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Abstract: Matrix metallopeptidases, commonly known 
as matrix metalloproteinases (MMPs), are a group of pro-
teolytic enzymes whose main function is the remodeling 
of the extracellular matrix. Changes in the activity of 
these enzymes are observed in many pathological states, 
including cancer metastases. An increasing body of evi-
dence indicates that nanoparticles (NPs) can lead to the 
deregulation of MMP expression and/or activity both in 
vitro and in vivo. In this work, we summarized the current 
state of knowledge on the impact of NPs on MMPs. The 
literature analysis showed that the impact of NPs on MMP 
expression and/or activity is inconclusive. NPs exhibit 
both stimulating and inhibitory effects, which might be 
dependent on multiple factors, such as NP size and coat-
ing or a cellular model used in the research.

Keywords: enzymes; extracellular matrix; metalloprotein-
ases; nanoparticles.

1   Introduction
Matrix metallopeptidases, commonly known as matrix 
metalloproteinases (MMPs), are zinc-dependent proteo-
lytic enzymes whose primary function is the degradation 
and remodeling of extracellular matrix (ECM) compo-
nents. ECM is a complex, dynamic structure that condi-
tions the proper tissue architecture. MMPs by digesting 
ECM proteins eliminate structural barriers and allow 
cell migration. Moreover, by hydrolyzing extracellularly 
released proteins, MMPs can change the activity of many 
signal peptides, such as growth factors, cytokines, and 
chemokines. MMPs are involved in many physiological 
processes, such as embryogenesis, reproduction cycle, or 
wound healing; however, their increased activity is also 
associated with a number of pathological conditions, such 
as diabetes, cardiovascular diseases and neurodegenera-
tive and autoimmune disorders. A particular attention is 
paid to the role of MMPs in the metastasis and progression 
of malignant tumors. Increased expression and/or activity 
of MMPs significantly correlate with the ability to metasta-
size and greater invasiveness in almost all types of human 
cancers and worse prognosis [1]. Thus, MMPs become a 
potential target for therapy. Hydroxamate-based MMP 
inhibitors, such as batimastat, ilomastat, and marimas-
tat, which contain the CONHOH group binding zinc atom 
at the active site of MMP enzyme, are the first synthetic 
inhibitors of MMPs allowed for testing on cancer patients. 
Currently, various other synthetic MMP inhibitors, which 
differ in chemical structure, activity, and pharmacokinet-
ics, are on the market or in various phases of clinical trials 
[2, 3]. Despite oncology, MMP inhibitors are used also in 
other areas of medicine, for example, in diseases related 
to the central nervous system [4].

Nanotechnology is a rapidly developing field of 
science, resulting in a variety of applications in industry 
and everyday life. In medicine, big hope is paid in the use 
of nanomaterials in the treatment of various diseases. 
Nanomaterials are foreseen to be used as drug and/or radi-
onuclide carriers but also as agents for direct treatment, 
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such as thermotherapy and phototherapy, or even nano-
bots directly killing cancer cells [5]. In contrast, increasing 
body of evidence suggests that nanoparticles (NPs) might 
be toxic for mammalian cells or might have other adverse 
effects, such as the promotion of cancer development and 
metastasis [6, 7].

In the last few years, the impact of a number of dif-
ferent NPs on selected metalloproteinases has been 
reported. NPs can modulate the expression and/or activ-
ity of MMPs in two ways: either stimulating or inhibiting 
them. This study is an attempt to summarize the current 
state of knowledge on the effect of nanomaterials on the 
expression and activity of MMPs, a key factor in tumor 
metastasis.

2   General characteristics of MMPs
Although MMPs are multidomain enzymes, all identified 
MMPs in humans share the same structure that include 

signal peptide, prodomain, and catalytic domain, which 
is responsible for the proteolytic activity of the enzyme 
and contains zinc and calcium ions as a structural or cata-
lytic moiety. Only two MMPs have this simple structure: 
MMP7 and MMP26. The others comprise the hemopexin-
like domain and other domains specific for individual 
MMPs. Therefore, MMPs show significant variability at 
the level of tertiary protein structure, which in turn affects 
their properties. MMPs can be divided into five main sub-
groups according to their substrate activity and mecha-
nism of action: matrilysins, collagenases, stromelysins, 
gelatinases, and membrane MMPs; however, some MMPs 
do not fit into any of these groups and are classified as 
“others” (Figure 1). Currently, 23 human MMPs are known, 
but their numbering starts from 1 and ends at 28 but does 
not include numbers 4, 5, 6, 18, and 22 due to the dupli-
cation of names of the same MMP discovered by different 
research groups at the same time [8, 9].

Matrilysins, also called endometalloproteinases, 
have the ability to degrade fibronectin, fibrinogen, 
and collagen type IV. This group contains MMP7 and 
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Figure 1: Domain structure of metalloproteinases (own elaboration).
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MMP26, characterized by the simplest protein struc-
ture. Collagenases, which include MMP1, MMP8, and 
MMP13, degrade gelatin and practically all collagen 
subtypes. Their structure is characterized by the pres-
ence of hemopexin domain, bonded by a flexible linker 
with the catalytic domain. MMP10 and MMP3 belong to 
stromelysins and share substrate specificity, hydrolyzing 
numerous components of the ECM. MMP3 exhibits higher 
proteolytic efficiency and is necessary for the activation 
of several MMP proenzymes. Sometimes, MMP11 is also 
included to stromelysins due to the similar substrate 
specificity. However, its structure does not correspond to 
the other enzymes of this group. The next MMP group are 
gelatinases, which include MMP2 and MMP9. Structur-
ally, proteins belonging to this group contain the catalytic 
domain composed of three fibronectin type II modules, 
which strengthens substrate binding. This structure 
enables the gelatinases to effectively degrade collagen, 
gelatin, and elastin, whereas they do not hydrolyze small 
peptides. Membrane MMPs contain the enzymes that are 
able to anchor in the cell membrane. They are divided into 
two subgroups. Type I includes transmembrane-anchored 
MMP14, MMP15, MMP16, and MMP24 and glycophospha-
toinositol-anchored MMP17 and MMP25. An important 
role of membrane MMPs is the activation of the other 
MMPs, especially MMP2. Type II contains MMP23 that is 
characterized by a cysteine array and an IgG-like domain. 
Interestingly, MMP23 is encoded by two genes located on 
chromosome 1: MMP23A and MMP23B, where MMP23A is 
considered a pseudogene. The remaining MMPs are not 
qualified for any of the groups described above. However, 
some classifications include two other subgroups: enam-
elasines and metalloelastases. Elastin-specific MMP12 is 
the only member of the metalloelastases. The enemeli-
sine group also contains only one protein, MMP20, which 
hydrolyzes amelogenin in enamel. Both above-described 
MMPs are similar to collagenases and stromelysins in the 
chemical structure, in particular to MMP19 and MMP27, 
respectively. In turn, MMP11 and MMP28 contain a furin 
recognition motif, whereas MMP21  has a vitronectin 
domain [8–12].

The final MMP activity depends on the action of 
several regulatory mechanisms that may interact each 
other. Most genes encoding MMPs have very low mRNA 
expression under physiological conditions. Various 
molecules, such as proinflammatory cytokines and 
growth factors, may stimulate their expression. The best-
known stimulant compounds are interleukin-1β (IL-1β), 
tumor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α), and vascular endothe-
lial growth factor. Other compounds, such as steroids or 
retinoids, may reduce the expression of genes encoding 

MMPs [8–12]. MMP gene expression at the transcription 
level is also effectively inhibited by transforming growth 
factor-β. In addition, it has been shown that transcription 
factors, such as nuclear factor-κB light-chain enhancer of 
activated B cells [13] and signal transducers and activators 
of transcription 3 [14], can significantly affect MMP mRNA 
expression. It also indicated that epigenetic mechanisms 
play an important role in MMP regulation [15].

MMPs are secreted from cells in a latent form of 
zymogens. The presence of prodomain allows maintain-
ing MMPs in an inactive form. The activation of zymogen 
can be achieved in several ways: (1) by removal of the 
prodomain by another endoproteinase, (2) by allosteric 
change of the prodomain conformation, or (3) by change 
of the bond between the prodomain and zinc ions in the 
enzyme active center. It has been shown that substances 
such as plasmin, urea, compounds containing thiol group 
and the copper atom, and some inorganic substances like 
cyanide, detergents, and chaotropic agents, can inhibit 
the proper transition of zymogen to the active enzyme. 
Active MMPs can also activate another pro-MMPs. The 
final stage of MMP regulation takes place at the active 
enzyme level. At this stage, MMPs are primarily regulated 
by specific endogenous tissue inhibitors of metallopro-
teinases, which inhibit both active enzymes and the tran-
sition of proenzymes into the final form. MMPs are also 
regulated by nonspecific natural inhibitors, primarily 
by α2-macroglobulin. Moreover, various extracorporeal 
factors have the ability to inhibit MMPs. Those com-
pounds include, among others, tetracycline and anthracy-
cline antibiotics and chlorhexidine, a popular antiseptic 
agent [8–12].

There is also an increasing body of evidence that the 
activity of MMPs might be also affected by NPs. The chap-
ters below summarize the existing state-of-the-art on the 
effects of nanomaterials on MMP expression and activity.

3   In vitro studies
The majority of in vitro studies is focused on commonly 
used inorganic nanomaterials (Table 1), including NPs of 
noble metals, such as gold (Au NPs), silver (Ag NPs), and 
platinum (Pt NPs). Hashimoto et  al. [36, 38] studied the 
impact of Au and Pt NPs coated by polyvinylpyrrolidone 
(PVP) on murine L929 fibroblasts and RAW264  mac-
rophages. Au and Pt NPs inhibited the activity of Mmp1 
of L929 and Mmp8 and Mmp9 of RAW264 cells and did 
not induce an inflammatory response. These results were 
further confirmed by the same group in the subsequent 
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study, where they used citrate or carboxyphenyl-coated Au 
NPs or polyacrylate-coated Pt NPs. In these experiments, 
in addition to the previously observed inhibition of Mmp1, 
Mmp8, and Mmp9 activity, the authors observed a decrease 
of Mmp2 activity [37]. The MMP inhibitory properties of Au 
NPs were also confirmed by Wu et al. [34], who described 
decreased mRNA expression and the protein level of MMP9 
in human gastric cancer SGC-7901 cells exposed to 5 nm 
citrate-coated Au NPs. Larger Au NPs were also tested, but 
no significant effect on enzyme expression was noticed. 
The authors also observed an inhibition of growth and 
cell invasion of SGC-7901 cells, which they interpreted as 
a result of the decrease of MMP9 expression. In line with 
this, Au NP treatment decreased MMP2 and MMP9 gene 
expression and the concentration of proteins encoded 
by them in squamous carcinoma SW579 cells. The effect 
was observed only for small NP sizes (5 and 10 nm), and 
larger NPs (20–60 nm) did not affect the tested parameters 
[35]. In turn, Franková et al. [19] while exploring a wound 
healing process in normal human epidermal fibroblasts 
and keratinocytes observed that in keratinocytes 10  nm 
Ag NPs decreased the level of MMP3 protein but increased 
the level of MMP1. No changes in MMP2 protein expres-
sion was observed in Ag NP-treated fibroblasts. In line 
with these studies, aminopolysiloxane-coated zinc oxide 
NPs (ZnO NPs) also decreased Mmp9 expression at both 
mRNA and protein levels in murine retinal 661W cells [43]. 
MMP9 was accompanied by suppressed cell proliferation 
and migration. The inhibitory effect on MMP activity was 
also observed for less popular particles. Tungsten oxide 
(WO3) nanoplates decreased MMP7 gene expression in 
HeLa cells [42], whereas selenium NPs (Se NPs) inhibited 
MMP2 activity in human fibrosarcoma HT-1080 cells [41].

An inhibition of MMP activity and/or expression was 
also observed for cells treated with carbon-based NPs. 
Meng et al. [40] reported an inhibitory effect of gadolin-
ium-based metallofullerenol NPs [Gd@C82(OH)22] NPs on 
MMP2 and MMP9 mRNA expression and specific protein 
concentration in U937 cells. Interestingly, in U937 cells 
grown in coculture with strongly invasive human breast 
cancer MDA-MB-231 cells, the observed effect was sig-
nificantly stronger for MMP9/MMP9 than for MMP2/
MMP2. The effect was accompanied by the inhibition of 
invasiveness of MDA-MB-231 cells. The inhibitory effect 
of NP treatment on the expression of Mmp1, Mmp3, and 
Mmp13 mRNA and concentration of the relevant proteins 
was also observed in vertebral bone marrow stromal cells 
from Swiss Webster mice treated with IL-6, whereas the 
cytokine induced a significant increase in the expres-
sion of all three mentioned MMPs and the pretreatment 
with fullerenol abolished the effect. Moreover, fullerenol 

significantly inhibited Mmp1 and Mmp13 expression but 
not Mmp3 in control, untreated cells. This effect was also 
observed at the protein level [39].

Contrary to the above-described results, numerous 
in vitro studies have reported that NP treatment stimu-
lates MMP expression or activity. Citrate-coated Au NPs 
(5 nm) increased MMP9 expression and MMP9 concentra-
tion in A549 cells, whereas 10 nm Au NPs had a similar 
effect in 95D cells. In both cases, no significant increase 
was observed for larger particles (20 and 40 nm) [26]. The 
stimulating effect of NPs was also observed in human 
osteoarthritic chondrocytes treated with PVP-coated Au 
and Ag NPs [25]. Both types of NPs stimulated expres-
sion of MMP3, MMP1, and MMP13 mRNA at the concen-
tration of 160 μM. Interestingly, at a concentration of 250 
μM, the expression of the evaluated genes became lower 
and it remained statistically significant only for MMP3. 
Increased Mmp2 activity was also observed in primary 
porcine brain capillary endothelial cells treated with eth-
ylene oxide-coated Ag NPs, whereas no effect was noticed 
for citrate-coated NPs. The effect was associated with an 
increasing production of reactive oxygen species (ROS) 
and reactive nitrogen species [18]. In line with this, an 
increased expression of Mmp3 and Mmp9 observed in rat 
embryonic cells was associated with the inflammatory 
process, as the expression of inflammatory markers was 
also elevated [20]. Park et  al. [22] showed an increased 
expression of Mmp3, Mmp11, and Mmp19 encoding genes 
in Ag NP-treated RAW264.7 cells. The observed effect was 
dependent on NP concentration and it was responsible for 
other changes, such as oxidative stress and proinflamma-
tory TNF-α protein concentration and mRNA expression 
growth. Interestingly, Ag NPs were observed only in the 
cytosol of living cells, which may indicate cytotoxicity 
according to the Trojan horse mechanism. Inkielewicz-
Stepniak et al. [21] showed that the increase in oxidative 
stress, release of proinflammatory cytokines, and apopto-
sis level in CRL-2014 cells exposed to Ag NPs was accom-
panied by an NP concentration-dependent increase in 
MMP9 mRNA expression and the final enzyme activity. 
An increased MMP9 protein concentration and enzyme 
activity in human neutrophils exposed to 20 nm Ag NPs, 
but not 70 nm Ag NPs, was accompanied by an increase 
in the level of prooncogenic cytokines [23]. In line with 
this, treatment of HepG2 cells with 20 and 200 nm Ag NPs 
resulted in an increase of MMP10 mRNA expression. The 
effect was higher for smaller Ag NPs. Interestingly, the 
effect was not observed for A549 cells treated in the same 
way [24].

The long-term effect of NP exposure on the MMP9 
protein level was studied on human bronchial epithelial 
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BEAS-2B cells treated with nontoxic doses of bare Ag NPs. 
The exposure caused an increase in protein expression 
accompanied by a significant increase of anchorage-inde-
pendent agar colony formation and cell migration/inva-
sion. Simultaneously, decrease of epithelial and increase 
of mesenchymal marker levels were observed [16]. On the 
contrary, in Caco-2 cells, long-term exposure to low con-
centrations of Ag NPs did not affect the activity of MMP2 or 
MMP9 proteins. A statistically significant increase in the 
ability of cells to grow without adherence to a surface and 
migration capacity was observed [17].

In vitro stimulating effects on expression or activity 
of MMPs were also demonstrated for a variety of other 
inorganic NPs. Armand et  al. [33] observed an increase 
of MMP1 mRNA expression and MMP1 concentration in 
human lung fibroblasts (MRC-5 cell line) treated with 
different forms of titanium oxide NPs (TiO2 NPs). As 
not all tested NPs caused the increase of MMP1 activ-
ity, the authors suggested that the effect was dependent 
on a mechanism associated with IL-1β. In line with this, 
studies by Babin et  al. [27] demonstrated an increased 
concentration and activity of MMP9 protein in neutro-
phils treated with bare TiO2 NPs, ZnO NPs, or carboxyl-
coated cerium oxide NPs (CeO2 NPs). The authors linked 
NP-induced MMP9 stimulation with increased degranu-
lation of neutrophils and induction of the inflammation 
process. A time- and dose-dependent increase of MMP2 
and MMP9 mRNA expression was also demonstrated 
for nickel NP (Ni NP)-treated human myelomonocytic 
U937 cells, whereas a similar treatment with TiO2 NPs 
did not cause any significant effect. Increase in gene 
expression was accompanied by increased activity of 
MMP2 and MMP9. The authors suggested that the Ni NP 
mechanism of action was associated with the deregula-
tion of hypoxia-inducible factor-1α [31]. MMP9 mRNA 
expression and protein activity in U937 cells was also 
raised by a treatment with cobalt NPs (Co NPs) as a con-
sequence of ROS generation [28]. The effects of chronic 
exposure to Co NPs were studied on wild-type mouse 
embryonic fibroblasts and its isogenic Ogg1 knockout 
partner treated for 12 weeks [29]. The exposure induced a 
significant dose-dependent increase of Mmp2 and Mmp9 
activity in both types of cells, which was associated with 
changes in cell morphology and anchorage-independent 
cell growth ability.

In line with this, McCarthy et  al. [32] described a 
concentration-dependent increase of the expression of 
MMP9 gene in human lung submucosal cells (Colu-3) 
treated with 10 nm amorphous SiO2 NPs. Interestingly, the 
effect was not observed for larger NPs (150 and 500 nm). 
The increase in MMP9 expression was accompanied by 

an increase in the level of proinflammatory cytokines and 
oxidative stress markers.

Although most studies focused on the action of inor-
ganic NPs, a limited number of studies were also conducted 
on carbon nanotubes. A stimulatory effect of multiwalled 
carbon nanotubes (MWCNTs) on the expression of MMP12 
encoding gene and a small increase in MMP9 expression 
and cell migration were observed in A549 cells [30].

In conclusion, the majority of in vitro studies to 
date have been focused on metal and metal oxide NPs; 
however, the results are inconclusive, as both stimulatory 
and inhibitory effects on MMP expression or activity were 
observed even for the same type of particles. Nonethe-
less, the results clearly indicate that the effect of NPs is 
size dependent. It is also clear that the observed effects 
strongly depend on the cellular context.

4   In vivo studies
Similar to the in vitro studies described above, in vivo 
studies have also focused mostly on assessing the effect of 
inorganic metal and metal oxide NPs; however, the major-
ity of in vivo studies were carried out on less frequently used 
NPs, such as Pt and TiO2 NPs or even rarely used cerium 
oxide NPs (CeO NPs) or cadmium oxide NPs (CdO NPs) 
instead of Ag NPs or Au NPs popular in in vitro studies.

An increased mRNA expression of Mmp9, Mmp11, 
Mmp13, Mmp17, and Mmp23 was observed in mouse lung 
tissues collected on the first day after exposure to a single 
intratracheal dose of Pt NPs [44]. An initial increase of 
mRNA expression dropped during the course of the exper-
iment, and in samples collected from animals during the 
following days (7, 14, and 28 days after exposure), mRNA 
levels were at the control level. In a similar experimental 
setup, animals were treated with Fe3O4 NPs that caused 
a time-dependent increase in the expression of Mmp2, 
Mmp12, Mmp19, and Mmp23. The expression of these 
metalloproteinases increased until day 14 (determina-
tions on days 1, 7, and 14), whereas at day 28 the values 
were lower than at day 14 [45]. An increased activity of 
Mmp2 and Mmp9  was also observed in bronchoalveo-
lar lavage fluid (BALF) of mice treated with CdO NPs for 
7 consecutive days (3 h/day) on the next day after expo-
sure completion. Interestingly, when measurements were 
repeated 7  days after exposure, Mmp2 activity returned 
to the control level, but Mmp9 activity remained slightly 
elevated. The elevation of MMP activity was accompa-
nied by an increase in the level of inflammatory markers, 
which suggests a similar mechanism of induction [46]. 
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In line with this, Mmp2 and Mmp9 protein concentration 
increased in alveolar macrophages isolated from BALF of 
rats exposed to CeO NPs by a single intratracheal instil-
lation [47]. The increase was observed on the first day 
after exposure, after which they gradually decreased from 
day to day; however, even 28 days after exposure, Mmp2 
and Mmp9 protein levels remained higher in relation to 
control. Immunohistochemical analysis demonstrated 
that MMPs were present in regions exhibiting pulmo-
nary fibrosis [47]. In a similar experimental model, an 
increasing activity of Mmp2 and Mmp9 enzymes was also 
observed [48]. TiO2 NP-induced increase in MMP activity in 
postnatal exposed mice was described by Ambalavanan 

et  al. [49]. Intranasal instillation was used to treat mice 
with TiO2 NPs in two experimental models: as a single 
dose on the fourth day after birth or as a three-dose regime 
(on 4th, 7th, and 10th days after birth). In multiple-treated 
animals, Mmp9 activity in lung homogenates increased as 
measured on the 14th postnatal day; however, no change 
of Mmp2 activity was observed. Histopathological exami-
nation demonstrated that a single TiO2 NPs dose led to 
the infiltration of inflammatory cells. In multiple-treated 
animals, a strong inflammatory response developed and 
lung growth stopped. Nevertheless, no significant inhibi-
tion of lungs function was observed. No statistically sig-
nificant effect of TiO2 NPs and nickel oxide NPs (NiO NPs) 

Table 2: Effect of NPs on MMPs expression and/or activity in in vivo models.

NPs applied   Coating   Size   Experimental 
model

  Impact on MMPs   Methodology   References

Stimulatory action
CdO2 NPs   None   15.3 ± 0.1 nm   Mice   ↑Mmp2, ↑Mmp9   Gelatin zymography 

(activity)
  [46]

CeO2 NPs   None   6.25–17.5 nm   Rats   ↑Mmp2, ↑Mmp9   ELISA (protein), 
immunohistochemistry 
staining (protein)

  [47]

CeO2 NPs,   None   17.3 nm   Rats   ↑Mmp2, ↑Mmp9   ELISA (protein), gelatin 
zymography (activity)

  [48]

Fe3O4 NPs   None   5.3 ± 3.6 nm   Mice   ↑Mmp2, ↑Mmp12, 
↑Mmp19, ↑Mmp23

  RT-PCR (gene)   [45]

NiO NPs   None   20 nm   Rats   ↑Mmp9   Real-time qRT-PCR 
(gene)

  [51]

Pt NPs   PVP   20.0 ± 11.4 nm   Mice   ↑Mmp9, ↑Mmp11, 
↑Mmp13, ↑Mmp17, 
↑Mmp23

  RT-PCR (gene)   [44]

TiO2 NPs   None   6 nm   Mice   ↑Mmp9   Gelatin zymography 
(activity)

  [49]

No effect
NiO NPs, TiO2 
NPs

  None   139 ± 12 nm (NiO NPs), 
51 ± 9 nm (TiO2 NPs)

  Rats   Mmp2   RT-PCR (gene)   [50]

Inhibitory action
Au NPs   None   4–26 nm (average 

particle size 21.3 nm)
  Rats   ↓Mmp2   Gelatin zymography 

(activity)
  [52]

Gd@C82(OH)22   None   ~22 nm   Mice   ↓Mmp2, ↓Mmp9, 
↓MMP2, ↓MMP9

  Real-time qRT-PCR 
(gene), ELISA (protein), 
immunohistochemistry 
staining (protein), 
fluorometric assay kit 
(activity)

  [55]

Gd@C82(OH)22   None   ~100 nm   Mice   ↓Mmp2, ↓Mmp9, 
↓Mmp2, ↓Mmp9

  RT-PCR (gene), WB 
(protein)

  [40]

MWCNTs   None and 
PA coated

  Not specified   CAM   ↓Mmp3   WB (protein)   [56]

Pt NPs   None   20–40 nm   Rats   ↓Mmp9   Real-time qRT-PCR 
(gene)

  [53]

Se-substituted 
hydroxyapatite 
NPs

  None   183 ± 6 nm   Mice   ↓Mmp9   Immunohistochemistry 
staining (protein), WB 
(protein)

  [54]
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on the expression of Mmp2 gene in BALF of rats exposed 
to NPs by inhalation was also shown by Morimoto et al. 
[50]. In turn, Chang et  al. [51] showed increased mRNA 
expression of Mmp9 in BALF derived from the lungs of rats 
intratracheally exposed to NiO NPs.

On the contrary, Opris et al. demonstrated a decreased 
Mmp2 activity in the liver of diabetic rats administered 
with Au NPs [52]. In line with this, Medhat et al. noted a 
decrease in the expression of Mmp9 encoding gene in the 
liver tissue of rats treated with Pt NPs, in which oxidative 
stress was previously induced with diethylonitrosamine 
[53]. A significantly reduced Mmp9 protein concentra-
tion in tumor tissue after treatment with Se-substituted 
hydroxyapatite was also reported in mice injected with 
human HCCLM9 cells that led to the development of hepa-
tocellular carcinoma. Although an inhibition of tumor 
growth was not observed, overall, the survival rate of 
animals was increased [54]. Inhibitory activity against 
selected MMPs was also demonstrated for gadolinium 
metallofullerenol [Gd@C82(OH)22] NPs. Kang et al. showed 
that, in nude mice with pancreatic cancer, Gd@C82(OH)22 
NPs significantly reduced Mmp2 and Mmp9 mRNA expres-
sion as well as protein concentration and the activity of 
Mmp2 and Mmp9 accompanied by the inhibition of the 
growth of cancer cells [55]. Gd@C82(OH)22 NPs significantly 
reduced also MMP2 and MMP9 mRNA expression and 
corresponding protein concentration accompanied by 
reduced tumor growth and metastatic potential in mice 
inoculated with human breast cancer MDA-MB-231 and 
MCF-7 cells [40]. In line with this, significantly down-regu-
lated Mmp3 protein expression was also demonstrated in 
chicken chorioallantoic membrane exposed to MWCNTs, 
which was accompanied by the inhibition of the forma-
tion of branches and maturation of endothelial cells, 
which indicates their antiangiogenesis properties [56].

In summary, the results of in vivo studies revealed 
that NPs induced both the increase and decrease of MMP 
expression or activity (Table 2). A small amount of studies 
and a lack of coherence of the results make drawing 

specific conclusions difficult. Apparently, the effect of NP 
exposure on MMP expression or activity depends on the 
type of cell line or tissue used and the type of NPs. In addi-
tion, in vivo studies to date have focused on a different set 
of NPs than in vitro studies.

5   Mechanism of action of NPs
A mechanism of NP action on MMP activity is still obscure 
due to the incomplete experimental design of planned 
studies. A majority of studies describing changes in MMP 
activity did not attempt to explain whether the observed 
effect was a result of direct interaction with enzyme or 
the change occurred due to altered gene expression and/
or protein concentrations [17, 18, 29, 36–38, 41, 46, 49, 52]. 
Nevertheless, Hashimoto et al. hypothesized that a nega-
tively charged PVP coating of NPs binds to Zn ions in the 
MMP active center and inhibited the enzyme activity [37, 
38]. A similar problem occurred in studies that focused 
only on the MMP protein concentration without elaborat-
ing the changes in gene expression and/or final enzyme 
activity [16, 19, 47, 54, 56].

Nonetheless, a considerable part of research showed 
that the most likely mechanism of NP action is the deregu-
lation of the expression of genes encoding the appropriate 
MMPs at the transcriptional (mRNA) level [20, 22, 24, 25, 
30, 32, 42, 44, 45, 51, 53]. Several studies revealed altered 
gene expression confirmed at the protein level [26, 33–35, 
39, 40, 43, 55] or final enzyme activity without measuring 
the protein level [21, 28, 31] (Figure 2).

Only Armand et  al. [33] and Kang et  al. [55] deter-
mined the expression of MMPs encoding genes, rel-
evant protein level, and their enzyme activity. Armand 
et  al. indicated that the stimulatory effect of NPs is the 
effect of proinflammatory IL-1β, whose increased level of 
mRNA expression and protein concentration was meas-
ured in NP-treated cells. Moreover, a large part of the 
described studies indicate that the stimulating effect of 

Figure 2: Distribution of cited articles according to methodology used to evaluate NPs effects on MMPs.
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NPs is a result of the induction of inflammation [20–23, 
27, 32, 33] accompanied by an increase in the level of a 
number of proinflammatory proteins. The increased level 
of MMPs also seems to be associated with excessive ROS 
production [18, 21, 22, 28, 32].

Nonetheless, a mechanistic approach to explain the 
effect of NPs on MMPs was presented by Kang et al. [55]. 
They suggested that Gd@C82(OH)22 NPs inhibits MMP9 pro-
teolysis, mainly via an exocite interaction, whereas the 
catalytic enzyme site based on zinc ions plays a minimal 
role. Molecular dynamics simulations revealed that Gd@
C82(OH)22 NPs specifically binds near the ligand specific-
ity loop S1 and the binding is controlled by nonspecific 
interactions (electrostatic, hydrophobic, hydrogen) [55]. A 
slightly different mechanism of action has been described 
for MMP2. For MMP2, Gd@C82(OH)22 NPs could block either 
the Zn2+ catalytic site directly or the S1′ loop indirectly. The 
initial adsorption of Gd@C82(OH)22 on MMP2 is determined 
by surface electrostatics and then its further location of 
the most beneficial binding sites [57].

6   Summary
The review of the available literature revealed that various 
NPs affect the expression of selected MMPs in both in vitro 
and in vivo conditions. However, the reported results are 
not conclusive. In vitro and in vivo studies demonstrated 
that inorganic NPs of metals and their oxides exhibited 
both stimulatory and inhibitory effects. The induced 
effect depended on many factors, for example, NP size 
and coating or a cellular model used in the research. 
Nevertheless, a larger number of studies indicated the 
stimulating effect of inorganic NPs on MMP expression or 

activity. Although a number of studies focused on non-
metallic NPs, such as carbon-based NPs, which is mark-
edly lower (Figure 3), it seems that carbon-based NPs 
might have an inhibitory effect on MMP expression and/
or activity. As the effect of NPs on MMP expression and 
activity might be dependent on multiple factors, includ-
ing NP multimodality and cellular context, more system-
atic studies both in vivo and in vitro are necessary. 
Acknowledgments: The present study was supported by 
the National Science Centre of Poland based on decision 
nos. 2015/19/N/NZ7/03071 and 2014/15/B/NZ7/01036.

References
[1] Galliera E, Tacchini L, Romanelli MM. Matrix metalloproteinases 

as biomarkers of disease: updates and new insights. Clin. Chem. 
Lab. Med. 2015, 53, 349–355.

[2] Gialeli C, Theocharis AD, Karamanos NK. Roles of matrix metal-
loproteinases in cancer progression and their pharmacological 
targeting. FEBS J. 2011, 278, 16–27.

[3] Winer A, Adams S, Mignatti P. Matrix metalloproteinase inhibi-
tors in cancer therapy: turning past failures into future suc-
cesses. Mol. Cancer Ther. 2018, 17, 1147–1155.

[4] Boguszewska-Czubara A, Budzynska B, Skalicka-Wozniak K, 
Kurzepa J. Perspectives and new aspects of  metalloproteinases’ 
inhibitors in therapy of CNS disorders: from chemistry to 
 medicine. Curr. Med. Chem. 2018. [Epub ahead of print]. https://
doi.org/10.2174/0929867325666180514111500.

[5] Thakor AS, Gambhir SS. Nanooncology: the future of cancer 
diagnosis and therapy. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2013, 63, 395–418.

[6] Bartłomiejczyk T, Lankoff A, Kruszewski M, Szumiel I. Silver 
nanoparticles – allies or adversaries? Ann. Agric. Environ. Med. 
2013, 20, 48–54.

[7] Czajka M, Sawicki K, Sikorska K, Popek S, Kruszewski M, Kapka-
Skrzypczak L. Toxicity of titanium dioxide nanoparticles in 
central nervous system. Toxicol. In Vitro 2015, 29, 1042–1052.

Figure 3: Distribution of cited articles according to the type of studies, observed effect and NPs type used.

https://doi.org/10.2174/0929867325666180514111500
https://doi.org/10.2174/0929867325666180514111500


M. Matysiak-Kucharek et al.: Effect of nanoparticles on the expression and activity of matrix metalloproteinases      551

[8] Bode W, Maskos K. Structural basis of the matrix metallopro-
teinases and their physiological inhibitors, the tissue inhibi-
tors of metalloproteinases. Biol. Chem. 2003, 384, 863–872.

[9] Visse R, Nagase H. Matrix metalloproteinases and tissue inhibi-
tors of metalloproteinases: structure, function, and biochemis-
try. Circ. Res. 2003, 92, 827–839.

[10] Nagase H, Visse R, Murphy G. Structure and function of matrix 
metalloproteinases and TIMPs. Cardiovasc. Res. 2006, 69, 
562–573.

[11] Trojanek J. Matrix metalloproteinases and their tissue inhibi-
tors. Postepy Biochem. 2012, 58, 353–362.

[12] Cui N, Hu M, Khalil RA. Biochemical and biological attributes 
of matrix metalloproteinases. Prog. Mol. Biol. Transl. Sci. 2017, 
147, 1–73.

[13] Bond M, Chase AJ, Baker AH, Newby AC. Inhibition of transcrip-
tion factor NF-κB reduces matrix metalloproteinase-1, -3 and -9 
production by vascular smooth muscle cells. Cardiovasc. Res. 
2001, 50, 556–565.

[14] Itoh M, Murata T, Suzuki T, Shindoh M, Nakajima K, Imai K, 
Yoshida K. Requirement of STAT3 activation for maximal col-
lagenase-1 (MMP-1) induction by epidermal growth factor and 
malignant characteristics in T24 bladder cancer cells. Onco-
gene 2006, 25, 1195–1204.

[15] Chernov AV, Strongin AY. Epigenetic regulation of matrix metal-
loproteinases and their collagen substrates in cancer. Biomol. 
Concepts 2011, 2, 135–147.

[16] Choo WH, Park CH, Jung SE, Moon B, Ahn H, Ryu JS, Kim KS, Lee 
YH, Yu IJ, Oh SM. Long-term exposures to low doses of silver 
nanoparticles enhanced in vitro malignant cell transformation 
in non-tumorigenic BEAS-2B cells. Toxicol. In Vitro 2016, 37, 
41–49.

[17] Vila L, Marcos R, Hernández A. Long-term effects of silver nano-
particles in Caco-2 cells. Nanotoxicology 2017, 11, 771–780.

[18] Cramer S, Tacke S, Bornhorst J, Klingauf J, Schwerdtle T, Galla 
HJ. The influence of silver nanoparticles on the blood-brain 
and the blood-cerebrospinal fluid barrier in vitro. J. Nanomed. 
Nanotechnol. 2014, 5, 225.

[19] Franková J, Pivodová V, Vágnerová H, Juráňová J, Ulrichová J. 
Effects of silver nanoparticles on primary cell cultures of fibro-
blasts and keratinocytes in a wound-healing model. J. Appl. 
Biomater. Funct. Mater. 2016, 14, e137–e142.

[20] Xu L, Shi C, Shao A, Li X, Cheng X, Ding R, Wu G, Chou LL. Toxic 
responses in rat embryonic cells to silver nanoparticles and 
released silver ions as analyzed via gene expression profiles 
and transmission electron microscopy. Nanotoxicology 2015, 9, 
513–522.

[21] Inkielewicz-Stepniak I, Santos-Martinez MJ, Medina C, Radom-
ski MW. Pharmacological and toxicological effects of co-expo-
sure of human gingival fibroblasts to silver nanoparticles and 
sodium fluoride. Int. J. Nanomed. 2014, 9, 1677–1687.

[22] Park EJ, Yi J, Kim Y, Choi K, Park K. Silver nanoparticles induce 
cytotoxicity by a Trojan-horse type mechanism. Toxicol. In Vitro 
2010, 24, 872–878.

[23] Poirier M, Simard JC, Girard D. Silver nanoparticles of 70 nm 
and 20 nm affect differently the biology of human neutrophils. 
J. Immunotoxicol. 2016, 13, 375–385.

[24] Brzóska K, Męczyńska-Wielgosz S, Stępkowski TM, Kruszewski 
M. Adaptation of HepG2 cells to silver nanoparticles-induced 
stress is based on the pro-proliferative and anti-apoptotic 
changes in gene expression. Mutagenesis 2015, 30, 431–439.

[25] Pascarelli NA, Moretti E, Terzuoli G, Lamboglia A, Renieri T, 
Fioravanti A, Collodel G. Effects of gold and silver nanoparticles 
in cultured human osteoarthritic chondrocytes. J. Appl. Toxicol. 
2013, 33, 1506–1513.

[26] Liu Z, Wu Y, Guo Z, Liu Y, Shen Y, Zhou P, Lu X. Effects of 
internalized gold nanoparticles with respect to cytotoxicity 
and invasion activity in lung cancer cells. PLoS One 2014, 9, 
e99175.

[27] Babin K, Antoine F, Goncalves DM, Girard D. TiO2, CeO2 and ZnO 
nanoparticles and modulation of the degranulation process in 
human neutrophils. Toxicol. Lett. 2013, 221, 57–63.

[28] Wan R, Mo Y, Zhang X, Chien S, Tollerud DJ, Zhang Q. Matrix 
metalloproteinase-2 and -9 are induced differently by metal 
nanoparticles in human monocytes: the role of oxidative stress 
and protein tyrosine kinase activation. Toxicol. Appl. Pharma-
col. 2008, 233, 276–285.

[29] Annangi B, Bach J, Vales G, Rubio L, Marcos R, Hernández A. 
Long-term exposures to low doses of cobalt nanoparticles 
induce cell transformation enhanced by oxidative damage. 
Nanotoxicology 2015, 9, 138–147.

[30] Pacurari M, May I, Tchounwou PB. Effects of lipopolysaccharide, 
multiwalled carbon nantoubes, and the combination on lung 
alveolar epithelial cells. Environ. Toxicol. 2017, 32, 445–455.

[31] Wan R, Mo Y, Chien S, Li Y, Li Y, Tollerud DJ, Zhang Q. The role of 
hypoxia inducible factor-1α in the increased MMP-2 and MMP-9 
production by human monocytes exposed to nickel. Nanotoxi-
cology 2011, 5, 568–582.

[32] McCarthy J, Inkielewicz-Stępniak I, Corbalan JJ, Radomski MW. 
Mechanisms of toxicity of amorphous silica nanoparticles on 
human lung submucosal cells in vitro: protective effects of 
fisetin. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 2012, 25, 2227–2235.

[33] Armand L, Dagouassat M, Belade E, Simon-Deckers A, Le Gou-
vello S, Tharabat C, Duprez C, Andujar P, Pairon JC, Boczkowski 
J, Lanone S. Titanium dioxide nanoparticles induce matrix 
metalloprotease 1 in human pulmonary fibroblasts partly via an 
interleukin-1β-dependent mechanism. Am. J. Respir. Cell. Mol. 
Biol. 2013, 48, 354–363.

[34] Wu Y, Zhang Q, Ruan Z, Yin Y. Intrinsic effects of gold nano-
particles on proliferation and invasion activity in SGC-7901 
cells. Oncol. Rep. 2016, 35, 1457–1462.

[35] Zhang Q, Ma Y, Yang S, Xu B, Fei X. Small-sized gold nano-
particles inhibit the proliferation and invasion of SW579 cells. 
Mol. Med. Rep. 2015, 12, 8313–8319.

[36] Hashimoto M, Yamaguchi S, Sasaki J, Kawai K, Kawakami H, 
Iwasaki Y, Imazato S. Inhibition of matrix metalloproteinases 
and toxicity of gold and platinum nanoparticles in L929 fibro-
blast cells. Eur. J. Oral Sci. 2016, 124, 68–74.

[37] Hashimoto M, Kawai K, Kawakami H, Imazato S. Matrix  
metalloproteases inhibition and biocompatibility of gold and 
platinum nanoparticles. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. A 2016, 104, 
209–217.

[38] Hashimoto M, Sasaki JI, Yamaguchi S, Kawai K, Kawakami 
H, Iwasaki Y, Imazato S. Gold nanoparticles inhibit matrix 
metalloproteases without cytotoxicity. J. Dent. Res. 2015, 94, 
1085–1091.

[39] Liu Q, Jin L, Shen FH, Balian G, Li XJ. Fullerol nanoparticles 
suppress inflammatory response and adipogenesis of vertebral 
bone marrow stromal cells – a potential novel treatment for 
intervertebral disc degeneration. Spine J. 2013, 13,  
1571–1580.



552      M. Matysiak-Kucharek et al.: Effect of nanoparticles on the expression and activity of matrix metalloproteinases

[40] Meng H, Xing G, Blanco E, Song Y, Zhao L, Sun B, Li X, Wang 
PC, Korotcov A, Li W, Liang XJ, Chen C, Yuan H, Zhao F, Chen 
Z, Sun T, Chai Z, Ferrari M, Zhao Y. Gadolinium metallofuller-
enol nanoparticles inhibit cancer metastasis through matrix 
metalloproteinase inhibition: imprisoning instead of poisoning 
cancer cells. Nanomedicine 2012, 8, 136–146.

[41] Shakibaie M, Khorramizadeh MR, Faramarzi MA, Sabzevari 
O, Shahverdi AR. Biosynthesis and recovery of selenium 
nanoparticles and the effects on matrix metalloproteinase-2 
expression. Biotechnol. Appl. Biochem. 2010, 56, 7–15.

[42] Yassin AM, Elnouby M, El-Deeb NM, Hafez EE. Tungsten oxide 
nanoplates; the novelty in targeting metalloproteinase-7 gene 
in both cervix and colon cancer cells. Appl. Biochem. Biotech-
nol. 2016, 180, 623–637.

[43] Guo da D, Li QN, Li CM, Bi HS. Zinc oxide nanoparticles inhibit 
murine photoreceptor-derived cell proliferation and migration 
via reducing TGF-β and MMP-9 expression in vitro. Cell Prolif. 
2015, 48, 198–208.

[44] Park EJ, Kim H, Kim Y, Park K. Intratracheal instillation of 
platinum nanoparticles may induce inflammatory responses in 
mice. Arch. Pharm. Res. 2010, 33, 727–735.

[45] Park EJ, Kim H, Kim Y, Yi J, Choi K, Park K. Inflammatory 
responses may be induced by a single intratracheal instillation 
of iron nanoparticles in mice. Toxicology 2010, 275, 65–71.

[46] Blum JL, Rosenblum LK, Grunig G, Beasley MB, Xiong JQ, 
Zelikoff JT. Short-term inhalation of cadmium oxide nano-
particles alters pulmonary dynamics associated with lung 
injury, inflammation, and repair in a mouse model. Inhal. 
Toxicol. 2014, 26, 48–58.

[47] Ma JY, Mercer RR, Barger M, Schwegler-Berry D, Scabilloni J, 
Ma JK, Castranova V. Induction of pulmonary fibrosis by cerium 
oxide nanoparticles. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 2012, 262, 
255–264.

[48] Ma J, Mercer RR, Barger M, Schwegler-Berry D, Cohen JM, 
Demokritou P, Castranovac V. Effects of amorphous silica 
coating on cerium oxide nanoparticles induced pulmonary 
responses. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 2015, 288, 63–73.

[49] Ambalavanan N, Stanishevsky A, Bulger A, Halloran B, Steele 
C, Vohra Y, Matalon S. Titanium oxide nanoparticle instillation 
induces inflammation and inhibits lung development in mice. 
Am. J. Physiol. Lung Cell. Mol. Physiol. 2013, 304, L152–L161.

[50] Morimoto Y, Oyabu T, Ogami A, Myojo T, Kuroda E, Hirohashi M, 
Shimada M, Lenggoro W, Okuyama K, Tanaka I. Investigation 
of gene expression of MMP-2 and TIMP-2 mRNA in rat lung in 
inhaled nickel oxide and titanium dioxide nanoparticles. Ind. 
Health 2011, 49, 344–352.

[51] Chang XH, Zhu A, Liu FF, Zou LY, Su L, Liu SK, Zhou HH, Sun YY, 
Han AJ, Sun YF, Li S, Li J, Sun YB. Nickel oxide nanoparticles 
induced pulmonary fibrosis via TGF-β1 activation in rats. Hum. 
Exp. Toxicol. 2017, 36, 802–812.

[52] Opris R, Tatomir C, Olteanu D, Moldovan R, Moldovan B, David 
L, Nagy A, Decea N, Kiss ML, Filip GA. The effect of Sambucus 
nigra L. extract and phytosynthesized gold nanoparticles 
on diabetic rats. Colloids Surf. B Biointerfaces 2017, 150, 
192–200.

[53] Medhat A, Mansour S, El-Sonbaty S, Kandil E, Mahmoud M. 
Evaluation of the antitumor activity of platinum nanoparticles 
in the treatment of hepatocellular carcinoma induced in rats. 
Tumour Biol. 2017, 39, 1010428317717259.

[54] Yanhua W, Hao H, Li Y, Zhang S. Selenium-substituted 
hydroxyapatite nanoparticles and their in vivo antitumor effect 
on hepatocellular carcinoma. Colloids Surf. B Biointerfaces 
2016, 140, 297–306.

[55] Kang SG, Zhou G, Yang P, Liu Y, Sun B, Huynh T, Meng H, Zhao 
L, Xing G, Chen C, Zhao Y, Zhou R. Molecular mechanism of 
pancreatic tumor metastasis inhibition by Gd@C82(OH)22 and 
its implication for de novo design of nanomedicine. Proc. Natl. 
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2012, 109, 15431–15436.

[56] Ma J, Liu J, Lu CW, Cai DF. Pachymic acid modified carbon 
nanoparticles reduced angiogenesis via inhibition of MMP-3. 
Int. J. Clin. Exp. Pathol. 2015, 8, 5464–5470.

[57] Kang SG, Araya-Secchi R, Wang D, Wang B, Huynh T, Zhou R. 
Dual inhibitory pathways of metallofullerenol Gd@C82(OH)22 on 
matrix metalloproteinase-2: molecular insight into drug-like 
nanomedicine. Sci. Rep. 2014, 4, 4775.

Bionotes
Magdalena Matysiak-Kucharek
Department of Molecular Biology and 
Translational Research, Institute of Rural 
Health, Lublin, Jaczewskiego 2, Lublin  
20-090, Poland,  
matysiak.magdalena@imw.lublin.pl

Magdalena Matysiak-Kucharek, MSc in medical analytics. Assistant 
at the Department of Molecular Biology and Translational Research 
in the Institute of Rural Health (Lublin, Poland). Her scientific inter-
est focuses on the toxicology of NPs and their participation in the 
process of carcinogenesis and metastasis.

Magdalena Czajka
Department of Molecular Biology and 
Translational Research, Institute of Rural 
Health, Lublin, Jaczewskiego 2, Lublin 20-
090, Poland

Magdalena Czajka, MSc in chemistry and biotechnology. Assistant 
at the Department of Molecular Biology and Translational Research 
in the Institute of Rural Health (Lublin, Poland). Her scientific 
interests are the toxicology of pesticides and NPs. She is especially 
interested in the role of pesticide exposure in the development of 
metabolic disorders.

mailto:matysiak.magdalena@imw.lublin.pl


M. Matysiak-Kucharek et al.: Effect of nanoparticles on the expression and activity of matrix metalloproteinases      553

Krzysztof Sawicki
Department of Molecular Biology and 
Translational Research, Institute of Rural 
Health, Lublin, Jaczewskiego 2, Lublin 20-
090, Poland

Krzysztof Sawicki, MSc in biological science. Assistant at the 
Department of Molecular Biology and Translational Research in 
the Institute of Rural Health (Lublin, Poland). His scientific inter-
ests include environmental and molecular toxicology and cellular 
mechanisms of response to pesticides, especially their impact in 
the metabolism of endogenous compounds based on four rings of 
cholesterol.

Marcin Kruszewski
Department of Molecular Biology and 
Translational Research, Institute of Rural 
Health, Lublin, Jaczewskiego 2, Lublin 20-
090, Poland; Centre for Radiobiology and 
Biological Dosimetry, Institute of Nuclear 
Chemistry and Technology, Dorodna 16, 
Warsaw 03-195, Poland; and Department 
of Medical Biology and Translational 
Research, Faculty of Medicine, University of 
Information Technology and Management, 
Sucharskiego 2, Rzeszów 35-225, Poland

Marcin Kruszewski, Professor, PhD, DSc in biological science; Head 
of Centre for Radiobiology and Biological Dosimetry in the Institute 
of Nuclear Chemistry and Technology (Warsaw, Poland). He has 
a long-time experience in cell biology, toxicology, and molecular 
genetics. His scientific interests include cellular response to oxida-
tive stress, including the role of transition metal, induction DNA 
damage and its repair, and activation of cellular signaling pathways 
in response to xenobiotics.

Lucyna Kapka-Skrzypczak
Department of Molecular Biology and 
Translational Research, Institute of 
Rural Health, Lublin, Jaczewskiego 2, 
Lublin 20-090, Poland; and Department 
of Medical Biology and Translational 
Research, Faculty of Medicine, University of 
Information Technology and Management, 
Sucharskiego 2, Rzeszów 35-225, Poland

Lucyna Kapka-Skrzypczak, Associate Professor, PhD, DSc in medical 
science; Head of Department of Molecular Biology and Transla-
tional Research in the Institute of Rural Health (Lublin, Poland). Her 
research interests include environmental and molecular toxicology, 
nanotoxicology, and epigenetic and environmental factors govern-
ing human response, whenever exposed to health hazards, as well 
as adapting molecular biological methods for disease diagnosis and 
prevention such as for cancer and lifestyle diseases.


