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Guest editorial

Nanoscience and
Nanotechnology
in South Africa
Nanoscience and nanotechnology certainly are buzz words in
the 21st century, and much hype is associated with activities
in these areas. What is it that has brought about the interest
in this field? Billions of dollars are being invested worldwide
by governments, including the South African government, in
nano-activities.
The best way to understand what ‘nano’ is all about is to consider the following. Individual copper atoms do not conduct
electricity. Nor do two, three or four copper atoms. Yet copper
metal does – so where do the properties of copper change over
from being non-conducting to conducting? This transition takes
place in the nano range, with particle sizes typically <100 nm.
The development of various modern techniques that allow us to
‘see’ atoms, and so investigate particles in this range, have now
opened up this regime for study. And now that studies have commenced, a rich world of atom interactions leading to new materials and devices has become possible.
Although the field of nanotechnology is a relatively new one in
this country, isolated projects in related areas have been going on
for more than a decade. Metal particle sizes of 100 nm and less, for
example, had been observed in catalysts before the word
‘nanotechnology’ came into use. The formation of the South
African Nanotechnology Initiative (SANi) in the year 2002
ushered in a period of intense activity, and a unity of purpose
that has accelerated the growth of nanotechnology as a research
area in South Africa. The active involvement of the Department of
Science and Technology (DST) in this initiative was a welcome
development, and led to the adoption of a South African nanotechnology strategy and an associated 10-year plan for nanotechnology.
Since then, five national priority areas have been identified and

Double-blind reviewing
From July 2009, the SAJS has adopted a system of doubleblind reviewing, whereby the names of authors of papers submitted are not known to the scholars to whom they are sent
for peer review (the authors’ names remain known to the
associate editors who make decisions about manuscripts). Such
a system of double-blind peer review, in which neither author
nor reviewer identity are revealed, is practised in only a minority of science journals, but is the norm in the social sciences
and humanities. The evidence in its favour is compelling.
Most obviously, if a reviewer is unaware of the status or identity of an author, the manuscript should be more objectively
reviewed. Where there are relatively few workers in a field; or

towards this end, the National Research Foundation is currently
supporting ongoing work on the use of nanotechnology to aid
the provision of clean water; the synthesis of new electrocatalysts
for use in fuel cells and other sustainable energy sources; the
development of biosensors and biolabels for medical applications and the improvement of drug delivery systems (see SAJS
105, 89; 2009); the use of nanotechnology in green chemistry and
the synthesis of novel materials; and advances in the mining
and minerals-processing industries and in the beneficiation of
materials.
Virtually every higher education institution in South Africa has
an active nanotechnology research group, and iThemba LABS,
the Council for Minerals Technology, the Nuclear Energy Corporation of South Africa and the Council for Scientific and Industrial Research are some of the other institutions involved in ‘nano’
studies. Evidence of activity in the private sector includes companies such as Sasol and De Beers. Bilateral and multilateral relations with countries are in place to ensure that this sector in South
Africa benefits from cooperation with more established centres in
the developed world, as well as in other developing countries.
These include a flagship India–Brazil–South Africa project on
nanotechnology as well as agreements with Russia, Japan and
Iran.
At the NanoAfrica ’06 conference held at the University of Cape
Town in 2006, South African scientists presented ongoing studies
on many ‘nano’ topics. The publication of papers from this conference is long overdue, and we are indebted to SAJS for
publishing them in this issue. They give some idea as to directions that ‘nano’ studies are taking in South Africa. More information on SANi can be obtained from the SANi web page:
www.sani.org.za
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in small research communities (such as South Africa), the identity of authors may be evident to reviewers in any event. But
double-blind review should at least have the effect of reducing the effects of nepotism, victimization and even reciprocal
altruism.
Bias among reviewers may be subconscious as well as conscious. A recent study (Budden A.E. et al.: Trends Ecol. Evol. 23, 4–6;
2008) reported that since the journal Behavioral Ecology introduced double-blind review there has been a significant increase
in female first-authored papers. This pattern was not observed in
a very similar journal that informs its reviewers who the authors
are (what is called single-blind review). No negative effects of
introducing double-blind reviewing could be identified. Any
comment on the practice will, however, be welcomed by the
❏
editors of the SAJS.

