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Abstract
Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC), the fifth most prevalent cancer worldwide, is influenced by a myriad of clinic-pathological
factors, including viral infections and genetic abnormalities. This study delineates the synthesis, characterization, and the
biological efficacy of iron oxide nanoparticles (Fe3O4) and chitosan-coated iron oxide nanoparticles (Fe3O4-CS) against
HCC. Analytical methods confirmed the successful synthesis of both nanoparticles, with Fe3O4-CS demonstrating a smaller,
uniform spherical morphology and distinct surface and magnetic properties attributable to its chitosan coating. The prepared
materials were analyzed using various techniques, and their potential cytotoxic effects on HepG2 cancer cells line for HCC
were investigated. In biological evaluations against HepG2 cells, a notable distinction in cytotoxicity was observed. Fe3O4

showed modest anticancer activity with an IC50 of 383.71 ± 23.9 µg/mL, whereas Fe3O4 exhibited a significantly enhanced
cytotoxic effect, with a much lower IC50 of 39.15 ± 39.2 µg/mL. The Comet assay further evidenced Fe3O4-CS potent DNA
damaging effect, showcasing its superior ability to induce apoptosis through extensive DNA fragmentation. Biochemical
analyses integrated into our results reveal that Fe3O4-CS not only induces significant DNA damage but also markedly alters
oxidative stress markers. Compared to control and Fe3O4-treated cells, Fe3O4-CS exposure significantly elevated levels of
oxidative stress markers: superoxide dismutase (SOD) increased to 192.07 U/ml, catalase (CAT) decreased to 0.03 U/L,
glutathione peroxidase (GPx) rose dramatically to 18.76 U/gT, and malondialdehyde (MDA) levels heightened to
30.33 nmol/gT. These results underscore the potential of Fe3O4-CS nanoparticles not only in inducing significant DNA
damage conducive to cancer cell apoptosis but also in altering enzymatic activities and oxidative stress markers, suggesting a
dual mechanism of action that may underpin their therapeutic advantage in cancer treatment. Our findings advocate for the
further exploration of Fe3O4-CS nanoparticles in the development of anticancer drugs, emphasizing their capability to trigger
oxidative stress and enhance antioxidant defense mechanisms.
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Introduction

Cancer stands as a formidable global health challenge,
demanding effective strategies for prevention, early
detection, and treatment. Hepatocellular carcinoma
(HCC), ranking fifth globally in cancer incidence, exhibits

various clinicopathological features, including genetic
mutations and viral infections. Conventional cancer
therapies like surgery, chemotherapy, and radiation, while
effective, often entail non-specific side effects. Lever-
aging the targeted delivery capabilities of nanoparticles
for anticancer drugs presents a promising avenue to
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enhance therapeutic efficacy and minimize damage to
healthy tissues [1–7].

Magnetic nanoparticles (MNPs) have emerged at the
forefront of cancer research, offering versatile applications
in targeted drug delivery and magnetic hyperthermia [8].
Their capacity for functionalization with biomolecules
allows for specific targeting of cancer cells, marking a
significant advancement in drug delivery and imaging for
cancer therapy. The utilization of external magnetic fields in
magnetic targeting optimizes the precision of MNPs,
demonstrating potential improvements in treatment out-
comes. This approach addresses challenges associated with
conventional therapies, such as low specificity, selectivity,
and toxicity to healthy cells [9].

MNPs extend their impact to magnetic hyperthermia,
wherein an alternating magnetic field induces heat to
eliminate cancer cells effectively. This multifaceted appli-
cation positions MNPs as a dynamic and effective alter-
native for cancer treatment. Ongoing research explores the
use of natural compounds like tea polyphenols as chemo-
preventive agents, capitalizing on their antioxidant and
anticarcinogenic properties [10, 11].

The integration of MNPs into cancer therapy showcases
significant potential for augmenting treatment effectiveness
while minimizing toxicity. The emphasis on targeted drug
delivery, magnetic hyperthermia, and the exploration of
natural compounds highlights the continuous pursuit of
innovative and efficient cancer therapies [12]. Oxidative
stress, characterized by an imbalance in ROS production and
the body’s detoxification capacity, is intricately linked to
various diseases, including cancer [13]. The intricate inter-
play of antioxidant systems, such as glutathione and enzymes
like SOD, CAT, and GPx, maintains intracellular redox
balance, preventing mutations, cell death, and inflammation.

Antioxidants, exemplified by tea polyphenols, play a
pivotal role in counteracting ROS-induced damage, restor-
ing redox balance, and exhibiting direct anticancer proper-
ties. Enzymatic antioxidants like SOD, CAT, and GPx,
alongside non-enzymatic counterparts like vitamins C and
E, act as vital defenders against oxidative stress, crucial in
averting damage to cellular structures [10, 14, 15].

The significance of antioxidants becomes more pro-
nounced in diseases like hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC), a
rapidly progressing form of liver cancer with limited
effective treatment options. Superparamagnetic iron oxide
nanoparticles (SPIONs), though promising in biomedical
applications, raise concerns about DNA deterioration, oxi-
dative stress, and micronuclei formation. Biochemical
assays measuring oxidative stress markers, including SOD
and glutathione, contribute valuable insights into the
potential toxicity of SPIONs [16, 17].

Exposure to hazardous substances elevates ROS levels,
and an inability to neutralize them leads to oxidative stress,

damaging proteins, lipids, and DNA. Superparamagnetic iron
oxide nanoparticles pose a risk, inducing oxidative stress and
genetic material damage, emphasizing the need to compre-
hend their toxicity mechanism. Co-exposure with Chitosan-
coated iron oxide MNPs showcases potential protective
effects against oxidative damage induced by SPIONs [14].

Lipid peroxidation, initiated by ROS, contributes to cell
membrane degradation and chronic diseases. The imbalance
in antioxidant enzyme levels caused by SPIONs exacerbates
lipid peroxidation, intensifying their adverse effects [17, 18].

Nanoparticles, a focus of extensive research, have
diverse applications across consumer products, electronics,
cosmetics, fabrics, and cleansing agents. They play a crucial
role in biomedicine, particularly nanomedicine, improving
drug delivery, diagnostics, and targeted treatment
[7, 16, 19, 20]. Controlled shapes and sizes of nanoparticles
make them ideal drug carriers, enhancing drug bioavail-
ability and showing promise in cancer therapy, gene ther-
apy, and vaccination, with potential improvements in
efficacy and reduced side effects [15]. As nanoparticles
become more prevalent, comprehensive research on their
toxicity, termed nanotoxicology, becomes increasingly
crucial [21].

Iron oxide nanoparticles, known for their magnetic
properties, are extensively applied in biomedical and
environmental domains due to their small size, biocompat-
ibility, and superior magnetism [14]. These nanocrystals
exhibit unique physical and chemical properties at the
nanoscale, making them ideal for various applications in
nanoscience and nanotechnology. Biocompatible and cost-
effective, iron oxide nanoparticles are valuable tools in
research and development, proving beneficial for targeted
molecule delivery in biomedical applications such as MRI
contrast agents, drug delivery, and cancer therapy [22, 23].

However, modified MNPs, including iron oxide, face
challenges like high aggregation, impacting their effec-
tiveness in biomedical applications. Strategies like surface
chemistry modification and coating with organic or inor-
ganic materials, such as polymers, lipids, proteins, silica,
alumina, or titanium dioxide, are employed to enhance
stability, biocompatibility, and functionalities [24, 25]. The
choice of coating material is critical, influencing surface
charge, surface energy, and interactions between particles,
and is essential for obtaining nanoparticles with the desired
stability and functionality [9, 26].

CS, an acetylated derivative of chitin, exhibits bio-
compatibility, bioactivity, and biodegradability, making it
easily functionalized for biomedical applications [27]. CS is
widely recognized as a body-friendly material used in
creating drug forms such as gels, films, and nanoparticles.
Notably, to address the common challenge of high aggre-
gation in MNPs, surface engineering techniques are
employed. This involves applying various stabilizer
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coatings, including surfactants, synthetic polymers, and
natural polymers, to enhance the stability and biocompat-
ibility of the nanoparticles. When CS is used to make
nanoparticles, they typically acquire a positive charge and
exhibit strong adhesion to mucus membranes. This unique
property not only enhances biocompatibility but also facil-
itates the controlled release of drugs. The positive charge
assists in their interaction with biological membranes, while
the adhesion property ensures sustained drug release,
enabling effective transport through cells. Moreover, the
inherent properties of pure CS contribute to its bio-
compatibility and anti-cancer potential. Studies have
demonstrated that CS itself possesses anti-cancer properties
against various types of cancer [28–32].

These coatings reduce the surface energy of MNPs,
preventing clumping and potentially altering contrast ima-
ging properties for applications like magnetic resonance
imaging [33]. Selection of coating materials depends on the
desired properties and application. Polyethylene glycol
(PEG) is commonly used for reducing toxicity and
increasing stability, while Chitosan enhances biocompat-
ibility and targeting efficiency of MNPs [14]. Chitosan-
coated iron oxide nanoparticles, prepared using ultrasonic
methods with a 1% Chitosan solution in 0.5% acetic acid,
demonstrate reduced toxicity and increased stability
[27, 34]. Studies indicate that a small coating density of
5 mg Chitosan per 1 g of magnetite significantly decreases
toxicity [14]. In a previous study, investigations revealed
that both Fe3O4 and NiFe2O4 nanoparticle samples exhib-
ited no cytotoxicity towards four different cell types prior to
chitosan coating. Interestingly, after chitosan coating, the
Fe3O4-CS nanocomposite demonstrated heightened growth
inhibitory activity against human hepatocellular carcinoma
HepG2, with an IC50 value of 74.60 ± 8.10 µg/ml [3].

The aim of this study lies in the exploration of cytotoxic
and genotoxic effects exerted by magnetic iron oxide
nanoparticles (IONPs) and Chitosan-coated IONPs (CS-
IONPs) specifically on hepatocellular carcinoma cells
(HCC). The unique approach involves the synthesis of pure
Fe3O4 nanoparticles and their effective coating with Chit-
osan (CS), a natural biopolymer, to enhance biocompat-
ibility and enable precise targeting of cancer cells. This
investigation contributes to the understanding of the
potential therapeutic applications of these nanomaterials in
the context of hepatocellular carcinoma.

Materials and Methods

Synthesis of Magnetic Fe3O4 Nanoparticles

FeCl3·6H2O and FeCl2·4H2O in a ratio of 1.62:0.99 grams
were dissolved in 40 ml of deionized water. The magnetic

Fe3O4 nanoparticles were synthesized using the co-
precipitation method. Subsequently, 5 ml of ammonia
solution (28% w/v%) was introduced, followed by the
addition of 4.4 grams of sodium citrate after a 10-minute
interval. The reaction temperature was elevated to 90 °C
with continuous stirring for 30 min. After cooling, the
residue underwent two rounds of rinsing with acetone to
eliminate excess free citrate. Throughout the rinsing pro-
cess, the sample was separated from the supernatant using a
permanent magnet. Finally, the sample was subjected to
drying in a vacuum pump without the application of heat.

Synthesis of Chitosan-coated Magnetic Fe3O4
Nanoparticles

The surface of magnetic Fe3O4 nanoparticles underwent
modification through a coating process with a chitosan (CS)
solution. In this procedure, 0.25 g of magnetic Fe3O4 was
dispersed in a surfactant-containing cetyl trimethyl ammo-
nium bromide (CTAB) solution (2 grams of CTAB dissolved
in 400ml of deionized water), denoted as “solution c”.
Subsequently, 100ml of chitosan solution (0.02 grams of CS
powders dissolved in 100ml of a 1% (w/v) acetic acid
solution) was slowly added dropwise into solution c. The
resulting mixture underwent continuous stirring at a rotational
speed of 1000 rpm for one hour at room temperature.

Following the stirring period, a magnet bar was
employed to magnetically separate chitosan-coated MNPs
(CS) from the solution. The separated particles were thor-
oughly washed with ethanol and deionized water multiple
times. Finally, the obtained nanoparticles were dried over-
night at 60 °C.

Physical and Chemical Characterization of
the Prepared Formulations

Ultraviolet-visible (UV-Vis) Spectroscopy

The automated UV-vis Perkin-Elmer Model Lambda
20 spectrophotometer was used to perform the spectro-
scopic measurements in the range from 200 to 700 nm in
solution form.

Fourier-transform Infrared (FTIR) Spectroscopy

Infrared spectra were recorded by a PerkinElmer 1650
Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (4000–400 cm−1)
by KBr disks. The device was continuously purged with dry
air to remove the water vapor from the atmosphere. Via this
apparatus, apparent changes in the structure of the com-
pound can be observed by studying the variations of
bandwidth and frequency of the vibration modes.
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Transmission Electron Microscopy (TEM)

The morphology and structure of Fe3O4 nanoparticles and
CS-Fe3O4 nanoparticles were analyzed using TEM imaging
(JEM 1230 electron microscope, Jeol, Tokyo, Japan). A
small amount of diluted sample was applied to a copper-
coated carbon grid and allowed to air-dry for approximately
15 min. Excess dispersion was removed using filter paper,
and the grid was left to air-dry further. Subsequently, the
samples were examined using a high-resolution transmis-
sion electron microscope.

Dynamic Light Scattering (DLS)

Dynamic light scattering (DLS) analysis was conducted
using the Zetasizer Nano ZS90 (Malvern Instruments, UK)
to determine the particle size of Fe3O4 nanoparticles and
CS-Fe3O4 nanoparticles at 25 °C. Samples were appro-
priately diluted with deionized water before analysis. The
mean and distribution of the hydrodynamic diameter of the
two samples were then determined. The instrument was
equipped with a He–Ne laser radiation beam at 633 nm, and
the sample suspension was placed in the sample holder.
Back-scattered light was detected by a photomultiplier tube,
and the average size of the samples was calculated.

Zeta Potential (ZP)

DLS not only provides particle size information but also
offers insights into surface charges, known as Zeta Poten-
tial. The Zeta Potential was measured using the same
capillary cuvette immediately after determining the particle
size, utilizing the Zetasizer Nano ZS90 from Malvern
Instruments, UK. The magnitude of the zeta potential holds
significance in understanding the physical stability of
nanoparticles.

Vibrating Sample Magnetometer (VSM)

VSM analysis in this study is crucial for investigating the
magnetic properties of the synthesized nanoparticles. MNPs
hold significant importance in the development of localized
drug delivery systems for cancer patients. These nano-
particles serve as carriers for drugs, specifically targeted to
tumors. Once the drug-loaded nanoparticles enter the
patient’s bloodstream, the application of a magnetic field
helps retain these particles precisely at the tumor site. This
innovative approach represents a promising strategy in
cancer treatment, offering potential advancements in tar-
geted and effective therapeutic options for patients [35].

A magnetic hysteresis curve is obtained by vibrating the
sample magnetometer. The applied magnetics field was
changed, and magnetization properties of synthesized Fe3O4

and chitosan-coated Fe3O4 nanoparticles were measured at
37 °C.

Biological Studies

Cell Lines

HepG2, human liver carcinoma cell lines were provided
from ATCC (The American Type Culture Collection;
Manassas, VA, USA) thru VACSERA (The holding com-
pany for biological products and vaccines; Giza, Egypt).

MTT Assay (Cell Viability)

Using the MTT assay technique, Fe3O4 nanoparticles and
Fe3O4-CS were tested for their anticancer potential in
HepG2 cells during a 48-hour period. Based on metabolic
activity, the colorimetric and sensitive MTT test measures
cell viability quantitatively. The assay is based on the
reduction of 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5 diphenyl tet-
razolium bromide (MTT), a yellow, water-soluble substrate.
This reduction is mainly catalyzed by the enzyme mito-
chondrial lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) in live cells.
Through an enzymatic process, MTT is transformed into
insoluble crystals of (E, Z)-5-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-1,3-
diphenyl formazan (Formosan), which have a purple or dark
blue color. When the insoluble formazan is dissolved in
DMSO, a black color is produced that is closely correlated
with the quantity of cells and a measure of cell viability.
Preceding treatment, HepG2 cell lines were precultured and
then seeded in a 96-well microtiter plate (104 cells/well) for
24 h, allowing cells to attach to the plate wall. The inves-
tigated substances were added to the cells at different doses
(from 4.88 to 10,000 µg/ml), and match wells were made for
each dosage. The monolayer cells were cultured for 48 h at
37 °C with 5% CO2 in the air. After four hours of exposure,
the media were taken out and 40 µl of MTT solution was
applied to each well. Next, 200 µl of DMSO was added to
each well, and the mixture was gently shaken for 10 min at
room temperature to solubilize the MTT crystals. A
microplate reader was used to measure absorbance at
570 nm. Following the designated incubation period, the
survival curve for each cell line was created by graphing the
relationship between the drug concentration and the sur-
viving fraction [36–38] The concentration at which 50%
inhibition of cell viability (IC50) occurred was computed.

To establish a baseline for cell viability, the cells were
cultured in the culture media alone (untreated wells). The
treated cells were inspected under a microscope to check for
morphological alterations and separated cells [37, 38].

Moreover, optical densities (OD) were measured using a
Biotek 8000 ELISA plate reader, and the USA (Unit of
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Specific Absorbance) and half-maximal inhibitory dosages
(IC50) were calculated using the Masterplex-2010 appli-
cation. The findings came from three different trials [39].
The proportion of viable cells is equivalent to (treated cell
optical density / untreated cell optical density) times 100%.

HepG2 Cells Treatment with their IC50 of
Compounds

HepG2 cells were grown in a 75 cm2
flask and treated with

the indicated IC50 dosages in order to measure genotoxicity
and analyse oxidative stress indicators generated by expo-
sure to their respective IC50 concentrations, suggestive of a
50% reduction in cancer cell growth. Following treatment,
the cell culture was centrifuged for 15 min at 4000 rpm at
2–8 °C. The comet test was used to assess the genotoxicity
of the resultant pellet, and oxidative stress parameters were
measured by isolating the supernatant that included cellular
components. For further examination, the supernatant was
quickly frozen at −70 °C. Every evaluation pertaining to
indicators of oxidative stress and genotoxicity was con-
ducted at the Animal Reproduction Research Institute
located in Giza, Egypt.

Evaluation of DNA Damage using the Comet Assay

The objective of the straightforward genotoxicity procedure
known as the comet test, or single-cell gel electrophoresis,
is to assess cell DNA strand breakage [3]. Comet percen-
tage, tail length, percentage of DNA in the tail, and olive
moment were significant metrics utilized to assess DNA
damage. Using agarose as a soaking medium, the cells were
lysed on a microscope slide with a high-salinity solution
and detergent to produce nucleoids, which are composed of
supercoiled DNA loops connected to the nuclear matrix.
The slide was removed from the lysis solution and allowed
to sit at room temperature in an alkaline solution for forty
minutes while the outside world was dark.

Subsequently, the slide was left to air dry for twenty
minutes. This was followed by two five-minute Tris-Borate
EDTA (TBE) washes, and low-voltage electrophoresis.
SYBR green, which is specifically designed for the comet
assay, was applied to the slide, and it was then allowed to
air-dry for six hours at room temperature. The stained slide
was examined under a fluorescence microscope, and the data
were analyzed using the LAI Comet test analysis software.

Identification of Markers for Oxidative Stress and
Antioxidative Activities

The activity levels of GPx, CAT, and SOD were measured,
together with MDA levels, in order to assess potential
material toxicity in HepG2 cells.

Measuring the Activity of Superoxide
Dismutase (SOD)

Because they aid in the conversion of the superoxide anion
into molecular oxygen and hydrogen peroxide, SOD are
essential components of the cellular antioxidant defense
system. The measurement of SOD activity depends on the
enzyme capacity to block the reduction of Nitroblue tetra-
zolium dye (NBT) in the presence of NADH, which is
mediated by phenazine methosulphate (PMS). For five
minutes at 25 °C, the sample’s increased absorbance was
seen at a wavelength of 560 nm [12]. The SOD activity was
determined in units per milliliter sample (U/ml).

Assessment of Catalase Activity using the CAT Assay

An essential part of the body’s defense against hydrogen
peroxide (H2O2), a strong oxidant that can cause intracellular
damage, is the antioxidant enzyme CAT, which is present in
the majority of aerobic cells. An essential technique for
examining oxidative stress is the CAT assay, which has been
included in the repertory of antioxidant biomarkers. CAT
reaction with a certain amount of H2O2 was used to evaluate
CAT activity after the Aebi technique [40].

At 25 °C, the CAT inhibitor precisely stopped the pro-
cess after 1 minute. Any leftover H2O2 in the presence of
peroxidase reacted with 4-aminophenazone (AAP) and 3,5-
Dichloro-2-hydroxybenzene sulfonic (DHBS) acid to form
Quinoneimine Red Dye, a chromophore whose color
intensity was inversely proportional to the CAT con-
centration in the samples. Following a 10 min incubation
period at 37 °C, the absorbance of the samples was mea-
sured at 510 nm, and the CAT activity was reported in units
per liter (U/L).

Measuring the Activity of Glutathione
Peroxidase (GPX)

Within the GPx enzyme family, cellular glutathione per-
oxidase (c-GPx) is essential for the detoxification of per-
oxides in cells. Since peroxides can break down into
extremely reactive radicals, the GPx enzyme serves as a
defense mechanism, protecting the cell from the damaging
effects of free radicals, especially lipid peroxidation. This
assay uses an indirect approach to measure the activity of
c-GPx. This technique uses a UV spectrophotometric
approach and involves adding glutathione reductase,
β-nicotinamide-adenine dinucleotide phosphate reduced
(NADPH), and glutathione (GSH) to the sample. The
enzyme reaction starts as soon as hydrogen peroxide (H2O2)
is added to the mixture. Subsequently, the reduction in
absorbance is measured at 340 nm/min for three minutes.
The rate of decrease is directly proportional to the GPx
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activity present in the sample, and the results are expressed
in U/g tissue.

Quantification of Lipid Peroxidation Levels using
the MDA Assay

MDA is a byproduct of peroxidation in cells, particularly
resulting from the peroxidation of polyunsaturated fatty
acids. Elevated levels of free radicals can instigate lipid
peroxidation, leading to an excessive production of MDA.
Measurement of MDA levels serves as an indicative marker
for lipid peroxidation, offering valuable insights into oxi-
dative stress conditions [41]. Thio barbituric acid (TBA)
and MDA react in an acidic media for 30 min at 95 °C to
produce the Thio barbituric acid reactive product, which is
used to measure MDA levels. At 534 nm, the absorbance of
the resulting pink product is determined [42]. MDA levels
are quantified in terms of nmol/ml.in terms of nmol/ml.

Statistical Analysis

The data generated in this study were derived from a
minimum of three independent experiments, and the out-
comes were expressed as the mean ± standard deviation
(SD). Statistical analyses, including comparisons for both
independent and dependent materials, were performed using
SPSS version 26, with significance considered at P < 0.05.

Results and Discussion

FTIR Spectroscopy Analysis

Figure 1 illustrates the FTIR spectra of the synthesized
Fe3O4 nanoparticles and Fe3O4-CS within the temperature

range of 4000–400 cm−1 at room temperature. The FTIR
analysis was conducted to validate the formation of the
spinel structure and the synthesis of Fe3O4 and Fe3O4-CS
nanomaterials. A broad band observed around 3400 cm−1

corresponds to the O˗H stretching vibration, indicating the
OH group stretching vibration mode within the
3200–3600 cm−1 range. For the pure Fe3O4 nanoparticles,
the spectrum exhibited three distinctive peaks at 667, 1642,
and 3441 cm−1, representing the stretching and torsional
vibration modes of Fe–O bonds in the tetrahedral and
octahedral sites, respectively. The FTIR spectrum of Fe3O4-
CS nanomaterials displayed characteristic peaks associated
with both CS and iron oxide. The robust absorption peak at
625 cm−1 confirmed the presence of the Fe–O bond core in
the Fe3O4 nanoparticles. Simultaneously, absorption peaks
related to CS were observed at 1072, 1468, 1631, 2920, and
3416 cm−1, indicating the successful coating of Fe3O4

nanoparticles by the CS.
shifts in the NH bending vibration band (from 1642 to

1631 cm−1) and the Fe–O stretching band (from 667 to
625 cm−1) were seen upon coating with CS, suggesting the
attachment of iron ions to the NH2 group of CS. Further-
more, it was suggested that the surface-charged Fe3O4

nanoparticles interacted with the cationic biopolymer matrix
of CS through electrostatic interactions and hydrogen
bonding with the –NH2/OH group, forming a hybrid
nanomaterial, based on the shifts in the O–H and N–H
stretching vibrations (from 3441 to 3416 cm−1) [3].

TEM Analysis

TEM has observed the size and morphology of synthesized
Fe3O4 and Fe3O4-CS. Images obtained demonstrated that, in
comparison to Fe3O4, the synthesized Fe3O4-CS are almost
spherical and have a more uniform size distribution. The
average diameters are around 6.03 ± 1.89 nm (bare MNP)
and 4.92 ± 1.17 nm (CS MNP) and shows in Fig. 2. The
histogram (Fig. 3) shows the particle size distribution, the
size of Fe3O4 particles varies from 4–14 nm with an average
size of 7.9 nm. The size of Fe3O4-CS particles varies from
3–8 nm with an average size of 5.4 nm. The selected area
electron diffraction pattern (Fig. 4) shows the different
interplanar spacing of (111), (220), (311), (400), (422) and
(511) with diffracting conditions and matched well with the
XRD pattern, which also confirms the structure of the pre-
pared materials.

Dynamic light scattering (DLS)

The particle size analysis was performed using dynamic
light scattering technique. The average hydrodynamic size
for Fe3O4 nanoparticles and Fe3O4-CS were 31.80 ± 9.90 nm
and 25.59 ± 8.14 nm, respectively (see Fig. 5). The
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difference in the size found via the DLS technique compared
to that found via TEM could be returned to that DLS mea-
sures the hydrodynamic diameter, which means that the
primary particle size plus the layer of hydration around
nanoparticles in the aqueous medium [43].

Zeta Potential (ZP) Analysis

ZP serves as a valuable characterization technique for
determining the surface charge of nanoparticles in solutions,
a crucial aspect in the development of drug delivery car-
riers. When charged particles exist in a solution, their sur-
faces attract molecules with opposite charges, forming a
thin liquid layer known as the stern layer. As the particle
diffuses, an outer layer with loosely associated ions sur-
rounds it. The term of ZP refers to the electrical potential of
this resulting double layer. Nanoparticle zeta potentials
typically range between −100 and +100 mV, with an
increasing zeta value signifying greater stability and cate-
gorizing them as strongly cationic or strongly anionic [44].
Figure 6 illustrates the mean zeta potential for the examined
Fe3O4 nanoparticles and Fe3O4-CS as −8.30 ± 3.55 mV and

−25 ± 4.88 mV, respectively. The increase in mean zeta
potential for Fe3O4-CS indicates enhanced stability due to
the negative surface charge resulting from the hydrolysis of
surface metal ions. Given that most cellular membranes
carry a negative charge, the zeta potential plays a role in a
nanoparticle permeation tendency. The negative value of
Fe3O4-CS signifies high stability and homogeneity attrib-
uted to the repulsive forces among particles [45, 46].

Fig. 2 TEM images of (A)
Fe3O4 nanoparticles and (B)
Fe3O4-CS
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The calculated Polydispersity Index (PDI) values for the
Fe3O4 and Fe3O4-CS nanoparticles were found to be 0.361
and 0.417, respectively. These figures signify a moderately
uniform size distribution for both nanoparticle types, with
the slightly higher PDI for Fe3O4-CS attributed to the
chitosan coating process. The inherent variability intro-
duced by the non-uniform thickness of the chitosan coating
around different nanoparticles highlights the intricate
dynamics involved in the coating process, influencing the
ultimate size and distribution of the coated nanoparticles.
The significance of these PDI values becomes particularly
pronounced in the context of biological applications. A
moderate level of polydispersity (PDI < 0.5) indicates that
the nanoparticles possess sufficient uniformity for a wide
range of biomedical applications.

UV-Vis Spectroscopy Analysis

UV-vis spectroscopy is a crucial tool for confirming the
successful synthesis of nanoparticles and was employed to
monitor the formation of nanomaterials. The spectral

analysis covered a range of 200–700 nm, as illustrated in
Fig. 7. The synthesized Fe3O4 exhibited a distinct spectral
absorbance peak at 324 nm, a characteristic feature asso-
ciated with Fe3O4 in the 300–400 nm range. Following the
addition of a chitosan solution to the synthesized Fe3O4, a
notable shift in the maximum absorbance was observed at
372 nm. Moreover, the absorption wavelength in the
260–300 nm range in Fe3O4 corresponds to chitosan, indi-
cating π→ π* transitions of C=O [47]. The observed
changes in the absorbance spectrum, characterized by
broadening, provide initial evidence supporting surface
modifications of Fe3O4 [48].

Vibrating Sample Magnetometer (VSM) Analysis

A magnetic hysteresis curve was generated through the
operation of a vibrating sample magnetometer, involving a
variation in the applied magnetic field to measure the
magnetization properties of the synthesized Fe3O4 and
Chitosan-coated Fe3O4 nanoparticles at 37 °C. The mag-
netic hysteresis curves (Fig. 8) revealed that the saturation
magnetization (Ms) of Fe3O4 was 53.56 emu/g, whereas for
Chitosan-coated Fe3O4, it was 40.24 emu/g. This is con-
sistent with the idea that, under the assumption that ionic
configurations remain unchanged, Ms values in nanos-
tructured materials are often less than those in bulk mate-
rials. Significantly, the Ms value of Fe3O4-CS revealed a
thin coating of chitosan on the nanoparticles, which makes
it difficult to detect the magnetization statistically. This
result is in line with TEM pictures. The magnetic hysteresis
curves clearly show that these nanoparticles behave super-
paramagnetically, which is supported by the absence of
remanence or coercivity in the magnetization curves and the
nanosize of the particles. On the other hand, super-
paramagnetic nanoparticles are useful for a number of
biological uses, such as cancer treatment for hyperthermia
and as magnetic resonance imaging contrast agents [49].
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Biological Studies

Impact of Nano Formulations on HepG2 Cells -
Cytotoxicity Assessment

The MTT assay was conducted on HepG2 cells line to
assess the antiproliferative effects of the both materials
(refer to Fig. 9), spanning a cell incubation period of 48 h.
The relation between relative cell viability and medication
concentration was graphically represented to generate the
survival curve of HepG2 cells (see Fig. 10), wherein the
corresponding IC50 values are indicated. IC50 represents
the concentration capable of diminishing the proliferation of
cancer cells.

The in vitro cytotoxicity study of the compounds against
HepG2 cells revealed that Fe3O4 demonstrated weak
anticancer activity, exhibiting an IC50 value of
(383.71 ± 23.9 μg/ml) against this specific cancer cell line.
In contrast, Fe3O4-CS exhibited significant activity with
IC50 concentrations of 39.15 ± 39.2 μg/ml, showcasing a
highly potent cytotoxic impact on HepG2 cancer cells. The
IC50 values underscore the notable cytotoxic efficacy of
Fe3O4-CS. This can lead to this substance being classed as a
chemotherapeutic agent.

Evaluation of DNA Damage using Comet Assay

The Comet assay revealed the photo-induced DNA dama-
ging capacity of the compounds at the individual cell level,
commonly employed to distinguish single- and double-
strand breaks as genotoxic features. HepG2 cells, in con-
junction with untreated control cells, underwent exposure to
the respective IC50 concentrations of the compounds for
48 h. The DNA of untreated control cells showed no comet
formation, indicating intact DNA. Results were presented
through fluorescence-stained comet images (Fig. 11) and
covered five critical parameters: percentage of damage
(comet%), % DNA in the tail, tail length, and olive moment.
This comprehensive assessment offered insights into DNA
damage. Tail length signifies the extent of DNA migration
from the nuclear core to the anode under electrical flux,
while % DNA in the tail indicates the proportion of damaged
DNA. The olive moment is particularly effective in identi-
fying heterogeneity within a cell population by detecting
variations in DNA distribution within the tail. DNA damage
is quantified by measuring the distance between the nucleus
genetic material (comet head) and the subsequent ‘tail.’
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The analysis of DNA damage through the Comet assay
unveiled distinct parameters among various samples,
including the control, Fe3O4, and Fe3O4-CS. The Comet %,
reflecting DNA fragmentation, registered at 10.2% for the
control, denoting baseline damage levels. Conversely,
Fe3O4 exhibited an elevated Comet % of 14.6%, implying a
heightened degree of DNA fragmentation. Remarkably,
the Fe3O4-CS sample demonstrated a further increase in
Comet %, reaching 16.5%, suggesting a potentially more
significant impact on DNA integrity. Tail length, indicating
DNA migration extent, measured at 6.9 px for the control,
8.9 px for Fe3O4, and 7.7 px for Fe3O4-CS. % DNA in Tail,
representing the proportion of damaged DNA, escalated
from 7.9% (control) to 8.2% (Fe3O4) and significantly to
15.5% (Fe3O4-CS). Tail moment and Olive tail moment,
reflecting DNA damage intensity, exhibited similar trends,
with Fe3O4-CS displaying the highest values. These
observations imply that Fe3O4-CS may induce more pro-
nounced DNA damage compared to both the control and
Fe3O4 samples.

Figure 12 displays the mean values of all parameters for
cells subjected to treatment with Fe3O4, Fe3O4-CS, and the
control group. When compared to cells treated with Fe3O4,
Fe3O4-CS showed a highly significant effect on DNA
damage and indicated a faster migration of DNA to the
anode. The findings of the comet test showed that HepG2
cells DNA damage increased with material concentration,

with Fe3O4-CS showing a very low IC50 value and offering
a therapeutic benefit in the treatment of cancer. Conse-
quently, Fe3O4-CS demonstrated the potential to induce
DNA fragmentation, leading to apoptosis and triggering
genetic material breakdown, including DNA double-strand
breaks.

Determination of Oxidative Stress Markers

After 48 h of HepG2 exposure to the IC50 concentrations of
the materials, it is imperative to scrutinize the effects of
Fe3O4 and Fe3O4-CS on antioxidant defenses such as SOD,
CAT, GPx, and the oxidant MDA. Cancer cells, driven by
oncogenic activation, heightened metabolic activity, and
mitochondrial damage, generate various ROS [21], High
levels of oxidative stress, characterized by an increased
production of ROS, can potentially induce cytotoxicity,
impede cell growth, and initiate cell death through apop-
tosis/necrosis. The role of antioxidants in mitigating ROS is
crucial. Endogenous antioxidative enzymes such as SOD,
CAT, and GPx play a pivotal role in managing cellular
oxidative stress [50]. Extended periods of oxidative stress
cause a change in antioxidant activity. SOD are metal-
loenzymes that catalyse the conversion of superoxide
anions into molecular oxygen and hydrogen peroxide,
which is an essential component of cells’ antioxidant
defense system [51].

Fig. 10 Effect of (A) Fe3O4 and (B) Fe3O4-CS on cell viability of HepG2 cancer cells. The results presented in this study are based on at least three
separate experiments, with values shown as the average ± standard deviation (SD)

Fig. 11 Fluorescence-stained
comet images of HepG2 cells.
A Control cells (untreated cells),
(B) Treated cells with Fe3O4,
(C) Treated cells with Fe3O4-
CSE
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After treating HepG2 cells with Fe3O4 and Fe3O4-CS, as
depicted in Fig. 13, the synthesized materials exhibited a
notable increase in SOD activity. Cancer cells tend to generate
higher levels of ROS compared to healthy cells, playing a role
in cancer initiation and progression [52]. It has also been
observed that the antioxidant levels generally elevate in various

types of cancer. SOD, being a ubiquitous antioxidant with low
levels in cancer cells, might experience an upsurge in activity
due to the damage induced by heightened ROS levels [53]. In
the current study, the elevated SOD activity suggests that,
initially, as a response to cancer, ROS levels are elevated, and
SOD increases to counteract the heightened ROS levels.
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Moreover, heightened SOD activity triggers increased
production of ROS in the HepG2 cells under examination,
subsequently inducing cell apoptosis. The majority of
aerobic cells have the vital antioxidative enzyme CAT,
which is involved in the body’s defense against hydrogen
peroxide (H2O2), a strong oxidant that can cause intracel-
lular damage. Following the treatment with Fe3O4 and
Fe3O4-CS, a decrease in CAT activity is observed, possibly
attributed to the damage induced by ROS. Nevertheless, the
CAT enzyme serves an anti-apoptotic and protective func-
tion by eliminating ROS, and its suppression may elevate
ROS levels, leading to oxidative damage [54]. This suggests
that the CAT role in converting H2O2 into H2O and O2

might be compromised in cancer, impairing its antioxidant
action. The observed higher SOD activity also correlates
with a reduced production of H2O2.

In the current study, it was observed that Fe3O4-CS led to
a significant increase in GPx activity. These findings
underscore the enhanced antioxidant capacity of the anti-
oxidant system in response to oxidative stress, highlighting
the crucial role of the GPx enzyme in detecting oxidative

stress sensitivity. Figure 13 illustrates the GPx activity in
both control and treated HepG2 cells, revealing a notable
increase compared to the control cells. c-GPx belonging to
the GPx enzyme family, plays a pivotal role in detoxifying
peroxides within cells. Given that peroxides can decompose
into highly reactive radicals, the GPx enzyme is instru-
mental in safeguarding cells against free radical damage,
particularly lipid peroxidation [55]. The observed correla-
tion between GPx levels and the incidence of ROS indicates
the cell’s reliance on GPx for detoxifying free radicals.
Furthermore, the elevation of reduced glutathione (GSH)
levels due to increased GPx activity may contribute to cell
death by accumulating a substantial amount of ROS.
Antioxidant enzyme levels and their sensitive equilibrium
must be maintained since they have a significant effect on
cellular oxidative stress [21].

The peroxidation of polyunsaturated fatty acids in cells
can lead to the generation of MDA. Increased levels of free
radicals contribute to lipid peroxidation, causing an excess
production of MDA. The MDA level serves as a key marker
for assessing lipid peroxidation, offering valuable insights
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into oxidative stress [52]. Therefore, the observed rise in
lipid peroxidation levels in HepG2 cells treated with Fe3O4-
CS may be linked to a significant simultaneous increase in
SOD activity. SOD antioxidant properties play a pivotal
role in preventing lipid peroxidation. The modulation in the
activities of SOD, CAT, and GPx in treated HepG2 cells
could be associated with their utilization in neutralizing
ROS generated during the treatment. Excessive ROS pro-
duction is known to induce lipid peroxidation, involving the
conversion of polyunsaturated fatty acids in the cell mem-
brane into detrimental lipid peroxides. This process leads to
membrane damage and, ultimately, cell death [56].

Table 1 shows the enzymatic activities and oxidative
stress markers that were evaluated in the study. The control
group exhibited SOD, CAT, GPx, and MDA levels at
54.88 U/ml, 0.09 U/L, 0.24 U/gT, and 20.08 nmol/gT,
respectively. Fe3O4 nanoparticles induced notable changes
in enzymatic activity with values of 173.78 U/ml for SOD,
0.07 U/L for CAT, 4.36 U/gT for GPx, and 20.42 nmol/gT
for MDA. Fe3O4-CS nanoparticles displayed distinct
alterations in oxidative stress markers, indicating elevated
levels compared to the control and Fe3O4 groups. Notably,
SOD, CAT, GPx, and MDA reached levels of 192.07 U/ml,
0.03 U/L, 18.76 U/gT, and 30.33 nmol/gT, respectively.

The observed variations in SOD, CAT, GPx, and MDA
indicate an induction of oxidative stress, an increase in ROS
production, and the release of antioxidant amounts follow-
ing the treatment of HepG2 cells with Fe3O4-CS nanoma-
terials. These findings may provide valuable insights for
future approaches in the design of anticancer drugs.

Conclusion

An extensive investigation was conducted to characterize the
prepared Fe3O4 nanoparticles and Fe3O4-CS using a range of
analytical techniques, providing a detailed understanding of
their structural, morphological, and functional attributes.
FTIR spectroscopy validated the successful synthesis and
coating of Fe3O4 nanoparticles with CS. The observed shifts
in absorption bands indicated interactions between surface-
charged Fe3O4 nanoparticles and the cationic biopolymer
matrix of CS through electrostatic interactions and hydrogen
bonding, resulting in the creation of a hybrid nanomaterial.

Insights into the size and morphology of the nanoparticles
were obtained through TEM and DLS. TEM images revealed
the nearly spherical nature of both Fe3O4 nanoparticles and
CS- Fe3O4, with the latter exhibiting a more uniform size
distribution. DLS analysis corroborated these findings,
demonstrating hydrodynamic sizes in aqueous solution con-
sistent with TEM results. Zeta potential measurements high-
lighted the high stability and homogeneity of both Fe3O4

nanoparticles and CS- Fe3O4, with strongly negative values
indicating repulsive forces among particles. The reduction in
zeta potential following the coating with CS confirmed the
successful modification of Fe3O4 nanoparticles. UV-Vis
spectroscopy illustrated the formation of the nanomaterials,
with absorbance shifts corresponding to the synthesis and
coating processes. These spectral changes supported the sur-
face modifications of Fe3O4 nanoparticles with CS. VSM
analysis elucidated the magnetic properties of the synthesized
Fe3O4 and chitosan-coated Fe3O4 nanoparticles. The satura-
tion magnetization values indicated superparamagnetic beha-
vior, rendering them suitable for biomedical applications such
as hyperthermia cancer therapy and magnetic resonance
imaging contrast agents. Biological studies delved into the
cytotoxicity, DNA damage, and oxidative stress markers of
the synthesized nanomaterials. The MTT assay revealed
potent cytotoxicity of Fe3O4-CS against HepG2 cells, dis-
playing a significantly lower IC50 (39.15 ± 1.7 μg/ml) com-
pared to Fe3O4 alone (383.71 ± 23.9 μg/ml). The Comet assay
demonstrated a substantial impact on DNA damage, sug-
gesting the potential of CS- Fe3O4 to induce apoptosis and
DNA double-strand breaks. Evaluation of oxidative stress
markers demonstrated an increase in SOD activity after
treatment with Fe3O4-CS, indicating an adaptive response to
elevated ROS levels in cancer cells. Changes in ‘. and GPx
activities reflected the intricate balance of antioxidant defen-
ses in response to oxidative stress. The elevation in MDA
levels indicated lipid peroxidation, emphasizing the potential
of Fe3O4-CS to induce oxidative stress in HepG2 cells.
Finally, the thorough characterization and biological assess-
ments of Fe3O4 nanoparticles and Fe3O4-CS underscore their
versatility and potential applications in cancer therapy. The
amalgamation of magnetic properties and cytotoxic effects
positions CS- Fe3O4 as a compelling candidate for further
exploration in targeted drug delivery and cancer treatment.
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Table 1 Enzymatic Activities and Oxidative Stress Markers in HepG2
Cells Exposed to Nanoparticles

Samples SOD (U/Ml) CAT (U/L) GPx (U/gT) MDA (nmol/gT)

Control 54.88 0.09 0.24 20.08

Fe3O4 173.78 0.07 4.36 20.42

Fe3O4-CS 192.07 0.03 18.76 30.33

Cell Biochemistry and Biophysics (2024) 82:1027–1042 1039



Compliance with Ethical Standards

Conflict of interest The authors declare no competing interests.

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://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

1. Liang, J., Li, F., Fang, Y., Yang, W., An, X., Zhao, L., & Hu, Q.
(2011). Synthesis, characterization and cytotoxicity studies of
chitosan-coated tea polyphenols nanoparticles. Colloids and Sur-
faces B: Biointerfaces, 82(2), 297–301. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
colsurfb.2010.08.045.

2. Misra, R., Acharya, S., & Sahoo, S. K. (2010). Cancer nano-
technology: application of nanotechnology in cancer therapy.
Drug Discovery Today. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drudis.2010.08.
006.

3. Badry, M. D., Wahba, M. A., Khaled, R., Ali, M. M., & Farghali,
A. A. (2017). Synthesis, characterization, and in vitro anticancer
evaluation of iron oxide/chitosan nanocomposites. Synthesis and
Reactivity in Inorganic, Metal-Organic and Nano-Metal Chem-
istry, 47(3), 405–411. https://doi.org/10.1080/15533174.2016.
1186064.

4. Magdolenova, Z., Drlickova, M., Henjum, K., Rundén-Pran, E.,
Tulinska, J., Bilanicova, D., & Dusinska, M. (2015). Coating-
dependent induction of cytotoxicity and genotoxicity of iron oxide
nanoparticles. Nanotoxicology, 9(S1), 44–56. https://doi.org/10.
3109/17435390.2013.847505.

5. Ayyanaar, S., Balachandran, C., Bhaskar, R. C., Kesavan, M. P.,
Aoki, S., Raja, R. P., & Rajagopal, G. (2020). ROS-responsive
chitosan coated magnetic iron oxide nanoparticles as potential
vehicles for targeted drug delivery in cancer therapy. International
Journal of Nanomedicine, 15, 3333–3346. https://doi.org/10.
2147/IJN.S249240.

6. Saikia, C., Das, M. K., Ramteke, A., & Maji, T. K. (2016). Effect
of crosslinker on drug delivery properties of curcumin loaded
starch coated iron oxide nanoparticles. International Journal of
Biological Macromolecules, 93, 1121–1132. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.ijbiomac.2016.09.043.

7. Nemmar, A., Beegam, S., Yuvaraju, P., Yasin, J., Tariq, S.,
Attoub, S., & Ali, B. H. (2016). Ultrasmall superparamagnetic iron
oxide nanoparticles acutely promote thrombosis and cardiac oxi-
dative stress and DNA damage in mice. Particle and Fibre Tox-
icology, 13(1), 22 https://doi.org/10.1186/S12989-016-0132-X.

8. Valko, M., Leibfritz, D., Moncol, J., Cronin, M. T. D., Mazur, M.,
& Telser, J. (2007). Free radicals and antioxidants in normal
physiological functions and human disease. International Journal

of Biochemistry and Cell Biology, 39(1), 44–84. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.biocel.2006.07.001.

9. Zavisova, V., Koneracka, M., Kovac, J., Kubovcikova, M., Antal,
I., Kopcansky, P., & Muckova, M. (2015). The cytotoxicity of
iron oxide nanoparticles with different modifications evaluated
in vitro. Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials, 380,
85–89. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2014.10.041.

10. Shi, S. F., Jia, J. F., Guo, X. K., Zhao, Y. P., Chen, D. S., Guo, Y.
Y., & Zhang, X. L. (2012). Biocompatibility of chitosan-coated
iron oxide nanoparticles with osteoblast cells. International
Journal of Nanomedicine, 7, 5593–5602. https://doi.org/10.2147/
IJN.S34348.

11. Jones, K. (2007). Aloe vera in the management of oxidative stress.
14–18.

12. Costantini, S., Di Bernardo, G., Cammarota, M., Castello, G., &
Colonna, G. (2013). Gene expression signature of human HepG2
cell line. Gene, 518(2), 335–345. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gene.
2012.12.106.

13. Ghosh, S., Ghosh, I., Chakrabarti, M., & Mukherjee, A. (2020).
Genotoxicity and biocompatibility of superparamagnetic iron
oxide nanoparticles: Influence of surface modification on biodis-
tribution, retention, DNA damage and oxidative stress. Food and
Chemical Toxicology, 136, 110989. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.
2019.110989.

14. Ansari, M. O., Parveen, N., Ahmad, M. F., Wani, A. L., Afrin, S.,
Rahman, Y., & Shadab, G. G. H. A. (2019). Evaluation of DNA
interaction, genotoxicity and oxidative stress induced by iron
oxide nanoparticles both in vitro and in vivo: attenuation by
thymoquinone. Scientific Reports, 9(1), 6912. https://doi.org/10.
1038/s41598-019-43188-5.

15. Riddell, R. J., Clothier, R. H., & Balls, M. (1986). An evaluation
of three in vitro cytotoxicity assays. Fd Chem. Toxic (Vol. 24).

16. Braydich-Stolle, L., Hussain, S., Schlager, J. J., & Hofmann, M.
C. (2005). In vitro cytotoxicity of nanoparticles in mammalian
germline stem cells. Toxicological Sciences, 88(2), 412–419.
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfi256.

17. Gurunathan, S., Han, J. W., Eppakayala, V., Jeyaraj, M., & Kim,
J. H. (2013). Cytotoxicity of biologically synthesized silver
nanoparticles in MDA-MB-231 human breast cancer cells.
BioMed Research International, 2013, 535796. https://doi.org/10.
1155/2013/535796.

18. Kim, D. H., Lee, S. H., Im, K. H., Kim, K. N., Kim, K. M., Shim,
I. B., … Lee, Y. K. (2006). Surface-modified magnetite nano-
particles for hyperthermia: Preparation, characterization, and
cytotoxicity studies. Current Applied Physics, 6. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.cap.2006.01.048.

19. Unsoy, G., Yalcin, S., Khodadust, R., Gunduz, G., & Gunduz, U.
(2012). Synthesis optimization and characterization of chitosan-
coated iron oxide nanoparticles produced for biomedical appli-
cations. Journal of Nanoparticle Research, 14(11). https://doi.org/
10.1007/s11051-012-0964-8.

20. Shukla, S., Jadaun, A., Arora, V., Sinha, R. K., Biyani, N., & Jain,
V. K. (2015). In vitro toxicity assessment of chitosan oligo-
saccharide coated iron oxide nanoparticles. Toxicology Reports, 2,
27–39. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxrep.2014.11.002.

21. Lewinski, N., Colvin, V., & Drezek, R. (2008). Cytotoxicity of
nanopartides. Small, 4(1 Jan), 26–49. https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.
200700595.

22. Castelló, J., Gallardo, M., Busquets, M. A., & Estelrich, J. (2015).
Chitosan (or alginate)-coated iron oxide nanoparticles: a com-
parative study. Colloids and Surfaces A: Physicochemical and
Engineering Aspects, 468, 151–158. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
colsurfa.2014.12.031.

23. Fathy, M. M., Fahmy, H. M., Saad, O. A., & Elshemey, W. M.
(2019). Silica-coated iron oxide nanoparticles as a novel nano-

1040 Cell Biochemistry and Biophysics (2024) 82:1027–1042

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2010.08.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2010.08.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drudis.2010.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drudis.2010.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/15533174.2016.1186064
https://doi.org/10.1080/15533174.2016.1186064
https://doi.org/10.3109/17435390.2013.847505
https://doi.org/10.3109/17435390.2013.847505
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S249240
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S249240
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2016.09.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2016.09.043
https://doi.org/10.1186/S12989-016-0132-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocel.2006.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocel.2006.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2014.10.041
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S34348
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S34348
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gene.2012.12.106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gene.2012.12.106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2019.110989
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2019.110989
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-43188-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-43188-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfi256
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/535796
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/535796
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cap.2006.01.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cap.2006.01.048
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-012-0964-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-012-0964-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxrep.2014.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.200700595
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.200700595
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2014.12.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2014.12.031


radiosensitizer for electron therapy. Life Sciences, 234, 116756.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2019.116756.

24. Pham, X. N., Nguyen, T. P., Pham, T. N., Tran, T. T. N., & Tran,
T. V. T. (2016). Synthesis and characterization of chitosan-coated
magnetite nanoparticles and their application in curcumin drug
delivery. Advances in Natural Sciences: Nanoscience and Nano-
technology, 7(4), 184–195. https://doi.org/10.1088/2043-6262/7/
4/045010.

25. Yallapu, M. M., Othman, S. F., Curtis, E. T., Bauer, N. A.,
Chauhan, N., Kumar, D., & Chauhan, S. C. (2012). Curcumin-
loaded magnetic nanoparticles for breast cancer therapeutics and
imaging applications. International Journal of Nanomedicine, 7,
1761–1779. https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S29290.

26. Nosrati, H., Sefidi, N., Sharafi, A., Danafar, H., & Kheiri Manjili,
H. (2018). Bovine Serum Albumin (BSA) coated iron oxide
magnetic nanoparticles as biocompatible carriers for curcumin-
anticancer drug. Bioorganic Chemistry, 76, 501–509. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.bioorg.2017.12.033.

27. Lee, H. S., Shao, H., Huang, Y., & Kwak, B. (2005). Synthesis of
MRI contrast agent by coating superparamagnetic iron oxide with
chitosan. IEEE Transactions on Magnetics, 41(10), 4102–4104.
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2005.855338.

28. Ahmad, M. Z., Rizwanullah, M. D., Ahmad, J., Alasmary, M. Y.,
Akhter, M. D. H., Abdel-Wahab, B. A., & Haque, A. (2022).
Progress in nanomedicine-based drug delivery in designing of
chitosan nanoparticles for cancer therapy. International Journal of
Polymeric Materials and Polymeric Biomaterials, 71(8),
602–623. https://doi.org/10.1080/00914037.2020.1869737.

29. Abedian, Z., Moghadamnia, A. A., Zabihi, E., Pourbagher, R.,
Nouri, H. R., Tashakorian, H., & Jenabian, N. (2019). Anticancer
properties of chitosan against osteosarcoma, breast cancer and
cervical cancer cell lines. Babol-caspjim, 10(4), 439–446. https://
doi.org/10.22088/cjim.10.4.439.

30. Maleki Dana, P., Hallajzadeh, J., Asemi, Z., Mansournia, M. A.,
& Yousefi, B. (2021). Chitosan applications in studying and
managing osteosarcoma. International Journal of Biological
Macromolecules, 169, 321–329. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbioma
c.2020.12.058.

31. Nandi, A., Yan, L. J., Jana, C. K., & Das, N. (2019). Role of
catalase in oxidative stress- and age-associated degenerative dis-
eases. Oxidative Medicine and Cellular Longevity, 2019,
9613090. https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/9613090.

32. Kumar, S., Dutta, J., & Dutta, P. K. (2009). Preparation and
characterization of N-heterocyclic chitosan derivative based gels
for biomedical applications. International Journal of Biological
Macromolecules, 45(4), 330–337. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijbiomac.2009.08.002.

33. Qu, J. B., Shao, H. H., Jing, G. L., & Huang, F. (2013). PEG-
chitosan-coated iron oxide nanoparticles with high saturated
magnetization as carriers of 10-hydroxycamptothecin: Prepara-
tion, characterization and cytotoxicity studies. Colloids and Sur-
faces B: Biointerfaces, 102, 37–44. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
colsurfb.2012.08.004.

34. Shi, S. F., Jia, J. F., Guo, X. K., Zhao, Y. P., Chen, D. S., Guo, Y.
Y., & Zhang, X. L. (2016). Reduced Staphylococcus aureus
biofilm formation in the presence of chitosan-coated iron oxide
nanoparticles. International Journal of Nanomedicine, 11,
6499–6506. https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S41371.

35. Arruebo, M., Fernández-Pacheco, R., Ibarra, M. R., & Santamaría,
J. (2007). Magnetic nanoparticles for drug delivery. Nano Today,
2(3), 22–32. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1748-0132(07)70084-1.

36. Arzumanian, V. A., Kiseleva, O. I., & Poverennaya, E. V. (2021).
The curious case of the HepG2 cell line: 40 years of expertise.
International Journal of Molecular Sciences. MDPI, 22(23),
13135. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms222313135.

37. Moshfegh, A., Salehzadeh, A., Sadat Shandiz, S. A., Shafaghi,
M., Naeemi, A. S., & Salehi, S. (2019). Phytochemical analysis,
antioxidant, anticancer and antibacterial properties of the caspian
sea red macroalgae, laurencia caspica. Iranian Journal of Science
and Technology, Transactions A: Science, 43(1), 49–56. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s40995-017-0388-5.

38. Shandiz, S. A. S., Khosravani, M., Mohammadi, S., Noorba-
zargan, H., Mirzaie, A., Inanlou, D. N., & Keshavarz-Pakser-
esht, B. (2016). Evaluation of imatinib mesylate (Gleevec) on
KAI1/CD82 gene expression in breast cancer MCF-7 cells
using quantitative real-time PCR. Asian Pacific Journal of
Tropical Biomedicine, 6(2), 159–163. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.apjtb.2015.10.006.

39. Ahamed, M., Akhtar, M. J., & Khan, M. A. M. (2020). Investi-
gation of cytotoxicity, apoptosis, and oxidative stress response of
Fe3O4-RGO nanocomposites in human liver HepG2 cells.
Materials, 13(3). https://doi.org/10.3390/ma13030660.

40. Ayaki, M., Iwasawa, A., & Niwano, Y. (2012). In vitro assess-
ment of the cytotoxicity of six topical antibiotics to four cultured
ocular surface cell lines. Biocontrol Science, 17(2), 93–99. https://
doi.org/10.4265/bio.17.93.

41. Sawada, Y., Ichikawa, H., Ebine, N., Minamiyama, Y., Alharbi,
A. A. D., Iwamoto, N., & Fukuoka, Y. (2023). Effects of High-
Intensity Anaerobic Exercise on the Scavenging Activity of Var-
ious Reactive Oxygen Species and Free Radicals in Athletes.
Nutrients, 15(1). https://doi.org/10.3390/nu15010222.

42. Fahmy, H. M., Mosleh, A. M., El-Sayed, A. A., & El-Sherif, A.
A. (2023). Novel palladium(II) and Zinc(II) Schiff base com-
plexes: synthesis, biophysical studies, and anticancer activity
investigation. Journal of Trace Elements in Medicine and Biology,
79, 127236. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtemb.2023.127236.

43. Murdock, R. C., Braydich-Stolle, L., Schrand, A. M., Schlager, J.
J., & Hussain, S. M. (2008). Characterization of nanomaterial
dispersion in solution prior to in vitro exposure using dynamic
light scattering technique. Toxicological Sciences, 101(2),
239–253. https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfm240.

44. Carlson, J. J., & Kawatra, S. K. (2013). Factors affecting zeta
potential of iron oxides. Mineral Processing and Extractive
Metallurgy Review, 34(5), 269–303. https://doi.org/10.1080/
08827508.2011.604697.

45. Khashan, S., Dagher, S., Tit, N., Alazzam, A., & Obaidat, I.
(2017). Novel method for synthesis of Fe3O4@TiO2 core/shell
nanoparticles. Surface and Coatings Technology, 322, 92–98.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2017.05.045.

46. Iswanti, F. C., Nurulita, I., Djauzi, S., Sadikin, M., Witarto, A. B.,
& Yamazaki, T. (2019). Preparation, characterization, and eva-
luation of chitosan-based nanoparticles as CpG ODN carriers.
Biotechnology and Biotechnological Equipment, 33(1), 390–396.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13102818.2019.1578690.

47. Fauzi, N. I. M., Fen, Y. W., Omar, N. A. S., Saleviter, S., Daniyal,
W. M. E. M. M., Hashim, H. S., & Nasrullah, M. (2020).
Nanostructured chitosan/maghemite composites thin film for
potential optical detection of mercury ion by surface plasmon
resonance investigation. Polymers, 12(7), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.
3390/polym12071497.

48. Saqib, S., Zaman, W., Ayaz, A., Habib, S., Bahadur, S., Hussain,
S., … Ullah, F. (2020). Postharvest disease inhibition in fruit by
synthesis and characterization of chitosan iron oxide nano-
particles. Biocatalysis and Agricultural Biotechnology, 28. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.bcab.2020.101729.

49. Soares, P. I. P., Machado, D., Laia, C., Pereira, L. C. J., Coutinho,
J. T., Ferreira, I. M. M., & Borges, J. P. (2016). Thermal and
magnetic properties of chitosan-iron oxide nanoparticles. Carbo-
hydrate Polymers, 149, 382–390. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ca
rbpol.2016.04.123.

Cell Biochemistry and Biophysics (2024) 82:1027–1042 1041

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2019.116756
https://doi.org/10.1088/2043-6262/7/4/045010
https://doi.org/10.1088/2043-6262/7/4/045010
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S29290
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bioorg.2017.12.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bioorg.2017.12.033
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2005.855338
https://doi.org/10.1080/00914037.2020.1869737
https://doi.org/10.22088/cjim.10.4.439
https://doi.org/10.22088/cjim.10.4.439
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.12.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.12.058
https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/9613090
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2009.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2009.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2012.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2012.08.004
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S41371
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1748-0132(07)70084-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms222313135
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40995-017-0388-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40995-017-0388-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apjtb.2015.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apjtb.2015.10.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma13030660
https://doi.org/10.4265/bio.17.93
https://doi.org/10.4265/bio.17.93
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu15010222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtemb.2023.127236
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfm240
https://doi.org/10.1080/08827508.2011.604697
https://doi.org/10.1080/08827508.2011.604697
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2017.05.045
https://doi.org/10.1080/13102818.2019.1578690
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym12071497
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym12071497
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcab.2020.101729
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcab.2020.101729
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2016.04.123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2016.04.123


50. Burton, G. J., & Jauniaux, E. (2011). Oxidative stress. Best
Practice and Research: Clinical Obstetrics and Gynaecology.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2010.10.016.

51. Zorov, D. B., Juhaszova, M., & Sollott, S. J. (2014). Mitochon-
drial reactive oxygen species (ROS) and ROS-induced ROS
release. Physiol Rev, 94, 909–950. https://doi.org/10.1152/
physrev.00026.2013.-Byproducts.

52. Mailloux, R. J. (2020). An update on mitochondrial reactive
oxygen species production. Antioxidants. MDPI Jun. https://doi.
org/10.3390/antiox9060472.

53. Carrasco-Torres, G., Baltiérrez-Hoyos, R., Andrade-Jorge, E.,
Villa-Treviño, S., Trujillo-Ferrara, J. G., & Vásquez-Garzón, V.
R. (2017). Cytotoxicity, oxidative stress, cell cycle arrest, and
mitochondrial apoptosis after combined treatment of hepato-
carcinoma cells with maleic anhydride derivatives and quercetin.
Oxidative Medicine and Cellular Longevity, 2017, 2734976.
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/2734976.

54. Jiang, J., Oberdörster, G., & Biswas, P. (2009). Characterization
of size, surface charge, and agglomeration state of nanoparticle
dispersions for toxicological studies. Journal of Nanoparticle
Research, 11(1), 77–89. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-008-
9446-4.

55. Sen, G. T., Ozkemahli, G., Shahbazi, R., Erkekoglu, P., Ulu-
bayram, K., & Kocer-Gumusel, B. (2020). The effects of polymer
coating of gold nanoparticles on oxidative stress and DNA
damage. International Journal of Toxicology, 39(4), 328–340.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1091581820927646.

56. Hedayatnasab, Z., Dabbagh, A., Abnisa, F., & Wan Daud, W. M.
A. (2020). Polycaprolactone-coated superparamagnetic iron oxide
nanoparticles for in vitro magnetic hyperthermia therapy of can-
cer. European Polymer Journal, 133. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
eurpolymj.2020.109789.

1042 Cell Biochemistry and Biophysics (2024) 82:1027–1042

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2010.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00026.2013.-Byproducts
https://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00026.2013.-Byproducts
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox9060472
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox9060472
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/2734976
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-008-9446-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-008-9446-4
https://doi.org/10.1177/1091581820927646
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2020.109789
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2020.109789

	Enhanced Biocompatibility by Evaluating the Cytotoxic and Genotoxic Effects of Magnetic Iron Oxide Nanoparticles and Chitosan on Hepatocellular Carcinoma Cells�(HCC)
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Synthesis of Magnetic Fe3O4 Nanoparticles
	Synthesis of Chitosan-coated Magnetic Fe3O4 Nanoparticles

	Physical and Chemical Characterization of the Prepared Formulations
	Ultraviolet-visible (UV-Vis) Spectroscopy
	Fourier-transform Infrared (FTIR) Spectroscopy
	Transmission Electron Microscopy�(TEM)
	Dynamic Light Scattering�(DLS)
	Zeta Potential�(ZP)
	Vibrating Sample Magnetometer�(VSM)

	Biological Studies
	Cell�Lines
	MTT Assay (Cell Viability)
	HepG2 Cells Treatment with their IC50 of Compounds
	Evaluation of DNA Damage using the Comet�Assay
	Identification of Markers for Oxidative Stress and Antioxidative Activities
	Measuring the Activity of Superoxide Dismutase�(SOD)
	Assessment of Catalase Activity using the CAT�Assay
	Measuring the Activity of Glutathione Peroxidase�(GPX)
	Quantification of Lipid Peroxidation Levels using the MDA�Assay
	Statistical Analysis

	Results and Discussion
	FTIR Spectroscopy Analysis
	TEM Analysis
	Dynamic light scattering�(DLS)
	Zeta Potential (ZP) Analysis
	UV-Vis Spectroscopy Analysis
	Vibrating Sample Magnetometer (VSM) Analysis

	Biological Studies
	Impact of Nano Formulations on HepG2 Cells - Cytotoxicity Assessment
	Evaluation of DNA Damage using Comet�Assay
	Determination of Oxidative Stress Markers

	Conclusion
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	Compliance with Ethical Standards

	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	References




