 ± 0.9 a  -2.6 ± 0.9 a  5.86 ± 0.9 a  0.30 ± 0.9 a  -4.9 ± 0.3 a  4.24 ± 1.7 a  -2.1 ± 1.0 a  4.36 ± 1.7 a  -0.4 ± 0.8 a 

Ch:SA (1:1)  4.85 ± 0.7 a  6.03 ± 0.9 a  8.95 ± 1.9 a  -5.0 ± 1.2 a  0.91 ± 0.7 a  0.91 ± 0.7 a  -2.0 ± 1.2 a  -3.3 ± 1.7 a  3.08 ± 1.3 a  -0.2 ± 0.6 a  0.82 ± 1.4 a  4.20 ± 1.3 a  5.36 ± 1.0 a  2.46 ± 0.6 a  0.09 ± 0.6 a 

Ch:SA (1:0.5)  43.1 ± 1.2 d  55.9 ± 0.8 c  80.1 ± 1.6 d  6.12 ± 0.7 a  -4.9 ± 0.8 a  -4.9 ± 0.8 a  1.22 ± 0.7 a  13.4 ± 1.9 bc  22.2 ± 0.4 b  0.97 ± 0.2 a  8.53 ± 0.5 a  29.5 ± 0.6 d  38.8 ± 2.5 c  57.1 ± 0.7 d  80.9 ± 0.8 d 

Ch:SA (1:1.25)-empty  -5.2 ± 0.6 a  7.92 ± 1.7 a  -0.3 ± 0.7 a  -1.7 ± 1.4 a  2.18 ± 0.4 a  1.69 ± 0.6 a  1.7 ± 1.4 a  0.05 ± 0.9 a  0.63 ± 2.1 a  -3.2 ± 2.2 a  0.18 ± 1.0 a  0.81 ± 1.5 a  3.57 ± 2.1 a  -2.6 ± 1.1 a  3.08 ± 1.5 a 

Ch:SA (1:1)-empty  0.63 ± 2.5 a  6.51 ± 1.4 a  6.32 ± 2.7 a  -1.6 ± 1.4 a  3.48 ± 0.2 a  5.40 ± 0.3 a  -1.0 ± 1.4 a  1.97 ± 1.5 a  -1.3 ± 0.6 a  -2.6 ± 1.6 a  -3.5 ± 0.9 a  0.88 ± 1.4 a  1.52 ± 1.1 a  4.27 ± 2.0 a  -3.6 ± 1.2 a 

Ch:SA (1:0.5)-empty  -4.1 ± 0.8 a  5.97 ± 2.0 a  -5.40 ± 1.0 a  -8.2 ± 3.6 a  -1.4 ± 1.4 a  -6.9 ± 2.3 a  -3.2 ± 0.6 a  2.97 ± 1.2 a  -0.3 ± 0.4 a  2.7 ± 1.5 a  1.01 ± 0.8 a  0.68 ± 0.9 a  1.77 ± 0.6 a  -2.38 ± 1.3 a  -1.8 ± 1.4 a 
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Supplementary Figure 1. DTA thermograms of the encapsulated samples prepared with silica (a) and 

chitosan (b) for the three capsule:SA studied ratios and their corresponding raw materials. 

 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 2. Antifungal effects of different SA concentrations. Phytophthora infestans is 

not in the figure because different SA concentrations had not a representative growth inhibition effect 

on it.     
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Supplementary Figure 3. Fungal inhibition rates of different SA concentrations. Fungi species 

Alternaria alternata, Fusarium oxysporum, Geotrichum candidum, Phytophthora infestans and Botrytis 

cinerea are representing with blue, yellow, silver, orange and green, respectively.  

 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 4. Antifungal effects of Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 100 µM. Last 

column represents capsules without salicylic acid. The others studied ratios are not in the figure because 

they did not have representative mycelial inhibition effect. Phytophthora infestans, Fusarium 

oxysporum and Geotrichum candidum are not in the figure because three capsule:SA studied ratios at 

100 µM had not a representative growth inhibition effect on them.    
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Supplementary Figure 5. Fungal inhibition rates of different capsules at 100 µM. Sample ratio-empty 

represent capsule without salicylic acid. Fungi species Alternaria alternata, Fusarium oxysporum, 

Geotrichum candidum, Phytophthora infestans and Botrytis cinerea are representing with blue, yellow, 

silver, orange and green, respectively.  
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Supplementary Figure 6. Antifungal effects of Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 500 µM. Last 

column represents capsules without salicylic acid. The others studied ratios are not in the figure because 

they did not have representative mycelial inhibition effect. Phytophthora infestans and Geotrichum 

candidum are not in the figure because three capsule:SA studied ratios at 500 µM had not a 

representative growth inhibition effect on them.  
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Supplementary Figure 7. Fungal inhibition rates of different capsules at 500 µM. Sample ratio-empty 

represent capsule without salicylic acid. Fungi species Alternaria alternata, Fusarium oxysporum, 

Geotrichum candidum, Phytophthora infestans and Botrytis cinerea are representing with blue, yellow, 

silver, orange and green, respectively.
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Supplementary Figure 8. Effect of different SA concentrations in growth and development of 

Arabidopsis thaliana plants at 4, 8 and 12 days after seeds sowed.   
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Abstract  

Encapsulated phytohormones are gaining attention as a novel palliative treatment for plants to cope 

with environmental stress. Exogenous treatments using encapsulated salicylic acid (SA) promote plant 

stress tolerance while enabling normal growth and development. Several methods exist to produce 

encapsulated active molecules, and recently, spray drying has emerged as a particularly appealing 

process for formulating these compounds. However, phytohormone encapsulation has not been properly 

established yet. In a previous study, silica/quitosan SA encapsulated samples were formulated at 

different ratios, and their physical, chemical, and kinetic characteristics were analyzed, resulting in a 

promising antifungal product [1]. However, it is unknown whether the encapsulated SA is affected in 

its structure and, thus, in its properties due to the spray temperature. Therefore, to decrease the spray 

temperature, silica/chitosan SA samples were formulated using a water-acetone mixture, and their 

characteristics studied and compared with the samples previously formulated in water. 

This study reveals the dispensability of using an organic solvent to reduce the spray-drying temperature 

during atomization, as the antifungal potential of the silica/quitosan-encapsulated SA samples does not 

improve. Acetone- and water-based encapsulates effectively inhibited the mycelial growth of two 

necrotrophic fungi (Alternaria alternata and Penicillium digitatum) by approximately 50%. However, 

avoiding the use of organic solvents in the formulation mitigate associated issues such as environmental 

impact, safety, health and toxicity concerns, cost, regulatory compliance, material compatibility, and 

handling. 

Furthermore, the water-based encapsulation process was optimized through a fractional randomized 

experimental design. Six process variables at two levels were selected: i) solid content, ii) milling speed, 

iii) milling time, iv) spray temperature, v) feed rate, and vi) airflow, resulting in 16 randomized 

experiments that allowed the establishment of optimal conditions for the encapsulation of SA. This 

optimization enables the reduction of raw material loss and production costs, fostering environmental 

sustainability. 

1. Introduction 

Climate change leads to extreme weather alterations, including cold spells, droughts, heat waves, heavy 

rainfall, and floods. These unfavourable events can disturb plants, altering their typical growth rate and 

development [2]. Plants have the ability to respond to environmental challenges by activating several 

signal transduction pathways that trigger molecular and physiological changes [3]. The perception of 

external stimuli is modulated by phytohormones, which in turn regulate growth and defense responses. 

These phytohormones exhibit dynamic interactions and adaptations in the face of adverse conditions. 
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Among the pivotal phytohormones are salicylic acid (SA), jasmonic acid (JA), abscisic acid (ABA), 

and auxins (IAA), each assuming crucial roles.  

A growing trend involves the application of exogenous treatments using these phytohormones to 

augment plant resilience, as evidenced by an escalating trajectory [4]. Exemplifying this approach is 

the exogenous application of SA, which triggers plant defense mechanisms and reduces stress injuries. 

To optimize the efficacy of SA treatment, innovative methods such as controlled release technologies 

are being explored [5]. These methodologies encompass the encapsulation of bioactive compounds 

within protective matrices, enabling gradual and precisely regulated release.  As a result, this approach 

provides enduring protection to treated plants exposed to challenging environmental conditions.  

Numerous studies have utilized SA as the core material, encased in amorphous silica and chitosan shells. 

This encapsulation strategy effectively prevents SA degradation, preserving its integrity for efficient 

agricultural applications [6]. However, careful consideration of the application method is crucial, 

whether it involves tissue spraying, automatic irrigation, or in vitro systems. This consideration ensures 

the precise delivery of SA to specific plant areas, ultimately optimizing its efficacy while minimizing 

associated cost [7–9]. Additionally, it is important to acknowledge that the encapsulation process and 

application method may vary based on factors such as shell material, core molecule, plant species, and 

testing conditions.  

Spray-drying has garnered considerable attention as an encapsulation method, largely due to its 

compatibility with biodegradable and biocompatible materials, cost-effectiveness, reproducibility, and 

scalability [10]. The process involves atomizing a liquid feed solution into a hot air stream, resulting in 

rapid drying within mere seconds [11]. This is achieved through the highly efficient heat and mass 

transfer capabilities of the equipment [12]. The spray drying process is conducted in two main steps: i) 

formulating a liquid feed using planetary milling to mix the shell and core components through 

rotational force, and ii) achieving a dry powder of the encapsulated sample through atomization [13]. 

The spray-drying process is governed by multiple variables that collectively influence the final particle 

properties [14]. For instance, increasing atomization pressure and reducing feed rate result in the 

formation of smaller droplets, leading to a finer dry powder [15]. Conversely, a higher viscosity of the 

feed suspension yields larger droplet size [16]. Particle shape is determined by the inlet temperature, 

while the airspeed rate impacts the drying and particle separation processes [17]. These parameters 

collectively afford control over particle properties, including surface morphology, owing to the dryer's 

versatility. The selection of atomization parameters depends on the bioactive working molecule, as a 

significant alteration could induce degradation and undesired interactions, ultimately reducing the 

collection of dry particles [18]. Therefore, adjusting these parameter values is a crucial step that can 

significantly influence the entire process and its final outcome. 
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Organic solvent spray-drying can serve as a viable alternative to aqueous methods when preparing 

encapsulated active molecules. This method utilized a range of compounds, including acetone, 

dichloromethane (DCM), ethanol, methylene chloride, and tetrahydrofuran [19]. It proves particularly 

advantageous when the necessity arises to lower the process temperature to safeguard the compound 

activity [20].  Nevertheless, it is important to take into account the drawbacks associated with the use 

of organic solvents, which include: i) increasing air pollution, ii) leading to air quality problems, iii) 

posing health and safety risks due to their toxicity, iv) producing hazardous waste, v) contributing to 

resource depletion, vi) incurring high operational costs, and vii) hindering the implementation of 

environmentally friendly alternatives [21,22].  

This study addresses two primary objectives. First, it seeks to formulate encapsulated samples of SA 

using an organic solvent to reduce the operational temperature during the atomization stage. The study 

assesses any potential loss or deterioration of SA during the encapsulation process and investigates the 

necessity of employing this type of liquid medium for preparing suspensions. To achieve this, a 

comparison will be made among physical, chemical, and kinetic characteristics, as well as the biological 

activity, of the samples encapsulated using an organic solvent with those formulated in water in a 

previous study [1]. The optimal grinding speed to prevent alumina contamination resulting from 

grinding wear will be also determined, as this contamination can potentially reduce the encapsulation 

efficiency of SA and affect the biological properties of the encapsulated materials. 

Secondly, the study focuses on optimizing the entire encapsulation process, which includes both 

planetary milling and spray drying procedures. A randomized experimental design will be employed to 

analyze the impact of the key process variables: i) solid content, ii) milling speed, iii) milling time, iv) 

spray temperature, v) feed rate, and vi) airflow volume percentage. The overarching goal is to determine 

the most effective combination of parameters to enhance the encapsulation process. This optimization 

serves a dual purpose: reducing energy consumption and associated costs while minimizing the 

environmental footprint of the industrial-scale process. 

2. Materials and Methods 

2.1 Materials  

2.1.1. Raw materials. The reagents and materials used in this work are as follows: Pyrogenic 

amorphous silica (Si) (HDK® S13), Chitosan (Ch) (DG CHI 0.20 g/mL and 85% deacetylated), and 

Salicylic Acid (SA) were purchased from WACKER (Barcelona, Spain), AOXIN (Shanghai, China), 

and Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, USA), respectively. Acetone, potato dextrose agar (PDA), sodium 

tripolyphosphate (TPP-Na), tween 80, and petri dishes (9 x 15 cm) were purchased from Spanish 
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companies Labkem, Condalab, Acrilatos SAU, PANREAC, and Labkem, respectively. Acetic acid 

(glacial) and Dichloromethane (DCM) were purchased from Fisher Scientific (Lenexa, USA). 

2.1.2. Fungi. The three fungal species (Alternata alternaria, Fusarium oxysporum, and Penicillium 

digitatum) used in this study were obtained from the Spanish Type Culture Collection (CECT) in 

Valencia, Spain. 

2.2. Methods 

2.2.1. Formulation and optimization of encapsulated SA samples in acetone  

Grinding wear study 

This study was conducted using chitosan-encapsulated SA samples due to their lower solid content, 

which promotes grinding wear. The findings from this study were then extrapolated to silica-

encapsulated SA samples. 

The general procedure for formulating chitosan encapsulated SA samples is carried out using a 

planetary mill (Fritsch, Pulverisette®) and alumina balls as grinding media (approximately 300 g). To 

prepare a Ch:SA suspension with a weight percentage of 2.5-3.6 w/v%. Ch was dissolved in a 1 v/v% 

acetic acid solution, and Tween 80 v/v% was used as a dispersant. Then, a 1 w/v% TPP-Na solution 

was added to crosslink the chitosan polymer chains. The process operated at a speed of 210 rpm, with 

15-minute breaks between the steps. The final homogenization lasted for 60 minutes.  

To control grinding wear in suspension formulations, various solvent compositions (acetone/water) and 

milling rates (rpm) were investigated using a 1:1 capsule-to-SA w/w ratio [Ch:SA (1:1)]. Initially, three 

different solvent mixtures were tested: 100% acetone, acetone/water (75/25 v/v%), and acetone/water 

(50/50 v/v%) to determine the optimal solvent ratio. Once the optimal acetone/water ratio was 

identified, the milling rates for both the stepwise addition of raw materials (Vo) and the final 

homogenization stage (Vf) were evaluated. Vo was adjusted within the range of 75-150 rpm, and Vf 

within the range of 100-210 rpm.  

Organic solvent study 

For the organic solvent study, chitosan-encapsulated SA samples were prepared in three capsule-to-SA 

ratios (1:1.25, 1:1, and 1:0.5) using the selected solvent composition (acetone/water) and the update 

milling rate, following the same protocol as in the previous section. Silica-encapsulated SA samples 

were also prepared in three capsule-to-SA ratios (1:1, 1:0.5, and 1:0.25) using the same planetary mill 

and grinding media. Si:SA slurries were prepared by mixing the respective amount of SA with distilled 
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water for 15 min at 120 rpm, and adding the amorphous silica stepwise, homogenizing the mixture for 

1 h at 180 rpm.  

To simplify reading and working, the encapsulated samples have been named with the prefix "ace" (for 

acetone), followed by the capsule type (Si or Ch) and its respective ratio. 

2.2.1.1 Spray drying. Spray drying was carried out on silica and chitosan-encapsulated SA samples, 

labelled as ‘ace Si:SA’ and ‘ace Ch:SA’, respectively. This process was performed using an SD-06 

spray dryer (Lab Plant, UK) equipped with a standard 0.5 mm nozzle. The suspensions were atomized 

by the force of compressed air, resulting in the formation of small droplets. These atomized droplets 

were then dried by hot air, causing the evaporation of water. The resulting dry powder was gathered in 

a collection bottle and subsequently stored in plastic bags at room temperature for further 

characterization. The spray drying process was conducted under the following conditions: i) inlet 

temperature of 150°C; ii) spray flow rate of 10 mL/min; iii) drying air fan of 80%; and; iv) compressed 

air pressure of 1.5 bar.  

2.2.2. Optimization of milling and spray drying process by experimental design. The most 

important variables from both milling and spray drying processes were selected, and a multivariate 

optimization was applied. To determine the optimal conditions for both processes, a fractional factorial 

design was employed with 6 variables (A, B, C, D, E, F) and 2 levels (-1, +1), resulting in a 26–2 

combination, as described in Table 1a. The principal objective of this method was to reduce the 

extensive number of factorial experiments by eliminating repetitive combinations. To minimize 

unexpected variability in the observed responses, a total of 16 accurately randomized experiments were 

conducted, as shown in Table 1b. The selection of variables and levels was based on previous studies 

conducted by our group ([1,9]). The resulting responses included: i) performance; ii) grinding wear; iii) 

density; iv) thermogravimetric (mass loss); v) specific surface (Se); vi) moisture; vii) viscosity; viii) 

efficiency of encapsulation (EE); ix) particle diameter (D50); x) antifungal effect (inhibition rate); and; 

xi) release rate (kinetic). The procedures for calculating these responses are elucidated in the following 

sections.  
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Table 1. Variables studied in the 26−2 factorial fractional design. a) Tested variables with their respective 

levels (+1, -1). b) Experiments design from 1 to 16 with randomized level combinations for each tested 

variable. 

 

 

 

2.2.3. Characterization of physical, chemical, and kinetic parameters of encapsulated samples 

2.2.3.1. Density. Density was determined using the pycnometer method, with triplicate measurements 

of the suspension in 25 mL flasks, and the results were reported in g/mL.  

2.2.3.2. Viscosity. The rheological behaviour of the slurries was determined by subjecting them to shear 

stress and measuring shear strain using a Bohlin CVO-120 rheometer equipped with a double gap (DG 
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40/50) device consisting of two concentric cylinders. The testing procedure commenced with an initial 

30-second stirring period to ensure the proper dispersion and homogeneity of the slurries. Subsequently, 

a logarithmic ramp of shear stress was applied, with twelve pairs of shear rate-shear stress values 

measured in both the increasing and decreasing directions of the ramp. All measurements were 

conducted at a constant temperature of 25°C. 

2.2.3.3. Performance. The performance parameter refers to the amount of dry powder (in grams) 

obtained after the spraying process. To calculate the performance metric, the mass of the collected 

powder is divided by the theoretical solid content of the formulated slurry (in grams), expressed as a 

percentage.  

2.2.3.4. Grinding wear. The grinding wear parameter refers to the wear caused by the alumina balls 

and the bowl during the grinding process. The method for its calculation involves weighing both the 

bowl and the alumina balls at the beginning and at the end of the grinding process. Grinding wear was 

calculated using the following equation: 

𝐺𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑤𝑒𝑎𝑟 =
(𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙 𝑏𝑜𝑤𝑙 𝑤𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡 + 𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙 𝑏𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑠 𝑤𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡)

(𝑓𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 𝑏𝑜𝑤𝑙 𝑤𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡 + 𝑓𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 𝑏𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑠 𝑔𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔)
× 100                                           (1) 

2.2.3.5. Moisture. The moisture content of the atomized powder was determined by weight difference. 

Between 50 to 100 mg of the atomized powder was placed in a drying oven (J.P. SELECTA®) at 100ºC 

for 24 hours. After drying, the atomized powder was weighed, and the moisture content was calculated 

using the following equation: 

𝑀𝑜𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒 =
(𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙 𝑤𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡 − 𝑓𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 𝑤𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡 )

𝑓𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 𝑤𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑡
× 100                                                                              (2) 

2.2.3.6. SEM-EDS. Samples were subjected to analysis using an energy-dispersive X-ray microanalysis 

spectrometer (EDS). Samples were examined and photographed using the backscattered electron and 

secondary electron signals of a Quattro S field-emission gun environmental scanning electron 

microscope (FEG-ESEM) (Thermo Fisher). The electron beam interaction volume is on the order of 3 

µm or greater, which means that chemical information is also obtained from the surrounding area when 

examining very small regions. This analysis system can identify elements with an atomic number of 6 

or higher (starting from carbon and above). 

2.2.3.7. Thermal analysis. Thermogravimetric assays were performed using a Mettler-Toledo 

TGA/STDA851e model. The equipment recorded simultaneous temperature increases (T), differential 

thermal curves (DTA), weight losses (TG), and derivative weight loss (DTG), under a dynamic nitrogen 
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atmosphere. The analysis conditions included a maximum temperature of 1000ºC, a heating rate of 

10ºC/min, and an alumina vessel sample holder. 

2.2.3.8. Specific surface area. Specific surface area was determined by BET method, using a Tristar 

3000 equipment from Micromeritics with the Standard ISO9277:1995. Adsorption isotherm was 

calculated using the following equation:  

𝑆𝐵𝐸𝑇(𝑚2𝑔−1) = 𝑛𝑚 · 𝑎𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑔𝑒𝑛 · 𝑁𝐴                                                                                                                (3)

       

where 𝑛𝑚 represents the molar monolayer capacity, 𝑎𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑔𝑒𝑛 represents the surface occupied area by 

a single adsorbed gas molecule (0.162 nm2) and 𝑁𝐴 represents the Avogadro’s constant. 

To determine the monolayer capacity (nm), a linear regression analysis was performed. The slope (a) 

and intercept (b) values were obtained from the BET equation: 𝑛𝑚 = (1 (𝑎 + 𝑏)⁄ ). The measurement 

of the adsorbed nitrogen was conducted using a static volumetric method. Before starting experimental 

procedure, the sample was subjected to a drying process in an oven at 45ºC for 2 hours. Following the 

drying step, the sample was outgassed with a nitrogen flux at 80ºC for 3 hours. 

 

2.2.3.9. Capsules size distribution. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images were utilized to 

determine the size distribution of the capsules. Image processing and analysis were conducted using the 

ImageJ software. Four captured images were used to measure approximately 800 particles. The area of 

each capsule was determined using the “Analyze Particles” function, and spherical shape assumptions 

were made to calculate their diameter. The size distributions of the capsules were obtained by plotting 

the accumulated frequency against the corresponding diameter values. 

2.2.3.10. Encapsulation efficiency (EE) of encapsulated SA. SA encapsulated samples were weighed 

(between 5-10 mg), and the inner SA was released by adding 1.5 mL of 0.1 M HCl. The samples were 

then incubated at room temperature overnight. After the incubation period, the samples were 

centrifuged at 12500 rpm, and the supernatant was collected for measuring the presence of SA using 

ultraviolet-visible (UV-vis) spectroscopy (Thermo Spectronic) at 297 nm. The experiment was 

conducted with three replicates for each sample, and the encapsulation efficiency (EE) was calculated 

using the following equation: 

𝐸𝐸 (%) =
(𝑇ℎ𝑒𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑙 𝑆𝐴 − 𝐷𝑒𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑆𝐴 )

𝑇ℎ𝑒𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑙 𝑆𝐴 
× 100                                                                          (4) 

‘Theoretical SA’ represents the initial weight of the sample (measured in mg) divided by the theoretical 

encapsulated SA (%). On the other hand, ‘Determined SA’ refers to the concentration of SA in the 
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supernatant (measured in mg/mL) multiplied by the volume of the supernatant (in mL). The SA 

supernatant concentration was determined by employing a calibration curve for free SA. 

2.2.3.11. In-vitro SA release. Each sample weighing 10 mg was mixed with 2 mL of sterile distilled 

water in a 2 mL Eppendorf tube. The tubes were placed on a magnetic stirrer set at a constant speed of 

100 rpm at room temperature. At different time intervals ranging from 0 to 24 hours, 2 mL of 

supernatant was collected and centrifuged at 12000 rpm for 2 minutes at 4°C for analysis. The 

supernatant was replaced with an equivalent volume (2 mL of sterile distilled water at each time point, 

ensuring that the initial volume remained constant. The amount of SA released in the supernatant was 

measured using UV-visible absorption spectroscopy at 297 nm, following the procedure described in 

section 2.2.3.10. The mechanism of SA release was evaluated using the Korsmeyer-Peppas model, 

which is described by the following equation: 

 
𝑀𝑡

𝑀∞
= 𝑘 · 𝑡𝑛                                                                                                                                                           (5) 

where 𝑀𝑡 represents the amount of SA released at time (𝑡), 𝑀∞ represents the amount of SA released 

at infinite time, 𝑘 is the kinetic constant, and 𝑛 is the release exponent. The 𝑛 value can be used to 

determine the release mechanism (Fickian or non-Fickian) of the SA. Based on the mathematical model, 

different ranges of 𝑛 value, imply different release mechanisms: i) If 𝑛 is less than 0.45, it suggests that 

the system releases the SA through diffusion, following Fick’s law (referred to as case I transport); ii) 

if 𝑛 is greater than 0.89, it signifies that the release occurs due to relaxation or erosion of the shell 

(known as case II transport); and; iii) if the value of 𝑛 is between 0.45 and 0.89, it indicates an 

anomalous release, where diffusion and relaxation/erosion mechanisms are involved simultaneously. 

2.2.4. Determination of antifungal activities. The antifungal activity of the encapsulated samples was 

determined using the Poison food technique [23]. The experiment was conducted in 9 x 15 cm petri 

dishes by mixing different concentrations of encapsulated samples (100, 500, and 1000 μM) with Potato 

dextrose agar (PDA) medium. For each treatment, a 7-day-old mycelial piece (1 x 1 cm) of the 

respective fungus (see section 2.1.2) was placed in the centre of each dish. The dishes were incubated 

at 25°C for 10 days, and the radial mycelial growth was recorded on the 3rd, 5th, 7th, and 10th day. 

Each treatment was performed in quadruplicate. The inhibition rate was calculated by comparing the 

growth in each treatment dish with the control dish at the 10th day, using the following equation: 

𝐼𝑛ℎ𝑖𝑏𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒(%) =
(𝑀𝑐 − 𝑀𝑡)

𝑀𝑐
× 100                                                                                                      (6) 

where 𝑀𝑐 refers to the mycelial growth in control and 𝑀𝑡 refers to the mycelial growth in the treatment. 
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2.2.5. Software and statistical analysis. The fractional factorial design was conducted using package 

FrF2 version 2.3-1 of R. The statistical analysis was conducted using SPSS version 21. Turkey-Kramer 

HSD test was employed with a significance of p≤0.05, to identify significant differences among 

treatments. Individual – PCA graphics was constructed using R package factoextra [24]. 

3. Results and Discussion  

3.1. Organic solvent approach  

To achieve the initial objective of this study, which involves encapsulating SA using an organic solvent 

to reduce atomization temperature and assess the potential loss or degradation of SA in the process, a 

mixture of water and acetone was chosen. In a previous stage, the appropriate grinding speed was also 

determined to prevent alumina contamination from grinding wear, which can reduce the encapsulation 

efficiency of SA and/or diminish the biological effect of the encapsulated materials. 

3.1.1. Decreasing the rotation speed helps to control alumina contamination   

Encapsulation of active molecules by the spray drying technique consists of two stages: first, the 

formulation and homogenization of the raw materials in the planetary mill to achieve the needed 

rheological characteristics of the suspension, followed by the atomization in the spray dryer to obtain a 

dry powder [25]. The milling process affects the rheological characteristics of the slurry, not only due 

to the degree of homogenization achieved but also because the grinding wear produced during the 

process. Grinding wear, in our case, refers to the detachment of alumina particles due to the tapping 

between the alumina balls and the bowl during the homogenization of the slurry [26].  

The formulation of Ch:SA samples involves multiple steps, compared to silica-encapsulated SA. These 

additional steps can complicate the encapsulation process, potentially leading to increased alumina wear 

and subsequently affecting the spray drying process. Furthermore, the introduction of additional steps 

can result in increased energy consumption, leading to process inefficiency. For these reasons, chitosan-

encapsulated SA was selected for slurry formulation optimization.  

As an initial stage, various ratios of acetone to water were tested to formulate a slurry without solid 

waste (solid residues resulting from poor homogenization at the bottom of the bowl). The testing 

conditions are outlined in Table 2a, with the best results achieved at a 1:1 ratio of acetone to water, 

resulting in zero solid waste and a density of 0.968 g/mL.  

Various rotational speeds (rpms) were tested for the Ch:SA (1:1) formulation (see section 2.2.1), and 

three parameters were analyzed to assess the characteristics of the formulations: i) density, ii) solid 

waste, and iii) grinding wear (Table 2b). Density values remained consistent, averaging around 0.9 

g/mL for most testing conditions. However, the combination of the lowest rates (75/100 rpm) exhibited 
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a lower density of 0.791 g/mL, likely due to poor dispersion of the raw materials in the solvent. A low 

density suggests that the rotation speed fell below the critical speed, directly impacting the suspension 

homogeneity [27].  

 

Table 2. Acetone optimization results. a) The best solvent ratio and speed milling conditions for SA 

encapsulation are highlighted in green. b) The best speed milling conditions for decreasing grinding 

wear are highlighted in blue. 

 

 

In the slurry production process, the rotation speed produces a large centrifugal force at the highest 

rates. Consequently, high speed maintains a favourable grinding rate, controlling particle dispersion 

and promoting adequate homogenization, but it also increases energy consumption [28]. The rotation 

speed must be high enough to support the homogenization process while preventing the formation of 

solid waste. However, it should be low enough to avoid excessive wear of the grinding media [29] and 

to minimize any unnecessary increase in energy consumption.   

The results showed that speeds ≤150 rpm were insufficient to homogenize the raw materials adequately, 

leading to the presence of sedimented material at the end of the grinding process. Optimal conditions 

were determined based on the percentage of residual alumina. Values exceeding 35% were considered 

unacceptable because a high alumina content could compete with SA for space within the capsules, 



Chapter 2 

111 

 

potentially affecting the encapsulation process. Ultimately, the best formulation was achieved with 

milling speed combinations of Vo/Vf at 120/160 rpm. This formulation exhibited a residual alumina 

content of around 30%, a density of 0.963 g/mL, and no solid waste (Table 2b).  

3.1.2. Acetone as a versatile solvent for spray-drying optimization 

After establishing the optimal milling conditions for Ch:SA samples, Si:SA and Ch:SA samples were 

prepared using acetone, as described in section 2.2.1, to lower the atomization temperature and explore 

potential SA degradation during spray drying at temperatures above 100°C. These slurries were then 

subjected to spray drying, utilizing the process variable values shown in Table 3, which yielded the 

parameter results presented in the same table.  

Acetone lower boiling point allows for a reduced spraying temperature (100°C) [30]. This temperature 

reduction not only decreases energy consumption but also mitigates the risk of overheating and material 

degradation. The solvent evaporation rate plays a vital role in the spray drying process, impacting both 

process variables and the final product characteristics [31]. It is important to consider that atomizing 

slurries previously formulated with acetone carries the risk of fire, explosions, and health problems. 

This issue can be effectively controlled by using an acetone/water mixture, which reduces the 

evaporation rate and improves work security during the atomization process. 

Generally, silica-encapsulated SA samples prepared with acetone exhibit better performance values 

(ranging from 41.6% to 59.8%) when compared to chitosan-encapsulated SA samples (ranging from 

17.8% to 24.4%) due to the higher solid content of the slurries. This trend is similar to that observed in 

silica/chitosan-encapsulated SA samples previously prepared in water (refer to Table 3). However, there 

is a performance disparity between the two solvents, with a more pronounced effect observed in 

chitosan, which is attributed to the higher speeds employed in the water-based solvent samples. In the 

case of chitosan samples, potential partial solubility during the grinding process should also be 

considered.  

The performance of these samples is influenced by the rheological behavior of the slurries [32]. 

However, when comparing the viscosity of samples prepared in water and acetone at different ratios (as 

shown in Table 3), no significant differences are observed, with values ranging from 0.006 to 0.014 

Pa*s. Additionally, the density values fall within the range of 0.96 to 1.07 g/mL. For ace-Si:SA samples, 

the performance percentage remains consistent within the customary production range when water is 

used as the solvent, displaying minimal variation and modest loss of raw materials. The introduction of 

an organic solvent in the formulation of the slurries did not alter their rheology, making them suitable 

for the spray-drying process and very similar to the previous water-based formulations [1]. 
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Table 3. Comparison of SA spraying variables and encapsulated SA parameters using water or acetone 

as solvent. 

 

 

In contrast, the performance of ace-Ch:SA samples is affected by the low solid content (ranging from 

2.8% to 3.6%) compared to the 13.6% solid content in ace-Si:SA samples. By decreasing grinding wear 

and, in conjunction with spraying temperatures below 140°C, two phenomena occur: i) a decrease in 

the evaporation capacity, resulting in the atomized encapsulates retaining significant humidity [33]; and 

ii) an increase of moisture in the chamber base, leading to the adherence of wet particles to the chamber 

walls [34]. The higher performance values in Ch:SA samples can also be attributed to the higher 

grinding speed used compared to ace-Ch:SA samples, with rates of 57-50% versus 28-32%, 

respectively. This suggests that by reducing the grinding speed, the performance aligns more with the 

real scenario where the interference of grinding waste is minimized. 

In the comparison between ratios, the performance of silica/chitosan-encapsulated SA samples prepared 

using acetone exhibit a trend in which performance improves as the encapsulation ratio decreases. When 

compared to encapsulated samples prepared in water, the performance behavior is similar (as shown in 

Table 3). This suggests that a smaller amount of SA can be homogenized more effectively with the 

capsules, becoming trapped inside without saturating them, as previous indicated in our findings [1].  
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The high moisture values (between 61.1-69.4%) of the ace-Si:SA samples (refer to Table 3) can be 

attributed to high SBET values, which generate create a larger surface area capable of retaining more 

water [35]. The ace-Si:SA samples showed SBET values from 47 to 88 m2/g, while ace-Ch:SA samples 

showed lower moisture values (between 7.1-15.9%) due to low SBET values (from 3.0 to 3.7 m2/g). In 

general, the acetone/water combination increases the dissolvent evaporation rate. This combined with 

a large surface area where the solvent can be trapped, results in powders with high humidity [36]. 

In terms of the size and morphology of the encapsulates, silica-encapsulated SA samples, prepared in 

both water and acetone, exhibit a similar spherical shape (see Supplementary Figure 1) with D50 values 

ranging from 9.90 µm to 15.3 µm (refer to Table 3). In contrast, chitosan-encapsulated SA samples 

exhibit an irregular geometry, much more pronounced in the case of samples prepared in water 

(Supplementary Figure 2) and with a D50 values ranging from 7.5 µm to 11.3 µm (Table 3). The 

morphological difference between Ch:SA and ace-Ch:SA samples could be attributed to the potential 

dissolution in the acetone/water solution and its subsequent crystallization during atomization [36].  

The SEM/EDS results for the silica-encapsulated samples (Figure 1) revealed the presence of three 

main components in both samples, water-based (Si:SA) and organic solvent (ace-Si:SA): carbon, 

oxygen, and silicon. While oxygen is present in both the capsule and the encapsulated material, carbon 

is unique to the SA molecule and silicon is associated with the silica component. SA can be readily 

identified on the surface of the spherical particles, both visually and analytically. Visual identification 

can be achieved by comparing the ‘Dark’ SEM micrograph with the ‘Light’ one, corresponding to 

loaded and unloaded capsules, respectively. Analytically, the higher carbon content detected by EDS 

analysis on the surface of the loaded silica particles (‘Dark’ in Figure 1) can be attributed solely to the 

SA molecule. SEM results demonstrated that the use of an organic solvent did not lead to any 

differences in chemical composition, but it did result in a slightly porous surface morphology, possibly 

related to the higher evaporation rate. 
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Figure 1. Semi-quantitative Energy Dispersive X-ray (EDS) microanalysis of the silica-encapsulated 

SA samples. 

 

The SEM/EDS analysis of chitosan-encapsulated SA samples, both with (ace-Ch:SA) and without the 

addition of acetone (Ch:SA), revealed the presence of five main components: carbon, oxygen, nitrogen, 

phosphorus, and sodium (Figure 2). While carbon and oxygen are found in both the capsule and the 

encapsulated material, nitrogen, phosphorus and sodium are exclusively present in the capsule, either 

in the chitosan or in the TPP-Na cross-linking material. This lack of a distinctive chemical element 

between the capsule and the encapsulated material made interpretation more challenging than with 

previous silica-encapsulated SA samples. The analysis identified an unusual particle with a smoother 

surface (marked as 1 in both SEM micrographs in Figure 2), which differed from particles labeled as 2 

to 4. As revealed by EDS, this isolated particle had a different chemical composition with lower levels 

of nitrogen, phosphorus, and sodium, suggesting that it might correspond to free SA that was not 

encapsulated during the process [37].  
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Figure 2. Semi-quantitative Energy Dispersive X-ray (EDS) microanalysis of the chitosan-

encapsulated SA samples.  

 

Further EDS analysis of particles marked 2 to 4, regardless of the introduction of acetone, revealed 

higher content of nitrogen, phosphorus, and sodium, consistent with the TPP-Na crosslinked chitosan. 

High phosphorus and sodium content may indicate a less effective encapsulation process. Complete 

entrapment of SA within chitosan particles might limit space for TPP cross-linking with chitosan chains 

compared to unloaded chitosan cross-linked particles. Higher cross-linking density in unloaded particles 

leads to higher phosphorus content (approximately 50% based on previous findings [38]). Our samples, 

with low P and Na contents (below 10%), align with literature data [38], suggesting successful SA 

entrapment within chitosan particles. The results also demonstrate that salicylic acid (SA) is consistently 

encapsulated, irrespective of the solvent used, effectively entrapped within the chitosan capsule during 

its formation. Similar to the silica-encapsulated samples, the surface morphology undergoes changes 

upon the introduction of the organic solvent, likely due to different evaporation rates and partial 

solubilization/crystallization of the chitosan.  

Pure silica exhibits high thermal stability, with a maximum mass loss of approximately 5%. Similarly, 

pure salicylic acid (SA) experiences complete endothermic decomposition around 400°C. In the case 

of pure chitosan, two distinct thermal decomposition stages are evident: the first at 90°C, attributed to 

moisture evaporation, and the second at 313°C, associated with dehydration and material decomposition 

[1]. 
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Encapsulated samples, whether prepared with silica (ace Si:SA) or chitosan (ace Ch:SA), exhibit 

noteworthy thermal behavior (see Supplementary Figure 3). Silica-encapsulated SA samples undergo 

thermal degradation in a single stage, primarily due to SA decomposition, resulting in higher mass loss 

for samples with the highest capsule:SA ratio (ace Si:SA (1:1)). Notably, the complete decomposition 

of silica-encapsulated SA samples occurs at higher temperatures and a slower rate compared to free SA, 

indicating enhanced thermal stability through encapsulation. 

Chitosan-encapsulated samples exhibit two distinctive peaks around 200°C and 400°C, corresponding 

to the loss of free SA and encapsulated SA, respectively. This observation aligns with our previous 

studies [1,37,39], indicating successful SA loading into chitosan particles. Significantly, encapsulated 

SA undergoes decomposition at higher temperatures than free SA, highlighting the improved thermal 

stability achieved through encapsulation. 

Upon comparing samples formulated in both water and acetone, for both silica and chitosan, no 

significant differences in mass loss are observed. This consistent trend suggests that encapsulation is 

equally effective in both water and acetone. When comparing the samples formulated in both water and 

acetone, for both silica and chitosan, it is observed that there are no significant differences in mass loss. 

This consistent trend indicates that encapsulation occurs equally effectively in both water and acetone.  

3.1.3. Acetone does not alter the SA kinetic and antifungal properties  

Analysis of kinetic rates revealed a reduction in the release rate as the encapsulation ratio decreases (see 

Table 3), with values of 0.40 and 0.26 h-1 for ace-Si:SA (1:0.25) and ace-Ch:SA (1:0.5), respectively. 

However, the same release mechanism (case II transport), associated with the relaxation or erosion of 

the shell, was observed for all ratios (n>0.89). These findings are in accordance with studies on water-

produced SA-encapsulated samples [1] and other literature [40], where SA exhibited a slow release at 

the lowest ratio for both capsules [1,40].  

Previous studies have demonstrated the antifungal effects of SA, and its encapsulation in both silica and 

chitosan further enhances this effect at the lowest ratios of 1:0.25 and 1:0.5, respectively [1]. Figure 3 

illustrates the inhibition rates at the 10th day for A. alternata, F. oxysporum, and P. digitatum when 

treated with free-SA and SA-encapsulated samples, formulated in both water and acetone at 1000 µM. 

Notably, A. alternata and P. digitatum exhibited the highest inhibition rates among these fungi (refer to 

Supplementary Figure 4, and Supplementary Figure 5, respectively).  
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Figure 3. Fungal inhibition rates of the silica/quitosan-encapsulated SA samples at 1000 µM. Statistics 

analysis was performed by comparing all samples for each fungus. 

 

Si:SA and ace-Si:SA samples at the lowest ratio exhibited similar inhibition rates, approximately 65% 

for A. alternata and 50% for P. digitatum. Similarly, Ch:SA and ace Ch:SA samples at the lowest ratio 

produced similar inhibition rates, around 70% for A. alternata and 65% for P. digitatum. In contrast, 

for F. oxysporum, all SA-encapsulated samples at the lowest ratios displayed a limited antifungal effect, 

with an average value of approximately 20% (see Figure 3, and Supplementary Figure 6). This 

difference could be attributed to the fact that SA tends to impact  necrotrophic fungi growth more 

efficiently than hemibiotrophic fungi [41].  

The absence of differences observed between treatments with encapsulated samples performed in water 

vs acetone on fungal growth can be attributed to similar characteristics during slurry formulation, 

including homogenization, dispersion and encapsulation behaviours. Notably, the addition of acetone 

results in a consistent and homogenous solution, with no changes in the desired SA characteristics [42]. 

Once again, significant antifungal properties were observed at the lowest ratios, suggesting the 

successful encapsulation of the optimal amount of SA without saturating the capsules.  

SA significantly influences fungal growth. Both silica and chitosan SA-encapsulated samples, 

formulated in both acetone and water, displayed a robust antifungal capacity, particularly effective 
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against necrotrophic fungi, representing the most significant challenges in agriculture [43]. No 

discernible effects on mycelial growth were observed in the three fungi treated with the empty Si and 

Ch capsules (Supplementary Figure 7).  

In conclusion, upon careful comparison with previous experiments, there appears to be no justification 

for incorporating acetone in the formulation of encapsulated SA. Acetone neither modifies the 

characteristics of the SA encapsulation process nor enhances its biological activity. On the contrary, the 

use of acetone could pose numerous disadvantages from environmental, economic, and industrial safety 

perspectives. 

3.2. Optimization of the encapsulation process 

The comparison between the encapsulated samples formulated in water vs acetone showed no 

differences, suggesting that the atomization temperature does not affect the structure of the SA and, 

therefore, does not alter its properties. Once it was proven that it is not necessary to use another solvent, 

the spray drying conditions were optimized by changing the values of the most influential variables of 

the whole process. 

3.2.1. Fractional factorial design as a potent tool for optimization of the SA encapsulation 

Fractional factorial design is a method employed to analyse the effects of multiple factors and their 

combinations, limiting the experiments to only a fraction of all possible ones [44]. This statistical 

method is useful when the experimental conditions are extremely large, reducing the required resources 

and saving time and costs [45]. Fractional factorial designs at 2-levels or 3-levels are frequently 

employed in agricultural experiments [46] and industrial settings [47] to determine the effects of 

different factors in a process. The fractional factorial design at 2-levels is particularly advantageous 

during the initial phases of experimental research [48,49], especially when there are no more than 6 

process parameters or design factors. 

To optimize SA encapsulation, a randomized fractional factorial design with 2-levels was selected as 

the preferred approach. This decision was driven by the numerous critical factors involved in the 

preparation of encapsulated SA samples. Process variables for the design were selected from both the 

milling and the spray drying processes, acknowledging their significant impact on the ultimate quality 

characteristics of the encapsulated products. 

During the milling process, one of the most important considerations is the friction generated by ball 

impacts. This friction is directly related to the milling speed and milling time of grinding operation. 

Prolonged high-speed rates can lead to increase wear on the balls and bowls within the planetary mill, 

while low-speed rates may result in balls sliding without achieving proper slurry homogenization [50]. 



Chapter 2 

119 

 

Furthermore, extended impacts can disrupt correct homogenization of the core and shell materials, 

potentially causing agglomeration and impacting the subsequent spray drying process [51]. In the 

context of the spray drying process, both inlet temperature and slurry flow rate are critical factors that 

determine proper powder drying and exert significant influence over particle size and morphology [52]. 

Also, optimal drying conditions and control over particle size are guaranteed by accurately setting the 

aspiration flow [53]. An overarching factor that affects both processes is the solid content, wherein any 

increase or decrease has a direct impact on feed formulation and collected powder.  

In our research, the FrF2 package provided us with randomly selected conditions (Table 1b), and the 

trials were conducted in a completely random order. The six principal process variables previously 

described in point 2.2.2 were evaluated, and the response results are shown in Table 4. 
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Table 4. Parameters obtained for SA encapsulation optimization through the fractional factorial design. 
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3.2.2. The parameters of the SA encapsulated samples are interrelated  

The assessed variables play a crucial role in determining the parameters of encapsulated salicylic acid 

(SA). The results in Table 4 evidence that the density of the 16 encapsulated samples did not exhibit 

any significant differences. The viscosity at point B showed no discernible variations, while differences 

were observed at point A (refer to Supplementary Figure 8). The discrepancy in viscosity for the resting 

suspensions can be attributed to the solid content and milling speed used for the slurry formulation. 

Suspensions with high solid content showed elevated viscosity values at point A (Experiments 7 and 

11), suggesting the presence of an inter-particle network [54,55]. The remaining slurries exhibited 

viscosity values at point A that were relatively similar (Table 4).  

To ensure the optimal execution of the spray drying process, it is crucial to assess the rheological 

behaviour of the formulations, as this will influence the atomization process involving the passage of 

the feed solution through the needles of the sprayer. A solution with high viscosity tends to create an 

encapsulated sample with thicker walls, affecting the spraying process and the thermal properties of the 

obtained powder [56]. However, the viscosity values obtained at point A did not influence the process 

after the fractional analysis, being this consistent with the easy atomization of all slurries. 

The particle diameter is directly influenced by the viscosity of the formulation. Higher viscosity can 

hinder the proper dispersion of particles in the suspension, leading to agglomeration or uneven 

distribution [50]. Additionally, these formulations demonstrated effective particle dispersion and 

maintained stable slurries, even when the solid content percentages were at their lowest, rendering them 

suitable for the spray drying process [1]. SEM images were acquired to analyze the morphology and 

particle size distribution of the encapsulated samples—factors that can profoundly influence the 

outcomes of experimental biological assays and particle toxicity [57].  

In terms of morphology, a consistent doughnut shape was observed in all cases. This characteristic is 

primarily influenced by flow rate, temperature process conditions, and the potential addition of 

surfactants [53,54], (see Figure 4). The equivalent diameter of the average particle size (D50) was 

calculated based on the granulometric curves (Supplementary Figure 9), revealing values within the 

range of 17 to 26 μm, with no significant differences noted.  This correlation aligns with the viscosity 

results obtained under spray conditions (point B), as similar slurry viscosities lead to comparable droplet 

sizes when the feed passes through the nozzle during spraying, resulting in similar particle sizes [30]. 

These findings underscore that the atomization process consistently yields particles that exhibit 

homogeneity in both size and shape.  
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Figure 4. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images of the 16 silica-encapsulated SA samples 

prepared in water at (1:1) ratio. Images were taken at 1000x magnification. Figures a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, 

i, j, k, l, m, n, o, p, correspond to experiments from 1 to 16, respectively.    

 

Performance and grinding wear exhibit a close correlation, suggesting that enhanced performance may 

be associated with substantial wear. The wear material appears to adhere to the walls of the encapsulates 

or becomes trapped within the capsules along with the SA, potentially contributing to improved 

performance. This non-formulated raw material might also result in a diminished mass loss when the 

samples are exposed to heat, owing to the well-established high thermal properties of alumina [58]. 

Furthermore, variations in specific surface area (SBET) can be linked to the alumina content. Increased 

alumina contamination is observed to reduce SBET, subsequently leading to a decrease in moisture 

percentage, as evidenced in Experiments 7 and 15 (Table 4). This reduction in moisture content may be 

attributed to the alumina encapsulated in the silica, which diminishes the surface area, thereby providing 

less space for water retention [59].  

In terms of production yield and economic considerations, the paramount response is performance, as 

it directly correlates with the quantity of powder collected after the drying process [34]. Powder loss 

typically occurs when the drying process is incomplete, leading to powder adherence to the walls of the 

drying chamber. The significance of these performance values lies in their ability to provide insights 
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into the efficiency of silica-alumina (SA) encapsulation. Our findings reveal a spectrum of performance 

values ranging from 20% to 68%. A high-performance value is often associated with a heightened 

alumina content produced through grinding wear. Conversely, elevated alumina values correspond to a 

lower encapsulation percentage, suggesting that alumina may be encapsulating instead of the intended 

SA. Understanding these performance metrics is crucial for optimizing production yield and aligning 

with economic considerations. 

Encapsulation efficiency (EE) stands as a pivotal output, serving as a crucial indicator of the accurate 

encapsulation of bioactive compounds. In Table 4, Experiments 8 and 10 stand out with highlighted 

values of 53.6% and 53.5%, respectively, marking them as the most successful among the 16 conducted 

experiments. Achieving a commendable EE necessitates elevating the inlet temperature to facilitate the 

rapid drying of the encapsulated molecule, thereby preventing its adhesion to the chamber [56]. 

Moreover, EE is influenced by both the amount of SA and alumina contamination. The alumina content 

impacts SA encapsulation by occupying the inner space of the silica. A noteworthy distinction in kinetic 

parameters is evident when comparing Experiments 8 and 10, with Experiment 8 exhibiting the best 

kinetic parameter value (0.30 h-1) compared to Experiment 10 and other experiments (see 

Supplementary Figure 10). Although both experiments yield similar EE values, the variance in kinetic 

release can be attributed to a higher proportion of alumina encapsulation rather than SA, resulting in a 

rapid SA release (0.88 h-1). This, in turn, leads to a rapid release of SA, diminishing its antifungal 

effectiveness.  

In the assessment of antifungal activity, once again, Experiment 8 demonstrated superior results, 

yielding an inhibition rate of 58.4% against Penicillium digitatum. The heightened efficacy observed in 

these results appears to be intricately linked to the controlled release facilitated by encapsulation. This 

controlled release mechanism enhances the inhibition of mycelial growth, ensuring a sustained and 

prolonged impact on the fungi over time [60]. Collectively, these findings unequivocally position 

Experiment 8 as the optimal choice for a genuine biological application, as illustrated in Figure 5.  
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Figure 5. Fungal inhibition rates of the 16 experiments. Statistics analysis was performed by comparing all samples for each fungus. 
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3.2.3. Optimization of the process variables enhances the final encapsulated SA properties  

Once the interrelations between the responses were elucidated, the next step involved identifying the 

process variables with the most significant impact on the overall encapsulation process for optimization. 

Employing the FrF2 package, main effect plots (as the ones shown in Figure 6) and normal plots 

(Supplementary Figure 11) for each response were generated. Normal plot or normal probability plot 

allows to assess magnitude, direction, and significance of the effects. In this plot, effects that deviate 

significantly from 0 are considered statistically significant [61]. The main effect plot aids in 

comprehending the parameters that exert the most influence on each response at every tested level [62]. 

Figure 6 illustrates the impact of each process variable on the studied responses, with solid content 

standing out among 7 out of the 12 responses: performance, grinding wear, mass loss, viscosity, density, 

average capsule size (D50), SBET, and EE.  

Upon individual analysis of each graph, it becomes evident that certain studied variables under study, 

such as inlet temperature and slurry flow rate, exhibit minimal to no impact on moisture, viscosity, 

density, D50, SBET, kinetic rate, and inhibition rate (Supplementary Figure 11). Notably, in the case of 

viscosity (Figure 6g) and moisture (Figure 6f.), only two variables had a discernible effect: milling 

speed and solid content, respectively.  

The influence of solid content on rheological behaviour is particularly noteworthy. It operates by 

reducing flow resistance, attributed to the diminished internal friction between particles, thereby 

enabling free movement [63].  

The milling speed influences grinding wear, leading to significant alumina contamination, particularly 

at high speeds. The escalation of solid content, driven by alumina, directly impacts SBET (Figure 6e). 

This influence stems from its interference with SA encapsulation, resulting in a subsequent reduction 

in the available surface area for contact [35]. SA may be absorbed into the alumina [58], fostering a 

interaction between the carboxylic group of SA and the hydroxyl group of alumina [64]. This 

phenomenon finds support in Experiments 7 and 15, wherein elevated grinding wear values of            

94.00% and 96.71%, respectively, substantially diminish the SBET to 32 and 30 (m2/g) (Table 4). 

The reduction in SBET subsequently contributes to a decrease in powder moisture. A study on water 

absorption ability reported that up to 70% of water can be adsorbed on the alumina surface [59]. 

Consequently, with a diminished free surface, less water becomes trapped, facilitating a more efficient 

drying process. Once more, Experiments 7 and 15 substantiate this correlation, demonstrating that low 

values of SBET ‒ 32 and 30 (m2/g), respectively ‒ are associated with reduced moisture levels of 13.33% 

and 19.84% (Table 4).  

Performance (Figure 6a), grinding wear (Figure 6b), and density (Figure 6c) were mainly affected by 

three variables: i) solid content, ii) milling speed, and iii) milling time. A lower solid content during 
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high-speed and prolonged milling intensifies the internal impact between the grinding media and the 

bowls walls, leading to increased alumina content through abrasive wear. Mass loss (Figure 6d) is 

influenced by solid content and aspiration flow. The decrease in solid content reduces slurry viscosity, 

subsequently lowering the required aspiration flow rate to break down the feed into small droplets [65].  

The inlet temperature is intricately linked to mass loss, particularly at higher spray temperatures, where 

inadequate encapsulation renders the bioactive molecule more susceptible to degradation. As depicted 

in Supplementary Figure 12, Experiments 9 and 12 exhibited the lowest mass loss values at 400°C, and 

consistently maintained the lowest values even at 1000°C, outperforming the other experiments. 

Conversely, Experiments 8 and 10 displayed the highest mass loss values at 400°C, with degradation 

persisting until 1000°C (Supplementary Figure 13). The progressive and continuous degradation 

observed beyond 400ºC can be attributed to superior encapsulation and enhanced thermal stability, as 

the protective shell shields the SA when exposed to elevated temperatures [37]. Conversely, lower mass 

loss after 400ºC may be indicative of poor encapsulation, leading to the decomposition of most SA at 

400°C.  

Considering that silica experiences almost no mass loss and SA completely decomposes at 400°C, 

several insights can be drawn from Supplementary Figure 13. i. The observed misalignment between 

the blue and grey bars across all experiments suggests that mass loss persists at temperatures beyond 

400°C, providing clear evidence of the SA encapsulation process. ii. Given that all samples are prepared 

with equal SA content, those exhibiting the highest total loss (grey bar) are indicative of the least SA 

loss during atomization, signifying a more efficient encapsulation process. This heightened efficiency 

may be attributed to factors such as reduced alumina content from grinding (Experiment 10), which 

could interfere with the process, or a lower drying temperature (Experiments 4 and 8). iii. The greater 

the disparity between the grey and blue bars, the more efficient the encapsulation process. In this regard, 

Experiment 8 not only allowed for the encapsulation of the highest amount of SA but also did so in the 

most efficient manner. 
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Figure 6. Main effect plots for experimental responses. 
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As shown in section 3.2.2, the D50 (Figure 6i) exhibited no differences among samples, and the tested 

variables showed no influence on its distribution. This consistency is attributed to the effective 

dispersion and homogenization achieved under all conditions used, ensuring a uniform and consistent 

capsule size distribution. EE (Figure 6h), kinetic (Figure 6k), and inhibition rate (Figure 6j) are 

properties contingent upon the physical and chemical characteristics of the encapsulates. Furthermore, 

both kinetic and inhibition rate are subject to external variables such as pH [66], physical/chemical force 

stimulation [67], fungal species [68], environmental temperature [69] or tested concentration [70]. In 

this contest, Experiment 8 uniquely exhibits a correlation between all three parameters, where a high 

EE allows for a controlled and gradual release (kinetic rate), consequently exerting a substantial impact 

on fungal growth.  

3.2.4. SA potential is conditioned to spray drying variables   

Following a thorough examination of the variables influence on the responses, an assessment of the 

correlation between the levels of the tested parameters and the resulting responses was conducted 

through PCA analysis. The utility of PCA in discerning potential correlations among the tested 

conditions has been demonstrated [71]. The individual PCA plot, representing the experimental 

conditions, revealed that the two main components collectively contribute to approximately 55.6% of 

the total variance, with 32.7% attributed to Dim1 and 22.9% to Dim2. Figure 7 displays three distinct 

relationships, grouping Experiments 2 – 10 and Experiments 7 - 15 while underscoring the significance 

of Experiment 8.  

Experiments 2 and 10 shared similar tested conditions, including solid content (+1), milling speed (-1), 

milling time (-1), and feed rate (+1), with variations only in spray temperature (-1 and +1) and aspiration 

(+1 and -1), as shown in Table 1b. Although these experiments exhibited modest performance values, 

and demonstrated the lowest grinding wear values, the decreased alumina content resulted in increased 

EE values. However, the lowest mass loss values between 400°C and 1000°C were observed, suggesting 

poorer encapsulation of SA. Despite achieving good EE values, the anticipated controlled SA release 

and substantial antifungal effect were not realized, highlighting a deficiency in SA encapsulation.  

Conversely, Experiments 7 and 15 shared similar tested conditions, including solid content (-1), milling 

speed (+1), milling time (+1), and feed rate (-1), with variations in spray temperature (-1 and +1) and 

airflow (+1 and -1), as outlined in Table 1b. These experiments demonstrated the highest performance 

values, attributed to considerable grinding wear values. The low feed rate employed, prolonged the 

formulation's chamber residence time, leading to improved drying and reduced powder moisture. 

However, this extended drying time, coupled with the low feed rate, resulted in poorer EE values as a 

substantial amount of SA was not fully encapsulated. Moreover, high mass loss values suggest good 

SA encapsulation, but due to the high amount of grinding wear, it is not fully realized. This is further 



Chapter 2 

129 

 

corroborated by the fact that neither of these experiments exhibited satisfactory release or antifungal 

effect.  

 

 

Figure 7. Principal component analysis (PCA) of the 16 experiments. 

 

 

Finally, Experiment 8 yielded the best results in terms of EE, kinetic rate and inhibition rate. Its tested 

conditions included solid content (+1), milling speed (+1), milling time (+1), spray temperature (-1), 

feed rate (+1) and airflow (-1). Both performance and grinding wear displayed average values. 

Additionally, an average moisture level was observed, likely resulting from an equilibrium between the 

quantity of SA and grinding wear within the formulation. The relatively good performance and 

controlled presence of grinding wear contributed to an improved EE. This heightened EE value 

facilitated a desired controlled release, subsequently enhancing the antifungal effect (refer to Table 4). 

Similarly, lower aspiration maintained more controlled airflow, preventing powder loss. It is worth 

noting that the low tested temperature condition proved effective in adequately drying the slurry without 

adversely affecting the encapsulated SA properties. 
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4. Conclusions  

The optimization of the SA encapsulation process was successfully achieved through a systematic study 

of the key variables associated with the two unit operations involved: wet-milling and spray-drying. 

The study of acetone-based encapsulated SA samples revealed that SA does not undergo degradation 

during spray drying at a temperature of 150°C. Consequently, there is no need to use organic solvents 

to formulate SA encapsulated samples. This not only yields significant cost savings but also mitigates 

environmental impact.  

Despite some differences were found between encapsulated samples prepared in water versus acetone 

in terms of performance and moisture, critical parameters such as encapsulation efficiency and kinetic 

rate remained consistent. This supports the notion that both treatments were equally effective when 

applied as antifungal control.  

The optimization of the water-based encapsulation process through a fractional factorial design revealed 

that the most influential variables in the whole atomization process are solid content, milling speed, and 

milling time in comparison with spray temperature, feed rate and airflow. These three variables play a 

crucial role in material homogenization and determine the final amount of grinding wear. Lower solid 

content, combined with higher speed and extended time, can overestimate performance values or 

encapsulation efficiency, directly impacting moisture and specific surface area of the encapsulates as 

alumina wear binds to the capsules, hindering proper SA encapsulation.  

However, feed rate, airflow and spray temperature are critical for the proper drying of the slurries. A 

fast slurry feed rate coupled with low airflow fails to provide sufficient time for proper powder drying, 

leading to adherence to the walls. Besides, a powder not properly dried suggests problems during spray 

drying, and subsequently, low SA encapsulation efficiency values, thus decreasing its antifungal effect.    

The fractional factorial design facilitated the establishment of optimal values for process variables, 

thereby improving the encapsulation process and the final properties of the encapsulated SA samples. 

These findings could serve as a valuable starting point for formulating other plant-derived molecules 

that play a crucial role in stress tolerance. 
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Supplementary material 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 1. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images of the silica-encapsulated SA samples. Images were taken at 1000x magnification. 

Figures a, b and c, correspond to silica-encapsulated SA samples prepared in water at (1:1), (1:0.5), and (1:0.25) ratio, respectively. Figures d, e and f, correspond 

to silica-encapsulated SA samples prepared in acetone at (1:1), (1:0.5), and (1:0.25) ratio, respectively. 
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Supplementary Figure 2. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images of the chitosan-encapsulated SA samples. Images were taken at 1000x magnification. 

Figures a, b and c, correspond to chitosan-encapsulated SA samples prepared in water at (1:1.25), (1:1), and (1:0.5) ratio, respectively. Figures d, e and f, 

correspond to chitosan-encapsulated SA samples prepared in acetone at (1:1.25), (1:1), and (1:0.5) ratio, respectively.      
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Supplementary Figure 3. Thermal analysis of the silica/chitosan-encapsulated SA samples performed 

in acetone and water.   
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Supplementary Figure 4. Antifungal effects of silica/chitosan-encapsulated SA samples performed in 

water and acetone at 1000 µM on Alternaria alternata. 
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Supplementary Figure 5. Antifungal effects of silica/chitosan-encapsulated SA samples performed 

in water and acetone at 1000 µM on Penicillium digitatum. 
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Supplementary Figure 6. Antifungal effects of silica/chitosan-encapsulated SA samples performed 

in water and acetone at 1000 µM on Fusarium oxysporum. 

 



Chapter 2 

144 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 7. Micelial growth rate of Alternaria alternata, Fusarium oxysporum and 

Penicillium digitatum treated with capsules without SA at 1000 µM. 
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Supplementary Figure 8. Viscosity flow behaviour of the 16 experiments. A and B points viscosity values are shown in Table 4. The grey area corresponds 

to the optimal parameter range for the slurry to enable the atomization process. 
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Supplementary Figure 9. Capsule size distributions of the 16 experiments. Diameters values (D50) are shown in Table 4. 
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Supplementary Figure 10. SA release from the 16 experiments. 
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Supplementary Figure 11. Normal plots for experimental responses. 
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Supplementary Figure 12. TG curves of the 16 experiments. The percentages of mass loss are shown in Table 4.
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Supplementary Figure 13. Mass loss of the 16 experiments. Loss mass values are represented at 

150°C, 400°C and 1000°C, with color bars of orange, blue, and grey, respectively.   
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Abstract  

The role of the salicylic acid (SA) on the induction of systemic acquired resistance is well known. 

Moreover, literature reports the participation of SA in the plant response to biotic and abiotic stresses. 

Despite this basic studies, the mechanism by which exogenous SA protects plants, as well as the 

interactions of SA with other phytohormones, such as auxins, still remains elusive. Similarly, 

determining the SA suitable dosage to probe on in-vitro plants systems are not yet well developed. For 

these reason, the main objective of this work was to study the SA behaviour both free and encapsulated 

on Arabidopsis thaliana plants, and its effect in plants development. The effect of SA on roots and 

rosettes of Arabidopsis plants was analysed at different doses after treatments with free and 

encapsulated SA (using silica and chitosan capsules), determining their affectation through their 

morphological characteristics and hormones internal levels changes. The results showed that the free 

SA treatment affected length and growth rate of the roots, the size of the rosettes, and modified the 

normal gravitropism of the roots, both at low and high doses, due to changes in endogenous SA and 

IAA levels, while, the encapsulated samples affected the plants at the highest doses. The dose limit to 

use in free SA treatments is 1 µM, however, in the encapsulates samples treatments, it is in the range of 

50 to 100 µM, depending on the parameter evaluated. Encapsulation allowed a controlled release of the 

SA, reducing the amount of hormone available in the media and the uptake by the plant, avoiding or 

decreasing the deleterious effects of the SA. Therefore, encapsulation is an effective method to 

determinate physical and chemical effects of a determinate hormone, in this case the SA, and could be 

an attractive technology to applicate when an adverse conditions or a stress affect an important crop, 

using the appropriate amount, evaluating first in the laboratory and then in the field.  

1. Introduction 

Physiological processes that allow the correct development of plants are controlled by biomolecules 

[1]. Among them, plant growth regulators (PGRs) are active substances that can have a natural origin, 

such as the phytohormones, but also can be chemically synthesized. The phytohormones, which are low 

molecular weight organic compounds of endogenous origin [2], are distributed in different plant tissues 

and, in small quantities, are capable of modulating morphogenetic and physiological processes [3]. 

Moreover, phytohormone effects are complex because their action, in some cases, is indirect and the 

signal can initiate in a plant tissue far from where the final effect is observed [4]. It is important to 

determine the role of phytohormones and their interactions since PGRs are commonly used to modify 

developmental patterns and growth rates in seeds, shoots and roots [5], with high economic and 

agronomic benefits. Climate change is enhancing the incidence and intensity of abiotic stresses in the 

fields, giving rise to a complicate scenario where crops are gradually reducing yields and fruit qualities 

[6,7]. PGRs have a remarkable potential to induce plant responses to stress, contributing to the 

adaptation of crops to adverse environments [8]. 
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Salicylic acid (SA), fully recognized as a PGR in the 90s [9], has an aromatic benzene ring in its 

structure and belongs to the family of phenolic compounds [10]. SA participates in key biological 

processes such as plant development, antioxidant system, nitrogen metabolism and photosynthesis 

regulation, among others [11]. In addition, it is an important component of plant tolerance to biotic 

stresses [12–14]. SA has an import role on plant responses to abiotic stresses in cooperation with other 

phytohormones such as jasmonic acid (JA) and abscisic acid (ABA), in a controlled cross-talk that 

allows the plant to adapt to drought, highlight, high temperatures and high salinity [15,16]. The capacity 

of exogenous SA of inducing stress tolerance mechanisms has been deeply studied. In fact, different 

application methods, such as the addition to the nutrient solution or irrigation water, spraying or soaking 

the seeds have been tested [17,18]. A good example is the protective effect of SA against salt stress, 

where the addition of SA is capable of dispelling the toxicity symptoms in many plant species, restoring 

membrane potential and improving photosynthetic capacity and antioxidant protection [19,20]. When 

considering a SA treatment, several aspects must be taken into account, such as the SA concentration, 

the plant species, the age of the plant and the duration of the treatment [21]. Actually, choosing the 

optimal dose of SA is an important point to consider because, a small amount will be rapidly absorbed 

by the plant, decreasing its protective effect over time and, on the contrary, a large amount will cause 

stress in the plant [22]. 

Encapsulation is an efficient solution to control the release of SA and, therefore, the applied 

concentration. Encapsulation is a relatively new technology where an active agent is loaded into a 

carrier matrix [23] of different nature, often polymer-based. The benefits of this process are many,  such 

as: a) active agent protection during the storage and the application process, b) decrease in the amount 

of active agent required, and c) controlled release of the encapsulated molecule [24,25]. The 

encapsulated active agents can be small or large molecules, such as proteins, drugs or dyes, and capsules 

are generally organic or inorganic polymers, fatty acids or lipids [26]. In the last years, various 

polymeric shells had been developed, for example: polyuria, polysaccharides such as chitosan and 

alginate, aliphatic polyesters and amorphous silica [27], which are efficient to formulate capsule-active 

agent mixtures, using an aqueous system without changing room temperature [28]. It has been recently 

shown that chitosan and amorphous silica are effective carriers of plant-derived substances [29], 

immobilizing and releasing them in a controlled manner [30].     

The aim of this work was to study the differences among treatments with free SA and encapsulated SA 

(in silica or chitosan), in Arabidopsis thaliana plants. The effect of SA concentration was studied, 

demonstrating that free and encapsulated SA affect plants in different ways. The encapsulation of SA 

using both capsules proved to be an effective method to reduce the negative effects of the phytohormone 

accumulated in roots and rosettes through its controlled release and its correct delivery to the plant. The 
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results provide a desirable encapsulated product that can be used in agriculture to mitigate the adverse 

effects of different stresses on plants.  

2. Materials and Methods 

Fig.1. shows a summary of the methodology used in this work: 1) formulation of treatments and 

Arabidopsis seed sown, 2) analysis of SA effect on root and rosette growth and root gravitropism, 3) 

extraction and quantification of phytohormones, 4) visualization of the auxin-specific reporter gene 

DR5 in roots, and 5) statistical and PCA analyses.  

2.1. Materials and plant growth conditions. Salicylic acid (SA), pyrogenic amorphous silica HDK® 

S13 (Si) and chitosan DG CHI 0.20 g/ml and 85% deacetylated (Ch) were purchased from Sigma-

Aldrich (St. Louis, USA), AOXIN (Shanghai, China) and WACKER (Barcelona, Spain), respectively. 

Arabidopsis thaliana wild-type (Col-0) seeds were obtained from the Nottingham Arabidopsis Stock 

Centre (Nottingham, UK), and Arabidopsis thaliana DR5::GFP line was obtained from the Arabidopsis 

Biological Resource Center (Columbus, USA). Seeds were surface sterilized with 1% v/v sodium 

hypochlorite and 0.01% v/v Tween 20 solution for 10 min with moderate incubation, washed in 

triplicate with sterile distilled water, and sown in 9 x 15 cm petri dishes containing Murashige and 

Skoog medium 0.5% (Duchefa, Haarlem, The Netherlands), sucrose 1% (Merck Millipore, Darmstadt, 

Germany) and European Bacteriological Agar (Condalab, Madrid, Spain). Seeds were germinated and 

petri dishes were vertically arranged (Figure 1) in growth chambers (SANYO MLR-350, Sakata, 

Gunma, Japan) for 5 days under 16 h light/8 h dark cycles at 22.5°C and 60% relative humidity. After 

this period, plants were transferred to the media containing the different SA treatments (see point 2.2.) 

and kept in the same growing conditions for different periods.  
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Figure 1. Experimental method developed to determine the effect of free and encapsulated SA (Si:SA 

and Ch:SA) in Arabidopsis thaliana plants.    

 

2.2. SA treatment conditions. The following concentrations of SA were used for treatments: 1, 10, 50, 

100 and 500 μM. For each SA concentration, in addition to non-encapsulated SA (referred to as free 

SA), 1:0.25 ratio of Si:SA and 1:0.5 ratio of Ch:SA encapsulated samples were obtained by spray-

drying the aqueous suspensions prepared by planetary mixing (Fritsch, Pulverisette®) of the specific 

amounts of SA with silica and chitosan, respectively, following the experimental procedure detailed in 

a previous publication [29]. In brief, Si:SA sample was prepared by mixing the respective amount of 

SA with 320 ml distilled water (15 min at 120 rpm), adding the amorphous silica stepwise and 

homogenizing the mixture (1 h at 180 rpm). Ch:SA was prepared by mixing 138.6 ml of distilled water 

and 1.4 ml of acetic acid (5 min at 150 rpm) and by adding, in successive steps, 4.2 g of chitosan (15 

min at 210 rpm), 1.4 ml of tween 80 (15 min at 210 rpm), the appropriate amount of SA pre-dissolved 

in dichloromethane (15 min at 210 rpm) and 2.1 g of TPP-Na pre-dissolved in 137.9 ml of distilled 

water (1 h at 210 rpm). Spray drying was performed in a SD-06 spray drier (Lab Plant, UK), with a 

standard 0.5 mm nozzle and the following standard conditions: inlet temperature 150°C, spray flow 10 
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ml/min, drying air fan 80% and compressed air pressure 1.5 bar. Encapsulated samples and free SA 

were mixed with the culture medium and poured in petri dishes. 

2.3. Determination of root growth, rosette area and root gravitropism. After transferring plants to 

the different treatments, petri dishes were scanned with an Epson perfection v600 photo scanner, and 

root length measured by Image J software using the obtained images (Fig. 3i). Dishes were scanned 

each hour until 24 hours and each day until 5 days, calculating root length from the images. 5-day 

growth plants were removed from the dish, and their rosettes (separated from their roots) were scan. 

Finally, for the gravitropism test, dishes were tilted 90°. Every hour (from 0h to 24h) the dishes were 

scanned, maintaining the same inclination. Root angle changes were measured by the same Image J 

software.  

2.4. Extraction and phytohormones analysis. After transferring plants to the different treatments, 

plants were grown for 4 weeks in 90° tilted dishes. Then, plants were sampled and both rosettes and 

roots frozen with liquid nitrogen and stored until further analysis. Extraction and analysis were carried 

out as described in [31] with few modifications. Briefly, 0.2 g of plant tissue were extracted with 1 ml 

of acetonitrile 50% in a ball mill (MillMix20, Domel Železniki, Slovenija) after spiking with 2.5 ng of 

[2H5]-indole acetic acid (IAA) and 25 ng of the following molecules: [13C6]-SA, dehydro jasmonic acid 

(DHJA) and [2H6]-ABA. Extracted samples were sonicated and centrifuged to remove debris. Then, 1 

ml of the sample was charged in an “Oasis HLB 1 cc Vac Cartridge, 30 mg (Waters, Mildford, USA)” 

column with 500 μl of acetonitrile 30%, collecting the eluent. Phytohormones SA, JA, ABA, and IAA 

were determined in rosettes and roots by high performance liquid chromatography coupled online to a 

triple quadrupole mass spectrometer (Micromass, Manchester, UK) through an orthogonal Z-spray 

electrospray ion source [32].  

2.5. Fluorescence analysis. The DR5::GFP sensor system has been widely used to study the auxin 

response because it contains regulatory elements suitable for inferences about auxin levels. 5-day-old 

Arabidopsis thaliana DR5::GFP plants were transferred to different treatments. After 5 days, whole 

plants were taken from the medium, placed on microscope slides and visualized under the microscope 

with a 40× objective. Fluorescence images were acquired by a “Nikon Eclipse 80i fluorescent 

microscope (MicroscopyU, Melville, New York, USA)”, equipped with an epifluorescence GFP filter. 

Fluorescence intensity and exposure time were at 30% and 200 ms, respectively. Images were treated 

with plugin FIJI from Image J software.   

2.6. Statistical analysis and principal component analysis (PCA). Treatments consisted of three 

replications and, at least, ten plants for each replication. SPSS version 21 software was used for 

statistical analysis and one-way analysis of variance test (Anova) with Bonferroni correction to 

determine significant differences between treatment groups at p≤0.05. Correlation matrix graphic and 
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Individual – PCA/Variables – PCA were constructed using R package corrplot [33] and R package 

factoextra [34] – R package FactoMineR [35], respectively.  

3. Results and Discussion   

3.1. Encapsulation decreases the SA negative effect on primary root growth  

Phytohormones are essential molecules that control the correct development of plants through a 

regulated homeostasis which may be disrupted by the exogenous application of PGRs [36]. SA works 

as a plant defense activator and a growth regulator. However, applications of SA to concentrations 

greater than 1 mM inhibit seed germination and plant growth [37]. To control the release of SA and 

reduce its negative effect, encapsulated samples were developed in a previous study [29].  

 

 

Figure 2. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on root growth in Col-0 Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old 

plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and pictures were taken 5 days 

later.  
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The samples selected for their best results inhibiting fungal growth were those with the lowest ratio 

tested with both capsules: 1:0.5 for Ch:SA and 1:0.25 for Si:SA. In this work, doses of SA (either free 

or encapsulated), ranging from 1 to 500 µM, were tested to measure their effect on Arabidopsis root 

growth (Figure 2). Data indicate that after 5 days of treatment, a significant decrease in the length of 

the primary root was observed in free-SA treated plants in all the doses tested (Fig. 2b–f). Plants treated 

with SA encapsulated with Si:SA had a root length similar to that of the control plants at doses of 1 and 

10 µM (Figure 2g–k) and those treated with Ch:SA at doses of 1, 10 and 50 µM (Figure 2i–p). 

Intermediate lengths (shorter that controls but longer than free SA treated plants) were found at higher 

doses for both capsules. 

Growth rate of the Arabidopsis roots was calculated for each treatment and dose, a value that depends 

on the root tip elongation [38]. Growth rate in roots of control plants was, approximately, 0.7 cm on the 

1st day and 0.4 cm on the rest (2nd to 5th day) (Figure 3 and Supplementary Table 1). The first day of 

analysis, root growth rate in plants treated with free SA was similar to that of controls only at 1 µM 

dose. However, from the 2nd day and until the end of the test, growth rate was considerably reduced 

(Figure 3a). Final root length was 1.485 cm at the 1 µM dose (compared to the 2,393 cm of control 

roots), and much shorter in those plants treated with higher free SA concentrations. In other plant 

systems, constantly-applied free SA had a strong effect on primary root growth, due to inhibition of cell 

elongation at low doses (≤ 100 µM) [39] and complete stoppage at high doses (≥ 100 µM), as occurs in 

other dicots as bean [40] and cucumber [41]. Interestingly, plants treated with Si:SA and Ch:SA at the 

lowest doses had a root growth rate similar to control plants (Figure 3b-c), and when the three treatments 

were compared (free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA) throughout the test period, it was observed that, in general, 

the encapsulation process (regardless of the capsule used) reduce the adverse effect of the SA on root 

growth (Figures 1, 2 and Supplementary Table 1).  

The difference in root length among plants treated with the different products could be due to the 

progressive release of SA from the capsules [42], decreasing the amount of SA in the medium (available 

then to the plant). When treating with free SA, the amount of molecule available to the plant in the first 

moments coincides with the total dose, quickly stressing the plant and causing the death of root cells 

[43]. In this regard, the results of the root growth test performed from 0 to 12 hours (Supplementary 

Figure 1) corroborate the results shown in Figure 3. As can be noticed, the least toxic treatment was 

again Ch:SA, compared to Si:SA and free SA. The experiment confirmed that free SA becomes toxic 

very rapidly in the plant. No effects on growth rate was observed when plants were treated with only 

the Si and Ch capsules (Supplementary Figure 2). 
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Figure 3. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on root growth in Col-0 Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old 

plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and root length measured daily 

(scheme i). Graphs (a), (b) and (c) compare root length among the doses at each treatment, and graphs 

(d), (e), (f), (g) and (h) compare root length among the treatments at each dose. 

 

3.2. The encapsulation of SA allows the correct development of the rosette  

The effect of SA on rosette size is an important parameter of healthy plants and the rosette area, in early 

stages, is proportional to biomass [44]. In fact, results show that SA treatment affects the rosette size in 

a dose-dependent manner, being rosettes smaller as free SA concentration increases, (Figure 4, 

Supplementary Figure 3). The constitutive response to high concentrations of SA may cause 

morphological alterations, such as dwarfism [45]. As shown in the Supplementary Figure 4 and 

quantified in Figure 4a, rosettes of plants treated with the Si:SA showed a size similar to those of the 

Control at concentrations of 1 and 10 µM. However, size decreased as the concentration of encapsulated 

SA increased (50, 100 and 500 µM). Ch:SA was even better as rosettes of treated plants were as large 

as controls at 1, 10 and 50 doses. Comparison among treatments reveals that rosettes treated with free 

SA had a very small size, even at the lowest doses (area was approximately half of that of control plants, 

Figure 4b–f). However, encapsulation decreases the adverse effects on rosettes. Rosette and root results 
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are consistent since high concentrations of SA available in the growth medium, increase the SA 

absorbed by the plant [46], which is possibly transported to the rosette and accumulated in the aerial 

tissues until plants are intoxicated. No effects on the rosette size were observed when plants were treated 

with only the Si and Ch capsules (Supplementary Figure 4). 

 

 

Figure 4. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on rosette size in Col-0 Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old 

plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and size was measured 5 days 

later. Graph (a), depicts rosette area for the three treatments and at all doses, and graphs (b), (c), (d), (e) 

and (f) compare rosette area among the treatments at each dose. Different letters indicate significant 

differences among treatment groups at p≤0.05.  

 

 

3.3. The encapsulation of SA prevents alteration of root gravitropism  

Roots are able to feel and respond to gravity changes, always growing in the direction of the gravity 

vector, what is referred as positive gravitropism [47,48]. As depicted in Figure 5 and supplementary 
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Figure 5a, plants treated with free SA at the lowest doses showed a similar root gravitropism to the 

plants Control, 8 hours after the plant orientation change. However, roots lost the capacity of reorienting 

when plants were treated with free SA at 50 or 100 µM. At the highest dose (500 µM), roots became 

mostly agravitropic (unable to turn).  

 

 

Figure 5. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on root reorientation in Col-0 Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-

old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and root angle measured 8 

hours later.  

 

As shown in Supplementary Figure 6b, the same conclusions can be drawn 24 hours after the plant 

rotation. Previous reports showed that exogenous SA controls the root change orientation in an IAA 

crosstalk network [49] and reduces the root orientation angle in a dose-dependent manner, evidencing 

that SA has a negative effect on gravitropism [50,51]. However, the altered gravitropism response was 

significantly reverted when treating plants with the encapsulated hormone. Plants treated with SA 

encapsulated with any of the two capsules showed gravitropic roots (Figure 5 and Supplementary Figure 

5a). After 24 hours of changing angle orientation, plant treated with the 1, 10 and 50 µM doses of Si:SA 

had a root orientation identical to Controls (Supplementary Figure 5b). Treatments with Ch:SA were 

still less aggressive considering this parameter and only plants treated with the highest dose had 

problems to change their angle orientation (Supplementary Figure 5b). These data show that exogenous 

SA alters the root gravitropism response in Arabidopsis plants until abolish it at high doses. We 
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hypothesise that this treatment induces changes in gene expression, especially in those genes related to 

auxin synthesis and transport that subsequently alter root patterning and growth direction [52]. 

However, encapsulation decreases SA deleterious effects on root gravitropism. No effects on the 

gravitropism response were observed when plants were treated with only the Si and Ch capsules 

(Supplementary Figure 6a-b). 

3.4. The encapsulation of SA modulates endogenous SA accumulation in plants  

A profile of phytohormones: SA, JA, ABA and IAA was obtained after 28 days of treatment, both from 

roots and rosettes. The most affected plants, with small tidied up rosettes and short and agravitropic 

roots, were those treated with free SA at 100 and 500 µM doses (Figure 6e-f).  

 

 

Figure 6. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on plant performance in Col-0 Arabidopsis plants. 5-

day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and pictures were taken 

28 days later.  
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These results agree with sections 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 where the increase in SA concentration impaired plant 

growth. The negative effect of SA was reduced by the encapsulation process as reported before (Figures 

2-4-5). These results confirm that the capsules have an optimal design as carriers and shields of SA, as 

well as for its gradual release, controlling the potential toxicity of the phytohormone [53]. Plants had 

higher levels of endogenous SA both in roots and rosettes after the treatment with free SA. However, 

treatments with the encapsulated SA importantly reduced these increased levels of endogenous SA. In 

detail, significant increases in the endogenous SA in rosettes was obtained after treating plants with all 

doses of free SA and only at the doses of 50, 100 and 500 µM for both treatments with encapsulated 

samples (Figure 7). 

Endogenous SA levels in roots of the treated plants followed a similar pattern and roots treated with 

free SA had the highest values of endogenous SA, followed by those treated with Si:SA, and Ch:SA, 

for doses of 1, 10, 50, 100 µM (Figure 8b-c-d-e). At the 500 µM dose, no differences in root SA 

concentrations were detected among plants under the different treatments. However, it is important to 

highlight that plants grew differently depending on the treatment (Figure 6f-k-p). Hormones are 

important signals involved in the regulation of the cell division and size in plants [54,55]. Therefore, 

we propose that exposition to free SA increases endogenous hormone levels from the beginning of the 

experiment and this early increase causes short roots and small and pale rosettes. Encapsulation is able 

to control the early uptake of SA, limiting the amounts of hormone that roots absorb and translocation 

to the rosette. This regulation of the endogenous SA levels reduces the damaging effect of the treatments 

and, therefore, has less effect on plant phenotypes.    
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Figure 7. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous SA levels in rosettes of Col-0 Arabidopsis 

plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and plant 

hormones measured 28 days later. Graph (a) depicts SA levels in the three treatments at all doses, and 

graphs (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) compare SA levels among the treatments at each dose. Different letters 

indicate significant differences among treatment groups at p≤0.05. 
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Figure 8. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous SA levels in roots of Col-0 Arabidopsis 

plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and plant 

hormones measured 28 days later. Graph (a) depicts SA levels in the three treatments at all doses, and 

graphs (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) compare SA levels among the treatments at each dose. Different letters 

indicate significant differences among treatment groups at p≤0.05. 

 

 

3.5. The encapsulation of SA modulates endogenous IAA accumulation in roots 

The IAA is the main auxin that regulates root elongation and several developmental processes in plants, 

such as tissue differentiation, cell division, response to different pathogens, etc. [56,57]. Endogenous 

levels of IAA in the roots showed a noticeable depletion with the increase in the dose of free SA, 

reaching barely detectable values in plants treated with the 500 µM SA (Figure 9a). However, in plants 

treated with the encapsulated SA, fluctuant values were observed compared to the control plants (Figure 

9b-c). In fact, SA regulates root growth together with IAA in a balanced pathway, which could be 

altered by the change in the levels of any of them (in this case the SA levels) and modify the root 

response [58], as roots are highly sensitive to fluctuations of the IAA levels [59].  
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Figure 9. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous IAA levels in roots of Col-0 Arabidopsis 

plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and plant 

hormones measured 28 days later. Graph (a) depicts IAA levels in the three treatments at all doses, and 

graphs (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) compare IAA levels among the treatments at each dose. Different letters 

indicate significant differences among treatment groups at p≤0.05. 

 

To confirm the effect of SA treatments on IAA levels, a reporter line of Arabidopsis thaliana 

“DR5::GFP” was used [60]. The DR5 system allows monitoring auxin levels, especially in the root tip 

since this group of cells show important accumulation of IAA in response to any stimulus [61]. In 

general IAA levels in roots (Figure 9) correspond with the activity of the DR5::GFP auxin sensor in the 

quiescent centre (Figure 10) although some differences are observed, probably due to the specific cells 

monitored in the DR5 system (the quiescent centre) versus the bulk levels in the whole primary root 

detected in the analytical assay. 

 



Chapter 3 

168 

 

 

Figure 10. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on root fluorescence in Arabidopsis thaliana DR5::GFP 

plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and plant 

hormones measured 5 days later. The scale represents 100 µm. 

 

As depicted in Figure 10a, a progressive increase in the activity of DR5::GFP in plants treated with 1, 

10 and 50 µM SA doses were observed. Interestingly, in plants treated with Si:SA and Ch:SA, 

fluorescence still increases at the 100 µM dose (Figure 10j-o) but had a slight decrease at the 500 µM 

dose (Figure 10k-p). However, in plants treated with free SA, fluorescence decrease was observed at 

the 100 µM dose (Figure 10e) and any activity could be found at the 500 µM dose (Figure 10f). This 

may be due to the fact that high doses of SA (≥ 100 µM) reduce auxin levels, decreasing the activity of 

the DR5::GFP auxin sensor in the quiescent centre [62]. Therefore, it seems that an effect of SA can be 

the suppression of the auxin flow from the stem to the root tip. This relationship between SA and IAA 

is related to their functions, well described in the literature, suggesting that the gradient of IAA plays 

an essential role in the correct dynamics of the root growth [63]. In fact, the encapsulated samples 

prevented IAA levels from declining further at doses of 100 and 500 µM, allowing roots to growth in 

contrast with roots treated with free SA. The different treatments with SA cause small changes in the 
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levels of JA and ABA in a random way that did not allow to identify any pattern of regulation 

(Supplementary Figure 7 and Supplementary Figure 8).   

3.6. General comparison of free SA vs encapsulated SA treatments 

Results of root growth, root angle, rosette area and phytohormone levels (SA, JA, ABA, IAA) from the 

roots were evaluated in a Principal Component Analysis (PCA) plot to reduce the dimensionality of our 

datasets and avoid losing important information [64]. To establish the relation among the variables 

analysed in the treatments, a plot of variables was made to correlate the importance of each variable in 

the main component [65]. According to the results shown in the Variables-PCA plot (Supplementary 

Figure 9a), there is a positive correlation and a good quality representation of the variable in the 

principal component (cos2) among root growth per day, root angle at 8h and SA content, grouped in 

the same direction, and with a less cos2, root growth per hour and the IAA content had a positive 

correlation. However, a negative correlation is observed among rosette area, JA content and ABA 

content, since these variables are represented on the opposite side to the origin and also plotted in the 

opposite quadrants (Supplementary Figure 9a). According to these results, SA and IAA levels explain 

the direct relationship between SA levels and the affection in the roots of the treated plants. In the same 

way, a correlation matrix was made to highlight the importance of the variables in the two main 

components. The results matrix showed that all variables were found in the first principal component 

(Dim1), except that of JA content which is found in the second principal component (Dim2) 

(Supplementary Figure 9b). This graph shows that the variables are perfectly represented by only two 

main components in this case, Dim.1 and Dim.2 [66].  

The PCA is also capable of evaluating the correlation among several treatments, growth parameters, 

and internal phytohormone levels in plants [67]. The individual PCA of the treatments and the different 

doses of SA revealed that the two main components covered approximately 81.8% of the total variance 

(66.6% and 15.2% for Dim1 and Dim2, respectively) (Figure 11). In the first Dim1, the treatments with 

free SA are grouped, observing a large separation between the doses of free SA and Si:SA at 100 and 

500 µM doses, so free SA and encapsulated SA at these doses caused important morphological changes 

in plants. Moreover, these negative effects become stronger when the SA doses increase and raise point 

distribution variability of Free SA and Si:SA treatments at highest doses values in the PCA (Figure 11). 

On the other hand, in the Dim2, the treatment with Si:SA at doses of 1, 10 and 50 µM and those of 

Ch:SA at all doses are grouped, which indicates that plants were not seriously affected (as these values 

are not different from those of the Control with a similar profile and less variability), placing them 

within a range in which the plant is affected but still is able to develop.  
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Figure 11. Individual-PCA of Col-0 Arabidopsis plants treated with free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA at 1, 

10, 50, 100 and 500 µM doses. 

 

4. Conclusions  

The experiments performed demonstrate that encapsulation prevents the uncontrolled release of SA and 

decrease the adverse pleotropic effects of the free SA treatment on plant physiology. Plants are able to 

take up free SA when it is available in the medium. This rapid uptake affects the structure and length 

of the roots, and the size and architecture of the rosettes in a concentration-dependent manner, due to 

both the high SA accumulation in both tissues and the decrease in the IAA accumulation and activity, 

especially in the root. However, changes in IAA levels in root germ cells due to fast uptake of SA, can 

be prevented by its encapsulation, reducing the amount available for the plants. SA encapsulation with 

silica or chitosan results in a controlled release of SA and, therefore, in less negative effects (when 

compared with free SA), avoiding that plants suffer impaired physiological and morphological 
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responses. Encapsulated samples, at lowest doses, have no impact on treated plants, being Ch:SA the 

least harmful. At the highest doses (100 and 500 µM) plants are more damaged, because the amount of 

SA is excessive. Differences among treatments are consistent with the PCA, showing that encapsulation 

is a useful method to control deleterious SA effects. When comparing capsules, Ch has less impact on 

treated plants, which maintain a relative normal development, and allows to work with highest doses in 

comparison with the Si capsule. Future work will be aimed at studying the effect of encapsulated 

hormones on plants under conditions that emulate the climate change to evaluate the positive effect that 

encapsulated sample can have on plant tolerance to biotic and abiotic stress conditions. In these future 

studies, the system developed in this work with Arabidopsis growing in controlled conditions can be a 

key tool to decipher the optimal capsules, hormone dose range and optimal plant growth conditions 

before extrapolating the experimental design to the greenhouse or fields.   
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[31] J. Šimura, I. Antoniadi, J. Široká, D. Tarkowská, M. Strnad, K. Ljung, O. Novák, Plant 

Hormonomics: Multiple Phytohormone Profiling by Targeted Metabolomics, Plant Physiol. 177 

(2018) 476–489. https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.18.00293. 

[32] A. Durgbanshi, V. Arbona, O. Pozo, O. Miersch, J. V Sancho, A. Gómez-Cadenas, Simultaneous 

Determination of Multiple Phytohormones in Plant Extracts by Liquid 

Chromatography−Electrospray Tandem Mass Spectrometry, J. Agric. Food Chem. 53 (2005) 

8437–8442. https://doi.org/10.1021/jf050884b. 

[33] T. Wei, V. Simko, R package “corrplot”: Visualization of a Correlation Matrix (Version 0.84), 

(2017). 

[34] A. Kassambara, F. Mundt, Extract and Visualize the Results of Multivariate Data Analyses [R 

package factoextra version 1.0.7], in: 2020. 

[35] S. Lê, J. Josse, F. Husson, FactoMineR: An R Package for Multivariate Analysis, J. Stat. Softw. 

25 (2008) 1–18. https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v025.i01. 

[36] D. Xu, Phytohormone-Mediated Homeostasis of Root System Architecture, in: M.K.W.E.-

A.G.E.-M.R.E.-N.G. Sağlam (Ed.), IntechOpen, Rijeka, 2020: p. Ch. 2. 

https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.82866. 

[37] Y.M. Koo, A.Y. Heo, H.W. Choi, Salicylic Acid as a Safe Plant Protector and Growth Regulator, 

Plant Pathol. J. 36 (2020) 1–10. https://doi.org/10.5423/PPJ.RW.12.2019.0295. 

[38] N. Yazdanbakhsh, J. Fisahn, Analysis of Arabidopsis thaliana root growth kinetics with high 

temporal and spatial resolution, Ann. Bot. 105 (2010) 783–791. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcq048. 

[39] T. Pasternak, E.P. Groot, F. V. Kazantsev, W. Teale, N. Omelyanchuk, V. Kovrizhnykh, K. 

Palme, V. V. Mironova, Salicylic acid affects root meristem patterning via auxin distribution in 

a concentration-dependent manner, Plant Physiol. 180 (2019) 1725–1739. 



Chapter 3 

175 

 

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.19.00130. 

[40] A. Bouallègue, F. Souissi, I. Nouairi, M. Souibgui, Z. Abbes, H. Mhadhbi, Salicylic acid and 

hydrogen peroxide pretreatments alleviate salt stress in faba bean (Vicia faba) seeds during 

germination, Seed Sci. Technol. 45 (2017) 675–690. 

[41] P. Singh, A.* Kumar, V. Chaturvedi, A. Kumar, B.B. Bose, Effects of Salicylic Acid on Seedling 

Growth and Nitrogen Metabolism in Cucumber (Cucumis Sativus L.), Orig. Text J. Stress 

Physiol. Biochem. 6 (2010) 102–113. 

[42] R. V. Kumaraswamy, S. Kumari, R.C. Choudhary, S.S. Sharma, A. Pal, R. Raliya, P. Biswas, 

V. Saharan, Salicylic acid functionalized chitosan nanoparticle: A sustainable biostimulant for 

plant, Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 123 (2019) 59–69. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2018.10.202. 

[43] L.A.J. Mur, P. Kenton, R. Atzorn, O. Miersch, C. Wasternack, The outcomes of concentration-

specific interactions between salicylate and jasmonate signaling include synergy, antagonism, 

and oxidative stress leading to cell death, Plant Physiol. 140 (2006) 249–262. 

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.105.072348. 

[44] D. Faragó, L. Sass, I. Valkai, N. Andrási, L. Szabados, PlantSize Offers an Affordable, Non-

destructive Method to Measure Plant Size and Color in Vitro   , Front. Plant Sci.  . 9 (2018). 

https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fpls.2018.00219. 

[45] N. Nishimura, M. Okamoto, M. Narusaka, M. Yasuda, H. Nakashita, K. Shinozaki, Y. Narusaka, 

T. Hirayama, ABA Hypersensitive Germination2-1 Causes the Activation of Both Abscisic Acid 

and Salicylic Acid Responses in Arabidopsis, Plant Cell Physiol. 50 (2009) 2112–2122. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcp146. 

[46] Z.Z. Bagautdinova, N. Omelyanchuk, A. V. Tyapkin, V. V. Kovrizhnykh, V. V. Lavrekha, E. 

V. Zemlyanskaya, Salicylic Acid in Root Growth and Development, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 23 (2022) 

1–26. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23042228. 

[47] H.-Z. Wang, K.-Z. Yang, J.-J. Zou, L.-L. Zhu, Z.D. Xie, M.T. Morita, M. Tasaka, J. Friml, E. 

Grotewold, T. Beeckman, S. Vanneste, F. Sack, J. Le, Transcriptional regulation of PIN genes 

by FOUR LIPS and MYB88 during Arabidopsis root gravitropism, Nat. Commun. 6 (2015) 

8822. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9822. 

[48] S. Watanabe, N. Takahashi, Y. Kanno, H. Suzuki, Y. Aoi, N. Takeda-Kamiya, K. Toyooka, H. 

Kasahara, K.-I. Hayashi, M. Umeda, M. Seo, The Arabidopsis NRT1/PTR FAMILY Protein 

NPF7.3/NRT1.5 is an Indole-3-butyric Acid Transporter Involved in Root Gravitropism, 

BioRxiv. (2020) 2020.06.04.131797. https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.04.131797. 

[49] N. Konstantinova, B. Korbei, C. Luschnig, Auxin and Root Gravitropism: Addressing Basic 



Chapter 3 

176 

 

Cellular Processes by Exploiting a Defined Growth Response, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 22 (2021) 2749. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22052749. 

[50] S. Philosoph‐Hadas, H. Friedman, S. Meir, Gravitropic bending and plant hormones, Vitam. 

Horm. 72 (2005) 31–78. 

[51] S. Tan, M. Abas, I. Verstraeten, M. Glanc, G. Molnár, J. Hajný, P. Lasák, I. Petřík, E. Russinova, 
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Supplementary Table 1. Root length of Col-0 Arabidopsis plants treated with free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing 

the different SA treatments and root length measured daily. Different letters indicate significant differences among treatment groups at p≤0.05. 

Days 

TREATMENTS 

 Doses 

Control 1 µM 10 µM 50 µM 100 µM 500 µM 

SA 

1 0.701 ± 0.07a  0.603 ± 0.10ab  0.572 ± 0.15b   0.593 ± 0.11b  0.543 ± 0.11bc 0.530 ± 0.09c 

2 1.162 ± 0.09a  0.894 ± 0.11bc  0.875 ± 0.09c   0.766 ± 0.10d  0.635 ± 0.20de 0.567 ± 0.10e 

3 1.639 ± 0.14ª  1.190 ± 0.18bc  1.081 ± 0.25c    0.804 ± 0.16de 0.685 ± 0.23e 0.612 ± 0.13f 

4 2.059 ± 0.16ª 1.364 ± 0.19b  1.158 ± 0.25c   0.839 ± 0.15d  0.700 ± 0.21de 0.610 ± 0.12e 

5 2.393 ± 0.19a  1.485 ± 0.22bc  1.185 ± 0.27c   0.866 ± 0.16d 0.692 ± 0.22e 0.578 ± 0.13f 

Si:SA 

1 0.701 ± 0.07ª  0.601 ± 0.10ab   0.640 ± 0.07ab   0.563 ± 0.09ab   0.605 ± 0.07ab    0.526 ± 0.09bcd 

2 1.162 ± 0.09ª  1.055 ± 0.11ab  1.028 ± 0.10ab  0.947 ± 0.11b   0.967 ± 0.07cd  0.715 ± 0.14d 

3 1.639 ± 0.14ª  1.565 ± 0.18ab  1.463 ± 0.19ab  1.348 ± 0.11b  1.276 ± 0.09c  0.838 ± 0.20d 

4 2.059 ± 0.16ª 1.917 ± 0.20a   1.792 ± 0.25ab  1.537 ± 0.09c   1.423 ± 0.08de 0.920 ± 0.17e 

5 2.393 ± 0.19ª 2.132 ± 0.19a  1.968 ± 0.21ab  1.653 ± 0.08b 1.477 ± 0.13c  0.954 ± 0.18d 
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Ch:SA 

1 0.701 ± 0.07ª    0.597 ± 0.05ab    0.549 ± 0.10ab  0.591 ± 0.13ab  0.596 ± 0.08ab  0.567 ± 0.08ab 

2 1.162 ± 0.09ª  1.109 ± 0.09ª    0.971 ± 0.09ab   1.032 ± 0.14ab 0.954 ± 0.17b 0.794 ± 0.11c 

3 1.639 ± 0.14ª  1.650 ± 0.13ª    1.555 ± 0.08ab 1.447 ± 0.23b 1.280 ± 0.25c 0.930 ± 0.17d 

4 2.059 ± 0.16ª  2.158 ± 0.18ª    2.031 ± 0.17ab 1.754 ± 0.32b 1.497 ± 0.30c 0.950 ± 0.19d 

5 2.393 ± 0.19a  2.521 ± 0.26a   2.290 ± 0.20a  1.942 ± 0.40ab  1.561 ± 0.27b 1.039 ± 0.18c  
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Supplementary Figure 1. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on root growth in Col-0 Arabidopsis 

plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and root length 

measured each hour (0 to 12 hours). Graphs (a), (b) and (c) compare root length among the doses at 

each treatment, and graphs (d), (e), (f), (g) and (h) compare root length among the treatments at each 

dose. 
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Supplementary Figure 2. Effect of empty silica and chitosan capsules on root growth in Col-0 

Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the empty capsules and 

pictures were taken 5 days later. 
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Supplementary Figure 3. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on rosette size in Col-0 Arabidopsis 

plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments and pictures 

were taken 5 days later. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chapter 3 

183 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 4. Effect of empty silica and chitosan capsules on rosette size in Col-0 

Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the empty capsules and 

pictures were taken 5 days later.  
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Supplementary Figure 5. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on root reorientation in Col-0 

Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA treatments 

and root angle measured 8 and 24 hours later. Different letters indicate significant differences among 

treatment groups at p≤0.05. The colored letters are comparisons of dose and Control in that particular 

treatment, and the black letters are comparisons of dose and Control among all treatments.     
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Supplementary Figure 6. Effect of empty silica and chitosan capsules on root reorientation in Col-0 

Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the empty capsules and root 

angle measured 8 and 24 hours later. Different letters indicate significant differences among treatment 

groups at p≤0.05. 
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Supplementary Figure 7. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous JA levels in roots of 

Col-0 Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA 

treatments and plant hormones measured 28 days later. Graph (a) depicts JA levels in the three 

treatments at all doses, and graphs (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) compare JA levels among the treatments at 

each dose. Different letters indicate significant differences among treatment groups at p≤0.05.  
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Supplementary Figure 8. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous ABA levels in roots of         

Col-0 Arabidopsis plants. 5-day-old plants were transferred to media containing the different SA 

treatments and plant hormones measured 28 days later. Graph (a) depicts ABA levels in the three 

treatments at all doses, and graphs (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) compare ABA levels among the treatments 

at each dose. Different letters indicate significant differences among treatment groups at p≤0.05. 
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Supplementary Figure 9. Correlation graphics of variables measured in Col-0 Arabidopsis plants 

treated with free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA at 1, 10, 50, 100 and 500 µM doses. Graph (a) depicts the 

Variables-PCA plot where, in the cos2 color scale, red denotes a good representation of the variable in 

the principal component and blue that the variable is not perfectly represented, and graph (b) depicts 

correlation variables matrix. 
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Abstract 

 

Climate change is a major threat to agriculture, inducing significant abiotic stresses that adversely affect 

both the quantity and quality of crop yields. Phytohormones play pivotal roles within the intricate stress 

response system of plants. One promising solution to improve plant resilience under adverse conditions 

is the application of exogenous salicylic acid (SA). While SA application offers benefits in plant stress 

response, its negative effects on growth and development are a concern. Encapsulation with protective 

materials like amorphous silica and chitosan have demonstrated a controlled release of SA, minimizing 

detrimental impacts on Arabidopsis plant growth. In this work, we elucidate the physiological and 

biochemical mechanisms behind this protective mechanism. We employed in vitro cultivation of 

Arabidopsis, comparing plant responses to both free and encapsulated SA under conditions of salt or 

mannitol stress, combined or not with high temperature (30°C). Plants treated with encapsulated SA 

displayed an enhanced tolerance to these stresses that was due, at least in part, to the maintenance of 

physiological endogenous SA levels, which in turn regulate indole-3-acetic acid (IAA) homeostasis. 

The activity of the Arabidopsis "DR5::GFP" reporter line supported this finding. Unlike plants treated 

with free SA (with altered DR5 activity under stress), those treated with encapsulated SA maintained 

similar activity levels to control plants. Moreover, stressed plants treated with free SA overexpressed 

genes involved in the SA biosynthesis pathway, leading to increased SA accumulation in roots and 

rosettes. In contrast, plants treated with encapsulated SA under stress did not exhibit increased 

expression of EDS1, PAL1, and NPR1 in roots, or of PAL1, PBS3, and NPR1 in rosettes. This indicates 

that these plants likely experienced lower stress levels, possibly because the encapsulated SA provided 

sufficient defense activation without triggering pleiotropic effects. Our findings demonstrate that 

encapsulated SA enhances plant tolerance to adverse conditions, offering a viable strategy for sustaining 

agricultural productivity in the face of climate change. 

 

1. Introduction 

Plants are constantly exposed to a range of unfavourable abiotic environmental conditions, including 

drought, heat, cold, nutrient deficiencies, and excessive levels of salt or toxic metals in the soil [1]. 

Abiotic stresses stand as the responsible of a crop yield reduction by over 50% at global scale, 

generating substantial economic losses [2]. Among these stresses, water scarcity, high salinity, and high 

temperatures exert the most significant impact due to their widespread influence on plant growth and 

productivity. The main causes of osmotic stress in plants are drought and salinity which reduce the 

water potential of the environment [3]. Osmotic stress causes several effects on plants, including the 

inhibition of cell elongation [4], closure of stomata [5], decreased photosynthetic activity [6], and 

interruption of ion uptake [7]. Heat stress disrupts the cell membrane structure breaking ion balance 
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within plant cells, hampers plant growth and development, and leads to sterility and decreased yield 

[8,9]. Individually or in combination, these stresses induce oxidative damage and the formation of 

reactive oxygen species (ROS) that can even cause cell death [10]. Additionally, stress triggers 

physiological and metabolic alterations at various stages of plant development. For example, it can 

affect the germination process or inhibit photosynthesis in seedlings [11]. 

To ameliorate the negative effects caused by these stresses, plants have developed several strategies, 

such as modifying metabolic pathways [12], optimizing nutrient and water uptake [13], accumulating 

specific metabolites [14], among others. Most of these responses lead are mediated by phytohormone 

signalling [15]. The primary stress-related phytohormones include abscisic acid (ABA), indole-3-acetic 

acid (IAA), jasmonates (JAs), and salicylic acid (SA) [16]. Additionally, other phytohormones such as 

cytokinins (CKs), ethylene, gibberellins (GAs), brassinosteroids, and strigolactones, significant 

influence on plant adaptation to unfavourable conditions [17]. During abiotic stress, IAA is involved in 

promoting root growth away from soil areas with high levels of salinity [18], and mediates hypocotyl 

elongation in plants under heat stress [19,20]. ABA regulates lateral root formation in response to salt 

stress [21,22] and activates SnRK2-type protein kinases to induce stomatal closure under osmotic stress 

[23]. Additionally, ABA improves seedling performance (and survival) during heat stress [24,25]. JAs 

interact with IAA during heat stress and also are involved in stomatal closure [26]. 

SA plays a multifaceted role in mediating plant defense mechanisms against environmental stresses 

[27]. As a phenolic compound, SA not only regulates plant growth and development [28], but also 

governs fundamental physiological processes such as photosynthesis [29], nitrogen metabolism [30], 

proline metabolism [31], glycine betaine production [32], the antioxidant defense system [33], and the 

regulation of plant-water relations [34]. It also has a role as a protective agent under abiotic stresses 

[35]. Treatments with exogenous SA can induce an acclimation effect, enabling plants to adapt to 

various types of abiotic stress [36]. Improvement in rice yield under high-temperature conditions has 

been reported when plants were treated with exogenous SA [37], as well as an enhancement in salt 

tolerance of pepper, cucumber, and soybean [38]. During osmotic stress, SA regulates the synthesis of 

osmolytes, triggering the accumulation of amino acids and their derivatives (especially proline and 

glycine betaine), soluble sugars, and polyamines [39]. In Triticum aestivum, the application of 

exogenous SA improved osmotic stress tolerance by increasing the proline content [40]. 

Currently, three main strategies are employed to enhance the effect of exogenous SA in plants, 

particularly in response to abiotic stresses: i) spraying, ii) priming, and iii) controlled release, which 

involves encapsulation [41]. Encapsulation of phytohormones is a technique that remains relatively 

unexplored, with only a few studies utilizing this approach for JAs, ABA, IAA, GAs, CKs, and SA [42]. 

Encapsulation entails the utilization of shell materials as carriers containing the phytohormones, 

allowing for controlled release [43]. The coating material should primarily provide protective properties 
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while also possessing other desirable characteristics such as flexibility, stability, strength, and 

permeability [44]. Moreover, the outer layer needs to be adaptable to various scenarios while 

maintaining durability against harsh conditions. Previous research conducted by Sampedro-Guerrero et 

al. 2022 [45] involved treating Arabidopsis thaliana plants with SA encapsulated in two coating 

materials, silica and chitosan. Compared to free SA treatment, encapsulated SA treatment alleviated the 

negative effects observed in plants. 

In this context, the objective of this study consists of elucidating the physiological and biochemical 

mechanisms underlying the protective effect of encapsulated SA on stressed plants. This objective was 

accomplished by comparing and evaluating several physiological, biochemical and genetic parameters 

in Arabidopsis plants cultivated under salt stress, mannitol stress, and their combination with heat stress, 

treated or not with free SA or encapsulated SA.  

2. Materials and Methods 

Figure 1 illustrates the flow diagram employed in this study: i) formulation of the treatments, sowing 

of Arabidopsis seeds and subsequent transfer of 4-day-old plants; ii) analysis encompassing 

measurements of root length, rosette area, and secondary root density for both plant cultivations; iii) 

extraction and quantification of endogenous phytohormones; iv) visualization of the auxin-specific 

reporter gene (DR5::GFP) in roots; v) quantification of SA-related genes expression; and vi) statistical 

analysis. 
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Figure 1. Experimental method used to study the protective effect of encapsulated SA in Arabidopsis 

stressed plants. 

 

2.1. Materials. In this study, the following resources were used: pyrogenic silica HDK®S13 (Si) of 

WACKER (Barcelona, Spain), chitosan DG CHI0.20 g/mL and 85% deacetylated (Ch) of AOXIN 

(Shanghai, China) and Salicylic acid (SA) of Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA). The formulation of 

the plant media was based on Murashige & Skoog Medium (MS) 0.5% (Duchefa Biochemie), sucrose 

1% (D(+)-Sucrose for molecular biology, PanReac AppliChem), and agar at 1% (European 

Bacteriological Agar; Condalab). The media was poured onto petri dishes (9×15 cm) in a horizontal 

laminar flow cabinet (ASTEC MICROFLOW, North Somerset, UK), and then, conserved at 4°C.  
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2.2. Plant material and growth conditions. Arabidopsis thaliana Columbia ecotype (Col-0) seeds 

were obtained from the Nottingham Arabidopsis Stock Centre (Nottingham, UK), and those of the 

DR5::GFP line from the Arabidopsis Biological Resource Center (Columbus, OH, USA). Seeds 

underwent surface sterilization using a 1%v/v sodium hypochlorite and 0.01%v/v Tween 20 solution 

for 10 minutes. Afterward, they were rinsed three times with sterile distilled water and then sown in the 

petri dishes with the media. Petri dishes were vertically arranged in growth chambers (SANYOMLR-

350, Sakata, Gunma, Japan) under 16 h light/8 h dark cycles at 23°C (normal conditions) or 30°C (heat 

stress conditions). 

2.2.1. Treatment formulation and conditions. Table 1 outline the different treatment conditions. The 

encapsulated SA samples were prepared according to the methodology outlined by Sampedro-Guerrero 

et al. (2022) [46]. Briefly, Si:SA (1:0.25 w/w) and Ch:SA (1:0.5 w/w) ratios were obtained through 

spray-drying (SD-06 spray drier, Lab Plant, UK) of an aqueous suspension prepared using specific 

quantities of Si and Ch. The suspensions were homogenized using the planetary mixing technique 

(Pulverisette®, Fritsch, IDar-Oberstein, Germany). For heat stress, all treatments described in Table 1 

were applied at 30°C. Supplementary Table 1 presents the treatments that served as control conditions 

for the empty capsules and encapsulated SA samples. 

 

Table 1. Description of treatments applied to Arabidopsis thaliana plants. 
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2.2.2. Morphological characteristics analysis of Arabidopsis plants. Two different methodologies 

were used for plant cultivation: i) used seeds and ii) used 4-day-old transferred plants. For i), 10 seeds 

were sown in each treatment. Photographs were taken on the 4th, 8th, and 12th days after sowing. For 

ii) 10 seeds were sown in MS media to facilitate their growth. On the 4th day after sowing, seedlings 

were transferred to dishes containing the different treatments (Figure 1). Subsequently, photographs 

were taken on the 4th, 6th, and 8th days after transplantation. These experiments were replicated three 

times, and photographs were taken using a camera (Sony DSC-H300) and analyzed with ImageJ 1.53t 

software to measure root length and rosette area, while EZ-Rhizo 2.5.5.1 software was used to determine 

secondary root density. 

2.3. Extraction and phytohormones quantification. Endogenous phytohormone levels were 

determined at each sampling day. Plants were sampled, and both the rosettes and roots were promptly 

frozen with liquid nitrogen for storage until further analysis. Extraction and analysis procedures 

followed the methodology previously outlined [47], with some minor adjustments. Specifically, 0.2 g 

of plant tissue was homogenized with 1 mL of 50% acetonitrile using a ball mill (Millmix20, Domel 

Železniki, Slovenia), after spiking with 2.5 ng of [2H5]-indole acetic acid (IAA) and 25 ng of the 

following molecules: [13C6]-SA, dehydro jasmonic acid (DHJA), and [2H6]-ABA. The extracted 

samples underwent sonication and centrifugation to remove any debris. Subsequently, 1 mL of the 

sample was loaded onto an "Oasis HLB 1 cc Vac Cartridge, 30 mg (Waters, Mildford, CT, USA)" 

column with 500 μL of 30% acetonitrile, and the eluent was collected. The phytohormones SA, JA, 

ABA, and IAA were quantified in both rosettes and roots using high-performance liquid 

chromatography coupled online with a triple quadrupole mass spectrometer (Micromass, Manchester, 

UK) via an orthogonal Z-spray electrospray ion source [48]. 

2.4. Fluorescence Analysis. Four-day-old Arabidopsis thaliana DR5::GFP plants were initially grown 

in MS media before being transferred to various treatment conditions. Following 4 days of treatment, 

the entire plants were removed from the growth medium and mounted on microscope slides for 

examination under a confocal microscope. Fluorescence images of the root were captured using a Leica 

DMi8 microscope (Leica Microsystems cms GmbH, Wetzlar, Germany). The green fluorescent protein 

(GFP) was excited using a 488nm laser line and detected within the range of 493-553 nm. Z series 

images were obtained at 1-µm intervals using a 40× objective lens. The serial images were acquired 

using Leica Confocal software (V 2.61). Subsequently, the acquired images underwent processing using 

the FIJI plugin from the Image J software, and relative fluorescence levels were calculated. 

2.5. Gene expression analysis. RNA was extracted from fresh frozen tissue, comprising both the 

rosettes and roots, using the RNeasy extraction kit (Qiagen, Germany). The RNA was treated with the 

RNAase-Free DNase Set (Qiagen, Germany) to remove any residual DNA. Subsequently, RNA 
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concentration and quality were assessed using a Nanodrop spectrophotometer (Nanodrop 2000, Thermo 

Scientific, USA), with absorbance ratios measured at 260/280 nm and 260/230 nm. Following this, 1 

μg of extracted RNA was reverse transcribed into cDNA using the Primescript RT Reagent Kit (Takara, 

Japan). RT-qPCR analysis was conducted using an ABI Step One detection system (Applied 

Biosystems, CA, USA). The reaction mixture included 1 μl of retrotranscribed cDNA, 5 μl of SYBR 

Green/ROX (Thermo Scientific, USA), 1 μl of a 10 μM mix of each gene-specific primer pair, and 3 μl 

of RT-qPCR Grade Water (Thermo Scientific, USA) in a final volume of 10 μl per reaction. The 

temperature amplification curve involved an initial preincubation of 10 min at 95°C, followed by 40 

amplification cycles. Each cycle comprised denaturation for 10 s at 95°C, annealing for 10 s at 60°C, 

and extension for 20 s at 72°C. The resulting data were analyzed using StepOne Software v2.3, and 

relative expression was calculated using the REST Software [49]. Actin (ACT) and tubulin (TUB) 

served as housekeeping genes to normalize gene expression levels. The primers employed for gene 

expression analysis are provided in Supplementary Table 2. 

2.6. Statistical analysis. Each treatment comprised three replications, with a minimum of ten plants for 

replication. Statistical analysis was conducted using SPSS version 21 software. A one-way analysis of 

variance test (ANOVA) with Bonferroni correction was employed to determine significant differences 

between treatment groups at a significance level of p ≤ 0.05. Additionally, a two-tailed Student´s t-test 

was used for phytohormone and RT-qPCR analysis. In the case of the latter, significance levels are 

indicated by *, ** and ***, denoting p≤0.05, p≤0.01 and p≤0.001, respectively, in comparison to control 

plants values.   

3. Results and Discussion   

3.1. Treatments with encapsulated SA limit changes in morphological characteristic in stressed 

Arabidopsis plants 

3.1.1. Root length  

Plant roots act as first sensors to recognize adverse conditions, becoming the primary tissue affected 

during abiotic stress [50]. Plants exposed to stress conditions (salt or mannitol stress, combined or not 

with heat stress) exhibited reduced root length compared to control plants (Figures 2, 3, 4 and 5). These 

reductions were evident from six days after the onset of the stress treatments in seeds and from eight 

days after this point in transferred plants (Supplementary Figure 1). Osmotic stress directly triggers 

alterations in the root architecture, leading to growth inhibition, characterized by reduced root meristem 

size and slower root growth [51]. The combination of free SA with either salt or mannitol, along with 

the additional application of heat stress, exacerbated root shortening in plants. (Supplementary Figure 
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1). The disruption of auxin balance caused by increased SA concentration and its subsequent 

accumulation [45,52] may explain the observed root shrinkage.  

Conversely, Arabidopsis plants treated with SA encapsulated with any of the two materials assayed 

demonstrated improved stress tolerance, occasionally even exceeding the root length of control plants 

(Supplementary Figure 1). In a study conducted by Aazami et al. [53], it was found that encapsulated 

SA protects Vitis vinifera plants under osmotic stress by enhancing their antioxidant defense system 

and preserving their morphological characteristics. Additionally, a separate investigation on Leymus 

chinensis showed harmful effects from excessive gibberellic acid (GA), highlighting the potential of 

controlled release technology to prevent exogenous GA treatment from affecting seed germination [54].  

 

 

Figure 2. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on morphological characteristics of Arabidopsis thaliana 

seeds under salt or mannitol stress at regular temperature (23°C) (simple stress conditions). Plant growth 

parameters were evaluated using photographs taken 12 days after sowing. 
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Seeds and transferred plants treated with Si:SA, Ch:SA, Si and Ch, cultivated under control conditions, 

showed no differences in root length compared to non-treated plants (Supplementary Figure 2). The 

controlled release mechanism suggests a possible gradual uptake of SA by the plant, thus maintaining 

a balance between defense and growth and preventing the development of short roots, as illustrated in 

Figures 2, 3, 4, and 5. 

3.1.2. Rossete area  

In both plant cultivation systems, the application of free SA, salt, or mannitol, individually or combined 

with heat stress, resulted in a decrease in rosette area compared to control plants (Figures 2, 3, 4, and 

5). Furthermore, it was found that combining SA with any stressor significantly worsened the negative 

impacts on rosette size. Prior studies have demonstrated that exposure to osmotic stress (25 mM of 

mannitol or higher concentrations) reduced Arabidopsis rosette size by 50% without compromising 

overall plant survival [55].  

Conversely, seeds and transferred plants treated with encapsulated SA maintained rosette area 

comparable to that of control plants, both under single and combined stress conditions (Supplementary 

Figure 3). During stress, SA serves as a versatile regulator of plant development, impacting cell growth 

in both positive and negative ways [28]. Research indicates that SA influences rosette leaf growth in a 

dose-dependent manner [45]. Low concentrations (≤ 50 μM) of SA stimulate the growth of Matricaria 

chamomilla rosette by 32%, while high concentrations (≥ 250 μM) inhibit growth by 40% [56].  
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Figure 3. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on morphological characteristics of Arabidopsis thaliana 

seeds under salt or mannitol stress combined with heat (30°C) (double stress conditions). Plant growth 

parameters were evaluated using photographs taken 12 days after sowing. 

 

Transferred plants were more severely affected by osmotic and heat double stress than seeds. This 

difference could be attributed to the inherent adaptability of seeds to cope with heat stress, as SA 

signalling promotes basal thermotolerance in Arabidopsis [57]. Seed basal thermotolerance refers to the 

ability of seeds to resist moderate temperatures without losing their viability to germinate [58]. Research 

has determined that 95% of seeds subjected to heat stress (47°C) were able to germinate, indicating a 

high capacity of Arabidopsis seeds to adapt to negative conditions [57]. Unlike seeds, transferred plants 

require the induction of acquired thermotolerance, achieved through the production of heat shock 

proteins (HSPs) or stress-protective molecules that stabilize membranes [59].  
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Notably, rosette size remained unaffected in both seeds and transferred plants treated with Si:SA and 

Ch:SA, without applied stress conditions, compared to their respective control plants. Similarly, plants 

treated with Si and Ch capsules showed no differences in rosette size compared to control plants 

(Supplementary Figure 2).  

 

 

Figure 4. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on morphological characteristics of 4-day-old transferred 

Arabidopsis thaliana plants under salt or mannitol stress at regular temperature (23°C) (simple stress 

conditions). Plant growth parameters were evaluated using photographs taken 8 days after transferring. 

 

 

3.1.3. Secondary root density  

Interestingly, secondary root density declined in both plant cultivation systems upon salt and mannitol 

treatments (Supplementary Figure 4). Osmotic stress disrupts the cellular balance of Ca2+ and K+ ions 

in plants [60], compromising root architecture and length [61]. Arabidopsis roots are particularly 
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sensitive to changes in ion concentrations, which can subsequently affect secondary root development 

[19].   

Exogenous application of SA in Arabidopsis has been shown to stimulate the formation of lateral roots 

[62]. However, plants under simple stress and treated with free SA decreased the number of secondary 

roots in comparison to control plants for both cultivation systems (Supplementary Figure 4). The altered 

root morphology observed in plants treated with free SA is likely due to the differential effects of low-

concentration exogenous SA on primary and lateral root development. As depicted in Figures 2 and 4, 

the SA treatment along with the stress conditions can inhibit primary root growth and simultaneously 

affect the formation of secondary roots, consistent with the findings of Pasternak, et al. (2019) [52].  

Once again, both encapsulated SA treatments reverted the negative effects of salt and mannitol stress 

in both plant cultivation experiments (Supplementary Figure 4).  

Under combined conditions of osmotic stress and heat, plants in both cultivation systems exhibited a 

decreased density of secondary roots (Figures 3 and 5). Notably, seeds subjected to double stress 

displayed a slight yet statistically significant increase in secondary root number compared to control 

plants (Supplementary Figure 4). However, transferred plants experienced a more pronounced reduction 

in secondary roots under the same stress conditions. This disparity in response suggests that the 

combination of  heat and osmotic stress triggers a restructuring of the cell wall in transferred plants, 

potentially involving altered biosynthesis and coordination of key components crucial for secondary 

root development [63].  

Furthermore, 4-day-old transferred plants subjected to double stress showed no significant differences 

in secondary root density across the various treatments. This suggests that these plants may prioritize 

main root growth under combined stress conditions. On the other hand, neither seeds nor transferred 

plants treated with Si:SA, Ch:SA or capsules (Si or Ch), displayed any changes in secondary root 

density compared to their respective controls under non-stress conditions (Supplementary Figure 2).  
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Figure 5. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on morphological characteristics of 4-day-old transferred 

Arabidopsis thaliana plants under salt or mannitol stress combined with heat (30°C) (double stress 

conditions). Plant growth parameters were evaluated using photographs taken 8 days after transferring. 

 

3.2. Phytohormone interactions are crucial for Arabidopsis thaliana adaptation  

3.2.1. SA and IAA interaction promotes plant tolerance against osmotic stress 

Phytohormone profiles were obtained from both plant cultivation systems under simple stress 

conditions (salt or mannitol). Notably, significant changes were observed in seeds on the 12th day and 

in transferred plants on the 8th day. Analysis revealed elevated endogenous SA and decreased JA levels 

in plants treated with free SA, salt/mannitol, or their combination, compared to control plants (Figure 6 

and Supplementary Figures 5-6). The observed increase in SA content might be attributed to the plant 

adaptive response to the stress imposed by salt or mannitol in the medium. Additionally, as expected. 

free SA treatment specifically led to a notable increase in endogenous SA levels within roots, 

accompanied by a decrease in IAA levels, as reported by Caarls, et al. [64].  
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Figure 6. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous phytohormone levels in roots and rosettes 

of Arabidopsis thaliana plants under salt and mannitol stress at regular temperature (23°C) (simple 

stress conditions). Analyses were performed on the two plant cultivation systems: seeds and 4-day-old 

transferred plants.  

 

Conversely, increases in IAA levels were observed in rosettes despite the high SA levels. This suggests 

that IAA accumulation might be triggered by SA binding to the A subunits of protein phosphatase 2A 

(PP2A), leading to hyperphosphorylation of an IAA transporter [65]. The established SA-IAA crosstalk 

suggests that elevated concentrations of SA may influence root development by reducing IAA transport 

to this organ concomitantly with its accumulation in aerial tissues [66,67]. Interestingly, seeds and 

transferred plants across all ten treatments displayed low ABA levels in both roots and rosettes. An 
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increase in SA negatively regulates ABA through an antagonistic response [68], which explains the 

observed reduction in endogenous ABA levels (Figure 6 and Supplementary Figures 5-6). 

In contrast, roots in both plant cultivation systems treated with Si:SA and Ch:SA exhibited decreased 

SA levels compared to plants treated with free SA, salt/mannitol, or their combination (Figure 6). This 

suggests that encapsulated SA moderates the plant SA uptake, regulating SA accumulation, and 

therefore, controlling IAA endogenous synthesis. Maintaining the balance between SA and IAA 

consequently allows plants to adapt to the applied stress. Figure 6 also shows a similar effect in the 

rosette compared to the root for encapsulated treatments, except for seeds treated with Ch:SA, which 

exhibited higher SA levels than those treated with Si:SA. The observed variance might be due to the 

slower release of SA from chitosan compared to silica [46]. This slower release could limit SA uptake 

by the plant to a level that promotes defense responses, but potentially insufficient to stimulate optimal 

growth through IAA synthesis.  

3.2.2. SA, ABA and IAA interaction promotes plant tolerance against combined osmotic and heat 

stresses 

Figure 7 depicts the phytohormone profiles of roots and rosettes from all treatments and their respective 

controls under heat stress, as observed in both plant cultivation experiments. In line with previous 

observations under simple stress conditions, significant effects were found in seeds on the 12th day and 

in transferred plants on the 8th evaluation day. Notably, the trends for endogenous SA and IAA levels 

mirrored those in section 3.2.1, but with a pronounced increase attributed to heat stress. Plants treated 

with free SA exhibited the highest levels in each treatment (free SA and its combinations with salt or 

mannitol) under heat stress, consistent with their behaviour under simple stress conditions. Likewise, 

plants treated with encapsulated SA (Si:SA and Ch:SA) exhibited levels similar to those of control 

plants, suggesting that although they may be affected by heat stress, the controlled release of SA helps 

mitigate the negative effects induced by the double stress. SA enhances thermotolerance and facilitates 

recovery across different growth stages, from seeds to mature plants [57].  

Furthermore, the application of Si:SA and Ch:SA combined with mannitol and heat stress led to an 

increase in ABA levels in plants (Figure 7 and Supplementary Figures 7-8) that suggests that SA levels 

are sufficiently elevated to confer plant protection without disrupting the homeostasis of other 

phytohormone levels. ABA plays a crucial role in regulating responses to heat stress and is necessary 

at various developmental stages to induce thermotolerance [69]. In Arabidopsis, ABA triggers the 

activation of transcription factors that contribute to thermotolerance acquisition [70]. Interestingly, JA 

levels remained similar in both plants systems, suggesting a potential negative response to the observed 

SA increase (Figure 7 and Supplementary Figures 7-8).   
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Figure 7. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous phytohormone levels in roots and rosettes 

of Arabidopsis thaliana plants under salt and mannitol stress combined with heat (30°C) (double stress 

conditions). Analyses were performed on the two plant cultivation systems: seeds and 4-day-old 

transferred plants. 

 

3.4. Encapsulated SA preserves root IAA levels in plants 

To facilitate result analysis, focus was placed on treatments where the plants exhibited the worst 

morphological characteristics by stressful conditions, and the subsequent reversal of these effects by 

encapsulated SA. Thus, attention was directed to transferred plants under simple (mannitol) and double 

stress (mannitol and high temperature) conditions. Additionally, the study was restricted to a singular 

encapsulated material, Si:SA. To assess the impact of SA treatments on IAA root distribution, the 
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"DR5::GFP" reporter line of Arabidopsis thaliana was employed [71]. IAA is the primary auxin 

responsible for regulating root elongation and various developmental processes in plants, including 

tissue differentiation, cell division, and responses to diverse pathogens [72,73]. The DR5 system 

enables the monitoring of auxin distribution, particularly in the root tip, where significant accumulation 

of IAA occurs in response to various stimuli [74].  

 

 

 

Figure 8. Effect of free SA and Si:SA on root fluorescence in Arabidopsis thaliana DR5::GFP plants, 

under mannitol stress at regular temperature (23°C) (simple stress conditions) and combined with heat 

(30°C) (double stress conditions). Four-day-old plants were exposed to media with the different 

treatments, and confocal images were taken after four days. Red square shows the IAA sensor activity. 

The scale represents 100 µm. 
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As expected, the activity of DR5 in the roots compares with control plants (Figure 8a) showed that the 

plants treated with Si:SA and Si:SA + Mannitol exhibited similarity in DR5 signalling patterns due to 

the controlled release of SA (Figure 8d-f, respectively). Nevertheless, plants treated with mannitol 

exhibited a slight decrease in DR5 activity (Figure 8b and Supplementary Figure 9). Mannitol is 

involved in the reduction of both root meristem length and cell number in the primary root [51]. Free 

SA and free SA + mannitol treatments produced the greatest reduction in DR5 activity (Figure 8c-e, 

respectively, and Supplementary Figure 9), likely due to the progressive accumulation of SA in the 

roots, which subsequently led to a decrease of IAA levels. Despite low-dose free SA treatment, plants 

exhibited a significant decrease in the DR5 signal, similar to results obtained by Pasternak, et al. (2019) 

[75].  

Heat stress disrupts fundamental physiological processes, including hormone signalling pathways like 

those mediated by auxins in Arabidopsis thaliana [76]. The results revealed that control plants subjected 

to heat stress exhibited the highest DR5 activity (Figure 8g and Supplementary Figure 9). However, 

plants treated with free SA and/or mannitol in combination with heat stress (mannitol + HS, free SA + 

HS, and free SA + mannitol + HS), showed a reduced DR5 activity signal compared to the control 

plants (Figure 8h-i-k, respectively, and Supplementary Figure 9), consistent with the findings observed 

under simple stress conditions. The observed decrease in DR5 activity and accumulation of auxins in 

the rosette (sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2) strongly suggest that treatments involving simple and double stress, 

as well as free SA treatment, affect auxin transport [65], rather than its biosynthesis [77]. Furthermore, 

the results indicate that plants treated with Si:SA + HS or Si:SA + mannitol + HS exhibited similar DR5 

levels (Figure 8j-l, respectively, and Supplementary Figure 9) compared to control plants not subjected 

to heat stress (Figure 8a). This suggests that SA released in a controlled manner can enhance plant 

tolerance to simple or complex stresses due to the maintaining of endogenous IAA levels (Figure 9).   
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Figure 9. Schematic representation of the effects of encapsulated SA, simple/double stress, and free 

SA treatments on the endogenous levels of SA and IAA in the rosette and root of the treated plants. 

 

3.5. Encapsulated SA treatment maintains key gene expression, preventing SA accumulation  

Under stress conditions, SA triggers a signalling cascade in plants, essential for regulating the 

expression of defense-related genes [78]. The accumulation of SA in plants is required to promote local 

and systemic acquired resistance [79]. Furthermore, exogenous SA treatments can induce 

transcriptional reprogramming, diverting resources towards defense mechanisms at the expense of 

growth [80]. In general, SA biosynthesis begins (Figure 10b) with the suppression of ENHANCED 

DISEASE SUCEPTIBILITY 1 (EDS1) to promote the chorismate transformation into isochorismate by 

ISOCHORISMATE SYNTHASE 1 (ICS1) or phenylalanine by PHENILALANINE AMMONIA-

LYASE 1 (PAL1), depending on the chosen synthetic pathway [81]. Elevated expression of ICS1 under 



Chapter 4 

210 

 

stress conditions suggests a preference for this pathway in SA synthesis [82]. Subsequently, the enzyme 

avrPphB SUSCEPTIBLE 3 (PBS3) converts isochorismate into SA [83]. Finally, SA is perceived by 

NONEXPRESSOR OF PATHOGENESIS-RELATED GENES 1 (NPR1), triggering the expression of 

defense genes [84].  

To determine the effect of different treatments on SA synthesis, the expression of EDS1, ICS1, PAL1, 

PBS3 and NPR1, key genes in the SA biosynthesis pathway, was analyzed (Figure 10b). Once again, 

the transferred plant cultivate system under simple and double stress was selected for analysis. Gene 

expression was separately analyzed in both rosette and root tissues. Figure 10a revealed distinct gene 

expression patterns between roots and rosettes. Notably, EDS1, PAL1, and NPR1 genes were 

downregulated in roots compared to rosettes. This observation might be linked to SA uptake and 

translocation from roots to rosettes [45], subsequently promoting SA synthesis and accumulation there. 

Interestingly, free SA and free SA + mannitol treatments upregulate NPR1 in the root (Supplementary 

Figure 10). Conversely, plants treated with Si:SA and Si:SA + mannitol exhibited downregulation of 

EDS1, ICS1, and NPR1 genes. This suggest that SA uptake from the media is insufficient to induce 

changes in SA biosynthesis, preventing its accumulation. Moreover, plants treated with Si:SA + 

mannitol + HS exhibited upregulated ICS1 and PBS3 expression in the root compared to free SA + 

mannitol + HS. The co-expression of ICS1 and PBS3 might contribute to control SA accumulation, 

then preventing negative effects on the plants. This finding aligns with research suggesting that changes 

in specific SA biosynthesis genes can alter the regulation of downstream genes in the pathway, 

promoting SA accumulation [85,86]. 

Regarding the rosette, expression levels of PAL1, PBS3, and NPR1 in plants treated with Si:SA + 

mannitol were similar than in control plants (Supplementary Figure 11). However, these genes were 

upregulated in the rosette of plants treated with Si:SA + mannitol + HS, although did not reach the high 

levels observed in plants treated with SA + mannitol + HS. This further suggests that controlled SA 

release maintains endogenous SA levels within a physiological range, thereby preventing alterations in 

rosette size unlike treatments with free SA. These results likely stem from the slow release of SA, which 

maintains growth while enhancing stress tolerance in treated plants. 
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Figure 10. Effect of free SA and Si:SA on the relative expression of SA-related genes in roots and 

rosettes of 4-day-old transferred Arabidopsis thaliana plants under mannitol stress at regular 

temperature (23°C) (simple stress conditions) and combined with heat (30°C) (double stress 

conditions). a) Heat map represents differential expression of SA biosynthesis genes in both root and 

rosette at 8th evaluation day. b) Schematic representation of SA biosynthesis pathway. 

 

4. Conclusions  

Exogenous treatments with encapsulated SA effectively protects plants against various stress 

conditions, including salt or mannitol stress, and their combination with high temperature (30°C). This 

effectiveness was observed in the two different cultivation systems assayed: seeds germinated directly 

in media containing the different stressors and seedlings transferred to the media after four days of 
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growth. Plants treated with free SA displayed lower tolerance to stress conditions, likely because the 

applied SA exceeded physiological levels. In contrast, encapsulated treatments maintain or even 

enhance the positive morphological characteristics of treated plants compared to control plants. This 

includes maintaining or improving of root length, secondary root density, and rosette area. These effects 

could be related to the controlled release of SA, allowing plants to take up and utilize SA more 

efficiently, thus achieving a balance between plant defense and growth mechanisms. Plants under stress 

or treated with free SA accumulated important amounts of SA in both roots and rosettes, which explains 

their poorer morphological characteristics compared to control plants. This accumulation might lead to 

the observed alteration in IAA levels: a decreased in roots concomitant with an increase in rosettes. The 

auxin accumulation in rosettes could be attributed to the inhibition of its transport. The Arabidopsis 

thaliana DR5::GFP line supports this hypothesis, indicating IAA transport failing and decreased 

signalling in the quiescent center, probably due to increased endogenous SA levels. Analysis of SA-

related genes in plants treated with free SA revealed upregulation of genes involved in SA biosynthesis 

pathway. This suggests that free SA treatment induces a positive feedback, increasing endogenous SA 

production, which added to the SA taken from media, leads to its uncontrolled accumulation (as 

observed by phytohormone quantification). Plants treated with encapsulated SA under stress conditions 

maintained expression levels of several SA biosynthesis genes, including EDS1, PAL1, and NPR1, 

similar to control plants, in both roots and rosettes. This managed regulation of gene expression 

prevented uncontrolled SA synthesis, ensuring only the necessary accumulation of SA for defense 

responses without compromising plant development and growth. This implies that encapsulated SA can 

prevent the harmful effects of abiotic stress in Arabidopsis thaliana by modulating endogenous 

phytohormone levels and regulating the expression of SA-related genes. Understanding the 

physiological and molecular mechanisms underlying plant tolerance to abiotic stresses, particularly the 

role of encapsulated SA as revealed in this study, will be valuable for future investigations on plant 

responses to stress, particularly for developing strategies to promote crop resilience to stress. 
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Supplementary Table 1. Treatment conditions chosen to ensure no observed effects in Arabidopsis 

thaliana plants. 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 2. Primers used for gene expression analysis. 
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Supplementary Figure 1. Effect of free SA, Si:SA, and Ch:SA on root length in Arabidopsis thaliana 

plants grown from seeds and 4-day-old transferred plants, under salt and mannitol stress at regular 

temperature (23°C) and with heat (30°C) (simple and double stress conditions, respectively). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chapter 4 

223 

 

 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 2. Effect of Si:SA, Ch:SA, Si and Ch on Arabidopsis thaliana seeds and 4-day-

old transferred plants. Photographs were taken on the 12th day after sowing, and on the 8th day after 

transferred.  
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Supplementary Figure 3. Effect of free SA, Si:SA, and Ch:SA on rosette area in Arabidopsis thaliana 

plants grown from seeds and 4-day-old transferred plants, under salt and mannitol stress at regular 

temperature (23°C) and with heat (30°C) (simple and double stress conditions, respectively). 
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Supplementary Figure 4. Effect of free SA, Si:SA, and Ch:SA on secondary root density in 

Arabidopsis thaliana plants grown from seeds and 4-day-old transferred plants, under salt and mannitol 

stress at regular temperature (23°C) and with heat (30°C) (simple and double stress conditions, 

respectively). 
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Supplementary Figure 5. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous phytohormone levels in 

roots and rosettes of Arabidopsis thaliana plants grown from seeds, under salt and mannitol stress at 

regular temperature (23°C) (simple stress conditions). Values with *, **, ***, are statistically different 

at p≤0.05, p≤0.01 and p≤0.001, respectively. 
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Supplementary Figure 6. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous phytohormone levels in 

roots and rosettes of Arabidopsis thaliana plants grown from 4-day-old transferred plants, under salt 

and mannitol stress at regular temperature (23°C) (simple stress conditions). Values with *, **, ***, are 

statistically different at p≤0.05, p≤0.01 and p≤0.001, respectively. 
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Supplementary Figure 7. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous phytohormone levels in 

roots and rosettes of Arabidopsis thaliana plants grown from seeds, under salt and mannitol stress 

combined with heat (30°C) (double stress conditions). Values with *, **, ***, are statistically different 

at p≤0.05, p≤0.01 and p≤0.001, respectively. 
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Supplementary Figure 8. Effect of free SA, Si:SA and Ch:SA on endogenous phytohormone levels in 

roots and rosettes of Arabidopsis thaliana plants grown from 4-day-old transferred plants, under salt 

and mannitol stress combined with heat (30°C) (double stress conditions). Values with *, **, ***, are 

statistically different at p≤0.05, p≤0.01 and p≤0.001, respectively. 
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Supplementary Figure 9. Effect of free SA and Si:SA on fluorescence intensity in the principal root 

of Arabidopsis thaliana DR5:GFP plants under mannitol stress at regular temperature (23°C) (simple 

stress conditions) and combined with heat (30°C) (double stress conditions). The relative fluorescence 

quantification was performed in the quiescent center zones of treated plants. 
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Supplementary Figure 10. Effect of free SA and Si:SA on the relative expression of SA-related genes 

in the roots of 4-day-old transferred Arabidopsis thaliana plants under mannitol stress at regular 

temperature (23°C) (simple stress conditions) and combined with heat (30°C) (double stress 

conditions). Values with *, **, ***, are statistically different at p≤0.05, p≤0.01 and p≤0.001, 

respectively. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chapter 4 

232 

 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 11. Effect of free SA and Si:SA on the relative expression of SA-related genes 

in the rosettes of 4-day-old transferred Arabidopsis thaliana plants under mannitol stress at regular 

temperature (23°C) (simple stress conditions) and combined with heat (30°C) (double stress 

conditions). Values with *, **, ***, are statistically different at p≤0.05, p≤0.01 and p≤0.001, 

respectively. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

GENERAL DISCUSSION 

 

 

In recent years, human activities have contributed to altering climate, leading to extreme weather events 

that cause desertification, flooded soils, extreme temperatures, and pathogen emergence. These harsh 

conditions directly affect agriculture by decreasing crop productivity and quality [1]. Plants have 

developed an arsenal of defences, including modifying gene expression, adjusting growth rates, altering 

metabolism, and producing secondary metabolites [2]. These secondary metabolites include various 

acids, flavonoids, carotenoids, unsaturated fatty acids, and phytohormones (key regulators of plant 

development and growth [3]).  

Among phytohormones salicylic acid (SA), jasmonic acid (JA), abscisic acid (ABA), and indole acetic 

acid (IAA) play important roles in plant responses to adverse conditions  [4,5]. They stimulate specific 

plant responses and trigger crosstalk among them, enabling plants to adapt to challenging environments. 

Several studies have investigated the exogenous application of phytohormones on plants under adverse 

conditions, demonstrating enhanced resilience against environmental stress [6]. SA is particularly 

versatile, as it boosts plant defences against various stresses while also promoting their development in 

turn [7].  

In general, SA is applied into plants by two ways: either mixed into a nutrient solution for root 

absorption or sprayed directly onto the leaves and stems [8]. While SA has shown beneficial effects in 

promoting plant tolerance, there are several concerns regarding its use as an exogenous treatment: i) 

determining the right dose, and ii) its degradation by environmental factors such as pH or temperature 

[9]. Encapsulation offers a potential solution by enabling more precise management of both application 

and dosage of SA. Encapsulation allows SA to be packaged in a carrier, creating capsules with enhanced 

biological characteristics while promoting its controlled release [10].  

Therefore, this thesis focuses on the study of the physico-chemical, and biological characteristics of 

encapsulated SA. The research began with formulating encapsulated SA using two shell materials: silica 

and chitosan. This was followed by optimizing the encapsulation process by analysing its key variables. 

Next, the effects of free SA versus encapsulated SA at different concentrations were investigated in 

Arabidopsis thaliana plants. Finally, the research explored the mechanism by which encapsulated SA 

mitigates abiotic stress on stressed Arabidopsis plants. 
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The first chapter of this thesis focuses on obtain particles of SA encapsulated in chitosan (Ch) or silica 

(Si) at several ratios. The suspension formulation of the capsule active compound (Si/Ch:SA) was 

initially produced by homogenizing their respective amounts using a planetary mill. The rheological 

behaviour was evaluated to test the suspension for spraying. Viscosity analysis showed well-dispersed 

particles on Si:SA suspensions which is remarkable considering their nanometric size. This also 

evidences both low shear thinning behaviour and low pseudoplasticity, attributed to their symmetrical 

spherical geometry even between tested ratios [11]. Ch:SA suspensions showed a mild shear thinning 

behaviour and increased pseudoplasticity related with the tested ratio. This behaviour could be 

attributed to the low solid content in Ch:SA suspensions and the irregular geometry of the Ch, which 

causes particle alignment. In contrast, the spherical geometry of Si particles prevents this alignment 

phenome.  

Despite the differences, the suspension of both Si:SA and Ch:SA were suitable for spray drying, 

obtained dry powder of each tested ratio. For each dry powder, several physico-chemical parameters 

were analyzed to determine the effectiveness of encapsulation process and its potential biological effect. 

The capsule size distribution was obtained through image analysis, determining the equivalent 

diameters (D10, D50 and D90) from the accumulated frequency vs diameter curve. The size of 

encapsulated samples can influence toxicological effects in plants, when they are applied exogenously 

[12,13]. Interestingly, the capsule size distribution for both samples at the three ratios exhibited a 

remarkable similarity.  

Another important parameter to consider is the thermal stability of encapsulated samples. Simultaneous 

Differential Thermal and Thermogravimetric Analysis (DTA-TGA) of pure raw materials showed that 

Si has high thermal stability with minimal mass loss (around 5%). In contrast, SA decomposes 

completely at 266°C, while chitosan undergoes a two-stage thermal decomposition: moisture 

evaporation (90°C) and dehydration/decomposition (313°C). In the case of Si:SA, encapsulation 

decreased the SA decomposition rate, while for Ch:SA, the two-stage decomposition showed new peaks 

at 200°C and 400°C, respectively, suggesting that encapsulated SA was decomposed at higher 

temperature than free SA. This observation confirms the successful encapsulation process for all three 

ratios studied within each capsule material [14,15].  

Likewise, the Energy Dispersive X-ray Spectroscopy coupled with Scanning Electron Microscopy 

(SEM-EDS) allowed confirmation of the successful encapsulation of SA. EDS analysis of Si:SA 

revealed three main elements: carbon, oxygen, and silicon. When SA is encapsulated, carbon content 

increases while silicon decreases, probably due to a gradual distribution of SA within the silica matrix. 

In the EDS analysis of Ch:SA, five elements were identified: carbon and oxygen from Ch and SA, 

nitrogen from Ch, and phosphorus and sodium from the TPP-Na crosslinker. Unlike Si:SA, Ch:SA has 
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not a unique element for easy differentiation. However, microanalysis of Ch:SA revealed higher levels 

of nitrogen, phosphorus, and sodium, consistent with the presence of Ch and TPP-Na  [14,16]. This 

suggests SA entrapment in Ch by TPP-Na crosslinking, confirming the SA encapsulation.  

Once confirmed that SA was correctly encapsulated in both Si and Ch, encapsulation efficiency (EE%) 

and kinetic release parameters were analysed. The EE% results showed mean values of 61.9% and 

46.7% for Si:SA and Ch:SA sample, respectively. These differences may be originated from disparities 

in the encapsulation process, where SA seems to saturate the Si capsule from the exterior towards the 

interior in Si:SA samples and become trapped by Ch as the polymeric chains crosslink with TPP-NA in 

Ch:SA samples. Additionally, specific surface area of Si (117 m²/g) might contribute to higher SA 

loading. To study the release mechanisms of SA, in vitro kinetic assays were accessed. Results showed 

that SA was released in the first 6 hours of evaluation in a single stage for both samples. The Korsmeyer-

Peppas model allowed to determine the kind of release mechanisms (Fickian or non-Fickian diffusion) 

[17], as well as the speed of this release. Diffusion analysis (𝑛) revealed non-Fickian release (case II 

transport) for both Si:SA and Ch:SA, suggesting that SA is released through the dissolution or relaxation 

of the capsules [18,19]. With respect of the speed of release (𝑘), higher ratios samples showed a faster 

release kinetic, correlating with higher EE%. Encapsulated SA samples with the highest ratio could 

experience capsule saturation due to the higher amount of SA, diminishing the effective encapsulation 

capacity [20].  

The biological effect of SA on pathogenic fungi was evaluated at different concentrations through 

analysis of mycelial growth inhibition. The lowest ratio samples: Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 

1000 µM exhibited significantly growth inhibition against Alternaria alternata (62.5%) and Botrytis 

cinerea (80.1%) compared to free SA (45.8% and 37.3%, respectively). This stronger inhibition 

suggests that SA has an important antifungal activity which is enhanced by its encapsulation. Finally, 

the effect of Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5) at 100 µM on Arabidopsis thaliana growth was 

investigated. While free SA treatment inhibited root and shoot growth compared to control plants, 

encapsulated SA treatments mitigated this inhibition. This suggests encapsulation diminishes SA 

toxicity. The lowest ratios promote controlled SA release, reducing plant growth inhibition [21].  

After characterizing the physico-chemical and biological properties of encapsulated SA samples, we 

investigated several questions regarding the encapsulation process. The encapsulation process involves 

formulating a suspension, followed by spray drying. Spray drying requires elevated temperatures 

(higher than 100°C) to fully evaporate the solvent within the suspension. A concern existed regarding 

the potential impact of this spray temperature on the structure and properties of the encapsulated SA. In 

this sense, the second chapter of this thesis consisted of formulating encapsulated SA samples in Si and 

Ch, using an organic solvent (acetone) to lower the spray temperature. To formulate the encapsulated 
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SA samples, a water/acetone mixture was tested, and preliminary experiments were conducted to 

optimize the grinding speed in the Ch:SA samples (with lower solid content) and minimize the wear of 

the grinding medium during the process, which could interfere with the encapsulation process.  

The Ch:SA (1:1) sample was selected for optimizing the rotational speed of the suspension preparation 

due to its lower solid content, exacerbating wear issues. To determine the optimal speed, parameters 

such us the suspension density, the solid waste generated (not incorporated into the suspension), and 

grinding wear were parameterized. Results showed that speeds below 150 rpm resulted in decreased 

density and increased solid waste, likely due to poor dispersion of the raw materials [22]. The best 

results of density (0.963 g/mL) and grinding wear (30%) with no solid waste was achieved at 160 rpm. 

Once the milling conditions for Ch:SA were established, suspensions with both capsules, Si:SA and 

Ch:SA, were formulated in acetone and spray-dried at 100°C. Several parameters specific to 

suspensions and dry powders were analysed, highlighting the differences between ace-Si:SA and ace-

Ch:SA in terms of performance. The ace-Si:SA samples exhibited higher performance values (41.6%–

59.8%) than those of ace-Ch:SA samples (17.8%–24.4%). This difference could be attributed to the 

partial solubility of chitosan during the grinding process or its lower solid content in the formulation.  

Similar trends were observed with the other analyzed parameters: viscosity, particle size distribution 

(D50), elemental chemical composition, and thermal stability, when compared to samples formulated in 

water. This trend suggests effective encapsulation in both water and acetone. The kinetic and antifungal 

experiments confirmed that there were no differences attributable to the solvent used (drying process 

temperature). Kinetic analysis revealed the same release mechanism (case II transport) for samples 

formulated in both water and acetone, consistent with the results on the study of water-formulated 

samples[11]. Antifungal experiments revealed that both water-formulated and acetone-formulated 

samples displayed inhibitory effects on the micelial growth of Alternaria alternata and Penicillium 

digitatum. Both Si:SA and ace-Si:SA, as well as Ch:SA and ace-Ch:SA, exhibited similar inhibition 

rates at the lowest ratio tested of 65% and 50%, for Alternaria alternata and Penicillium digitatum, 

respectively. Acetone does not seem to alter the encapsulation process or the biological activity of SA; 

thus, there is no justification for using it as a solvent to lower the spray temperature. Encapsulated 

samples formulated in water and acetone exhibited no significant differences, suggesting that spray 

temperature (within the studied range) did not affect the structure of SA.  

Once the possibility of SA degradation due to atomization temperature was ruled out, the next part of 

this chapter focused on optimizing the encapsulation process conditions. This involved a thorough 

examination of the main variables, each assigned two values—one high and one low: solid content (6.4 

and 4.0%), milling speed (220 and 160 rpm), milling time (80 and 40 min), spray dryer temperature 

(160 and 130°C), spray dryer feed rate (12 mL/min and 5 mL/min) and spray dryer airflow (90% and 
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70%). A fractional factorial experimental design was employed to evaluate various combinations of 

these variables [23,24], which allowed reducing the number of experiments to 16. The density and 

viscosity measurements across the 16 suspensions remained unchanged. After the suspensions were 

sprayed, SEM images analysis of the powders showed that all experiments exhibited a consistent 

doughnut shape, as well as a similar range of mean capsule size distribution values (17–26 μm).   

Among the 16 experiments, the experiments 7 and 15 stood out due to their high performance values.  

A closer analysis revealed that a high performance could related with a high grinding wear. These two 

experiments exhibited lower mass loss compared to the others, possibly because alumina was 

encapsulated instead of SA. Furthermore, they showed decreased moisture content, which could be 

related to a reduction in specific surface area (SBET) caused by grinding wear, then preventing water 

retention [25]. However, despite their high performance values, the low EE% suggests that alumina 

might be competing with SA for being encapsulated. Additionally, the low antifungal activity of 

experiments 7 and 15 against pathogenic fungi indicates that the actual amount of encapsulated SA 

might be lower, with alumina potentially occupying the majority of the capsule. On contrary, 

experiments 2 and 10 showed the lowest grinding wear values. As expected, lower grinding wear 

resulted in moderate performance values, but conversely led to increased encapsulation efficiency 

(EE%). Additionally, decreased mass loss, coupled with low antifungal activity, suggests insufficient 

SA encapsulation. 

The most favourable outcomes were observed in experiment 8, characterized by the highest values of 

EE% and inhibition rate, as well as a controlled release of SA. Additionally, average values for 

performance, grinding wear, moisture and SBET were noted, indicating an optimal balance between SA 

content and the grinding wear during formulation. The highest EE% directly promote a controlled 

release of SA which enhance the effect on fungi micelial growth. This experiments analysis revealed 

that the solid content, milling speed, and milling time are the most influential variables during 

encapsulation process. These three variables impact on the correct material homogenization, and control 

the grinding wear [26]. A lower solid content in combination with the higher speed and extended time, 

can lead to alumina detachment, which impacts the performance, moisture, SBET, and EE% values. In 

addition to these three variables, it is important to keep a low feed rate with a low airflow to promote 

proper powder drying.  

The third chapter focuses on studying the physiological effects of free SA and encapsulated SA 

treatments on Arabidopsis thaliana plants at various concentrations. During stress conditions, plants 

modulate their endogenous phytohormone levels to activate defense responses [27]. SA plays an 

important role controlling the plant defense while maintaining its growth and development [28]. 

However, when endogenous SA levels exceed concentrations of 100 µM, germination and plant growth 

become compromised [29]. This negative effect can be supressed by encapsulation, promoting 
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controlled SA release, as demonstrated in the first chapter with the lowest ratios of Si:SA and Ch:SA. 

To study this, several doses (1, 10, 50, 100 and 500 µM) of free SA, Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5), 

were applied on Arabidopsis plants to determine their impact on primary root development. After five 

days, plants treated with free SA showed a severely decrease on the length of primary root at all doses. 

Plants treated with encapsulated SA maintained root length similar to controls at 1 and 10 µM, while at 

higher concentrations (50, 100, 500 µM) a moderate decrease was observed.  

Examination of rosette size revealed a dose-dependent decrease in plants treated with free SA. Rosette 

area became progressively smaller with increasing SA concentration. In contrast, plants treated with 

encapsulated SA exhibited rosette size similar to control plants at 1 and 10 µM concentrations. 

Remarkably, even the lowest doses of free SA treatment resulted in a potential decrease in size. These 

findings suggest that encapsulation reduces the availability of free SA in the growth medium [30], 

thereby controlling the amount absorbed by the plant. Gravitropism response of principal root was also 

investigated. In a similar trend, plants treated with free SA maintain normal gravitropism at low doses 

but it was disrupted at doses higher than 50 µM, resulting in progressively impaired root reorientation. 

These findings suggest that free SA disturbs normal gravitropism, possibly through altered auxin 

signalling. In contrast, plants treated with encapsulated SA exhibited reduced agravitropic phenotypes 

even at the highest doses. Once again, the controlled release of SA achieved through encapsulation 

significantly mitigated agravitropism. 

The observed changes in the morphology of plants treated with free SA could be related to increased 

SA endogenous levels, potentially affecting IAA endogenous levels [31,32]. To corroborate this 

assumption, we analyzed the endogenous phytohormone profiles (SA, JA, ABA, and IAA) in both roots 

and rosettes of plants treated with free and encapsulated SA at all doses, after 28 days of treatment. 

Plants treated with free SA exhibited significantly increased endogenous SA levels in both rosettes and 

roots. In addition, these plants exhibited a decrease on IAA levels in roots, being undetectable at 500 

µM. This suggests a disrupted balance between SA and IAA endogenous levels. Encapsulation 

significantly reduced the accumulation of SA in both roots and rosettes on treated plants, diminishing 

the dramatic impact on IAA levels.  

To validate the decreased IAA levels on treated plants, the Arabidopsis thaliana DR5::GFP reporter 

line sensor was used to monitor auxin distribution [33]. An increased of relative fluorescence of the 

reporter line was exhibited in the root tip, on DR5::GFP plants treated with free SA at 1, 10 and 50 µM 

doses. However, these plants displayed a decreased and complete absence of fluorescence signal at 100 

µM and 500 µM, respectively. Conversely, DR5::GFP plants treated with encapsulated SA maintained 

this increase even until 100 µM, and showed a slight decrease at the highest dose of 500 µM. 

Remarkably, encapsulated SA prevented IAA decreased at higher doses, allowing for continued root 
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and rosette growth on treated plants, unlike plants treated with free SA. The controlled release of SA 

by encapsulation prevents an early SA uptake by roots, reducing translocation to the rosette. 

Consequently, this regulation of endogenous SA and IAA levels minimizes pleiotropic effects in plants. 

PCA revealed a correlation between negative effects showed in root (short length and agravitropism) 

with SA content [34]. This supports that free SA treatment, increase endogenous SA while alter IAA 

endogenous levels, reducing root development. In the Individuals-PCA graphic, free SA treatments 

cluster together, with higher doses causing an important variability in plant responses. Conversely, 

Si:SA at lowest doses and Ch:SA treatments group near to control plants, suggesting minimal 

developmental impact. 

The third chapter demonstrates that encapsulated SA can reverse the negative effects caused on treated 

plants by exogenous free SA. Therefore, the final chapter investigates the mechanism by which 

encapsulated SA promotes a protective effect on plants under abiotic stresses. Experiments employed 

two Arabidopsis thaliana cultivation systems: seeds or 4-day-old transferred plants. These plants were 

subjected to salt stress, mannitol stress, and their combination with heat stress, with or without treatment 

by free or encapsulated SA [Si:SA (1:0.25) or Ch:SA (1:0.5)]. Plants subjected to salt or mannitol stress, 

and combined or not with heat stress (HS), showed a decreasing on principal root length in comparison 

with control plants. In addition, plants under stress conditions treated with free SA exhibited a more 

severe decrease in root length, probably because free SA enhances the defense response but 

compromises root development [35]. In the case of plants under stress conditions but treated with Si:SA 

or Ch:SA, root lengths were similar to those of control plants. This suggests a gradual uptake of released 

SA, which activates the defense response while maintaining normal root growth and development.   

Analysis of the rosette in treated plants showed that stress conditions and free SA treatment resulted in 

a smaller rosette size compared to control plants. Conversely, plants under stress conditions but treated 

with encapsulated SA maintained rosette size similar to control plants. However, 4-day-old transferred 

plants exhibited a greater decrease in rosette size compared to seeds. This could be because these plants 

first require the induction of acquired tolerance to resist the stressful conditions [36], compromising 

their normal development. However, 4-day-old transferred plants under the same conditions did not 

show a difference between treatments. This suggests that plants prioritize primary root growth at the 

expense of secondary roots during the initial stress response. Surprising, secondary root density 

declined in plants under salt and mannitol stress conditions, suggesting a disruption in ion balance. The 

free SA treatment did not improve the number of secondary roots, while encapsulated SA treatments 

reverted this negative effect. Seeds treated with encapsulated SA subjected to salt or mannitol stress 

and combined with HS, exhibited an increase in secondary root number compared to control plants, 
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while in 4-day-old plants under the same conditions did not show a difference between treatments. This 

suggests that plants prioritize principal root growth of secondary roots during stress conditions.  

Phytohormone profiles were analyzed in treated plants to identify specific interactions. Plants treated 

with free SA under stress conditions exhibited elevated endogenous SA levels, while JA levels 

decreased. These plants also displayed a decrease in IAA levels, with a notably greater decrease 

observed in the roots compared to the rosette. This suggests that increased SA might affect IAA 

transporter through hyperphosphorylation [37], conditioning IAA transport from the rosette to the root. 

Additionally, ABA levels in all treated plants remained similar to those in the control plants. 

Conversely, plants treated with encapsulated SA displayed significantly lower SA levels compared to 

plants under stress conditions, those treated with free SA, or those with the combination of stress and 

free SA. These plants maintained endogenous IAA levels comparable to those in controls in both 

rosettes and roots, which can facilitate plant growth and adaptation to stress conditions. Under heat 

stress, phytohormone profiles of treated plants was similar to previous observations in plants under 

simple stress conditions. Similar trends in SA and IAA levels were observed, but with an important 

increase on their values due to HS. Again, plants treated with encapsulated SA showed SA and IAA 

levels similar to control plants, suggesting enhanced thermotolerance provided by the controlled release 

of SA.  Plants under mannitol + HS, and treated with encapsulated SA, showed an increase in 

endogenous ABA levels. This suggest that SA levels were sufficient to protect plant against stress 

conditions without disrupting the phytohormone homeostasis.  

Plants exhibiting the most substantial stress-induced morphological changes and their reversal by 

encapsulated SA were selected for auxin distribution analysis. Transferred plants system cultivation 

under mannitol and mannitol + HS, and treated or not with Si:SA, were selected for analysis. 

Arabidopsis thaliana DR5::GFP reporter line was used to determinate the influence of SA on IAA root 

distribution [38]. Stress conditions and free SA treatments derived in decreased DR5 activity in treated 

plants. In contrast, plants treated with Si:SA or Si:SA combined with mannitol showed similar DR5 

activity, probably by the controlled release of SA. This reduction in DR5 activity could be explained 

by the progressive accumulation of SA in the roots and the subsequent decrease on IAA levels. Plants 

treated with stress conditions, free SA, and its combination with HS, had a significant reduction in DR5 

activity compared to control plants. Interestingly, plants treated with encapsulated SA (Si:SA) in 

combination with HS, or with both HS and mannitol, maintained DR5 activity levels similar to control 

plants. The controlled release of SA helps maintain IAA levels, thereby enhancing plant tolerance to 

abiotic stresses.  

Additionally, the effect of exogenous treatments on the SA biosynthesis pathway was analyzed. The 

relative expression of EDS1, ICS1, PAL1, PBS3, and NPR1 genes were analyzed in both rosette and 
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root tissues separately. Interesting, different gene expression patterns was observed between roots and 

rosettes. EDS1, PAL1, and NPR1 were downregulated in roots compared to rosettes. This suggest that 

SA uptake from root was translocated in direction to rosette, subsequently promoting SA synthesis and 

its accumulation [39]. The roots of plants treated with Si:SA and Si:SA + mannitol showed that EDS1, 

ICS1, and NPR1 genes were downregulated, suggesting that the SA uptake in these cases is not 

sufficient to activate the SA biosynthesis and subsequent accumulation. Furthermore, plants treated 

with Si:SA + mannitol + HS upregulated ICS1 and PBS3, which possible prevents SA accumulation in 

the root [40,41]. In the case of rosettes, plants treated with Si:SA + mannitol and Si:SA + mannitol + 

HS, exhibited relative expression values of PAL1, PBS3, and NPR1 similar to control plants. The slow 

release of SA from Si:SA did not induce SA accumulation, allowing normal growth and stress tolerance 

on treated plants. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

 

 

 Encapsulation emerges as an important tool, acting as nanocarrier for phytohormones. 

The lowest ratios of encapsulated SA samples [Si:SA (1:0.25) and Ch:SA (1:0.5)] 

provide a better controlled release of SA than the other ratios through efficient 

encapsulation without saturating the Si or Ch capsules. 

   

 Encapsulated SA exhibit a stronger antifungal effect on A. alternata, B. cinerea, F. 

oxysporum, and G. candidum, because controlled release of SA prolonged its anti-

pathogenic effect over time. In turn, the slow release of SA helps to revert the toxic 

effect on plant growth caused by free SA, reducing its over accumulation.  

 

 Encapsulated SA formulated in water and acetone present similar physical-chemical, 

and biological characteristics. This comparison between encapsulated SA samples 

reveals that SA is not affected during spray drying at 150°C. The use of organic solvent 

is unnecessary, saving costs and mitigating a potential environmental damage. 

 

 The analysis of SA encapsulation optimization determines that solid content, milling 

speed, and milling time are more influential variables than spray temperature, feed rate 

and airflow. The fractional factorial experimental design offers a straightforward 

method to enhance the encapsulation process, making it suitable for scalable industrial 

manufacturing.  

 

 Encapsulated SA reverts the negative effects of free SA on the root length, rosette size 

and gravitropism of treated plants by decreasing the SA available in the medium. Plants 

treated with free SA take up the maximum SA available, accumulating it in both the 

rosette and root. Additionally, encapsulated SA prevents the uncontrolled SA release 

even at high doses, maintaining a proper balance between SA and IAA, thus avoiding 

a decrease of IAA in the root tip.  
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 Encapsulated SA enhances plant tolerance to salt or mannitol stress, as well as their 

combination with HS. This effectiveness is attributed to maintaining a balance between 

SA and IAA. Plants under stress or treated with free SA exhibited IAA accumulation 

in the rosette likely due to increased endogenous SA levels, which affect IAA transport 

from the rosette to the root.  

 

 Plants subjected to stress conditions and treated with encapsulated SA maintain 

expression of SA biosynthesis genes: EDS1, PAL1, and NPR1, in both roots and 

rosettes compared to control plants. This regulation of gene expression promotes the 

necessary SA synthesis for plant defense without overaccumulation. Plants are able to 

tolerate adverse conditions because encapsulated SA modulates endogenous 

phytohormone levels and regulates the expression of SA-related genes.   
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 Sampedro-Guerrero, J., Vives-Peris, V., Gomez-Cadenas, A., Clausell-Terol, C. (2022). 

Improvement of salicylic acid biological effect through its encapsulation with silica or chitosan. 

International Journal of Biological Macromolecules, 199:108-120. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2021.12.124 

 

 Sampedro-Guerrero, J., Vives-Peris, V., Gomez-Cadenas, A., Clausell-Terol, C. (2022). 

Encapsulation Reduces the Deleterious Effects of Salicylic Acid Treatments on Root Growth and 

Gravitropic Response. International Journal of Molecular Sciences, 23(22):14019. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms232214019 

 

 

 

Asimismo, renuncio a poder utilizar estas publicaciones como parte de otra tesis doctoral. Y para 

que conste firmo el presente documento, 

 

 

 

 

Castellón, 10 de mayo del 2024 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Todo ello, atendiendo al artículo 28 del Reglamento de los estudios de doctorado de la Universitat Jaume I de 

Castelló, regulados por el RD 99/2011, en la Universitat Jaume I (Aprobado en la sesión nº 8/2020 del Consejo de 

Gobierno de 02 /10/2020): 

“(…) 

4. En el caso de publicaciones conjuntas, todas las personas coautoras deberán manifestar explícitamente su 

autorización para que la doctoranda o doctorando presente el trabajo como parte de su tesis y la renuncia expresa 

a presentar este mismo trabajo como parte de otra tesis doctoral. Esta autorización se adjuntará como 

documentación en el momento del inicio de evaluación de la tesis. 


