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d silver nanoparticles as a highly
selective and sensitive dual nanosensor for Hg(II)
and fluorescence turn-off sensor for S2� and
malachite green detection†

Ambreen Abbasi, Summaiya Hanif and Mohammad Shakir *

A facile and green method was adopted to synthesize highly selective gum acacia-mediated silver

nanoparticles as dual sensor (fluorescence turn-on and colorimetric) for Hg(II) and fluorescence turn-off

sensor for S2� and malachite green. The mechanism proposed for a dual response towards Hg(II) is the

redox reaction between Ag(0) and Hg(II), resulting in the formation of Ag(I) and Hg(0) and electron

transfer from gum acacia to Ag(I), which further leads to the formation of an Ag@Hg nanoalloy. The

enhanced fluorescence signal was quenched selectively by S2� owing to the formation of Ag2S and HgS.

The reported nanosensor was found to be useful for sensing malachite green via the inner filter effect.

The linear ranges were 3 nmol L�1 to 13 mmol L�1 for Hg(II), 3–170 mmol L�1 for S2� and 7–80 mmol L�1

for malachite green, and the corresponding detection limits were 2.1 nmol L�1 for Hg(II), 1.3 mmol L�1 for

S2� and 1.6 mmol L�1 for malachite green.
1. Introduction

Controlling the levels of hazardous metals is vital due to their
adverse effects on human health and the environment.1

Elemental (Hg(0)), inorganic mercurous and mercuric forms
(Hg(I) and Hg(II), respectively) and organic alkyl mercury are the
four chemical forms in which mercury exists.2 Hg(II) emission
from several sources such as power plants, fossil fuels, forest
res, burning of municipal and medical wastes and discharge
from mining and paper industries are signicant causes of
Hg(II) contamination.3 In humans, mercury poisoning can lead
to hearing impairment, muscle weakness, skin rashes, imper-
fect eyesight, difficulty in speech, damage to the neurological,
gastrointestinal and renal organ systems and Minamata
disease.4 Therefore, these detrimental environmental and
health effects of Hg(II) have encouraged researchers to design
effective methods for the selective and sensitive detection of
mercury to get a clear idea of its distribution and pollution
potential. To resolve this issue, various sophisticated analytical
instrumental methods such as cold vapor technique with
atomic absorption spectrometry,5 high-performance liquid
chromatography coupled with UV-Vis or uorescence spectros-
copy,6 and inductively coupled plasma atomic emission and
mass spectroscopy5 have been put forward for the qualitative or
of Chemistry, Aligarh Muslim University,

ahoo.com; Tel: +919837430035

tion (ESI) available. See DOI:

f Chemistry 2020
quantitative detection of mercury. However, these instrumental
techniques pose several limitations in practical use, some of
which are high-time consumption, complex procedures, costly
equipment, and incompatibility with aqueous environments.7

To overcome these disadvantages, researchers have developed
optical methods such as colorimetric, uorescence, surface
plasmon resonance, and surface-enhanced Raman scattering
for the detection of mercury.8 Fluorescence spectroscopy and
colorimetric method have surpassed the above-mentioned
methods owing to their high sensitivity and selectivity, fast
analysis, and less complicated experimental procedures.9,10

Noble metal nanoparticles such as gold and silver have
aroused a great deal of recognition because of the optical
phenomenon called ‘Surface Plasmon Resonance’ exhibited by
them.11–13 Silver nanoparticle (AgNP)-based optical sensors are
considered to be more efficient and sensitive compared to gold
nanoparticle-based sensors because of the higher visible region
molar extinction coefficient of silver nanoparticles (more than
100 fold).14 AgNPs are known to be photostable and are less
likely to undergo photobleaching, thereby allowing these
nanoparticles to be utilized as optical sensors for ultrasensitive
mercury detection.15–17

Hazardous sulde ions (S2�) have a widespread distribution
in both natural and wastewater and are frequently found in
industrial areas, such as food processing units, petroleum
reneries, and paper and pulp production plants.18 Sulde in its
protonated state becomes even more toxic and poisonous as it
turns into bisulde and gaseous hydrogen sulde.19 Chronic
subjection to protonated sulde has been associated with
RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 3137–3144 | 3137
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Fig. 1 The FT-IR spectrum of Gum Acacia (GA) (black), GA-capped
AgNPs (red), and GA-capped AgNPs in the presence of 100 nmol L�1

Hg(II) ions (blue).

RSC Advances Paper

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

7 
Ja

nu
ar

y 
20

20
. D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 1
/1

4/
20

26
 4

:1
1:

01
 P

M
. 

 T
hi

s 
ar

tic
le

 is
 li

ce
ns

ed
 u

nd
er

 a
 C

re
at

iv
e 

C
om

m
on

s 
A

ttr
ib

ut
io

n-
N

on
C

om
m

er
ci

al
 3

.0
 U

np
or

te
d 

L
ic

en
ce

.
View Article Online
numerous diseases such as Down's syndrome, Alzheimer's
disease, and liver cirrhosis.20 Thus, there is an urgent need to
monitor high levels of sulde in biological and environmental
samples. Several analytical techniques, such as chem-
iluminescence,21 colorimetry,22 polarography,23 spectroscopy24

and uorometry,25 have been adopted to overcome this
problem. Amongst all these methods, uorescence assay shows
predominance over the other processes owing to its high
sensitivity and selectivity, quick detection, and ease of opera-
tion. In particular, newly developed uorescent nanomaterials
with outstanding photophysical properties and excellent
biocompatibility present new opportunities for constructing
novel sulde uorescence analysis methods.26

In the dyestuff industry, malachite green (MG) has been
classied as a triarylmethane dye. MG's full antimicrobial
spectrum has made it an efficient antiparasitic agent and
fungicide in the aquaculture industry.27 Many studies have
proven malachite green's environmental persistence and acute
toxicity to terrestrial and aquatic animals, and also, its carci-
nogenic, teratogenic, and mutagenic effects on the human
body.28 Even though many countries have banned the use of
malachite green in aquaculture and food industry, malachite
green has been lawlessly used owing to its full antimicrobial
spectrum, low cost and availability. Thus, it is of utmost
importance to design sensors for the detection of malachite
green in environmental samples.

Encouraged by the above ndings, the focus of the present
study is to establish a new and straightforward dual nanosensor
for Hg(II) and uorescence turn-off sensor for sulde ions and
malachite green. The as-prepared nanoparticles were proposed
to form the Ag@Hg nanoalloy, which were responsible for the
color change from yellow to colorless and for the increase in the
uorescence intensity compared to that of AgNPs in the absence
of Hg(II). The uorescent GA-AgNPs and Hg(II) ensemble was
further utilized for uorescence sensing of sulde by making
use of the low Ksp values of Ag2S (6.3 � 10�50)29 and HgS (1 �
10�54). Further, the nanosensor was capable of sensing mala-
chite green via the inner lter effect. Our developed nanosensor
was found to be extremely stable, displaying a slight decrease in
absorbance and uorescence intensity aer ten months of
storage in the dark under room temperature conditions. We
have also successfully employed our synthesized nanosensor to
detect Hg(II), S2� ions, andMG in real water samples such as tap
water, packaged drinking water, and bore-well water.

2. Experimental

See ESI S1.†

3. Results and discussion

The AgNPs were synthesized using gum acacia as both reducing
and stabilizing agents. The as-prepared colloidal solution of
AgNPs exhibited a yellow color. Various spectroscopic and
microscopic techniques were used to characterize the as-prepared
nanoparticles, and their dual response, i.e., both colorimetric and
uorescence responses towards Hg(II) ions were studied. The
3138 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 3137–3144
nanosensor was further used to detect sulde ions via uores-
cence turn-off mechanism and MG via the inner lter effect.
Fig. 1S† shows the uorescence spectrum of GA-AgNPs in an
aqueous solution. The uorescence intensity of the as-synthesized
GA-AgNPs did not exhibit any signicant change aer tenmonths
of storage at room temperature conditions in the dark, thereby
proving the stability of the as-synthesized nanoparticles. At
300 nm, excitation GA-AgNPs exhibited an emission band in the
visible region centered at 568 nm. The Stokes shi was found to
be larger than that of uorescent proteins and organic dyes, which
are known to be the most conventional uorophores, thereby
making GA-AgNPs advantageous in various analytical applica-
tions. The emission peak of GA-AgNPs shied to a higher wave-
length (Fig. 2S†) with an increase in the excitation wavelength;
such an observation is not uncommon in the case of AgNPs,30

which could be attributed to different particle sizes.

3.1. FT-IR spectroscopy

FT-IR spectroscopy was used to ascertain the surface chemistry
of GA-AgNPs. Fig. 1 displays the respective spectra of pure gum
acacia (GA), GA-AgNPs, and GA-AgNPs in the presence of Hg(II)
ions. The major peaks of GA shied from 3406 cm�1 (O–H
stretching), 2931 cm�1 (C–H stretching), 1728 cm�1 (C]O
stretching), 1632 cm�1 (C]O stretching), and 1067 cm�1 (C–OH
stretching) to 3424 cm�1, 2920 cm�1, 1722 cm�1, 1626 cm�1 and
1061 cm�1, respectively.31 These data supported the capping of
silver nanoparticles with gum acacia with the involvement of
–COOH and –OH groups. In the presence of Hg(II) ions, bands
corresponding to (O–H stretching), (C–H stretching), (C]O
stretching) and (C–OH stretching) shied further to 3436 cm�1,
2922 cm�1, 1734 cm�1, 1618 cm�1, and 1049 cm�1, respectively,
and a reduction in the intensity of the respective bands was also
observed, suggesting the coordination of –COOH and –OH
groups of gum acacia with Hg(II) ions forming gum acacia and
Hg(II) complex and also some electronic changes.

3.2. SEM and EDX analysis

Fig. 2A–C give the SEM and EDX images of GA-AgNPs, GA-AgNPs
in the presence of Hg(II) and, GA-AgNPs in the presence of Hg(II)
and S2� ions.
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
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3.3. Confocal imaging

The confocal image of the as-synthesized nanosensor is given in
Fig. 3S.† The unlabeled nanosensor exhibited orange-red
uorescence.
3.4. TEM analysis

Fig. 3A shows a typical TEM image of the as-synthesized nano-
sensor. It is clear from the image that majority of the particles
are spherical with an average diameter of 1.5 nm.
Fig. 2 SEM images of GA-AgNPs (A), GA-AgNPs in the presence of 100
nmol L�1 Hg(II) (B) and GA-AgNPs in the presence of 100 nmol L�1 and
30 mmol L�1 S2� ions (C). Insets of (A) and (B) give the EDX image.

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
Fig. 3B shows the TEM image of the nanosensor in the
presence of Hg(II) ions. It is clear from the image that the
nanoparticles are spherical with an average diameter of 21 nm.

3.5. XRD analysis

The XRD diffraction patterns of GA-AgNPs in the absence and
presence of 100 nmol L�1 Hg(II) ions are shown in Fig. 4S(a) and
(b).† The XRD pattern of GA-AgNPs alone shows diffraction
peaks at 38.28� and 44.44�, corresponding to the (111) and (200)
planes of the FCC crystal structure, respectively.

The XRD pattern of GA-AgNPs in the presence of Hg(II) ions
matched well with the pattern reported for Ag@Hg nanoalloys
in the literature.32

3.6. pH effect

To ascertain the inuence of pH on the sensing behavior of GA-
AgNPs, the pH was varied with 0.1 mol L�1 HCl and NaOH
solutions. We have studied the uorescence response of our
nanosensor alone and with Hg(II) ions. For GA-AgNPs alone
(Fig. 5S†), no signicant variation in the pH range 4–11 was
observed. With the addition of Hg(II) ions, the nanosensor
exhibited a uorescence turn-on behavior in the pH range 4–11
with maximum enhancement at neutral pH (Fig. 5S†). There-
fore, neutral pH was selected for the entire study.

3.7. The uorescence response of GA-AgNPs towards Hg(II)
ions

The uorescence response of the nanosensor to other metal
ions at neutral pH was studied to ascertain the selectivity toward
Hg(II) ions. Out of all the metal ions studied, only Hg(II) ions
induced a uorescence enhancement, whereas the other
competing metal ions such as K+, Na+, Ca2+, Mg2+, Ba2+, Mn2+,
Co2+, Cr3+, Fe2+, Fe3+, Cu2+, Zn2+, Cd2+, Ni2+, Al3+, and Pb2+ even
in millimolar concentrations could not induce any signicant
change in the uorescence intensity of GA-AgNPs (Fig. 6S†).
Furthermore, the same response was obtained on adding Hg(II)
ions to a mixture of competing metal ions (20 mmol L�1) and
Hg(II) ions alone (Fig. 6S†). These results indicate that our
developed nanosensor is highly selective towards Hg(II) ions.

Fig. 4 reveals that the uorescence intensity of the nanosensor
is sensitive to the concentration of Hg(II) ions in the range of 3
nmol L�1 to 13 mmol L�1 M, and an increase in the Hg(II) levels
leads to an enhancement in the uorescence intensity. The linear
regression relationship (y ¼ 2 � 107x + 0.3075, R2 ¼ 0.989)
between the uorescence intensity and the concentration of
Hg(II) ions was used to determine the limit of detection, which
was found to be 2.1 nmol L�1. The LOD obtained for our nano-
sensor was found to be much lower than the maximum
contamination level of Hg(II) in drinking water (10 nmol L�1) as
dened by the U.S Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

3.8. Fluorescence sensing of S2� ions

High selectivity is the principal criterion in practical applications;
therefore, the selectivity of the GA-AgNPs–Hg(II) ensemble towards
S2� ions and other anions such as Cl�, ClO4

�, NO3
�, NO2

�, SO4
2�,
RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 3137–3144 | 3139
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Fig. 3 TEM image of GA-AgNPs alone (A) and GA-AgNPs in the presence of 100 nmol L�1 Hg(II) ions (B). Insets give the size distribution
histogram.

Fig. 4 (a) Fluorescence turn-on response of GA-AgNPs in the pres-
ence of an increasing concentration of Hg(II) [3 nmol L�1 to 13 mmol
L�1]; (b) calibration curve showing fluorescence enhancement
linearity.

3140 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 3137–3144
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Br�, BrO3
�, CrO4

2�, I�, IO3
�, IO4

�, SCN�, PO4
3�, CO3

2�, CH3-
COO�, and F� was studied. Fig. 7S† shows that only S2� ion is able
to quench the enhanced uorescence of the GA-AgNP–Hg(II)
ensemble, and the other anions do not produce any noticeable
changes in the uorescence intensity of the GA-AgNP–Hg(II)
ensemble, signifying that the observed uorescence quenching of
the GA-AgNP–Hg(II) group was highly specic to S2� ions.

To further evaluate the workability of our approach for
quantitative analysis, uorescence spectroscopy was used to
investigate the responses of the GA-AgNP–Hg(II) ensemble
toward different S2� concentrations (3–170 mmol L�1). As shown
in Fig. 5, the uorescence intensity of the GA-AgNP–Hg(II)
ensemble gradually decreased as the S2� concentration
increased. The linear regression relationship (y ¼ 19 808x +
1.039, R2 ¼ 0.992) between the relative uorescence intensity
and the concentration of S2� ion over the range from 3–170
mmol L�1 at 568 nm was used to determine the limit of detec-
tion, which was found to be 1.3 mmol L�1.

3.9. Fluorescence response of GA-AgNPs towards MG

Fig. 6 reveals that the uorescence intensity of the nanosensor is
sensitive to the concentration of MG, and shows a gradual
decrease in the uorescence intensity with the increase in theMG
concentration in the range 7–130 mmol L�1. The linear regression
relationship (y ¼ 34 326x + 0.7581, R2 ¼ 0.997) between the
relative uorescence intensity and the concentration of MG over
the range from 7–80 mmol L�1 at 568 nm was used to determine
the limit of detection, which was found to be 1.6 mmol L�1.

3.10. The mechanism for the colorimetric and uorescence
turn-on response of GA-AgNPs to Hg(II) ions and turn-off
response to S2� ions

The vivid yellow color of the diluted colloidal solution of AgNPs
changed to colorless with the addition of Hg(II) ions (Fig. 8S†),
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
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Fig. 5 (a) Fluorescence turn-off response of the GA-AgNPs–Hg(II)
ensemble in the presence of an increasing concentration of S2� [3–
170 mmol L�1]; (b) the relative fluorescence intensity at 567 nm against
S2�.

Fig. 6 (a) Fluorescence turn-off response of GA-AgNPs in the pres-
ence of an increasing concentration of MG [7–130 mmol L�1]; (b) the
relative fluorescence intensity at 567 nm against MG in the concen-
tration range 7–80 mmol L�1.
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and the surface plasmon resonance peak of AgNPs exhibited
a blue shi (Fig. 9S†), which could be attributed to the oxidation
of AgNPs to Ag(I) due to the redox reaction between zerovalent
Ag and Hg(II) ions, which subsequently lead to the formation of
the Ag@Hg nanoalloy.1

The possible mechanism for the uorescence enhancement
on the addition of Hg(II) ions is as follows: initially, Hg(II)
coordinates with gum acacia through –COOH and –OH groups,
as supported by the FT-IR analysis, leading to the formation of
Hg–gum acacia complex. With an increase in concentration,
Hg(II) ions rapidly adsorb on the surface of the nanoparticles,
aer which a redox reaction occurs between Ag(0) and Hg(II)
forming Ag(I) and Hg(0). The Ag(I) is converted to Ag(0) via
electron transfer from gum acacia to Ag(I), thereby bringing
about an electronic change in gum acacia, which could lead to
the uorescence enhancement. This electron transfer from gum
acacia to Ag(I) gained support from the proposed synthetic
procedure, where no additional reducing agent was used to
prepare the nanoparticles.
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
The formation of nanoalloys was supported by EDX analysis,
XRD study, and an increase in the size of the nanoparticles
suggested by the TEM analysis. The increment in size was due to
the well-known “swelling effect”,33 which occurs due to the
diffusion of Hg atoms, which increases the total atoms per
nanoparticles.

The quenching of uorescence on the addition of sulde
ions could be due to the displacement of gum acacia on the
surface of the nanoparticles by sulde ions because of the
higher affinity of silver and mercury for sulphide ions, leading
to the formation of Ag2S and HgS owing to the low Ksp values of
Ag2S (1 � 10�50) and HgS (1 � 10�54).
3.11. The mechanism for the detection of MG

The UV-Vis absorption band of MG shows spectral overlaps with
the emission band of GA-AgNPs (Fig. 10S†). The possible
mechanisms for quenching are uorescence resonance energy
transfer (FRET) or the inner lter effect (IFE), which mainly
arises due to the absorption of the excitation and emission light
of the uorophore by the absorber molecule.34 On gradual
addition of MG into a dilute colloidal solution of GA-AgNPs, no
change in the absorption spectrum of GA-AgNPs was observed
(Fig. 11S†). Instead, there was the appearance of absorption
bands of MG, which increased in intensity with the increase in
RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 3137–3144 | 3141
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Table 1 Performance of GA-AgNPs as a probe for the detection of Hg2+, S2� and MG with other reported NP-based methods

NPs Linear range (M) LOD (M) Analytical technique Analyte detected Reference

Na-CysC-AgNPs 5–50 � 10�9 8 � 10�9 UV-Vis Hg2+ 1
Gln-His-AgNPs 40 � 10�9 to 1.5 � 10�6 5 � 10�9 UV-Vis Hg2+ 37
GK-AgNPs 50–900 � 10�9 50 � 10�9 UV-Vis Hg2+ 2
Syzygium aqueum AgNPs 0.5–100 � 10�6 8.5 � 10�7 UV-Vis Hg2+ 38
Gallotannin-AgNPs 0.1–1 � 10�9 0.037 � 10�9 UV-Vis Hg2+ 39
Oligonucleotide-AgNCs 40 � 10�9 to 1.5 � 10�6 5 � 10�9 Fluorescence Hg2+ 40
Trp-GA-AgNPs 1 � 10�12 to 10 � 10�3 0.658 � 10�12 Fluorescence Hg2+ 8
DNA-protected AgNPs 10 � 10�9 to 8 � 10�6 2.6 � 10�9 Fluorescence Hg2+ 5
ss-DNA-templated AgNCs 0–150 � 10�9 4.5 � 10�9 Fluorescence Hg2+ 41
Polymethacrylic acid-AgNPs 10–20 � 10�9 10 � 10�9 Fluorescence Hg2+ 42
Citrate-AgNPs 90 � 10�9 SERS Hg2+ 43
4-Mercaptopyridine-AgNPs 1–100 � 10�9 0.34 � 10�9 SERS Hg2+ 44
Capped silver nanoprism 0.5–100 � 10�6 1.5 � 10�6 UV-Vis Hg2+ 45
Cellulose lter paper AgNPs 5 ppb UV-Vis Hg2+ 46
Unmodied AgNPs 0.01–10 mg L�1 0.007 mg L�1 UV-Vis Hg2+ 47
Present study 3 � 10�9 to 13 � 10�6 2.1 � 10�9 UV-Vis, uorescence Hg2+

Epigallocatechin gallate-AgNPs 1–10 � 10�6 1.62 � 10�6 UV-Vis S2� 18
BSA-AuNCs 0.1–30 � 10�6 0.029 � 10�6 Fluorescence S2� 48
CNPs-AuNCs 0–53 � 10�6 18 � 10�9 Fluorescence S2� 20
Chitosan capped-AgNPs 0.8–6.4 � 10�6 0.35 � 10�9 UV-Vis S2� 49
Yeast extract-CuNCs 0.02–0.8 � 10�9 10 � 10�9 Fluorescence S2� 26
DNA-Au/AgNCs 0.01–9 � 10�6 0.83 � 10�9 Fluorescence S2� 50
Cysteine-CuNCs 0.2–50 � 10�6 42 � 10�9 Fluorescence S2� 51
Present work 3–170 � 10�6 1.3 � 10�6 Fluorescence S2�

BSA-protected AuNCs 0.3–20 � 10�6 0.19 � 10�6 Fluorescence MG 52
CdTe/CdS quantum dots 0.05–10 � 10�6 0.029 � 10�6 Fluorescence MG 27
Molecularly imprinted
mesoporous microspheres

27 � 10�9 to 137 � 10�6 17 � 10�9 Fluorescence MG 53

Present study 7–80 � 10�6 1.6 � 10�6 Fluorescence MG

RSC Advances Paper

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

7 
Ja

nu
ar

y 
20

20
. D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 1
/1

4/
20

26
 4

:1
1:

01
 P

M
. 

 T
hi

s 
ar

tic
le

 is
 li

ce
ns

ed
 u

nd
er

 a
 C

re
at

iv
e 

C
om

m
on

s 
A

ttr
ib

ut
io

n-
N

on
C

om
m

er
ci

al
 3

.0
 U

np
or

te
d 

L
ic

en
ce

.
View Article Online
the concentration of MG, thereby ruling out the possibility of
interactions between the nanosensor and MG, which could be
taken as an indication of the absence of the FRET mechanism.
It has been reported that the quenching of uorescence, which
is caused by the absorbance of dyes with any covalent interac-
tion between chromotropic receptors and uorophore, is
mainly attributed to inner lter effects.35 Therefore the uo-
rescence of GA-AgNPs could be quenched by MG via the inner
lter effect.36
3.12. Comparison of the performance of the developed
nanosensor

The performance of our nanosensor towards Hg(II), S2� and MG
was compared with that of the other reported sensors (Table 1).
Table 2 Detection of Hg(II) in real environmental samples

Sample Detected
Added
(mol L�1)

Found
(mol L�1)

Recovery
(%)

Tap water Not
detected

50 � 10�9 50.4 � 10�9 100.8
5 � 10�6 5.05 � 10�6 101

Borewell
water

Not
detected

50 � 10�9 50.25 � 10�9 100.5
5 � 10�6 5.02 � 10�6 100.4

Bisleri Not
detected

50 � 10�9 50.09 � 10�9 100.2
5 � 10�6 5.01 � 10�6 100.2

3142 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 3137–3144
It was found that our reported nanosensor showed satisfactory
results in terms of sensitivity, performance, and detection
limits.
3.13. Sensing of Hg(II), S2� ions and MG in environmental
samples

We tested our developed nanosensor to sense Hg(II), S2� ions,
and MG in environmental samples. Samples thus used were tap
water, packaged drinking water (Bisleri), and borewell water.
Hg(II), S2� ions and malachite green were not detected in these
samples. So, the respective samples were spiked with Hg(II), S2�

ions and malachite green at different concentrations, and the
concentrations of Hg(II), S2� and malachite green were tested by
our proposed method, which was found to be in agreement with
the spiked concentrations, and the recoveries for the samples
Table 3 Detection of S2� in real environmental samples

Sample Detected
Added
(mol L�1)

Found
(mol L�1)

Recovery
(%)

Tap water Not detected 10 � 10�6 10.15 � 10�6 101.5
100 � 10�6 100.4 � 10�6 100.4

Borewell water Not detected 10 � 10�6 10.09 � 10�6 100.9
100 � 10�6 100.16 � 10�6 100.2

Bisleri Not detected 10 � 10�6 10.07 � 10�6 100.7
100 � 10�6 100.08 � 10�6 100.1

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
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Table 4 Detection of MG in real environmental samples

Sample Detected
Added
(mol L�1)

Found
(mol L�1)

Recovery
(%)

Tap water Not detected 50 � 10�6 50.2 � 10�6 100.4
100 � 10�6 100.5 � 10�6 100.5

Borewell
water

Not detected 50 � 10�6 50.5 � 10�6 101
100 � 10�6 100.7 � 10�6 100.7

Bisleri Not detected 50 � 10�6 50.4 � 10�6 100.8
100 � 10�6 100.6 � 10�6 100.6
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were statistically close to 100% (Tables 2–4), signifying that our
proposed approach will prove to be useful in practical applica-
tions for the detection of Hg(II), S2� ions and MG.
4. Conclusion

Stable and small-sized uorescent silver nanoparticles were
synthesized via a chemical reduction method utilizing
a biocompatible natural polymer, i.e., gum acacia as both
a stabilizing and reducing agent. The dual (both colorimetric
and uorescence turn-on) response of the nanosensor towards
Hg(II) ions was studied by noticing the changes in both the
absorption and uorescent features of the silver nanoparticles.
The uorescent features of the nanosensor were utilized for
studying the sensing behavior towards S2� ions and MG in
100% an aqueous medium. The developed nanosensor was also
found to be useful in detecting the respective analytes in envi-
ronmental samples.
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