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Figure Captions
Fig. S1: 1H NMR spectrum of FDHQ.
Fig. S2: 13C NMR spectrum of FDHQ.
Fig. S3: Zeta potential curve of FDHQNPs.
Table S1: The analytical performance of the various types of fluorophores reported in the literature for 4-nitrophenol detection.
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Fig. S1: 1H NMR spectrum of FDHQ.
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Fig. S2: 13C NMR spectrum of FDHQ.
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Fig. S3: Zeta potential curve of FDHQNPs.





Table S1: The analytical performance of the various types of fluorophores reported in the literature for 4-nitrophenol detection.
	Sr. No.
	Probe used for the detection
	Linear Range
	Detection limit
	Real Sample
	Ref. No.

	1
	N-GQDs
	0-20 μM
	0.29 μM
	Water sample
	1

	2
	FL-MIPIL
	0.001-7.5 μM
	0.5 nM
	Lake, rain and waste water, urine samples
	2

	3
	C-dot
	0.1-50 μM
	0.028 μM
	Spiked river and sea water
	3

	4
	GNCs@BSA
	50-5000 nM
	0.013 μM
	Tap and river water
	4

	5
	MF-MIPs
	0.08-10 μM
	0.023 μM
	Food samples
	5

	6
	FDHQNPs
	0-36 μg.mL⁻1
	0.016 μM
	River and Industrial waste water
	This work
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