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Preparation, characterization 
and properties of three different 
nanomaterials either alone 
or loaded with nystatin 
or fluconazole antifungals
Sara H. Helal 1, Heba M. M. Abdel‑Aziz 1*, Mustafa M. El‑Zayat 2 & 
Mohammed N. A. Hasaneen 1

Engineered nanoparticles have enabled the development of novel uses, particularly in disease 
management. In this investigation, we synthesized and studied three distinct nanomaterials: solid 
lipid nanoparticles (SLNPs), chitosan nanoparticles (CSNPs), and carbon nanotubes (CNTs), either 
alone or loaded with two antifungals, nystatin, and fluconazole. The purpose of this study is to 
investigate the different properties of the produced nanomaterials, either alone or in combination 
with antifungals. Drug release studies revealed that about 55% from SLNPs, 43% from CSNPs and 
97% from CNTs of nystatin drug were released at the longest time point assessed (12 h). In addition, 
about 89% from SLNPs, 84% from CSNPs and 81% from CNTs of fluconazole drug were released at the 
longest time point assessed (12 h). This research will expand the understanding of nanomaterials as a 
viable technique for the management of different fungal diseases that harm several agricultural crops.

In recent years, considerable effort has been devoted to the development of nanotechnology for drug delivery, 
as it provides a suitable method for delivering small molecular weight drugs as well as macromolecules such 
as proteins, peptides, and genes to cells and tissues while protecting them from enzymatic degradation1,2. As 
medication delivery methods, nanoparticles have the benefits of being biodegradable, non-toxic, and stable 
enough to be kept for long periods3,4.

By manipulating nanotechnology, medications may be loaded onto the surface of nanoparticles or encapsu-
lated and transported within them to their target5. In this manner, the effective medication dose can be reduced 
by several orders of magnitude, hence minimizing adverse effects6,7. Recent improvements in plant disease man-
agement employing nanoparticles as protectants and as carriers for fungicide, herbicide, and double-stranded 
RNA for RNA-interference (RNAi)-mediated protection have been made8. Nanoparticles are materials ranging 
in size from 10 to 100 nm (nm), and their chemical, physical, and biological characteristics may be tailored to 
be distinct from those of their molecule and bulk counterparts7,9.

Nanoparticles have the ability to be directly sprayed to plant seeds, leaves, or roots to protect them from 
insects, bacteria, fungi, and viruses10. Nanoparticles are also often employed as carriers to entrap, encapsulate, 
absorb, or attach active compounds in order to create successful agricultural formulations8. Solid lipid nano-
particles (SLNPs) are formed of lipids that are solid at normal temperature and resemble emulsions. A benefit 
of SLNPs is that they may entrap lipophilic active molecules without the need for organic solvents11. Due to 
the restricted mobility of the active in the solid matrix, SLNPs can also facilitate the regulated release of several 
lipophilic components2,11,12. Surfactants are utilized to stabilize the dispersion of SLNPs in water13. Their primary 
disadvantages are their limited loading efficiency and the possibility of active ingredient leakage during storage7,14.

Recently, increasing attention has focused on these SLNPs because as colloid drug carriers they combine 
advantages of polymeric nanoparticles, fat emulsions, and liposomes simultaneously avoiding some of their 
disadvantages15. Under optimized condotions, SLNPs can be produced to incorporate lipophilic or hydrophilic 
drugs15.
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Chitosan is a naturally occurring nontoxic biopolymer derived by deacetylation polymer of N acetyl glu-
cosamine that can be obtained through alkaline deacetylation of chitin. Due to its antibacterial and antifungal 
activities, chitosan and its derivatives have garnered a considerable amount of attention5,16–18. It consists of a B-(1, 
4)-linked-d-glucosamine residues with the amine groups randomly acetylated19. Chitosan is harmless, non-toxic 
and can interact with polyanions to create complexes and gels20,21. Chitosan is poorly soluble; hence it only has 
antibacterial effects in acidic media above pH 6.522. Chitosan nanoparticles loaded with antimicrobial agents 
function by adhering to negatively charged bacterial and fungal cell walls, which causes the cell envelope to 
become unstable and change its permeability. Next, they adhere to DNA, which prevents it from replicating5,23–25. 
In addition to the positive ionic interactions with the negative charges of the cell surface membranes, the drug 
can be exposed to microorganisms for a longer period of time26.

The antifungal activity of CSNPs made from low molecular weight (LMW) and high molecular weight 
(HMW) of chitosan has been tested against numerous kinds of fungi. The nanoparticles made with various 
chitosan concentrations had an inhibitory effect on fungi. The effectiveness of the CSNPs in managing a variety 
of plant diseases brought on by Collectotrichum acutatum, Fusarium oxysporum, Rhizoctonia solani, and Phy-
tophthora infestans was also examined. Moreover, by extending the shelf life of tomato, chili, and brinjal, CSNPs 
have demonstrated their suitability as a coating agent for coated vegetables. All fungal species were significantly 
inhibited by CSNPs’ antifungal efficacy27.

The family of fullerenes (C60) includes carbon nanotubes (CNTs), which are cylindrical sheets of pure carbon 
that are made of graphite and have nanoscale- and micrometer-sized diameters and lengths28. CNTs have differ-
ent geometrical shapes such as tubes, spherical and ellipsoidal and they may be single walled (SWCNTs), double 
walled (DWCNTS), or multiwalled (MWCNTS)29,30. Furthermore, CNTs are distinguished by their spectacular 
thermal and electrical properties as well as their great mechanical strength, good chemical stability, extremely 
low weight, and significant surface area. CNTs’ non-immunogenicity and toxicity can be decreased by adding 
chemical or functional groups to their surface, and this method is crucial for nanomedicine. CNTs can interact 
with bioactive macromolecules and drugs and transport them to cells and organs5,31–33. According to34, when 
bacteria were cultured with CNTs, the quantity and height of the bacterial cells decreased, and the bacterial 
envelopes were highly affected due to the leakage of intracellular contents. According to35, in the pharmaceutical 
industry, CNTs could be used with antibiotics to the infection transmission site within the body and with a very 
small dose without toxic effects when compared with the antibiotic alone7,32.

In view of the above, the present study aimed to prepare, characterize and compare between three different 
nanomaterials; solid lipid nanoparticles, chitosan nanoparticles and carbon nanotubes as new and novel nano-
carriers for nystatin and fluconazole antifungals.

Materials and methods
Preparation of solid lipid nanoparticles (SLNPs) emulsion.  A novel and innovative method was 
adopted for preparation of solid lipid nanoparticles emulsion and loading with either nystatin or fluconazole 
antifungal antibiotics. Solid lipid nanoparticles as well as loading of nystatin and/or fluconazole on solid lipid 
nanoparticles were prepared by hot homogenization method with special modification of the method adopted 
by36.

In a glass beaker, 5.0 g of glycerol monostearate lipid were weighted and then melted at 70 ℃ until complete 
melting. To the melted lipid, 1.0 g of soya lecithin was added (lipophilic surfactant). The mixture was mixed well 
and then placed in a water bath adjusted at 70 ℃ till complete homogeneity. In another glass beaker, 1.5 cm3 of 
Tween 80 (hydrophilic surfactant) was added and the volume completed up to 100 cm3 with distilled water and 
then the mixture was heated at 70 ℃ for 15 min. with continuous stirring. The lipid phase mixture was added 
dropwise to the aqueous surfactant mixture. The mixture was homogenized in a graduate high-speed automatic 
homogenizer at 15,000 rpm for 5 min. The mixture was then sonicated using automatic high speed sonicator for 
15 min. The prepared solid lipid nanoparticles (SLNPs) emulsion was stored stable at room temperature until use.

Loading of the drugs on solid lipid nanoparticles (SLNPs) emulsion.  In a glass beaker, 5.0 g of 
glycerol monostearate lipid and 0.5 g of the drug (nystatin or fluconazole) were weighted and then melted at 
70 ℃ until complete melting. Then, the same steps were applied as stated above for preparation of solid lipid 
nanoparticles (SLNPs). The prepared solid lipid nanoparticles (SLNPs) emulsions loaded with drugs were stored 
stable at room temperature until use.

Preparation of chitosan nanoparticles.  In the present study, methacrylic acid (MAA) was polymerized 
in chitosan (CS) solution to prepare chitosan nanoparticles (CSNPs), according to37,38. Under magnetic stirring, 
about 0.2 g of chitosan were dissolved in 0.5 (v/v) of methacrylic acid aqueous solution for 12 h. The prior solu-
tion was then heated up at 70 °C and supplemented with 0.005 g of potassium persulfate while being constantly 
stirred for 1 h until the solution was clear. Finally, the solution was cooled in an ice bath to cease the reaction.

Loading of the drugs on chitosan nanoparticles.  According to5,38,39, loading of the antifungal drugs 
on the surface of CSNPs was performed by adding 10 cm3 of the antifungal drug suspension to 20 cm3 of CSNPs 
solution and stirred for 6 h. at room temperature.

Preparation of carbon nanotubes (CNTs).  CNTs were prepared by using the method of40. About 5 g of 
graphite powder were gradually added to a solution of sulfuric acid and nitric acid (2:1 v/v), stirred for 30 min. 
and then cooled at 4 °C. Then, 25 g of potassium chlorate was added slowly and gently to the solution and stirred 
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for half an hour followed by heating for 24 h at 70 °C. The floating solution was then rinsed with deionized water 
to 1000 cm3, stirred for l h, filtered, and finally dried.

Loading of the drugs on CNTs.  The loading of CNTs with the antifungal drugs was carried out by adding 
10 cm3 of the antifungal drugs solution to 50 cm3 of CNTs solution and stirring for 6 h at room temperature41,42.

Evaluation studies
The obtained formulations of nystatin and fluconazole loaded nanomaterials were evaluated for the following 
parameters:

In vitro drug release kinetics.  Nystatin and fluconazole in vitro release patterns from the prepared nano-
materials were determined by a dissolution test in phosphate buffer solution of pH 6.8 and using a regenerated 
cellulose membrane (12–14 KD molecular weight cut-off). A dialysis bag containing nystatin and fluconazole-
loaded nanoparticles was submerged in a 50 cm3 phosphate buffer solution, and the system was kept at 37 °C ± 1 
under moderate agitation (100 rpm)43. The release medium (5 cm3) was withdrawn every hour and assayed for 
drug release and replaced by preheated (37 ℃ ± 1) 5 cm3 of fresh buffer (pH 6.8 phosphate buffer) for continuous 
12 h. By comparing the amount of nystatin and fluconazole in the release medium to a blank and measuring 
them using UV spectrophotometer at 322 nm and 260 nm, respectively, the cumulative drug levels of nystatin 
and fluconazole were estimated. Cumulative drug of nystatin and fluconazole were calculated based on a pre-
made calibration curve.

Characterization of nanomaterials either alone or loaded with nystatin and fluconazole.  Phys-
ical characterization.  Morphology and size.  Transmission electron microscope (TEM), (JEOL 1010, EM 
Unit, Mansoura University, Egypt), micrographs were taken to investigate the morphology and size of the pre-
pared nanomaterials either alone or loaded with nystatin and fluconazole.

Electron diffraction pattern for prepared nanomaterials.  Electron diffraction is the most direct and fast tech-
nique that gives access to detailed information about the structure of nanomaterials either alone or loaded with 
nystatin and fluconazole44 and it was performed using transmission electron microscope (TEM) (JEOL 1010, 
EM Unit, Mansoura University, Egypt).

Chemical characteristics.  Measurement of zeta potential.  Zeta potential values of the prepared nanomaterials 
alone or loaded with antifungals were measured on zeta-sizer (Malvern Instruments ltd, EM unit, Mansoura 
University, Mansoura, Egypt). Zeta cell was cleaned with distilled water, ethyl alcohol, and then again with dis-
tilled water before being dried with a moderate nitrogen stream to remove any remaining solvent. It was then 
covered to avoid contamination. Three runs for each sample were carried out after about l cm3 of sample was 
carefully injected into the cell using a syringe45.

FTIR analysis.  The FTIR measurements for single or loaded nanomaterials were performed using the method 
of46. A mixture of 0.1 g of potassium bromide (spectrally pure) and about 0.003 g of sample was compressed 
for 10 min under vacuum to create a greyish circular disc, which was then analyzed using a Fourier transform 
spectrometer. (NICOLET IS10 FT-IR instrument, Faculty of Science, Mansoura University).

Statistical analysis.  All the test experiments were recorded in triplicates. The results were performed in 
the form of mean values. In addition, the results were statistically analyzed using one way ANOVA by software 
system SPSS version 18 with statistically significant differences at * p values ≤ 0.05.

Results
Characterization of prepared nanomaterials either singly or loaded with nystatin and flucona‑
zole antifungal antibiotics.  Physical characterization.  Morphology and size.  As shown in Fig. 1, TEM 
examination show the CSNPs are roughly round in form and display a highly compact structure with a diameter 
range 8–29 nm. Careful examination of Fig. 1 reveals that the addition of both antifungal drugs; nystatin and 
fluconazole to complex nanoparticles led to an increase in the sizes of nanoparticles. The range of increase in the 
diameter of nanoparticles was 34–57 nm for nystatin (Fig. 1) and 39–63 nm for fluconazole (Fig. 1). The loading 
of nystatin resulted in a maximum increase in mean diameter of 96.55%, while the loading of fluconazole led to 
a maximum increase of 117.24% compared to the diameter of nanomaterial alone.

In the present study, transmission electron microscopy (TEM) images were taken to characterize the mor-
phology of the resulting carbon nanotube minutely. Figure 1 shows TEM micrograph of the prepared carbon 
nanotubes which demonstrated long and stripe-like carbon nanotube (CNTs) with diameter of 22.01 nm for 
the single tube. Loading of nystatin and fluconazole antifungal antibiotics led to increase in diameter of the 
loaded tubes (Fig. 1). Figure 1 emphasizes that increase of tube diameter up to 41.44 nm for nystatin and up to 
57.10 nm in case of fluconazole with maximum increases in mean diameter of 100% and 157.20%, respectively.

Figure 1 shows transmission electron micrographs of SLNPs either alone or loaded with nystatin and flucona-
zole antifungals. The tested pictures demonstrated round and homogenous shape of the nanoparticles; the figures 
also confirmed that the prepared SLNPs were less than 100 nm and exactly ranged from 32 to 52 nm singly and 
57–99 nm loaded with nystatin and 62–109 nm loaded with fluconazole antifungals.
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The results herein indicated that loading of nystatin and fluconazole on SLNPs resulted in a remarkable 
increase in the diameter. Figure 1 shows TEM micrographs of solid lipid nanoparticles loaded with nystatin and 
fluconazole antifungals that detect the size and the morphology of the prepared nanomaterials. Careful exami-
nation of Fig. 1 reveals that the loading of nystatin and fluconazole on solid lipid nanoparticles led to increase 
the sizes of SLNPs. The maximum increase in the mean diameter was 90.38% with the addition of nystatin and 
109.62% with the addition of fluconazole.

Structure of SLNPs, CSNPs and CNTs electron diffraction (ED).  To determine the structure of SLNPs loaded 
with nystatin and fluconazole, electron diffraction was performed. Figure 2 show an electron image indicates 
that the SLNPs loaded with nystatin and fluconazole have zigzag edges. The electron diffraction patterns indicate 
rotational crystal pattern. To determine the structure of CSNPs loaded with nystatin and fluconazole, electron 
diffraction was performed. Figure 2 show an electron image indicates that the CSNPs loaded with nystatin and 
fluconazole have zigzag edges. The diffraction pattern looks like rotation crystal pattern. Ring and spot pattern 
appear together implying that the spherical CSNPs are comprised of both crystalline amorphous phases. To 
determine the structure of CNTs loaded with nystatin and fluconazole, the electron diffraction pattern indicates 
that the tube has nearly identical chirality for all of the concentric graphitic layers, as a zigzag-type CNTs. Fig-
ure 2 show that the diffraction configurations exhibit rotational crystal patterns. Rings and spots indicating that 
the nanotubes contain zigzag edges and are crystallized.

Chemical characterization.  Zeta potential.  Zeta potential is an important factor in physical stability of nano-
particles. The higher zeta potential value shows better stability of the dispersion. Except for the observed positive 

Figure 1.   TEM micrograph revealing (a) SLNPs, (b) SLNPs loaded with nystatin, (c) SLNPs loaded with 
fluconazole, (d) chitosan nanoparticles (CSNPs), (e) chitosan nanoparticles loaded with nystatin, (f) chitosan 
nanoparticles loaded with fluconazole, (g) a multiwalled carbon nanotube with a diameter of 22.01 nm, (h) a 
carbon nanotube (CNTs) loaded with nystatin with a diameter of 41.44 nm and (i) a carbon nanotube (CNTs) 
loaded with fluconazole with a diameter of 57.10 nm.
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zeta potential values of all CSNPs solutions, zeta potential values of all other formulations were with negative 
values (Table 1).

Fourier transformation infrared spectroscopy (FTIR).  Supplementary figures show FTIR spectra for all the 
prepared nanomaterials either alone or loaded with antifungals. Figure S1 shows FTIR spectrum of GMS (lipid 
core and main component of SLNPs), which shows absorption peak at 3392 cm−1 that represents the stretch-
ing vibration of the hydroxyl group (–OH) and 2916 cm−1 and 2850 cm−1 were ascribed to (–CH3) and –(CH2) 
stretching vibrations, respectively. The peak at approximately 1735 cm−1 was the stretching vibration of the ester 
group and 1000–1300 cm−1 was the stretching vibration of C–O stretching. Figure S2 emphasizes the presence of 
the characteristic broad peak of nystatin drug loaded on SLNPs at about 3388 cm−1 region that was characteristic 
of overlapping between N–H and O–H stretching vibrations.

Figure 2.   Electron diffraction pattern of (a) SLNPs loaded with nystatin, (b) SLNPs loaded with fluconazole, 
(c) chitosan nanoparticles loaded with nystatin, (d) chitosan nanoparticles loaded with fluconazole, (e) carbon 
nanotubes loaded with nystatin and (f) carbon nanotubes loaded with fluconazole.
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As shown in Fig. S3, the fluconazole loaded SLNPs spectrum showed characteristic peaks at around 3381 cm−1 
(–OH stretching vibrations). This spectrum overlapped with GMS spectrum in some positions. These FTIR 
results clearly revealed entrapment of the two antifungal drugs in lipid matrix and proved no chemical interac-
tion between drugs and its carrier.

FTIR spectra of the prepared CSNPs nanoparticles presented in Fig. S4 show the presence of two charac-
teristic absorption peaks at 1638 and 1545 cm−1 corresponding to COO− and NH+3 groups, respectively, which 
indicate ionic interaction between PMAA and CS related to the formation of nanoparticles. The bands at 1703 
and 1264 cm−1 (C=O) confirm the presence of PMAA in the nanoparticle composition. Figure S5 emphasizes 
the presence of the characteristic broad peak of nystatin drug loaded on CSNPs at about 3388 cm−1 region that 
was characteristic of overlapping between N–H and O–H stretching vibrations. Figure S6 showed the fluconazole 
loaded CSNPs spectrum showed characteristic peaks at around 3381 cm−1 (–OH stretching vibrations).

In the measured IR absorbance spectrum (Fig. S7), peaks at 2915 and 2854 cm−1 are caused by C–H vibrations 
of alkyl group which are a residue of hydrocarbon molecules used for growing the CNTs. The band at 3448 cm−1 
can be attributed to vibrations of O–H bonds in hydroxyl and carboxyl groups formed upon the oxidation of the 
nanotubes, the absorption peaks at 1573 and 1634 cm−1 can be attributed to > C=O groups. IR spectrum of the 
CNTs oxidized with nitric acid is characterized by the presence of absorption bands corresponding to C–H (2923, 
2854 and 1462 cm-1), >C=C< 1636 cm−1, and O–H (3450 cm−1) bonds. Figures S8 and S9 show the characteristic 
bands for loading of nystatin and fluconazole on CNTs.

In vitro release study.  Dialysis bag method was used for nystatin and fluconazole study. Dialysis tube was 
soaked in the release medium overnight. To ensure sink conditions, tween 80 was added to release medium. 
Membrane diffusion techniques are widely used for the study of drug in vitro release incorporated in colloidal 
system. In these cases, drug release follows more than one mechanism. In case of release from the surface of the 
SLNPs, adsorbed drug quickly dissolved when it comes in contact with the release medium. Drug release by dif-
fusion involves these steps. Briefly, water penetrate into system and causes swelling of mixture followed by the 
conversion of solid lipid into rubbery matrix and then the diffusion of drug from the swollen rubbery matrix 
takes place.

The encapsulation efficiency of nystatin in solid lipid nanoparticles, chitosan nanoparticles and carbon nano-
tubes were 29%, 22% and 58% respectively, and the drug was released in sustained manner from nystatin-based 
nanoparticles approximately 29%, 22% and 58% of the drug was released in the first 6 h (Fig. 3). Furthermore, 
about 55% from SLNPs, 43% from CSNPs and 97% from CNTs of nystatin drug were released at the longest 
time point assessed (12 h).

On the other hand, perusal of data presented in Fig. 3 revealed that the release rate of fluconazole drug from 
SLNPs, CSNPs and CNTs were approximately 53%, 61% and 65% respectively, and the drug was released in 
sustained manner from fluconazole-based nanoparticles approximately 53%, 61% and 65% for SLNPs, CSNPs 
and CNTs, respectively, of the drug was released in the first 6 h (Fig. 3). In addition, about 89% from SLNPs, 84% 
from CSNPs and 81% from CNTs of fluconazole drug were released at the longest time point assessed (12 h).

Discussion
The current study focuses on the creation of experimental trials to find nanomaterial systems that allow us to 
improve and restore the antibiotic action for organisms that are resistant to drugs. In order to combat the inef-
fectiveness of traditional antibiotics and get around treatment restrictions associated with these illnesses, new 
and more aggressive antibiotic resistant bacteria, fungi, and parasites necessitate the development of novel thera-
peutic techniques. In particular, nanostructured biomaterials, or nanoparticles, have special physicochemical 
characteristics, such as extremely small and controllable size, a high surface area to mass ratio, high reactivity, 
and functionalized structure.

The greater adsorption capacity of CNTs, SLNPs, and CSNPs due to their hollow and porous structure, their 
hydrophobic and hydrophilic surfaces, their enormous surface area, and the strong interaction between antibiotic 
molecules and SLNPs, CNTs, and CSNPs may be responsible for the TEM results reported in this study47,48. Since 

Table 1.   Average zeta potential values of the prepared nanomaterials either alone or loaded with nystatin and 
fluconazole.

Nanosuspension
ζ -Potential
(mV)

SLNPs − 21.30

SLNPs-NYS − 23.50

SLNPs-FLZ − 25.20

CSNPs  + 25.40

CSNPs-NYS  + 49.20

CSNPs-FLZ  + 32.70

CNTs − 8.65

CNTs-NYS − 9.39

CNTs-FLZ − 9.73
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the generated nanoparticles in this study are less than 150 nm, they are stable for transport in living cells. Nano-
particle size plays a significant influence in the physical stability and uptake of nanocarriers49. The CSNPs, CNTs, 
and SLNPs created with nystatin and fluconazole loaded are smaller than those created by previous studies50. 
Due to Brownian motion, these smaller particles move faster, resulting in dispersion stability against gravity51.

CSNPs have a much more content of primary amino acids and hydroxyl groups which are incorporated with 
ions or molecules by simple chelation or by ion exchanges forming various chemical bonds with these ions which 
enhances the stability of nanoparticles and prevent agglomeration52. In support of these results41, reported that 
chitosan nanoparticles size was increased by 53% with the addition of 60 ppm of phosphorus, 32% with the 
addition of 400 ppm of nitrogen, and 13% with the addition of 400 ppm of potassium.

It was shown that the mean diameter of the prepared CNTs was of approximately 17.92 nm and increased 
with the addition of the different compounds such as urea, calcium phosphate and potassium chloride as a source 
of NPK42. This attributed to the greater adsorption capacity of CNTs due to their hollow and porous structure, 
their hydrophobic surface, huge surface area, and strong interaction between fertilizer molecules and CNTs47,48. 
This adsorption ability is attributed to the presence of high energy adsorption sites like functional groups. CNTs 
defects and groove interstitial regions between CNTs bundles47,48.

As already mentioned, electron diffraction is the most direct fast technique that gives access to detailed 
information about the structures of nanomaterials (CNTs, CSNPs and SLNPs)44. Electron diffraction pattern in 
the present study (see Fig. 2) indicated that the tubes of CNTs, spherical round shape of SLNPs and spherical 
shaped CSNPs have nearly identical chirality as a zigzag-type. The diffraction configuration exhibit rotational 
crystal patterns. From Fig. 2, the appeared rings and spots indicated that loaded nanomaterials contain zigzag 
edges and are crystallized42.

It was stated that to determine the type of the prepared nanomaterial, electron diffraction was performed42. 
Electron diffraction refers to the wave nature of electrons and form a different pattern; it is possible to reveal 
the exact atomic structure of individual nanomaterials. As shown in Fig. 2, the appeared spots demonstrate that 
nanomaterials contain zigzag edges and are crystallized5.
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Figure 3.   Drug release of nystatin or fluconazole from the prepared nanomaterials.
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The zeta potential of CSNPs, whether used alone or in combination with nystatin and fluconazole, had varying 
positive values, as indicated in table (1). Due to the cationic properties of chitosan, these positive values showed 
that the CSNPs are positively loaded, and high values suggested that the nanoparticles are stable. Nystatin and 
fluconazole loading alters the zeta potential values, which shows that the surface of the CSNPs has been loaded 
with additional charges53. CNTs, on the other hand, have negative zeta potential values, as displayed in Table 1. 
As a result, they were shown to be negatively loaded, and the solutions’ low negative values made it clear that 
they are unstable.

Nystatin and fluconazole antifungals are added, and the zeta potential levels are negatively shifted. Additional 
charges on the surface of carbon nanotubes are thought to be the cause of this rise37. Table 1 shows that all SLNPs 
formulations had an average zeta potential that was negative, ranging from − 21.3 mV for SLN to − 23.5 mV 
and − 25.2 mV for SLNPs loaded with nystatin and fluconazole, respectively (see Table 1). Lecithin is mostly 
responsible for the negative charge, although tween 80’s hydrogels can also provide a very tiny negative charge54. 
A minimum zeta potential of − 21.3 mV is required for this study’s nanosuspension stabilisation because lecithin 
and tween 80 work together to combine electrostatic and steric forces, respectively14,54. The zeta potential of 
nanocarriers considerably enhanced as a result of nystatin and fluconazole loading in the SLNPs (see Table 1). 
Furthermore, in the absence of other elements like steric stabilisers or hydrophilic surface appendages, larger 
values of zeta potential may cause particles to disaggregate55. Zeta potential measurements enable predictions 
regarding colloidal dispersion storage stability.

It was reported that CNTs were negatively surface charged depending on the media used42. It is obvious that 
the CNTs, CNTs-N, CNTs-P, and CNTs-K solutions were more sensitive to charge in the reaction pH leading 
to a variation in the zeta potential values because of the charge in energy electric field in the CNTs surface sur-
rounded by other ions42.

It was observed that the zeta potential of CS-PMAA nanoparticles either alone or as a function of interaction 
of N, P, and K at different pH values had positive values38. These positive values of the zeta potential indicate that 
CS-PMAA nanoparticles are positively loaded due to the cationic features of chitosan and high values implying 
that the solutions were stable. The variation of the zeta potential values with each of CS-PMAAN, CS-PMAAP, 
and CS-PMAAK composite indicate the loading of more charges on the CS-PMAA nanoparticles surface38.

Infrared spectroscopy is a non-destructive analysis method that was used to find interactions between materi-
als that might happen during the creation of nanoparticles56. The FTIR spectra of several of the created nanocar-
riers as well as pure lipids from SLNPs is presented in the supplemental figures. Each spectrum of SLNPs loaded 
nanocarriers was compared with SLNPs bulk nanocarriers in order to examine the interaction of stearin lipid 
with other components that are used for the manufacturing of nanocarriers. The vibration bands of (–OH) at 
3392 cm− 1 and (–CH3) and –(CH2) at 2916 cm−1 and 2850 cm−1, respectively, were visible in the FTIR spectrum 
of SLNPs57.

The absence of new bands of nystatin or fluconazole SLNPs indicated that there was no chemical reaction 
between the drug and lipid matrix, being only dissolved in lipid matrix of glycerol monostearate (GMS). These 
results were in full agreement with that obtained from ref who studied that FTIR of erythromycin loaded on 
different SLN formulations. In FTIR spectrum (supplemental figures), the characteristic bands observed from 
the data of SLNPs singly or loaded with nystatin and fluconazole drugs included the –OH group in the range 
3600–3200 cm−1, C–H stretching in the range of 3000 cm−1 and 2900 cm−1, C=O in 1755–1650 cm−1, C=C in 
1690–1635 cm−1 and C–O–C in 1300–1000 cm−158.

Depending on the synthetic procedure CSNPs, CNTs and SLNPs may contain various functional groups 
such as –NH4, N–N, C=O, –OH and –COOH. These functional groups can be added by oxidation or removed 
by heat treatment5. It was stated that the peak at 1534 cm−1 implies that the CNTs regions consist of sp2 bonded 
carbon38. Peaks at 2915 cm−1 and 2854 cm−1 are caused by C-H vibrations of alkyl group which are hydrocarbon 
molecules residue formed during the growing of CNTs.

The most prevalent mechanism explaining how chitosan has antifungal and antibacterial activities is that it 
binds to negatively charged bacterial surfaces, disrupting and changing the permeability of bacterial cell mem-
branes. This permits materials to leak out of the bacterial and fungal cells resulting in cell death59. Chitosan is 
a mucoadhesive polymer that can break down tight junctions, enabling the administration of vaccinations by 
paracellular transport of molecules across mucosa60–62.

When compared to conventional carriers, the large surface area of CNTs allows for a higher loading capacity 
of various drug types and improved drug delivery. Due to their enhanced permeability and solid tumor reten-
tion function, CNTs loaded with therapeutic compounds can eventually reach the tumor tissues and microbial 
pathogens32,63–65. The cytotoxicity produced by CNTs is influenced by a variety of factors, including adsorption, 
functionalization level, CNT size and length, cell line, type of tissue and material, degree and type of accumula-
tion, and application method66.

Techniques for membrane diffusion are frequently employed to explore medication in vitro release in colloidal 
systems. In this instance, there are multiple mechanisms used for medication release. When a drug is adsorbed 
onto CSNPs, CNTs, or SLNPs and then released from their surface, the drug dissolves quickly when it comes into 
touch with the release medium. These processes are involved in drug release by diffusion. In a nutshell, water 
infiltrates the system and produces matrix swelling. Next, nanomaterials are converted into rubbery matrix, and 
last, drug diffusion occurs from the rubbery matrix’s swollen state. Consequently, the release starts out slowly 
before becoming quick20.

A study investigated the antibacterial activity of ciprofloxacin loaded on MWCNTs-gelatin-chitosan nano-
composite and assessed how MWCNTs affected the rate of drug release67. After an hour, there was a sudden 
release of the drug, but it was controlled by a slow decline in pace. The antibacterial activity produced by the drug 
integrated into the MWCNTs-gelatin-chitosan nanocomposite and the drug inserted into the gelatin-chitosan 
composite without MWCNTs were found to differ significantly. For all studied microorganisms, the antibacterial 
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activity of drug loaded nanocomposite were found to be superior to those of drug loaded on gelatin-chitosan 
composite without MWCNTs67.

One of the appealing features of their utilisation is the prolonged release of medications, which is sup-
ported by SLNPs-based nanocarriers and may enable the drug to be continuously and gradually delivered into 
the body. The stearate polymer is hydrophilic, and many routes for drug release have been described: poorly 
water-soluble medications appear to be released predominantly by matrix erosion, as opposed to water-soluble 
pharmaceuticals68. A study noted a burst of nystatin release from alginate microparticles in the first stage, 
followed by a slower persistent release phase69. For MFS from the alginate nanoparticles, a similar pattern of 
behaviour was seen, with a higher release of the drug shown at 6 h, followed by a slower and steadier condition 
for up to 24 h70. There shouldn’t be any significant formulation-related barriers to medication release because 
FTIR analysis found no chemical interactions between the medicines and the nanocarriers. The observed delayed 
release could result in less frequent dosage and the likelihood of negative effects.

Conclusion
The current study focuses on the creation of experimental trials to find nanomaterial systems that allow us to 
improve and restore the antifungal action for organisms that are resistant to drugs. In particular, nanostructured 
biomaterials, or nanoparticles, have special physicochemical characteristics, such as extremely small and con-
trollable size, a high surface area to mass ratio, high reactivity, functionalized structure, and physico-chemical 
properties. In this context, we were able to prepare and characterize three different nanomaterials: SLNPs, CSNPs, 
and CNTs either alone or loaded with two antifungals: nystatin or fluconazole. Based on the rate of drug release 
from the surface of nanomaterials, our results show clearly that the following sequence: SLNPs-Flu > SLNPs-
Nys > CSNPs-Flu > CSNPs-Nys > CNTs-Nys > CNTs-Flu was displayed with respect to ideal application as nan-
odrug deliver strategy. This study is promising and opens up a new strategy for developing new ways to control 
drug release of antifungals. Further in vitro and in vivo studies will be applied to test the effectiveness of the 
produced nanomaterials on tested fungi, therefore, bioconjugation and encapsulation of nanoparticles with 
bioactive molecules is promising field which minimize the risk of toxicity. Hence in order to gain successful 
usage and commercialization of nanomaterials, different expertise should collaborate to design bio-mimetic 
nanomaterials and their evaluation in agriculture sector.

Data availability
All data generated or analyzed during this study are included in this article.

Received: 3 September 2022; Accepted: 15 December 2022

References
	 1.	 Moghimi, S. M., Hunter, A. C. & Murray, J. C. Long-circulating and target-specific nanoparticles. Theory Pract. 53, 283–318 (2001).
	 2.	 Butowska, K. et al. Doxorubicin-conjugated siRNA lipid nanoparticles for combination cancer therapy. Acta Pharmaceut. Sin. B. 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​apsb.​2022.​07.​011 (2022).
	 3.	 Chowdary, K. P. R. & Rao, A. S. Nanoparticles as drug carriers. Indian Drugs 34, 549–556 (1997).
	 4.	 Han, X. et al. An ionizable lipid toolbox for RNA delivery. Nat. Commun. 12, 7233 (2021).
	 5.	 Hasaneen, M. N. A., Abou-Dobara, M. I., Nabih, S. & Mousa, M. Preparation, optimization, characterization and antimicrobial 

activity of chitosan and calcium nanoparticles loaded with streptomyces rimosus extracted compounds as drug delivery systems. 
J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. Food Sci. 11, e5020 (2022).

	 6.	 Campagnolo, L. et al. Biodistribution and toxicity of pegylated single wall carbon nanotubes in pregnant mice. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 
10, 1–13 (2013).

	 7.	 Prylutska, S. et al. C60 fullerene enhances cisplatin anticancer activity and overcomes tumor cell drug resistance. Nano Res. 10, 
652–671 (2017).

	 8.	 Worrall, E. A., Hamid, A., Mody, K. T., Mitter, N. & Pappu, H. R. Nanotechnology for plant disease management. Agronomy 8, 
285 (2018).

	 9.	 Yang, W., Peters, J. I. & Williams, R. O. III. Inhaled nanoparticles-a current review. Int. J. Pharm. 356, 239–247 (2008).
	10.	 Kah, M. & Hofmann, T. Nanopesticide research: Current trends and future priorities. Environ. Int. 63, 224–235 (2014).
	11.	 Ekambaram, P., Sathali, A. A. H. & Priyanka, K. Solid lipid nanoparticles: A review. Sci. Rev. Chem. Commun. 2, 80–102 (2012).
	12.	 Borel, T. & Sabliov, C. Nanodelivery of bioactive components for food applications: Types of delivery systems, properties, and their 

effect on ADME profiles and toxicity of nanoparticles. Annu. Rev. Food Sci. Technol. 5, 197–213 (2014).
	13.	 Balaure, P. C., Gudovan, D. & Gudovan, I. Nanopesticides: A new paradigm in crop protection. New Pesticides Soil Sens. 2017, 

129–192 (2017).
	14.	 Tamjidi, F., Shahedi, M., Varshosaz, J. & Nasirpour, A. Nanostructured lipid carriers (NLC): A potential delivery system for bioac-

tive food molecules. Innov. Food Sci. Emerg. Technol. 19, 29–43 (2013).
	15.	 Abd-Elrazek, A. & Elnawawy, T. The Effect of minor doses of olanzapine-solid lipid nanoparticles on an animal model of schizo-

phrenia (neurochemical and behavioral study) and the side effect. Drug Deliv. Lett. 9, 308–320 (2019).
	16.	 Kendra, D. F. & Hadwiger, L. A. Characterization of the smallest chitosan oligomer that is maximally antifungal to Fusarium solani 

and elicits pisatin formation in Pisum sativum. Exp. Mycol. 8, 276–281 (1984).
	17.	 Sudarshan, N. R., Hoover, D. G. & Knorr, D. Antibacterial action of chitosan. Food Biotechnol. 6, 257–272 (1992).
	18.	 Tsai, G. J. & Su, W. H. Antibacterial activity of shrimp chitosan against Escherichia coli. J. Food Prot. 3, 239–243 (1999).
	19.	 Şenel, S. & McClure, S. J. Potential applications of chitosan in veterinary medicine. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 56, 1467–1480 (2004).
	20.	 Agnihotri, S. A., Mallikarjuna, N. N. & Aminabhavi, T. M. Recent advances on chitosan-based micro-and nanoparticles in drug 

delivery. J. Control Release 100, 5–28 (2004).
	21.	 Kim, S. K. & Rajapakse, N. Enzymatic production and biological activities of chitosan oligosaccharides (COS): A review. Carbohyd. 

Polym. 62, 357–368 (2005).
	22.	 Li, Z., Zhuang, X. P., Liu, X. F., Guan, Y. L. & De Yao, K. Study on antibacterial O-carboxymethylated chitosan/cellulose blend film 

from LiCl/N,N-dimethylacetamide solution. Polymer 43, 1541–1547 (2002).
	23.	 Xing, K. et al. Effect of oleoyl-chitosan nanoparticles as a novel antibacterial dispersion system on viability, membrane permeability 

and cell morphology of Escherichia coli and Staphylococcus aureus. Carbohyd. Polym. 76, 17–22 (2009).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsb.2022.07.011


10

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:22110  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-26523-1

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	24.	 Anitha, A. et al. Preparation, characterization, in vitro drug release and biological studies of curcumin loaded dextran sulphate-
chitosan nanoparticles. Carbohyd. Polym. 84, 1158–1164 (2011).

	25.	 Das, S., Das, M. P. & Das, J. Fabrication of porous chitosan/silver nanocomposite film and its bactericidal efficacy against multi-
drug resistant (MDR) clinical isolates. J. Pharm. Res. 6, 11–15 (2013).

	26.	 Chakraborty, S. P., Sahu, S. K., Pramanik, P. & Roy, S. In vitro antimicrobial activity of nanoconjugated vancomycin against drug 
resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Int. J. Pharm. 436, 659–676 (2012).

	27.	 Yien, L., Zin, N. M., Sarwar, A. & Katas, H. J. I. J. O. B. Antifungal activity of chitosan nanoparticles and correlation with their 
physical properties. Int. J. Biomater. 2012, 1–9 (2012).

	28.	 Ke, P. C. & Qiao, R. Carbon nanomaterials in biological systems. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 19, 25 (2007).
	29.	 Kroto, H. W., Heath, J. R., O’Brien, S. C., Curl, R. F. & Smalley, R. E. C60: Buckminsterfullerene. Nature 318, 162–163 (1985).
	30.	 Zheng, L. X. et al. Ultralong single-wall carbon nanotubes. Nat. Mater. 3, 673–676 (2004).
	31.	 Dai, H. Carbon nanotubes: Opportunities and challenges. Surf. Sci. 500, 218–241 (2002).
	32.	 Bianco, A., Kostarelos, K. & Prato, M. Application of carbon nanotubes in drug delivery. Curr. Opin. Chem. Biol. 9, 674–679 (2005).
	33.	 Serpell, C. J., Kostarelos, K. & Davis, B. G. Can carbon nanotubes deliver on their promise in biology? Harnessing unique proper-

ties for unparalleled application. ACS Cent. Sci. 2, 190–200 (2016).
	34.	 Liu, S. et al. Antibacterial nanotubes on Escherichia coli and Bacillus subtilis investigated by atomic force microscopy. R. Soc. Chem. 

2, 2744–2750 (2010).
	35.	 Khorramdoust, A., Ashour, M., Saberian, K. & Eidi, A. Finding of the best angle between carbon nanotubes and four groups 

antibiotics, using computational methods. Int. J. Bio-Inorg. Hybrid Nanomater. 5, 195–202 (2016).
	36.	 Gazi, A. S. & Krishnasailaja, A. Preparation and evaluation of paracetamol solid lipid nanoparticle by hot homogenization method. 

Nanomed. Res. J. 7, 152–154 (2018).
	37.	 De Moura, M. R., Aouada, F. A. & Mattoso, L. H. C. Preparation of chitosan nanoparticles using methacrylic acid. J. Colloid Interface 

Sci. 321, 477–483 (2008).
	38.	 Hasaneen, M. N. A., Abdel-Aziz, H. M. M., El-Bialy, D. M. A. & Omer, A. M. Preparation of chitosan nanoparticles for loading 

with NPK fertilizer. Afr. J. Biotech. 13, 3158–3164 (2014).
	39.	 Yu, F., Ma, J. & Han, S. Adsorption of tetracycline from aqueous solutions onto multi-walled carbon nanotubes with different 

oxygen contents. Sci. Rep. 4, 5326 (2014).
	40.	 Lee, D. W. & Seo, J. W. Preparation of Carbon Nanotubes from Graphite Powder at Room Temperature. arXiv:​1007.​1062. (2010).
	41.	 Corradini, E., De Moura, M. R. & Mattoso, L. D. C. A preliminary study of the incorporation of NPK fertilizer into chitosan 

nanoparticles. Express Polym. Lett. 4, 509–515 (2010).
	42.	 Hasaneen, M. N. A., Abdel-Aziz, H. M. M. & Omer, A. M. Characterization of carbon nanotubes loaded with nitrogen, phosphorus 

and potassium fertilizers. Am. J. Nano Res. Appl. 5, 12–18 (2017).
	43.	 Kashanian, S., Azandaryani, A. H. & Derakhshandeh, K. New surface-modified solid lipid nanoparticles using N-glutaryl phos-

phatidylethanolamine as the outer shell. Int. J. Nanomed. 6, 2393 (2011).
	44.	 Iijima, S. Helical microtubules of graphitic carbon. Nature 354, 56–58 (1991).
	45.	 Frederick, M. D. Measuring zeta potential of nanoparticles. Nanotechnology Characterization Laboratory. https://​ncl.​cancer.​gov/​

sites/​defau​lt/​files/​proto​cols/​NCL_​Method_​PCC-2.​pdf. (2009).
	46.	 Trykowski, G., Biniak, S., Stobinski, L. & Lesiak, B. Preliminary investigations into the purification and functionalization of mul-

tiwall carbon nanotubes. Acta Phys. Polon.-Ser. 118, 515 (2010).
	47.	 Shih, Y. H. & Li, M. S. Adsorption of selected volatile organic vapors on multiwall carbon nanotubes. J. Hazard Mater. 154, 21–28 

(2008).
	48.	 Wang, W. et al. Adsorption of bisphenol to a carbon nanotube reduced its endocrine disrupting effect in mice male offspring. Int. 

J. Mol. Sci. 15, 15981–15993 (2014).
	49.	 Wang, Q. et al. Nanostructured lipid carriers as a delivery system of biochanin A. Drug Deliv. 20, 331–337 (2013).
	50.	 Riangjanapatee, P., Müller, R., Keck, C. & Okonogi, S. Development of lycopene-loaded nanostructured lipid carriers: Effect of 

rice oil and cholesterol. Die Pharm. Int. J. Pharmaceut. Sci. 68, 723–731 (2013).
	51.	 Fathi, M., Varshosaz, J., Mohebbi, M. & Shahidi, F. Hesperetin-loaded solid lipid nanoparticles and nanostructure lipid carriers 

for food fortification: Preparation, characterization, and modeling. Food Bioprocess. Technol. 6, 1464–1475 (2013).
	52.	 Muzzarelli, R. A. A. Biomedical exploitation of chitin and chitosan via mechano-chemical disassembly, electrospinning, dissolution 

in imidazolium ionic liquids, and supercritical drying. Mar. Drugs 9, 1510–1533 (2011).
	53.	 Hanaor, D. A. H., Michelazzi, M., Leonelli, C. & Sorrell, C. C. The effects of carboxylic acids on the aqueous dispersion and elec-

trophoretic deposition of ZrO2. J. Eur. Ceram. Soc. 32, 235–244 (2012).
	54.	 Zardini, A. A., Mohebbi, M., Farhoosh, R. & Bolurian, S. Production and characterization of nanostructured lipid carriers and 

solid lipid nanoparticles containing lycopene for food fortification. J. Food Sci. Technol. 55, 287–298 (2018).
	55.	 Satapathy, T. & Panda, P. K. Solid lipid nanoparticles: A novel carrier in drug delivery system. Res. J. Pharmaceut. Dosage Forms 

Technol. 5, 56–61 (2013).
	56.	 Madhusudhan, A., Reddy, G. B., Venkatesham, M. & Veerabhadram, G. Design and evaluation of efavirenz loaded solid lipid 

nanoparticles to improve the oral bioavailability. Int. J. Pharm. Pharm. Sci. 2, 84–89 (2012).
	57.	 Gardouh, A. R., Gad, S., Ghonaim, H. M. & Ghorab, M. M. Design and characterization of glyceryl monostearate solid lipid 

nanoparticles prepared by high shear homogenization. Br. J. Pharmaceut. Res. 3, 326 (2013).
	58.	 Pretsch, E. et al. Structure determination of organic compounds. Springer 13, 5263 (2009).
	59.	 Abou-Zeid, N. Y. et al. Preparation, characterization and antibacterial properties of cyanoethylchitosan/cellulose acetate polymer 

blended films. Carbohyd. Polym. 84, 223–230 (2011).
	60.	 Van der Lubben, I. M., Verhoef, J. C., Borchard, G. & Junginger, H. E. Chitosan for mucosal vaccination. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 52, 

139–144 (2001).
	61.	 Sawaengsak, C., Mori, Y., Yamanishi, K., Mitrevej, A. & Sinchaipanid, N. Chitosan nanoparticle encapsulated hemagglutinin-split 

influenza virus mucosal vaccine. AAPS Pharm. Sci. Tech. 15, 317–325 (2014).
	62.	 Del Guidice, G. & Baudner, B. Mucosal vaccines with chitosan adjuvant and meningococcal antigens. Clin. Vacc. Immunol. 13, 

1010–1013 (2015).
	63.	 Klumpp, C., Kostarelos, K., Prato, M. & Bianco, A. Functionalized carbon nanotubes as emerging nanovectors for the delivery of 

therapeutics. BBA-Biomembr. 1758, 404–412 (2006).
	64.	 Liu, Z., Sun, X., Nakayama-Ratchford, N. & Dai, H. Supramolecular chemistry on water-soluble carbon nanotubes for drug loading 

and delivery. ACS Nano 1, 50–56 (2007).
	65.	 Pastorin, G. Crucial functionalizations of carbon nanotubes for improved drug delivery: A valuable option?. Pharm. Res. 26, 

746–769 (2009).
	66.	 Firme, C. P. & Bandaru, P. R. Toxicity issues in the application of carbon nanotubes to biological systems. Nanomed. Nanotechnol. 

Biol. Med. 6, 245–256 (2010).
	67.	 Sharmeen, S. et al. Polyethylene glycol functionalized carbon nanotubes/gelatin-chitosan nanocomposite: An approach for sig-

nificant drug release. Bioactive Mater. 3, 236–244 (2018).
	68.	 Pachioni, J. et al. Alkylphospholipids–a promising class of chemotherapeutic agents with a broad pharmacological spectrum. J. 

Pharm. Pharmaceut. Sci. 16, 742–759 (2013).

http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.1062
https://ncl.cancer.gov/sites/default/files/protocols/NCL_Method_PCC-2.pdf
https://ncl.cancer.gov/sites/default/files/protocols/NCL_Method_PCC-2.pdf


11

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:22110  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-26523-1

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	69.	 Martín-Villena, M. et al. Novel microparticulate systems for the vaginal delivery of nystatin: Development and characterization. 
Carbohydr. Polym. 94, 1–11 (2013).

	70.	 Spadari, C. Alginate nanoparticles as non-toxic delivery system for miltefosine in the treatment of candidiasis and cryptococcosis. 
Int. J. Nanomed. 14, 5187 (2019).

Author contributions
Conceptualization, M.N.A.H., and H.M.M.A.-A.; methodology, S.H.H. and H.M.M.A.-A.; software, S.H.H. and 
H.M.M.A.-A.; validation, M.M.E.; formal analysis, S.H.H. and H.M.M.A.-A.; investigation, S.H.H.; resources, 
M.N.A.H., and H.M.M.A.-A.; data curation, S.H.H. and H.M.M.A.-A.; writing—original draft preparation, 
S.H.H., H.M.M.A.-A. and M.N.A.H.; writing—review and editing, H.M.M.A.-A. and M.N.A.H.; visualization, 
M.M.E., M.N.A.H. and H.M.M.A.-A.; supervision, M.M.E., M.N.A.H. and H.M.M.A.-A.; project administra-
tion, M.M.E., M.N.A.H. and H.M.M.A.-A.. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the 
manuscript.

Funding
Open access funding provided by The Science, Technology & Innovation Funding Authority (STDF) in coopera-
tion with The Egyptian Knowledge Bank (EKB).

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1038/​s41598-​022-​26523-1.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to H.M.M.A.-A.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

© The Author(s) 2022

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-26523-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-26523-1
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Preparation, characterization and properties of three different nanomaterials either alone or loaded with nystatin or fluconazole antifungals
	Materials and methods
	Preparation of solid lipid nanoparticles (SLNPs) emulsion. 
	Loading of the drugs on solid lipid nanoparticles (SLNPs) emulsion. 
	Preparation of chitosan nanoparticles. 
	Loading of the drugs on chitosan nanoparticles. 
	Preparation of carbon nanotubes (CNTs). 
	Loading of the drugs on CNTs. 

	Evaluation studies
	In vitro drug release kinetics. 
	Characterization of nanomaterials either alone or loaded with nystatin and fluconazole. 
	Physical characterization. 
	Morphology and size. 
	Electron diffraction pattern for prepared nanomaterials. 

	Chemical characteristics. 
	Measurement of zeta potential. 

	FTIR analysis. 

	Statistical analysis. 

	Results
	Characterization of prepared nanomaterials either singly or loaded with nystatin and fluconazole antifungal antibiotics. 
	Physical characterization. 
	Morphology and size. 
	Structure of SLNPs, CSNPs and CNTs electron diffraction (ED). 

	Chemical characterization. 
	Zeta potential. 
	Fourier transformation infrared spectroscopy (FTIR). 


	In vitro release study. 

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References


