0L G3PFSTam 9 Siele b @

VFo¥ bl (o9 o Lol (0190 Jlw oD
gy Al

Sloged Sl o lac jl oolaswl b (59 duunST 053930 juw jodaw
ol @b ySbas plgs sb 0 g Sargassum ilicifolium

F ool Bayme " yles 8 oylyllac LS T g0l jhgs (o5 g0 ¢ B (S pukew

0 iy iy s dnzzo

VoY oLl iind ms DOI10.22124/japh.2023.25411.1510 VF+Y 0 00 wcdly o o b

ouS

@l sty plp o ety g golaidl @l s a1 o0k ) Jlam 4z g5 Dl,59L G
sl Sargassum ilicifolium sloged Sdz>gSle ool ojlas sl 00,5 Cd> 055 & oleowd iiw
il (S5 oS Ay 4 00l i 0393685 18 solanl 3 90 (55, ST Dl 3630 s i
IS 346 a8 ols plis mls e85 )13 slulis 5,50 XRD 3 SEM TEM FT-IR {UV-Vis
QST 3530 oL iShas Sodlad .aings yiagll YY B/ (s olail 00gazmo b Jli S 5 (59,5 48,5
4 Staphylococcus aureus slas,SL ol ;0 MBC 3 MIC ig, b ool jw jw (9,
Slodd s 3w (g9, dpmST 3L a5 ol i bl 5 <83 1 ) » 5,50 Escherichia coli
85 amgn ol gy ol scaled 53 il o alejl sl Sl Sl 53 b Sbas arg B
b latigs 5 Il Sge (g, o Wlgiee (2lys SlaSilag S 5l 59, ST L39S i
A3l ol ySbas sl S b 5, 2emS] S35 055 (5l e
SAQassUM . slopgsd ol i oantd Colled sy, T o)gil s it igalS 1531
Alicifolium

Ol el st (B 50 0 olSils (2l 938 g pole 0uSLails )3 (il 09,5 16555 (92dils )
Ol eed (8 oBsls sl pole 0uSiadls ¢ pwlidians 09,5 oliwl -Y

Slrlolelr Olelr @bys psle 5 63,50 olRails (b0 pole 0aSadls o (calbidiianj 09 S jletils ¥
ol e ;o (8 3o, o8zl (ol 0uSLalS ¢ cons 09,5 ,Luils —F

Ol el yon (8 50 0 olR1S (2l )3 938 g pole 0uSLails (b (calidiiunm 09,8 SLetdls -0
sharif.ranjbar@hormozgan.ac.ir : Jstue coius g *




VEOY ONY 0L 5T (6559555 5 5 S35

OLKen 5 a5 S [0Y]

olsie 4 bl s dled sl Jgtns Lo
dosaall dapygsS daadsisdls daassy 5
Sloads axs-lis ol SlwS 30,5 5 o]
ols Ll opl s (Prathna et al., 2010)
09 (LS slaojlas p (S jew F
ool gy b b 5L g adpo o
Lyl (Casida and Quistad, 2000)
Sl Shy 5 2l prersS] hesrecon s
S (FbS phmsST L2l GlalS
oS 2bys BblS (b el Sglite
3 Jedcen; OlaS 5 5l gl glyl col
5 Lol deasgigdls doJsud Ly alex
(Singh etal., 2015) o adg 1) ooyl
Jdoas Koo alS 5L anslie o ol
P> 4 ghe Cond g 55265 L ojlal
So3d SRy o Sall 4 e a5 5L
Gt Sl aBle wsbipe alord 5
ol 3456 (Singh et al., 2015) wslos )5 sl
3 e slaTig o3l 5 JS5 bl
g Senid Sl s s slo S aler
by oyl (Slbrwas cold
595 3oyt 5 (lord sla S i Sl
6ol o )5 (6518 Ll ydgil s o lis

(oo 3 dapore U (g 5lug )lo g g 1o ae jo

doddo
LS S LA PR TV FEPRUE R T R
g OLd 08 @ pasie ojlal Jdo 4 eud
Lol (s 5 loord (a3 Sl S
9 ol die) ;3 (o3b) 4z 390
(Ko et al., 2007) «las 5 13 s5lwg,ls
Jé ol ol s e by o)l
(2ol dey 50 sty JB UL S
o2 aS obs wlee 5l @l)dgl s Sladlas
35 e ated 4525 BB o g )5 5le e
Asmathunisha and Kathiresan,) asloos
Sheolainl b sasy olydgl juw (2013
O s ot 5 (Sosd slasnld
Slogge lasadils (ol )34k s anl,d o
slasld canb alesls (1,8 Bua 1y o
oobide [0 Suame olge yiw sl 1) 4B
g Jaz Sldlas dewgy @ a5 5, g ol
Mohanpuria et al.,) ¢l o5,5 gll 0o,
g5 b oLl e 6ln s LB
bond olge aiis badalse oo lS



[OFTVET COONY :0l 5T 558555 5 5550508

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

355 s |y dmgs iy obul gjluesle]
.Jayaseelan et al., 2012) ¢l 05,5 Cd>
Slp Lol son] sl Jls ,o 09,00 ,Uaul
o5l loo )5 Jodo @ (59, w1 23530
5 Seig iSUgils aiilo y5eLbog sloaree o sl
Sty il ol bl liEl (S50
QST 13550 i (gl oolaiwl 050 S
wile goumie lacuogaxe gl (g9,
shaszme (Sogll 5 b anje Vb (65,5 B pan
(Zirakjou et al., 2023) ain
oblS @ coews by sl Sk
$9) eS| 35l pinsn o g5 Ses
S35 Slacre) by )1y (i Cuje
2 S ged iy ot ol el
Sk e (k)3 Gl Sle s
e P sl S elde o adgi lp
Alprol et al.,) ol o Clus a4 Ol,340
sy dddlae ol 5l Bas plpls (2023
ooliiwl b (g9, ST SS9l o i
Sargassum b, Sd>g,Sle o)lac
Cdled wyp owizes g dlicifolium
e e S5y deST 39l b S bas
Minimum Inhibitory) MIC g, L ol
Minimum) MBC 4 (Concentration

»l» 5o (Bactericidal Concentration

Kumar and Yadav,) «ls Sig,801
(2009
Ol 5l S e 2l oSl
o) o, Sle b ssle gww; Jud
dasigisg S daJyid y (OlaisSsd el
Slos S O jse 4 LS aiis Suss
oolaiwl 8,90 adsi g 29 l0 (2lde mlio o
9 JeS 92,5 (JonSg o (60 Shos (sloog S
ool gl e 38 0aiiS lgo g ouims ialS
) tﬁ}l-é Q|).593L§
Kumar and) s, |5 4 jow Jgl al> e

(Yadav, 2009

S9) 2 SR Sy S

LS Gl ) e Jold G i
il el 0y 5 Sl g 5 lags S
Slydgl S el b oy Gl b g,
) Sl slooan¥T aszg (300 (g5, ST
by, 5l oad s Sldgl wiS oo ool 8
9 Byl i 6,9l el (i
) (oo 5 Seond (1S (aalond Sl 5l ool
(Agarwal et al., 2017) oS o Sgame
ST S35 53l slaansT s |

g =l S adg ane s 4 g,



VY OONY 0Ll 5955 5 55

Ses 5 25 K [0F]

S. ilicifolium l> T o,lac .as plal
Sliwl Yeo bo ¥ Joloxe b oo zly5eal
0% o8 L ezl e 1)) )
Sae 4 ol il a0 e les jo wa
GiSly JeoSS sl o plom jo cele Y-Y
&35 » Jsbre PH olas 5l as ol byl
Oldgl LSad sas i sbw K, F
Jsloee 0,350 LS5 5 ey el (59, 905
a8y Ve Do 4 aidy o 90 Teer o
L DolS soel G a0 gy g 00wt il
Cawd &y Jguams .0l 0010 guiiands 03uig0d ol
Ve slos 5o ol yo el Y G 4 ool
O slos jo g ouds Sz ol 5 sl a0
Al S Celo ¥ a4y ol 5 il ax
b ZnO &l,346 4 Yls Zn(OH), b
Gl g9, ST o0l s i 9l )3 090
ohdgl Jle 5 68 sl Shy G

O (g 2

Soadd jidew (59 sl 01390 s SH9
Sargassum ilicifolium od>

o i (595 deST Ol,0506 la S

51 eslasl LS. ilicifolium Sl L

UV- (il Joloss 5 55 slacSiss

=,y FT-IR 3 TEM SEM XRD Vis

5 Staphylococcus aureus (sla =SU

.54 Escherichia coli

g, g olge
Sargassum ilicifolium SCds o las ani
sISargassumiilicifolium b o Sl
ey S by e s 5 (S Sl
Srlesz by Sl b sjsleex
5 oued ol b e gl Bl gl eud
Dad ools giiwd Hhie Ol b e
ouds Sz 3U1 sloo ;o 03l Sl slodigad
Gt 5o (2)0g) Wl ;09 e 9
olelesl g oo sl oBitlejl 5o 5 00
o9y bl Sl olas s ol 0 23S
Olyts Sl L (VD) ) Sen 5 AZiZ
aged 5l a8 Ve aS i cnl 4ol el
s Voo s o Ol by Sils
0ailig> 4885 1O oo 4 g 03 oo Hhade Ol
5O O Sl e 00wl Cawd s 0 )lac o
slp Jte o 5 ead 2hd (Gl sleo

A 0pud (g slroslai!

69 ST 013636 e
099y obel 2 59y deST D390 i
Sl s S L (YN oK 4 AzZiZI



(001 VEoT LY :0l 5T 655555 5 5505508

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

00D Flwgm (59, 0,050 ojlwil 5 5B
S35 S5 oSy S 5l oolitl L
Slp w85 E ey 0y (TEM)
3o Shdgil sl 4 kel olull
CEM) (sus; Gl 5%y S olSwd
A eolazwl Imaged  l38ls 5 g

2L ASbas plgs 25
Sote oS palh 6L w90
e p,5 ¢ (Staphylococcus aureus)
Jeily, 2L, sl (Escherichia coli)
Slw@d, Gy 4 Sl abyshas
ab oolatwl CLSI JSGg, b oo,
sledale  (Humphries et al., 2018)
3 Gl s 50 2,5 Lo AL /YD) il
Sa-) odd jew yiw (63, SwnST 035
US) 5,5 59, aunST 0,346 9 (ZNONPs
Sl o lac 4 (Research Nanomaterial
Llys 53 oy Jse gle ot lame )
S o guwbiaSSl 5l am ol dgs o il
oS il 4z 0 YV gl jo cels VY
oad 675k o) wle &S diged il o yieS
& ookl s el MIC flge 4 oy
MIC (5051 jo (Saijlojl o,8kee Wil o
)lﬂ Clo eSS lame 0l cdwlie

b oad i Oldgl ol sl s
Looad  juiwgn Sl 8 i
UV-Vis 5,5 mwcad olKiws 5l solatul
zre Jsb o (5l PerkinElmer)
5 4 Slp o (pwyp Segll YooVeo
b dios 5 Lile cloos S b
FT-IR) 4,8 Jos 508 (ygole (5)5
5 wesls (55 ! PerkinElmer) o oolau!
Uiay 5l ooliiul b gy, awnST &35k o5l
X-ray Diffraction:) .Sl 55, (olp
zse Jsb ;o Cu Ko b L (XRD
YOV -A+ Sl s3gamme ,o yiegili +/VOF &
aio ulel pagdbins 5 ojlail ol ol
Shoael Caws 4 Sl oy b i S
Cowd as slaosls .ol awle XRD loges
oolainl b el ) o5lail awles (515 ool
aol s 4 ) alaly 3o 5 (sl Jsasb 5

(Tahaetal., 2018)

Z\ @')
Crystallite Size =k, /b x cos0

by D oszse Jsb A C1AF) 5 ool K
B (FWHM) Sy anpion el )] a0 Sy

el 15 90 chai bl 695l S Cndge



VY OONY 0Ll 5955 5 55

Ses 5 a5 K [07]

oSl s n oln
Oled 00l oy Ol 3450 sl 4 518
Gy b el o ols Lis ¥ S 0 a8 sb
WBE 13 ey 3590 (XRD) oS! ans
o ookl 3550 b zge Job LT ol o
S5t (o X1 py,nSST 154056 XRD
AU) sos lie ;0 Y0 Jloges LB 4o Lassls
XRD) S5l axsl (ol oo ol sy
loged Sl 5l oud s (5, dpuST diged
ool ool ylas ¥ S o S.oilicifolium

2iS MBC iolejl b5yl sl sy

A Sde

(UV-Vis) 6)53 z_h.»:ul...b
0,396 Li> S UV-Vis T o b oo
YVe zoe Job 50 59y 9T ool jiisgn
S99 odipd lid aS ol cuslin eyl

.(\ wa;) W 6“"‘5‘9 J}lz.c JERTY) 0)5531.3

70
7
-
A e
J.
5
<
/O
/¥
Yo Yo 3 FO
(egil) Eoo Job

Sargassum ilicifolium il tawsi oduls 3oawgn (59, danST 0,346 UV-ViS i b ) JsCi



[OVIVET COONY 0l 5T 6558555 5 5550508

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

=
=
-
- 5}
—~— [=1
= =
= o
-] o
el S
=
—

JCPDS NO.080-0074

{110)

[
o
=

—
™~
-l
-l
—
-
o
o

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90

20 ()

Sargassum ilicifolium gloged Sl 3l ouis ouwgw (59 ST digod XRD (5451 :Y S

Fogsb YY/Y (10 1) ZNn0O 56 Sy o il
o siosl YoIF iy S ojlal Siea
5658 Wil Sy pl s ogdle ol Cuws
P> Geizen g (Jlw 5 canle (SO
Sl 1) o Fiwg (59, denST 03936 (YL

(Y JS) 05 e

(FT-IR) & ywg 58 42595 Jood' (mwdnbo
Fgr 0,596 )3 258 hele (slaog S
FT-IR oKiws 51 oolaiwl b (g5, dunST 00
Sl o e FT-IR (slacius it _asie
039U )3 04D Jrw Fiiw (S ST 0,353

osls HLas ¥ Sy jo e gl o Fe el

Syles omliv S )3 &5 job lea

Ll L ZnO Glp aaxie sy
Space Group:) Hexagonal .Jis51:3%
36.2° 34.36° 31.73° 520 ,» (P63mMC
£67.85° 66.29° 6£62.75° 56.53° 47.47°
4 iy 4 T6.840 o 72.43° 68.99°
«(101).002).100) Jtws 5 Slxin
(112).200)103)(110)102)
5 Wsd oo bsie 202)5004).201)
JCPDS, [01-080- o,loss b i3, <15 b
o, Ol e sl callas 0074]
CypynSlYIVOD ga asls culb polie
olisianl b ¢ pimmad i 3,155 0 2SS O/Y)
Ligo &y azgi b Codliny S ojlail )00 alal |



VY OONY 0Ll 5955 5 55 Oer 5 25 Sex [0A]

110

k

100

90

80

70

60

Transmitance (%)

50
40

30
4000 3600 3200 2800 2400 2000 1600 1200 800

Wavenumber cm™
110
100
90
80
70

60

Transmitance (%)

50
40

30
4000 3600 3200 2800 2400 2000 1600 1200 800

Wavenumber cm™

S i (59 S 10,3436 (& .Sargassum ilicifolium ds o jlas (WIFT-IR Gub ¥ i
Sargassum ilicifolium lawgi oo

by e o ilo p VPAA 0 0d> WL (2016 YY - -¥Ye e oogame o AT g Sy

Jf“a‘ ;Selﬂwmfsg)s’ Q C=0 LsLD)J“a| oj)f 4 Lélxlﬁ Yioi=! ‘OSJLLSA oulico )lﬁgslih» »
p WP oogame YU G L Sy el Glasil el (O-H) uSg 0ue 09,5 @
NS 32,5 05,5 jpax Yzl jo il Yl g ble p YYeoVAC o Lde

ST 3 Jaili] Sy S oo coli [, COO- wily C-H Sl ol 4 bge

S5 ek ol oS e gOle OO+ )5 59,  Pandimurugan and  Thambidurai,)



[0 VEY d(INY 0L T (555 50 5 S5 50 58

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

QLMA-' I\ lim 30 G99y IR Jyeew 9o u‘).)yl.:

SEM )43..44 LY 4.‘>3.a la Sl ol ool

(O J58) W35 53,5 535 ST 2,390

danST 0,566 (2l SLas (ples (b))l
SS9
s_{.f.l? @] O)LA.C MBC 9 MIC ﬁdLbLo

Fhewge S9y dwmS| 0,356 S, ilicifolium
3.) ).v‘); ).) 6)1.76 S9) A.M.MS‘ O)SBSU 9 IR

Vg p0 e oS g St pS A

Sl 00 oslo LJ"‘"'L“

O ).«.a‘_;..ul.w » feooben 0dgdte 4O ;S.u
Gl 00 00l s ZN-0 s lilss )

(Sharma and Ghose, 2015)

(TEM) yg2e (F955 ©g8mg ySoro
Femger Sly59L ol elos 5 4525 51
SISl osSs See 5l g9y weST oals
0,366 TEM  pgai 0i ool TEM
el 03] T USE 50 (69, ST 00 g
yogilh VemVee oogume 4o Il,3gL ojlul

SEM P Cizmed el 0dld ools lis

Sargassum ilicifolium gloged Sdo 3l ouis 1w (59 dumnnST 0393 TEM 4 guai :F JSCis



VY OONY 0Ll 5955 5 55 s 5 25 Sox [74]

n
e
Y
L

gz

File HFW  HV Mag WD  Sig Det Mode Scan Spot 500.0nm
6-4000-2_474 tif* 9.01 ym 25.0 kV 30000x 10.3 mm SE ETD 300V 111.11 s 2.5 RASTAK

Sargassum ilicifolium gloged Sde 31 ous juwgms (595 dunS | 653956 SEM s gy :0 S

Gk G pilp 35 59) weuST 0,390 MBC g MIC (o551 Jguar

. Sargassum o,las

u.d.w;..o‘ ‘5)lqu" ZNONPs *Sa-ZnONPs

ilicifolium .
st
MBC MIC MBC MIC MIC MBC MBC MiIC
(mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL)
-I\Y . ]-5Y . A> LY ¥ v Y Staphylococcus
aureus
<IY0 <\Y . A> - 10 A f AN Escherichia coli

Sargassum ilicifolium Sl lawgs oo jiwge 3, dumST @l 3606 *

2 e Sidee YD g YD Glaclle 5 aslosel ) Jsaz 0 a5 ol bl
00 o Fdw (59 S | O)Q})LJLJr-J‘;»vG Codled ool jew w9, dwmST 0,340
S5 59y demST 0,356 a5 I jo 0l jlae g0 po s, ol liS gz BB 09,Seas

locble o iy aly oSk agw o al, iy 4 Eocoli 5 S, aureus st 45



[PAIVET COONY 20l 5T 558555 5 5500058

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

oS Fegl YOV 1) (g5, ST 03950 i
oo,55 (Y- V) Jesurani ¢ Vennila .ais s
Jsb yo boes (59, 13410 o jiiw a5 wisls
@bobd BB agl YV--Fee o Glagse
i S w0 (VVP) o) Ken 5 Al ol
ST Sl36ib jiwen glp |y yiesil YYO
a4 Aloe vera s,lac 3l solau! L (g4,
9y ldgl Lix S iSTas .ais gl Cawo
Pantidos and) cel gl Yeo-fee o
(Horsfall, 2014
eyl ol ol b Sl> ojlac
il 2l shole  slrog,s 5l alise
oS s JeuSgy0en 5 JeuS g5 (lalgus
olydel & ZNCaHeOs o jo wilgs o
Ll Llae 5 00,8 Ll (255 (59, o]
Azizi et al., 2014; Kokabi) oS couis
(etal., 2017; Vijayakumar et al., 2018
oo sloog,S 5els 5 Lals FT-IR JUT
Jsb 5o o slanil eSas iy e
L @lydeib comas b Grals 35k 5l siwgn
,» (Kamli et al., 2021) sas o ylas
as ol (L FT-IR Glacals ¢ ol> aslas
Sid> sjlas ;3 C=N 5 O-H sla css
Fmge 056l JSiS )0 (sege slome B
by elralr d92s Loy ST ol

255 sk ydshes 50 p S e 10 5 /YO
Sl @T °)L~"-° B ‘5'1-’)-5[“\*" S l’Z}*—“
s feizes aii odalin S, ilicifolium
0,55l 50 b ySbas el as ol las

g2 el ool 5l e ale3l 3550

0,559y PALS leolas b &lyd5l

ke g ddro 4 Ggrke &5 00 S
Ogunyemi et al.,) cwl caw; loma b
Olsis a4 bl 5l il glgl 1,.51.(2019
03,5 4 Ollagil clu gl onials Jole
,o (Sharma and Ghose, 2015) aleas
il b 55, 9wnS] 3936 il asllae
Sl o)lac 3l soletwl b yegils Ye/f lad
S Coddge LS. ilicifolium sloged b o
2356 S5 sl s Gelsl S e
a4 by goadly cul (5 yra canliv )
5 orotzebl BB 5 (S UVAViS Cix
gl s ey lp Lol ool
UV-Vis b mlis ) S .ol 55, 9pnS]
ol S5 jo a5 job gles wms oo las |
At gl TV jo (asld S 99d o0
Dgs oo olwlid (g9, amnST lgie 4y a5 ol
b (YA Kea 5 Vijayakumar



VY OONY 0Ll 5955 5 55

;,\bb/w.a;f)‘ J<;- [#Y]

ol,36b (Sharmila et al., 2018) <.l
Artocarpus ;| ool augs Gy, eS|
(Sharmila et al., 2018) gomezianus
adlas b slawlie LB FT-IR slocsly
N0 Oldlas o usen )l Lol
S9) deST 0,356 a5l ous cols ol
5 Sambucus ebulus alwy 4 ool ogs
iS5 slaasl a5 Calotropis gigantea
C-H slaasl g yio ol » YEYR 01, 0-H
0F0 ,0ZN0 jpa> 4 e ile ,» YAre o
adllae b alie oal oy e gils
Vidya et al., 2013;) ¢l o> J>
(Alamdari et al., 2020
gl e S5 69, 2 &S Glasllls
Moringa o,lac 5l (55, oS! &340
a5 aes e lad sl sals plil Oleifera
Coigy ke b Bl Aly sy
&S oo LT XRD U1 jo 1y (g9, ly34i0
alie ol s a5 (Matinise et al., 2017)
o5 59y ST El3gilh .l axdllae opl b
Sl g9 gy, Sl Sl eolaiwl b oo
Fakhari et al.,) ol,3¢0 9,5 JSo 9,
yogl £e B Y o slaojlail 5 (2019
Yathisha et al., 2016; Matinise et al.,)
2017

S wss o olas sl ol S e Wl
sl olas jo sl g s, Blo b olus
oS obsl jlasls se>4 S. ilicifollium
e mle Glgd by bl
wited Ol g b lasY daglaysSsd
S gloag ) Blo 35 joa8 iz Olyse
daglaysSss wlos S iyl (25 2aSTy ol 59
o sl Loyl 5 lags s
Olsis 4 il o O 53 Jolone laJsSUgas SLo
oS 6)59l> 9 IRVELY Sl J.ALC ;i;
sl 28Ty Jole o Slydgl glaxsl
dood  wilbe Jsbe  sloJiSeSgid
2 blsiile 5 basgl daclaesS
4 Sargassum myriocystum (sloges Sl
Jos oaims ualS g oasS conis Jule lgie
s Sharmila .(Alprol et al., 2023) s.u5' -
Iy 69y ST ly3g5L Y VA Jlus o o) Ke
iwge Bauhinia tomentosa o,lac
aslllas ol gl LFT-IR 5JUT gl g wis,S
Wb Ll g9, awenST &350 cusls cgolie
as sl uLu.\) )ﬂo‘suLw » Y'Y ) |) e_’\.\>
...\.Q:QGA UL‘") ‘) OH Gwl.u)‘ 6[&05;
YA+ 5 gaaS s 0 C-H pleie slanil
yol> asllas alice 58 e Sl p Y460 U



PYIVET CONY 0l 5T 5585550 5 555058

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

baugie o3l 5 035 (55,5 ly3gil JS oS
(Alprol etal., 2023) 54 ;1og5l OY/YY Ll
L Gl
0,396 was oo lis a4 vg LB sla IS

;_055».0 k_«u.”.!s 0l Ylwgm (59, KWW |

ShSlas el gl

Collsd g oS Cle o 5L as, Sans
sle 1y Y slacdile s a5 s
Elumalai and Velmurugan, 2015; Ali)
9o (et al., 2016; Kokabi et al., 2017
JISON R T MR L &
gt oyl bl el Sl
Rl 3l g 3 ST mhaws 55, 2 (ROS)
b 3l St Jsbe sles sy 2 s,

Ann et al.,)) col (g9, OIS o
(2014; Mirzaei and Darroudi, 2017
2 8y eS| DSl g9 Seens Eollad
ojlasl g’;i"“‘" ‘L:bé)l.'é g L uSL blae
Colue (oulibcsny, oy clle (ol
0,596 cale l33l Lo ls 0l 5 0% prlan
ORIBN s 4 5 @S codled s,
‘Jv«-’ L)“"‘)S‘ “«S9) 0)59.3[.3 GE.“: )‘ H202 cdale
309l 6 55L S pe sl g SS9 Jobes
o5 b b o5l Sldgl sSasS ol S
=555 sl selael Ll sl 5 555

lhd s3lail esgame b Azadirachta indica
l, (Dallatu et al., 2020) o5l #+ L YO
s o bl
Gl ol dslllas )0 o0l Jiwgw 0,340
YOF Jlo o ohKen 5 AZiZi adlhas L
0eST 0,355 FESEM 3BT 5T ;5 a5 el
Sloged SelzgSle 5l oad zliwse o,
2 1, @ld ejlal Sargassum muticum
Sl glid egll OV U Y. o edgome
olail YA Jlo yo ol Kea 5 IShwarya
Ulva Sl 5l oo jiw 59, 0,340 lawgie
o 1y opliel asile miawl S b lactuca
A J o wis,S 555 kgl 0. B -
Sl g9, oy S Lol dsllas
g o3l (IS8 asile gFlbesy ) sla S
Sl Jolse 4 Syl Jl s sl
J5as olge gilueolel glosg, alex |
Kokabi ) 5o  Siws JI slailEd 5 oains
laill ( 2aSly Jsl=e o (et al., 2017
B 50 6ol Sl 25U (LSS 5m)
L 5sss slacad S US el &gl
Ling et ) wgi o 3 SsS &l,3 ol cuels
5y ST Oldgk e @l 2014

sls oyLes Sargassum wightii gleged Sl



VY OONY 0Ll 5955 5 55 Oer 5 25 Sex [PY]

9 Sweds Codlad il Ll ¢ (ROS) e G0 Wb SOOI F LS Y

(S

Elumalai and Velmurugan,) osi e a4 e i wyws b6 slags]

2015 b o5enS] gloaist 5V slaclile oy




[FOINVEY CONY 0l 5T 65585550 5 555058

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

Agarwal H., Kumar S.\V. and

Rajeshkumar S. 2017. A review
on green synthesis of zinc oxide
nanoparticles- An eco-friendly
approach. Resource-Efficient
Technologies, 3(4): 406-413. doi:
10.1016/j.reffit.2017.03.002

Alamdari S., Sasani Ghamsari M.,

Lee C., Han W. Park H.H.,
Tafreshi M.J., Afarideh H. and
Ara M.H. M. 2020. Preparation
and characterization of zinc oxide
nanoparticles using leaf extract of
Sambucus ebulus. Applied
Sciences, 10(10): 1-19 (3620). doi:
10.3390/app10103620

Ali K., Dwivedi S., Azam A., Saquib

Q., Al-Said M.S., Alkhedhairy
A.A. and Musarrat J. 2016. Aloe
vera extract functionalized zinc
oxide nanoparticles as
nanoantibiotics against multi-drug
resistant clinical bacterial isolates.
Journal of Colloid and Interface
Science, 472: 145-156. doi: 10.10
16/j.jcis.2016.03.021

Alprol A.E., Mansour AT. EI-

Beltagi H.S. and Ashour M. 2023.
Algal extracts for green synthesis
of zinc oxide nanoparticles:
Promising approach for algae
bioremediation. Materials, 16(7):
1-23 (2819). doi: 10.3390/ma160728
19

Ann L.C., Mahmud S., Bakhori

S.K.M., Sirelkhatim A.,
Mohamad D., Hasan H., Seeni A.

&l

and Rahman R.A. 2014.
Antibacterial responses of zinc
oxide structures against
Staphylococcus aureus,
Pseudomonas aeruginosa and
Streptococcus pyogenes. Ceramics
International, 40(2): 2993-3001.
doi: 10.1016/j.ceramint.2013.10.008

Asmathunisha N. and Kathiresan K.
2013. A review on biosynthesis of
nanoparticles by marine organisms.
Colloids and Surfaces (B), 103:
283-287. doi: 10.1016/j.colsurfb.201
2.10.030

Azizi S., Ahmad M.B., Namvar F.
and Mohamad R. 2014. Green
biosynthesis and characterization
of zinc oxide nanoparticles using
brown marine macroalga
Sargassum  muticum  aqueous
extract. Materials Letters, 116:
275-277. doi: 10.1016/j.matlet.2013.
11.038

Casida J.E. and Quistad G.B. 2000.
Insecticide targets: Learning to
keep up with resistance and
changing concept of safety. Journal
of Applied Biological Chemistry,
43(4): 185-191.

Dallatu Y., Shallangwa G. and
Africa S. 2020. Synthesis and
growth  of  spherical ZnO
nanoparticles  using  different
amount of plant extract. Journal
of  Applied Sciences and
Environmental Management,


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.reffit.2017.03.002
https://doi.org/10.3390/app10103620
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2016.03.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2016.03.021
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma16072819
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma16072819
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2013.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2012.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2012.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2013.11.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2013.11.038

VO OO 20U 5T 655 5 855050500

;,\bb/w.a;f)‘ J<;- [#£]

24(12): 2147-2151. doi: 10.4314/jas
em.v24i12.21

Elumalai K. and Velmurugan S.
2015. Green synthesis,
characterization and antimicrobial
activities of zinc oxide nano-
particles from the leaf extract of
Azadirachta indica (L.). Applied
Surface Science, 345: 329-336.
doi: 10.1016/j.apsusc.2015.03.176

Fakhari S., Jamzad M. and Kabiri
Fard H. 2019. Green synthesis of
zinc oxide nanoparticles: A
comparison.  Green  Chemistry
Letters and Reviews, 12(1): 19-24.
doi: 10.1080/17518253.2018.1547925

Humphries R.M., Ambler J,
Mitchell S.L., Castanheira M.,
Dingle T., Hindler J.A., Koeth L.
and Sei K. 2018. CLSI methods
development and standardization
working group best practices for
evaluation of antimicrobial
susceptibility tests. Journal of
Clinical Microbiology, 56(4): 1-10
(€01934-17). doi: 10.1128/jcm.0193
4-17

Ishwarya R., Vaseeharan B.,
Kalyani S., Banumathi B.,
Govindarajan M., Alharbi N.S.,
Kadaikunnan S., Al-Anbr M.N.,
Khaled J.M. and Benelli G. 2018.
Facile green synthesis of zinc oxide
nanoparticles using Ulva lactuca
seaweed extract and evaluation of
their photocatalytic, antibiofilm
and insecticidal activity. Journal of
Photochemistry and Photobiology

(B), 178: 249-258. doi: 10.1016/j.jp
hotobiol.2017.11.006

Jayaseelan C., Rahuman A.A.,

Kirthi A.V., Marimuthu S.,
Santhoshkumar T., Bagavan A.,
Gaurav K., Karthik L. and Rao
K.B. 2012. Novel microbial route
to synthesize ZnO nanoparticles
using Aeromonas hydrophila and
their activity against pathogenic
bacteria and fungi. Spectrochimica
Acta (A), 90 78-84. doi: 10.1016/
j.saa.2012.01.006

Kamli M.R., Malik M.A., Srivastava

V., Sabir J.S., Mattar E.H. and
Ahmad A. 2021. Biogenic ZnO
nanoparticles synthesized from
Origanum  vulgare  abrogates
guorum sensing and biofilm
formation in opportunistic
pathogen Chromobacterium
violaceum. Pharmaceutics, 13(11):
1-24 (1743). doi: 10.3390/pharmace
utics13111743

Ko S.H. Park 1, Pan H,

Grigoropoulos C.P., Pisano A.P.,
Luscombe C.K. and Frechet J.M.
2007. Direct nanoimprinting of
metal nanoparticles for nanoscale
electronics  fabrication.  Nano
Letters, 7(7): 1869-1877. doi: 10.10
21/n1070333v

Kokabi M., Yousefzadi M., Nejad

Ebrahimi S. and Zarei M. 2017.
Green synthesis of zinc oxide
nanoparticles  using  Seaweed
aqueous extract and evaluation of
antibacterial and ecotoxicological
activity. Journal of Persian Gulf,


https://doi.org/10.4314/jasem.v24i12.21
https://doi.org/10.4314/jasem.v24i12.21
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2015.03.176
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphotobiol.2017.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphotobiol.2017.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2012.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2012.01.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics13111743
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics13111743
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl070333v
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl070333v

[PVIVET COONY 20l 5T 6555550 5 55558

Sargassum ilicifolium o las L 55, AuS! 6,3 50 s 52

8(27): 61-72. doi: 10.29252/jpg.8.27.
61

Kumar V. and Yadav S.K. 2009.
Plant-mediated synthesis of silver
and gold nanoparticles and their
applications. Journal of Chemical
Technology and Biotechnology:
International Research in Process,
Environmental and Clean
Technology, 84(2): 151-157. doi:
10.1002/jctb.2023

Ling D., Hackett M.J. and Hyeon T.
2014. Surface ligands in synthesis,
modification,  assembly  and
biomedical applications of
nanoparticles. Nano Today, 9(4):
457-477. doi: 10.1016/j.nantod.2014.
06.005

Matinise N., Fuku X., Kaviyarasu
K., Mayedwa N. and Maaza M.
2017. ZnO nanoparticles via
Moringa oleifera green synthesis:
Physical properties and mechanism
of formation. Applied Surface
Science, 406: 339-347. doi: 10.101
6/j.apsusc.2017.01.219

Mirzaei H. and Darroudi M. 2017.
Zinc oxide nanoparticles:
Biological synthesis and
biomedical applications. Ceramics
International, 43(1): 907-914. doi:
10.1016/j.ceramint.2016.10.051

Mohanpuria P., Rana N.K. and
Yadav S.K. 2008. Biosynthesis of
nanoparticles: Technological
concepts and future applications.
Journal of Nanoparticle Research,
10: 507-517. doi: 10.1007/s11051-00
7-9275-x

Ogunyemi S.0., Abdallah Y., Zhang

M., Fouad H., Hong X., Ibrahim
E., Masum M.M.I., Hossain A.,
Mo J. and Li B. 2019. Green
synthesis of zinc oxide
nanoparticles using different plant
extracts and their antibacterial
activity against  Xanthomonas
oryzae pv. oryzae. Artificial Cells,
Nanomedicine, and Biotechnology,
47(1): 341-352. doi: 10.1080/21691
401.2018.1557671

Pandimurugan R. and Thambidurai

S. 2016. Novel seaweed capped
ZnO nanoparticles for effective dye
photodegradation and antibacterial
activity. Advanced Powder
Technology, 27(4): 1062-1072.
doi: 10.1016/j.apt.2016.03.014

Pantidos N. and Horsfall L.E. 2014.

Biological synthesis of metallic
nanoparticles by bacteria, fungi
and plants. Journal of
Nanomedicine and Nanotechnology,
5(5): 1. doi: 10.4172/2157-7439.1000
233

Prathna T.C, Lazar M.,

Chandrasekaran N., Raichur
A.M. and Mukherjee A. 2010.
Biomimetic synthesis of nano-
particles: Science, technology and
applicability.  P:  1-20. In:
Mukherjee A. (Ed.). Biomimetics
Learning from Nature. IntechOpen,
UK. doi: 10.5772/198

Sharma R.K. and Ghose R. 2015.

Synthesis ~ of  zinc  oxide
nanoparticles by homogeneous
precipitation method and its


https://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.2023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nantod.2014.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nantod.2014.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2017.01.219
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2017.01.219
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2016.10.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apt.2016.03.014

VO OO 20U 5T 655 5 855050500

OLen 5 a3 S [PA]

application in antifungal activity
against Candida albicans.
Ceramics International, 41(1):
967-975. doi: 10.1016/j.ceramint.201
4.09.016

Sharmila G., Muthukumaran C.,

Sandiya K., Santhiya S., Pradeep
R.S., Kumar N.M.,
Suriyanarayanan N. and
Thirumarimurugan M. 2018.
Biosynthesis, characterization, and
antibacterial activity of zinc oxide
nanoparticles derived from
Bauhinia tomentosa leaf extract.
Journal of Nanostructure in
Chemistry, 8: 293-299. doi: 10.10
07/s40097-018-0271-8

Singh C.R., Kathiresan K. and

Anandhan S. 2015. A review on
marine based nanoparticles and
their potential applications. African
Journal of Biotechnology, 14(18):
1525-1532. doi: 10.5897/AJB2015.
14527

Taha K., Modwi A., Khezami L. and

Heikal M. 2018. Simplistic one pot
synthesis of ZnO via chelating with
carboxylic acids. Digest Journal of
Nanomaterials and Biostructures,
13(4): 1213-1222.

Vennila S. and Jesurani S.S. 2017.

Eco-friendly green synthesis and
characterization of stable ZnO
nanoparticle using small
gooseberry fruits extracts.
International Journal of ChemTech
Research, 10(3): 271-275.

Vidya  C,

Hiremath S,
Chandraprabha M., Antonyraj
M., Gopal LV. Jain A. and
Bansal K. 2013. Green synthesis
of ZnO nanoparticles by Calotropis
gigantea. International Journal of
Current Engineering and
Technology, 1(1): 118-120.

Vijayakumar S., Mahadevan S,

Arulmozhi P., Sriram S. and
Praseetha P. 2018. Green
synthesis of zinc oxide
nanoparticles using Atalantia
monophylla leaf extracts:
Characterization and antimicrobial
analysis. Materials Science in
Semiconductor Processing, 82: 39—
45. doi: 10.1016/j.mssp.2018.03.017

Yathisha R., Nayaka Y.A. and

Vidyasagar C. 2016. Microwave
combustion synthesis of hexagonal
prism shaped ZnO nanoparticles
and effect of Cr on structural,
optical and electrical properties of
ZnO nanoparticles.  Materials
Chemistry and Physics, 181: 167—
175. doi: 10.1016/j.matchemphys.201
6.06.046

Zirakjou S., Dekamin M.G., Valiey

E. and Dohendou M. 2023.
Tannic acid-poly ethyleneimine
magnetic  nanoparticles:  An
efficient and recyclable catalyst for
green synthesis of 2,3-dihydro
quinazole derivatives. Research
Square, USA. 24P. doi: 10.21203/rs.
3.rs-2524709/v1


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2014.09.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2014.09.016
https://doi.org/10.5897/AJB2015.14527
https://doi.org/10.5897/AJB2015.14527
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mssp.2018.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2016.06.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2016.06.046

@%@ Agquatic Physiology and Biotechnology T
Tt Vol. 12, No. 2, Summer 2024 o

Research Paper
Green synthesis of zinc oxide nanoparticles using brown
algae Sargassum ilicifolium extract and evaluation of its
antibacterial properties

Salim Jangizehi?, Morteza Yousefzadi?, Gilan Attaran Fariman?®, Maaroof Zarei?,
Mohammad Sharif Ranjbar®*

Accepted: November 2023 DOI:10.22124/japb.2023.25411.1510 Received: September 2023

Abstract

Green synthesis of nanoparticles has attracted a lot of attention due to
economic and environmental benefits compared to common chemical synthesis
methods. The aqueous extract of brown macroalgae Sargassum ilicifolium was
used for the green synthesis of zinc oxide nanoparticles. Biosynthesized
nanoparticles were identified by color change, UV-Vis spectroscopy, FT-IR,
TEM, SEM and XRD. The results showed that the formed nanoparticles were
spherical and crystalline with a size range between 15.1 to 27nm. Antibacterial
activity of biosynthesized zinc oxide nanoparticles was investigated by MIC and
MBC method against Staphylococcus aureus and Escherichia coli bacteria and
the results showed that biosynthesized zinc oxide nanoparticles had a significant
antibacterial effect against the tested bacteria. Finally, this study shows that the
green synthesis of zinc nanoparticles from marine macroalgae can be an effective,
sustainable and environmentally friendly method to produce zinc oxide
nanoparticles with antibacterial properties.
Key words: Green Synthesis, Zinc Oxide Nanoparticles, Antimicrobial Activity,
Brown Algae, Sargassum ilicifolium.
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