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	Traditional agriculture is unable to provide people with the food they require due to population growth, climate change, and the exhaustion of natural resources. As such, increasing the use of contemporary and innovative approaches has become essential. The utilization of nanotechnology, a contemporary science that employs materials at the nanoscale, is one of the aforementioned methods. One of these strategies is to utilize nanofertilizers instead of conventional fertilizers to speed up and make it easier for nutrients to enter the plant. This promotes plant development, increases both the quantity and quality of output, and decreases waste.
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