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Abstract: Nanotechnology is an emerging field that involves the development of nanoscale parti-
cles, their fabrication methods, and potential applications. From nanosized inorganic particles to
biopolymers, the variety of nanoparticles is unstoppably growing, offering huge opportunities for
drug delivery. Various nanoformulations, such as nanoparticles, nanocomposites, and nanoemul-
sions, have been developed to enhance drug stability, solubility, and tissue penetration. Moreover,
nanocarriers can be specifically engineered to target diseased cells or release the drug in a controllable
manner, minimizing damage to surrounding healthy tissues and reducing side effects. This review
focuses on the combinations between porphyrin derivatives and nanocarriers applied in photody-
namic therapy (PDT). PDT has emerged as a significant advance in medicine, offering a low-invasive
method for managing infections, the treatment of tumors, and various dermatoses. The therapy relies
on the activation of a photosensitizer by light, which results in the generation of reactive oxygen
species. Despite their favorable properties, porphyrins reveal non-specific distribution within the
body. Nanotechnology has the capability to enhance the PS delivery and its activation. This review
explores the potential improvements that are provided by the use of nanotechnology in the PDT field.

Keywords: PDT; PACT; porphyrin; nanotechnology; bacterial infections; chlorin e6; bacteriochlorin;
isobacteriochlorin

1. Introduction

Photodynamic therapy is a low-invasive treatment method that uses a photosensitizer
(PS), molecular oxygen, and appropriate light to kill cancer cells or microorganisms [1].
Despite its drawbacks, resulting from PDT principles (problems in PS excitation deep
inside the diseased tissues), there are many approaches to overcome them. Some such
protocols make PDT more invasive in comparison to their original form, i.e., the interstitial
PDT, which requires the laparoscopic delivery of fiber optics with excitation light. In the
context of anticancer therapy, the term PDT is used, while, in the context of antimicrobial
therapy, there are two abbreviations, aPDT (antimicrobial photodynamic therapy) and
PACT (photodynamic antimicrobial chemotherapy) [2,3]. The principle of PDT consists of
the administration of a PS that is inactive in the dark and accumulates in the tumor, followed
by local irradiation with the light of a wavelength corresponding to the PS absorption band
needed for its activation. Simplifying the above, excited PS transfers its energy to molecular
oxygen, thereby generating cytotoxic reactive oxygen species (ROS), such as singlet oxygen,
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which can oxidize key cellular components, leading to the destruction of cancer and
bacteria cells [4]. Each ingredient is non-toxic and has no harmful effect on the organism,
unlike chemotherapy drugs that can cause systemic toxicity [4]. Both modalities, PACT
and PDT, despite their similar background, are distinguished by significantly different
approaches and effects. The term “chemotherapy” in PACT is associated with low, although
noticeable, toxicity without irradiation (dark toxicity) toward microbial cells, which is
clinically insignificant. The activity of PS against microbes is potentiated by light activation
and the turning on of the photodynamic process. Such a situation is a consequence of the
PS structure for antimicrobial use—mainly cationic PSs, which enable the attachment to the
bacterial membrane—at the microbial target site. Interestingly, in the case of mammalian
cells treated with PS in the dark, the activity should not be noticed.

The key challenges for the photodynamic method development are associated with
the proper targeting and delivery of the PS into the site of action. Another challenge is
associated with limited tissue penetration by light, which is strongly dependent on the
light wavelength, but also due to the absorption by the tissues and present chromophores,
scattering, and refraction [1,5,6].

Unfortunately, PDT methods reveal some problems that need to be solved. Even with
the use of NIR light, only tumors located no more than 1.5 cm deep under the skin can
be destroyed because of poor light penetration [7]. Major limitations include neoplasia of
unknown origin, the requirement for light, which precludes treatment of systemic disease,
poor light penetration into extensive neoplasia, and damage to any major blood vessels
in the vicinity of neoplasia. Due to local effects, PDT is ineffective in the treatment of
metastatic lesions of unknown localization, which are the most common cause of death in
oncological patients [8], and immunostimulation by PDT alone is not sufficient in these
cases. The PS should possess most of the following features: hydrophilicity for easy
systemic use, lack of dark toxicity, biocompatibility, the reliable generation of ROS after
light irradiation, and targeted action [9]. In practice, there are often difficulties in achieving
the above objectives.

Porphyrins (Figure 1) are a large group of compounds known for their important role
in nature. After many years of research, porphyrins and their derivatives are currently one
of the most frequently used PSs in photodynamic therapy (PDT). Their main advantages
are the stable excited triplet state, the preferential accumulation in tumor tissues, the often
high singlet oxygen-generation ability, and the broad absorption range, often from blue to
red light. An additional factor is associated with the macrocyclic ring, which is prone to
modifications by the insertion of metals that can enhance their properties [10–13].
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Figure 1. Basic structure of porphyrin with a bolded aromatic 18 π-electronic system.

Currently, PACT is mainly used in the treatment of superficial wounds, acne, and
periodontitis [14]. It should be remembered that the bacteria killing at the level below 99.9%
(<3 log reduction in bacterial growth) is clinically insignificant.

However, the path of application for porphyrins in photodynamic methods was not
easy due to the low values of the absorption coefficients in the so-called “therapeutic win-
dow”, assigned to a range of 600–800 nm [15]. The results of any therapy depend not only
on the chemical properties of the therapeutic agent but also on its affinity for tissues [16].
For this reason, attempts have been made to increase the solubility of porphyrins in aqueous
solutions—where the first path is to modify the chemical structure—mainly by adding car-
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boxyl, ester, ammonium, or sulfate groups [17]. Another method is the functionalization of
porphyrins with bioactive molecules such as peptides, amino acids, antibodies, or vitamins.
The third approach, which will be thoroughly analyzed in this work, is the combination
of porphyrins with carriers. Since the carriers are prone to modification, they seem to be
the most versatile solution for enhanced targeting due to appropriate moieties present
on their surface. Proper localization and the preferable accumulation in the tumor allow
for the minimization of the side effects of the therapy, as well as providing more effective
delivery into the site of action. Pharmacokinetic adjustment to make it more convenient
is also a crucial factor that is often taken into account. Additionally, the carriers can be
combined with other specific moieties that ensure the controlled release under the desired
conditions, such as the specific pH. The possibility of equipping the nanocarriers with other
drugs can also enhance the effectiveness of the used therapy due to the multifunctional
approach. Concerning the properties of porphyrins, such an approach can effectively
overcome their limitations [1,6,17].

2. Combinations of Porphyrins with Liposomes

The use of liposomes to transport hydrophobic molecules improves their solubility
in an aqueous environment and thus reduces their tendency to aggregate. Additionally,
the surface of liposomes can be relatively easily modified to increase drug accumulation in
cancer cells [18,19]. The first drug containing porphyrins in combination with liposomes
approved by the FDA was benzoporphyrin, with the trade name Verteporfin® (Figure 2),
also known under the trade name Visudyne®.
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Figure 2. Common derivatives of natural porphyrins used as drugs.

It is currently used to treat age-related macular degeneration (AMD) and subfoveal
choroidal neovascularization occurring in high myopia [20]. The product consists of a
benzoporphyrin derivative and a liposome (Figure 3) composed of unsaturated phos-
phatidylglycerol and dimyristoylphosphatidylcholine in a molar ratio of 3:5 [21]. Since
non-ionic porphyrin derivatives are poorly soluble in water (except for PEG-ylated ones),
and thus susceptible to self-aggregation in such an environment, this results in a decrease
in their efficiency due to the self-quenching phenomenon [22]. The use of the formulation
enables the better uptake of the PS into the target tissues. Moreover, the ease of their
modification allows for the implementation of drug release in the presence of a specific
trigger, such as a low pH, the presence of certain enzymes, an oxidant (generated singlet
oxygen), or heat [23–25]. Despite all of the benefits, the liposomal formulations have also
drawbacks, such as low in vivo stability, the possibility of lipid peroxidation, rapid drug
release, and delivery to the particular subcellular organelles. Additionally, their limited
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stability creates problems with long-term storage and is associated not only with their
degradation, but with the modulation of the physicochemical properties of the formulations
by degradation products as well [26]. The drawbacks of liposomal formulations can be
overcome by utilizing strategies that rely on incorporating stability enhancers, such as func-
tional polymers, that can also provide a more controlled release. Moreover, the inclusion
of targeting moieties should improve the delivery precisely into cancer cells. The poly-
meric moieties themselves, despite beneficial properties, are burdened with limited drug
capacity [27]. Thus, by creating hybrid polymer–lipid particles (PLHNPs), it is possible
to obtain favorable features of both components, such as high biocompatibility, improved
incorporation of the drug into the carrier, controlled drug release, and increased drug
accumulation in the target tissue [27]. Additionally, the conjugation of lipid nanoparticles,
e.g., with folic acid or proteins (such as antibodies), is also used to increase the effectiveness
through an active delivery system directed at the folate receptor or epithelial growth factor
receptors (EGFRs), which is a targeted therapy [27–29].
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Similarly to anticancer applications, liposomal formulations have been successfully uti-
lized against microbes. The key difference between those two aspects is that the most active
PSs against microbes possess cationic groups, although there are many exceptions regard-
ing the high concentration of anionic and non-ionic PSs. Furthermore, the differences in the
bacterial outer membrane also determine the PS efficacy. Gram-negative bacteria are often
less vulnerable to PDT due to the thick membrane, contrary to Gram-positive bacteria [30].
As in the case of the anticancer PDT, the majority of porphyrin PSs were neutral, and thus
hydrophobic, so they were incorporated into the lipid bilayer. On contrary, antibacterial
cationic porphyrins are more hydrophilic and can accumulate in the aqueous core [30].
PSs delivered in liposomes most often demonstrate higher photodynamic effectiveness
against bacteria than free PSs [31]. Ferro et al. [32] developed a new, positively charged
meso-substituted porphyrin—5-[4-(1-dodecanoylpyridinium)]-10,15,20-triphenylporphyrin
(Table 1, no. 11), characterized by very efficient ROS formation. Nevertheless, it showed
relatively low bactericidal activity (below 3 log) when dissolved in a homogeneous aqueous
solution or incorporated into neutral lipid vesicles. The effect was enhanced when polyca-
tionic agents were used as carriers, such as liposomes containing N-[1-(2,3-dioleoyloxy)propyl]-
N,-N,-N-trimethylammonium chloride. It acted primarily as an agent that disorganized the
structure of the bacterial cell wall, and, as a consequence, the drug could penetrate deep
into the cell membrane and quickly weaken the selected enzymatic activities, leading to
cell death. A reduction in bacterial growth of about 4.5–6.0 log was achieved [32]. The
study was conducted on a strain of MRSA [33]. The severity of these infections varies from
minor skin infections to fatal necrotizing pneumonias [33]. The combination of cationic
delivery systems and positively charged drugs is an innovative method of improving the
effectiveness of classic PSs, enabling the use of PACT on a larger scale [32]. Tsai et al. [34], in
their study on S. aureus, Staphylococcus epidermidis, and Streptococcus pyogenes, investigated
the combination of hematoporphyrin IX (Figure 2) with liposomes. They demonstrated
that the use of cargo could induce a high rate of bacterial eradication (4–5 log) at a much
lower dose than that in the case of application of the porphyrin alone.
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Table 1. Structures of porphyrins other than the A4-type presented in this work.

A3B-type porphyrins

No. R1 R2 Metal or H2 Ref.

1. H2 [35]

2. Zn [36]

3. Zn [37]

4. Zn, H2 [38]

5. H2 [39]

6. H2 [40]

7. Zn [41]
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Table 1. Cont.

No. R1 R2 Metal or H2 Ref.

8. H2 [42–44]

9. H2 [42,44]

10. H2 [44]

11. H2 [32]

12. H2 [45]

13. H2 [46]

5,15-disubstituted porphyrin

14. H2 [47]
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Table 1. Cont.

No. R1 R2 Metal or H2 Ref.

A2B2-type porphyrin

15. H2 [35]

3. Combination of Porphyrins with Polymers

Many scientists have become interested in the potential of PLGA (a copolymer of
lactic and glycolic acid; see Figure 4) nanoparticles due to the specific and controlled
delivery of various micro- and macromolecules, including drugs [16]. In the formulation
of various polymer nanostructures, PLGA has gained attention because of its properties
such as complete biodegradability and biocompatibility, well-understood formulation
techniques, and easy modification [16]. Its huge advantage is the easy functionalization of
polymers, enabling the creation of structures tailored to porphyrins of different molecular
weights, hydrophobicity, and charge. In this way, the biodistribution and kinetics of the
drug can be optimized [48]. Since PLGA is fully hydrophobic, contrary to earlier mentioned
liposomes, where only the lipid bilayer shares the hydrophobic nature, the encapsulation of
non-functionalized porphyrins in the NPs can be more effective than in case of liposomes
of a similar size [49]. To further improve the efficacy of drug delivery and the therapy itself,
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the surface of the PLGA nanoparticles (NPs) can be modified with specific proteins such as
lectins. This kind of modification may greatly enhance the targeting due to high specificity
toward sugar moieties expressed on the membrane and organelle proteins, similarly to
liposomes, as mentioned earlier [50]. Interestingly, there is a possibility to coat the PLGA
NPs with lipids, creating a huge liposome-like structure with the loaded PLGA NPs [51].
Additionally, thanks to nanoencapsulation, the effectiveness of the complex is improved,
allowing for a lower dose and, consequently, a reduction in the side effects caused by
porphyrins without losing the effectiveness of the treatment [48]. On the other hand,
formulations based on PLGA possess some drawbacks—their biodegradability is related
to rapid hydrolysis, which can limit its application in aqueous media. The strategies used
to achieve better durability in the organism involve changing the lactic acid/glycolic acid
ratio or the incorporation of other polymers or ceramic scaffolds. Since both monomers
have different properties—poly(glycolic acid) is crystalline and less hydrophobic, while
poly(lactic acid) is amorphous and more hydrophobic—this allows for the effective tailoring
of the hydrolysis rate, as there a higher content of poly(lactic acid), although it should
be remembered that the composition in 1:1 ratio is most susceptible to hydrolysis, and
therefore it degrades at the highest rate [49].
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Figure 4. Visual representation of the PS (blue) incorporated into the PLGA NP.

In a study by Gonzales-Delgado et al. [52], a highly water-soluble PS, 5,10,15,20-tetrakis
(1-methylpyridinium-4-yl)-porphyrin tetraiodide (TMPyP; Figure 5a), was enclosed in
PLGA. Free nanoparticles were introduced into the Carbopol hydrogel to achieve a con-
trolled release of porphyrin. This formulation was tested on a model analogous to the
permeability profile of skin, a pig ear skin model. No penetration into the deeper skin
layers and satisfactory effectiveness at the site of administration were demonstrated. This
property makes the combination of encapsulated PSs with carriers on gel bases enabling
modified release very promising [52]. Ito et al. [53] focused on a similar aspect in their
work using manganese–TMPyP (Figure 5a). They confirmed the relationship between the
molecular weight and the effect of the drug on the tissue and the potential improvement
of the treatment effectiveness in PDT. The smallest particles showed the greatest loading
effectiveness but also the fastest penetration into tissues, which is the desired effect.

An interesting option, lately gathering more and more attention, are carriers based
on chitosan. Chitosan (Figure 6) is a natural carbohydrate polymer obtained from mush-
rooms and crustacean shells by the partial N-deacetylation of chitin [54]. It has unique
mucoadhesive properties, which means it adheres very well to wet surfaces inside and
outside of the human body. Thanks to this, it is used in MDDSs (mucoadhesive drug
delivery systems). Its wide use in medicine results from its high biocompatibility and lack
of documented allergic response [55]. Chitosan contains heteroatoms in its structure that
can form hydrogen bonds with porphyrins, and its lipophilic properties enable the transfer
of the complex to the organic environment [55]. Moreover, due to the presence of amine
groups, it can effectively bind the PS molecules via imine (Schiff base) or amide bonds, as
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well as additional alkyl chains. Amine groups are also useful for cross-linking, allowing for
the easy conversion of chitosan into hydrogels, which often present excellent self-healing
properties and long-term stability [56–59]. Overcoming both hydrophilic and hydrophobic
drug obstacles makes chitosan suitable for use in combination with many molecules. It has
also been proven that it can enhance the therapeutic effect due to the high adsorption rate
on phospholipid monolayers—analogous to the cell membrane [60]. On the contrary to
liposomes and PLGA, chitosan can be soluble in water, although it is highly dependent
on its molecular weight, which poses a problem. This can be improved by lowering the
pH due to the protonation of amino moieties. Another disadvantage of chitosan is its
low mechanical strength, which is possible to overcome with the incorporation of other
materials, such as polymers [57,59].
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Chitosan (CS) is also used as a carrier in PACT for the following three main rea-
sons: its antibacterial properties, the positive charge of the molecules, enabling them
to penetrate or bind to the bacterial cell membrane, and thanks to its ability to increase
hydrophilicity [61,62]. Gsponer et al. [63] used a porphyrin–chitosan hydrogel to inac-
tivate E. coli with different CS concentrations. In the dark conditions, a decrease in the
cell number was observed, especially at higher concentrations, indicating the cytotoxicity
of chitosan itself. It has antimicrobial effects because its positive charge can disrupt the
functions of the negatively charged membrane, changing its permeability [63]. Thus, a low
CS concentration resulted in decreased phototoxic activity induced by 5,10,15,20-tetrakis
(4-N,N,N-trimethylammoniophenyl)porphyrin (TMAP4+; Figure 5b) from ca. 7 to 5 log,
probably due to the repulsion of positive charges. Nevertheless, this reduction is still
more than enough. On the other hand, CS enhanced the photoinactivation of E. coli, with
the 5,10,15,20-tetra(4-sulfonatophenyl)porphyrin (TPPS4−; Figure 5c) and the reduction in
bacterial growth increasing from ca. 1.5 to 4 log [63].

Polymer nanoparticles have gained popularity in the context of use in PACT mainly
due to minimizing the precipitation or aggregation of hydrophobic PS molecules in a polar
environment and enhancing the interaction with the target cell [31]. Their incorporation
may result in formation of polymeric vesicles, polymersomes, that exhibit interesting
behavior. Their membranes are able to allow singlet oxygen through without their dis-
ruption, which is not always available with liposomes [64]. Martinez et al. [65] tested a
combination of polymer and platinum octaethylporphyrin (Figure 7) on antibiotic-resistant
bacteria from the ESKAPE pathogen group. The following bacteria strains belong to
the group: Enterococcus faecium, S. aureus, K. pneumoniae, A. baumannii, P. aeruginosa, and
Enterobacter spp. The rates of bacterial growth achieved values from 3 to 6 log. They are able
to avoid the action of antibiotics and have developed new resistance mechanisms [66,67].
Therefore, the research aiming to find an effective way to eradicate these pathogens is
particularly important. It was demonstrated that, among them, Gram-negative bacteria
required a higher dose of light (by approximately 10–15 J/cm2) to exert the desired effect,
but they were equally successfully removed from the biofilm [65].
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Khelifa et al. [68] compared the activity of meso-phenylporphyrin (Figure 5d) in relation
to its polymer derivative. It turned out that meso-phenylporphyrin has moderate activity
against E. faecalis, with an inhibition zone, as measured by the disk-diffusion method,
of 11 mm and low activity against S. aureus, with an inhibition zone of 4 mm. However,
inhibition was not observed for P. aeruginosa and E. coli. The polymer conjugate showed
much higher antibacterial activity against all of the tested strains—the inhibition zones were
11 mm for P. aeruginosa, 12 mm for E. coli, 14 mm for E. faecalis, and 15 mm for S. aureus,
respectively. These values are comparable or slightly higher than those obtained for
tetracycline, which causes a zone of inhibition of P. aeruginosa and E. coli of approximately
12 mm in diameter.
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Modern drug formulations, such as hydrogels, are increasingly used in biomedical
applications. Their unique physical properties provide a different approach to PS delivery
in PACT, especially for wound infections [69]. The hydrogel combined with porphyrin is
able to adapt to the shape of the wound and effectively release PS, which makes PACT take
place in a controlled manner under exposure to light [69]. After the treatment, the expanded
structure of the hydrogel allows for easy removal. These features may facilitate the clinical
application of PACT. Donnelly et al. [69] prepared a poly(vinyl alcohol) (PVA) hydrogel
containing methylene blue and porphyrin meso-tetra-(N-methyl-4-pyridyl)-tetra-tosylate
(Figure 5a). The conjugate showed a high effectiveness in PACT and the potential for use
as a novel approach to the treatment of wound infections [69].
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4. Combination of Porphyrins with Virus-like Particles

Virus-like nanoparticles (VLPs; Figure 8) are another path in the discovery of new
nanocarriers in PDT. These particles possess many advantages, including a low price, natural
origin, and the ability to carry a large amount of drug compared to other nanoparticles [18,70].
Moreover, they are non-infectious particles based on a protein structure, so they can
naturally react with numerous types of receptors present on the cell membrane, and thus
they can cause the intended effect in the cell [18]. It is worth mentioning that VLPs non-
equipped with targeting moieties can provide no effect; thus, introducing proper targeting
ligands may be crucial to achieving the desired activity. VLPs are also relatively easy to link
to porphyrins and attach various molecules to the surface due to vast amount of various
functional groups that can be utilized either to create linkers or serve as one. Porphyrins
are enclosed in VLPs through covalent and non-covalent bonds [70,71]. Non-covalent
bonds are easier to obtain, while covalent bonds have the advantages of providing effective
encapsulation and improving stability. Interestingly, the possibility of expression of specific
peptide sequences or proteins also exists and is associated with genetic methods of capsid
modification. The modification of surface groups by covalent bonds is likely to follow
standard reactions used in organic chemistry, and the introduced moieties may include
the following popular functional groups: phenol, thiol, amine, azide, carboxyl, and others.
Such a conjugation provides high stability of the cargo [70]. However, VLPs have a lower
toxicity than inorganic particles, a higher stability compared to liposomes, and are more
homogeneous compared to polymer particles [72].
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Figure 8. Appearance of virus-like particles carrying PSs (red). Generated in Blender 4.1 using PDB
data [73,74] and modified.

5. Combinations of Porphyrins with Hydrocarbonates

Cancer cells have a high energy demand and their proliferation is often dependent on
glucose uptake. Therefore, it was decided to investigate the effect of combining porphyrins
with sugars (Figure 9) as selective delivery enhancers in PDT. Cancer cells overexpress
glucose transport receptors, so porphyrin–saccharide bioconjugates should reveal a higher
binding affinity than porphyrins alone [75]. Interestingly, conjugation with sugar moieties
can improve the uptake of poorly water-soluble PSs. An important targeting factor is also
the overexpression of lectin-type receptors, which are specific for glycosylated structures.
The greatest problem in combining porphyrins with saccharides is the hydrolysis of the
sugar component attached via O-glycosidic bonds under physiological conditions, which
leads to the short half-life time of these molecules in the organism [75,76]. However,
porphyrins with sugars attached by S- or C-glycosidic bonds showed low synthesis yields,
so many studies have focused on improving the synthesis methods [75,76]. An additional
difficulty is also the aggregation in aqueous solutions, where PS aggregates are formed, for
which a decrease in singlet oxygen generation is observed [76].

In a study published by Singh [77] et al., the aggregation of tetra-thioglycosylated
porphyrins (Figure 5e), chlorins, and bacteriochlorins was compared. Despite the formation
of particles of different sizes, all of them were captured by cancer cells, which was proven
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with fluorescence microscopy. The porphyrin-incorporated polymer, which was enriched
with galactose molecules, revealed lower IC50 values for HepG2 and Hep2 (0.2 mg/mL
and 0.4 mg/mL, respectively) compared to the polymer without galactose, for which the
IC50 values were higher (0.5 mg/mL and 0.5 mg/mL, respectively, for each carcinoma
cell line) [78].
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The structural organization of sugar nanoparticles with porphyrinoids depends on
many factors, including the number of attached sugar groups and the type of component
molecules, the bond type, the concentration, the solvent, and the mixing technique [79].
From all of the above-mentioned studies, it can be concluded that the potential effective-
ness of saccharide–PS conjugates in PDT depends mainly on the type of sugar moiety
and the photodynamic profile of the porphyrin, as well as the place and nature of the
sugar attachment.

Cyclodextrins (CDs) are macrocyclic carbohydrate compounds containing six, seven, or
eight glucopyranose rings connected by α-1,4-acetal bonds, which have the ability to incorpo-
rate hydrophobic compounds into their cavity by forming inclusion complexes (Figure 10) [80].
This property makes cyclodextrins an ideal candidate for combinations with porphyrins.
CDs increase the hydrophilicity of the conjugate and prevent particle aggregation. The
association of porphyrins with cyclodextrins also brings many benefits. CDs can attach
moieties that target specific organelles and be functionalized with compounds for imaging
purposes. The possibility of immobilizing drug molecules makes the cyclodextrin carrier
suitable for treatment with photochemical internalization—an innovative drug delivery
mechanism involving the simultaneous delivery of a chemotherapeutic agent, a PS, and
light [80]. An obstacle to the use of cyclodextrins is the high concentration required (>10%)
to ensure the appropriate formulation of the drug [81]. Therefore, another component
was planned to be added to the conjugates—polymers. In a study by Bergh et al. [81],
5,10,15,20-tetrakis (4-hydroxyphenyl)porphyrin (THPP; Figure 5f), β-cyclodextrin deriva-
tives, and a copolymer—poloxamer 407—were used. It turned out that the solubility of
THPP increased 850 times in binary systems containing β-CD and 10,000 times in three-
component systems with a copolymer [81]. In the next study, these conjugates were tested
in the treatment of infected wounds [82]. Open wounds that become infected by bacteria
often last a very long time and are difficult to treat, so a drug formulation containing
porphyrins administered directly to the wounds would be a very good therapeutic option,
especially since bacteria do not tend to acquire resistance to them [82]. The base substance
in the foam (the drug form was chosen due to more precise dosing than in the case of gels
or creams) [82] was alginic acid, which is a natural copolymer of mannuronic acid and
glucuronic acid. Alginate-based dressings are widely used in wound treatment, as they
have the ability to effectively absorb exudate, thus providing an optimal environment that
promotes healing. The drug release from the tested foams was tested and adjusted by the
amount of CD in the formulation and the degree of its cross-linking. This allows for the
design of a rapid or sustained-release formulation [82].
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As far as cyclodextrin is concerned, its presence, as reported Hanakova et al. [83],
cannot be beneficial for the activity. They tested cyclodextrin combined with zinc(II)
tetrakis(4-sulfonylphenyl)porphyrin (Figure 5c) against the Gram-positive bacteria S. aureus.
After irradiating bacterial cultures with a relatively high light dose of 150 J/cm2 and at
a relatively high PS concentration of 100 µM, cell viability was reduced by only 92%
(ca. 1 log reduction) [84].
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Cellulose, a hydrocarbonate polymer, has extremely useful physicochemical properties,
such as hydrophilicity, biocompatibility, biodegradability, and a large specific surface area of
particles (Figure 11), which have been used in PDT by combining cellulose with porphyrins,
as shown by Rahimi et al. with an A4-type porphyrin (Figure 5b) [85]. The structure
of cellulose NPs consists of many chains fitted together more or less orderly, resulting
in the presence of crystalline and amorphous domains, respectively. Those domains
possess different properties, so they can be separated. The amorphous units break down,
while the crystalline ones remain stable, forming nanocrystals used further for various
applications [86]. Similarly to earlier-mentioned chitosan and VLPs, the cellulose chains
can be modified by subjecting the hydroxyl groups to chemical reactions, resulting in their
esterification, oxidation, or substitution.
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In a study conducted by Fayyaz et al. [87], nanocellulose (NCN) crystals were formed
and meso-tetrakis(4-nitrophenyl)porphyrin (TNPP; Figure 5g) was incorporated. Then,
the photoinactivation of Bacillus subtilis and Pseudomonas aeruginosa bacteria on agar was
examined. The resulting conjugate revealed negligible activity against P. aeruginosa in
comparison to B. subtilis. The inhibition of bacterial growth was complete within the
inhibition zone for P. aeruginosa, while occasional growth was observed in B. subtilis
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colonies within these zones, clearly indicating that B. subtilis is naturally more resistant
to PACT. The binding percentages of porphyrins to B. subtilis and P. aeruginosa in this
study were 1.89% and 16.78%, respectively. The percentage of binding of P. aeruginosa
to TNPP is higher than for the other strains, which may justify its greater effective-
ness. Previously, Fayyaz et al. tested the combination of NCN with another porphyrin,
tetrakis(4-N,N,N-trimethylanilino)-porphyrin (Figure 5b), demonstrating more effective
photoinactivation. This can be attributed to the better solubility and more effective binding
of porphyrin to bacteria [85]. Carpenter et al. [41] demonstrated the promising antimicro-
bial activity of nanocellulose crystals combined with an A3B-type porphyrin (Table 1, no. 7)
against cultures of Acinetobacter baumannii (5–6 log reduction) and MRSA (methicillin-
resistant Staphylococcus aureus—6 log reduction) after irradiation with visible light. Imaging
showed PS fluorescence mainly outside of the A. baumannii and S. aureus cells, suggesting
that the cellulose nanocrystal bound porphyrin remained covalently bound to the cellulose
during the cell irradiation test and was not degraded. As a result, reactive oxygen species
generated in the photodynamic process are likely to spread over short distances, ultimately
damaging the bacteria and leading to inactivation or cell death [41].

6. Combinations of Porphyrins with Dendrimers

Dendrimers are molecules that contain symmetrical branched units built around a
small molecule or linear polymer core (Figure 12). This term means only a structural
arrangement, not the name of a specific compound [88]. Dendrimeric systems are very
widespread in nature. They can be encountered from the meter scale in tree branches,
through the millimeter scale in human anatomy, to the molecular level, where this system
is represented, among others, by glycogen and proteoglycans [89]. These hyperbranched
macromolecules can be functionalized relatively easily, thereby modifying their physic-
ochemical or biological properties. This and many other features have led to their use
as “nanoscale delivery devices” [88]. Biologically active molecules can be placed inside
the dendrimers or adsorbed on their surface, forming two types of porphyrin–dendrimer
connections [89]. The advantages of dendrimers are the following: a high loading capacity
and the ability to modify the lipophilicity and size of the conjugate to optimize cellular
uptake [90,91]. Among dendrimers, polyamidoamines (PAMAMs) are especially popular
due to such features as low immunogenicity, good solubility, biodegradability, and precise
structure, and, when combined with a glycosylated core, the selectivity of the conjugate is
also improved [92].
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In their study, Chang et al. [92] used glycosylated PAMAM dendrimers that specifically
recognized lectin receptors. Cancer cells usually overexpress protein or glycoprotein
receptors, including lectin ones. Thanks to the ability of the drug to recognize these
receptors, high tissue selectivity and good singlet oxygen production efficiency are achieved.
Militello et al. [93] used a combination of tetra-p-methoxyphenylporphyrin (Figure 5h) with
PAMAM-class dendrimers and proved that the spectroscopic properties are determined
by the porphyrin core of the molecule. Additionally, a low level of self-quenching was
recorded, which is a desirable property in PDT. This results partly from the low molecular
aggregation due to the steric hindrance of dendritic branches [93].

7. Combinations of Porphyrins with Carbon Nanoparticles

Carbon nanotubes (CNTs; Figure 13) are cylindrical particles made of one or more
layers of graphene with open or closed ends. They are divided into single-walled ones,
SWCNTs (single-walled carbon nanotubes), and multi-walled ones, MWCNTs (multi-
walled carbon nanotubes) [94]. Carbon nanotubes have many useful features, including a
small size (with a length of a few mm and a diameter of approx. 1–50 nm), an elongated
shape, the potential to carry large amounts of drug, a high tensile strength, high electrical
and thermal conductivity, and susceptibility to modifications [95].
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Porphyrins can be immobilized onto nanotubes using covalent or non-covalent bonds.
In covalent bonds, surface of CNTs is firstly functionalized and then porphyrin-modified,
resulting in stable bond formation. The structure of CNTs allows for radical-based reactions,
and thus the attachment of polymeric chains containing a high content of porphyrin
via the radical polymerization of its monomeric side groups (such as acrylate) is also
possible [96,97]. Interestingly, SWCNTs themselves can generate singlet oxygen due to the
transfer energy on oxygen atoms, promoting triplet–singlet transition. Such a phenomenon
appears to have a synergistic effect when combined with porphyrins [98]. In a study
by Wang et al. [38], the NLO (non-linear optic) properties of the SWCNT-TPP (carbon
nanotube combined with A3B-type porphyrin; Table 1, no. 4) and SWNCNT-TPPZn (with
zinc salt of the compound) nanohybrids were checked. Both nanohybrids showed better
NLO performance compared to individual TPP, TPPZn, and SWCNT, which confirms the
synergistic effect of the ingredients. Moreover, nanotubes are often combined with PLGA or
hyaluronic acid, as well as modified with surfactants or proteins, to increase their solubility
in an aqueous environment [95,99].

However, the promising properties of CNTs are associated with safety concerns. CNTs
are likely to contain residues of catalysts and contaminants after the manufacturing process,
which may significantly increase the toxicity via direct damage to the DNA in the affected
cells. The toxicity of CNTs is highly associated with their physicochemical properties [100].

Fullerenes were discovered in 1985, and since then, their potential has been contin-
uously explored in various fields of science, including medical applications. The unique
structure of fullerene consists of biologically inert molecules (containing 60–100 carbon
atoms) arranged in the structure of a football (Figure 14) [101]. Combinations of fullerene
C60 with porphyrins are insoluble in water and show a high degree of aggregation in this
medium, which is indicated as a main disadvantage of this carrier system. The mentioned
problem can be solved by the use of chemical modifications of the fullerene surface [102].
On the other hand, the hydrophobicity of fullerene favors its greater affinity for cell mem-
branes. The combination of porphyrin compounds with amino acids and fullerene peptide
derivatives is designed to increase its solubility and the absorbable dose of the PS [101]. Due
to their unique structure, fullerenes are able to accept up to six electrons [103], and, when
exposed to light (UVA), these electrons move to a higher energy level, creating an excited
singlet state *C60, which reacts with molecular oxygen to form singlet oxygen. Successively,
fullerene changes from the singlet excited state to the triplet excited state, which is then
able to generate superoxide anion radicals after combining with oxygen [104]. Studies
have shown that there are significant differences between the long-known, hydrophobic,
insoluble C60 fullerenes and the “aqueous” nC60 suspension prepared under appropriate
conditions and using proper techniques [101]. Fullerenes, which dissolve more easily in
water, are believed to contain residual solvent portions within the aggregates, which may
modify their biological behavior. These solvents are, in some cases, chemically bonded to
the molecule rather than merely adsorbed onto its surface [101].
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The combination of porphyrins with fullerene makes the formulation more efficient
in terms of the production of ROS [103]. The main direction of the development are their
combinations with other molecules.

Fullerenes are molecules with strong antibacterial properties [103]. Many papers
describe their effect on the inactivation of various bacterial strains [105–107]. Ballatore et al.
synthesized a porphyrin–fullerene conjugate with three carbazole groups attached at
meso-positions (Figure 5i,j; Table 1, nos. 12–13) [45]. High photodynamic efficiency
was noted in tests against S. aureus irradiated for 30 min (79 J/cm2) with white light
in the wavelength range of 350–800 nm, and a high 4.5 log decrease in cell survival
was observed (99.997% cell inactivation). Ballatore continued research on this conjugate
(Figure 5i; Table 1, no. 12) [46] and proposed its practical use as a coating for surfaces in
places particularly exposed to the development of pathogenic microorganisms.

In recent years, intensive research has been carried out on the applications of graphene
quantum dots (GQDs; Figure 13). These are zero-dimensional graphene nanomaterials that
exhibit the phenomenon of quantum confinement, which leads to unique physicochemical
properties, such as the possibility to adjust their luminescence through controlling their
formation using different synthesis methods. In addition, features such as the biocom-
patibility, high solubility in water, photostability, high absorption of infrared light, and
ease of surface functionalization led to attempts to use quantum dots in PDT [108,109].
The properties of GQDs allow them to serve as PSs themselves, similarly to CNTs and
fullerenes, instead of being only the framework or sole delivery system, such as in the case
of the earlier-mentioned liposomes, polymers, sugars, VLPs, and dendrimers. Thus, their
combination with porphyrins, similarly to other mentioned carbon allotropes, provides
enhanced effect of PDT [108]. Further modification of their surface allows for the creation
of multifunctional agents, which is also useful for synergic photothermal therapy (PTT)
and for imaging and diagnostics [47]. Moreover, the GQDs can be doped with other atoms,
such as nitrogen and sulfur, which results in changes in the electron density and in the
GQD structure itself, possibly providing an improvement in terms of fluorescence, singlet
oxygen quantum yields, and anticancer activity [109–111].

Managa et al. [112] created a conjugate of tetra(4-carboxyphenyl)porphyrin methyl
ester (Figure 5k) with a graphene ester. This combination turned out to be stable due to the
delocalized π-electrons. The compound was tested in vitro on the MCF-7 breast cancer cell
line. The combination showed good biocompatibility, and the cell viability was over 90%
according to the trypan blue exclusion assay. Thanks to the use of quantum dots, much
better results were achieved than for porphyrin used alone when irradiated with light
at a wavelength of 420 nm for 300 s. After this time, cell death was demonstrated at the
level of 85%. It should be remembered that this kind of light (UV) has a limited tissue
penetration rate and could be mutagenic.

There are attempts to modify porphyrins with graphene particles for the use against
microbes. Yu et al. [113] presented graphene nanoribbons (GNRs) coated with cationic



Nanomaterials 2024, 14, 1879 19 of 29

porphyrin (Pp4N; Figure 5l). The developed nanostructure showed a high production of
ROS after irradiation with 660 and 808 nm of light. Interestingly, in the in vitro experiment,
these particles showed low activity (<3 log) against a wide spectrum of Gram-positive
and Gram-negative bacteria (the following strains were used: A. baumannii, P. aeruginosa,
E. coli, K. pneumoniae, MRSA, B. subtilis, S. epidermidis, Staphylococcus lentus, and vancomycin-
resistant Enterococcus (VRE)) [113].

8. Combinations of Porphyrins with Antibodies

Antibodies (Figure 15) were first described at the turn of the 19th and 20th centuries,
but 1975 was the breakthrough year, when Milstein and Kohler discovered a method
of producing monoclonal antibodies [114], for which they received the Nobel Prize in
1984. Since then, rapid progress has begun in research on their properties and potential
medical applications, and, in the 1980s, antibodies were combined with porphyrins (such
as hematoporphyrin; Figure 2) for the first time by Mew et al. [115]. Currently, there are
many drugs approved by the FDA that are a combination of cytostatics and antibodies.
They form a group of drugs called ADCs (antibody–drug conjugates) [39]. The two main
antibody species studied are MAb (monoclonal antibody) and scFv (single-chain variable
fragment—short variable fragments of immunoglobulins). They are often conjugated with
polymer carriers to increase the solubility of the conjugate [75].
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The combination of porphyrins with antibodies allows the drug to target a specific
tissue thanks to specific antibody–receptor binding. This provides the possibility of treat-
ment with mild side effects of therapy and increases the effectiveness in the combat against
cancer. Additionally, the photodynamic effect induced by the porphyrin does not affect the
antibody abilities; thus, the conjugation can be considered stable in the process [75,118].
An ideal porphyrin for conjugation with antibodies should contain only one functional
group that would easily react with the cargo without obtaining many isomers [75].

Interestingly, Penon et al. [40] proved the effectiveness of the A3B-type porphyrin-
AuNP-PEG conjugate (Table 1, no. 6) with the anti-erbB2 antibody (PR-AuNP-PEG-Ab)
in vitro against the SK-BR-3 breast cancer cell line. The conjugate displayed an ability to
generate singlet oxygen after light irradiation. The amount of singlet oxygen produced by
this system resulted in a drop of approximately 14% in comparison to porphyrin alone. The
cellular uptake of the PR-AuNP-PEG-Ab was confirmed by bright-field and fluorescent
imaging. The effectiveness was determined by imaging the damage in the cellular structures
with propidium iodide [40].

9. Combinations of Porphyrins with Amino Acids and Proteins

In PACT, the affinity of PSs (e.g., porphyrins) to the membrane of bacterial cells
may be crucial to enable its photoinactivation [119]. Porphyrins show effective antimicro-
bial activity to a greater extent against Gram-positive than with Gram-negative strains,
mainly due to the presence of an outer bacterial membrane with a strongly negatively
charged lipid part, which can block the adhesion between the PS and bacteria [119].
O’Riordan et al. [120] illustrated the antimicrobial mechanism of action of PDT in the
case of Gram-positive and Gram-negative bacterial strains. The eradication of these
bacteria is based on the concept that certain PSs can accumulate on the cytoplasmic
membrane, which is a critical site for causing irreversible damage to bacteria [120]. The
positive charge of the PS or nanocarrier appears to promote close electrostatic interaction
with the negatively charged external surfaces of the Gram-negative cell [83]. Porphyrins
combined with agents that have a positive charge on their surface enhance deposition of
PSs onto the outer membrane of Gram-negative bacteria and are able to improve their
efficient inactivation [121].

The combination of porphyrins with a cationic antimicrobial peptide (CAMP) is an
effective method of PS delivery due to the ionic bond of the CAMP with bacterial cells [31].
These compounds also reveal a synergy of action, improving the therapeutic effect. CAMPs
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are a class of peptides naturally occurring in the immune system of all higher organ-
isms, which show a high selectivity towards bacteria, leading to a non-specific immune
response [122]. In a study by Dosselli et al. [42], it was proven that a neutral and hydropho-
bic porphyrin (Table 1, nos. 8 and 9), which was not effective against Gram-negative bacte-
ria, was able to effectively inactivate Escherichia coli when conjugated with CAMPs such
as buforin II and magainin 2. Buforin I is a 39-amino-acid peptide that was first isolated
from the stomach tissue of the Asian toad Bufo gargarizans. Buforin II is its 21-amino-acid
derivative, which has even stronger antibacterial activity [123]. Magainin 2 (Figure 16) is
a 23-amino-acid CAMP and has potent antimicrobial activity against both Gram-positive
and Gram-negative bacteria. It interrupts the bacterial membrane function by forming
pores, leading to the loss of its integrity [42]. Dosselli et al. [43], continuing work on the
conjugation of porphyrins with proteins (Table 1, no. 8), decided to investigate the prop-
erties of apidicins—proteins occurring naturally in the pharyngeal glands of honey bees.
They have a positive charge, which ensures the accumulation on the anionic surfaces of
cells containing acidic polymers, among others lipopolysaccharides or teichoic acids [44].
It was concluded that apidicins do not improve the phototoxic activity of cationic PSs, but
they are able to improve the effectiveness of non-cationic PSs. Unfortunately, the combi-
nation of apidicin with high-molecular-weight porphyrins (Table 1, nos. 8–10) reduces
the ability of the conjugate to penetrate the membrane of Gram-negative bacteria due to
its large size. A 3 log reduction in bacterial growth to total eradication was noticed [44].
Liu et al. [119] achieved high activity in combating Gram-negative bacteria by conjugat-
ing protoporphyrin IX (Figure 2) with two sequences of lipopolysaccharide-neutralizing
peptides against resistant E. coli and resistant Klebsiella pneumoniae. The monomeric and
dimeric combinations were also compared, and in the latter case, higher antibacterial
activity was obtained, but a still low bacterial mortality of over 99% (>2 log reduction). In
a study by Xu et al. [121], a porphyrin–lysine conjugate (Figure 5m) was prepared, and its
strong in vitro photodynamic antibacterial activity was proven against clinically isolated
bacterial strains such as MRSA, E. coli, and P. aeruginosa. Atomic force microscopy (AFM)
showed that this compound can effectively destroy the membrane and wall of bacteria,
causing their disintegration, and agarose gel electrophoresis measurements revealed that
DNA could also be harmed. The outcomes obtained from an in vivo study conducted on
animals were very promising. The effectiveness of wound healing in rats infected with
different bacteria species depended on the light dose, and the best result was recorded
at a dose of 50 J/cm2 (650 nm), where the wound was healed within 8 days. This makes
the porphyrin–lysine conjugate a promising agent of bactericidal effects both in vitro and
in vivo [121].
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10. Combinations of Porphyrins with Cucurbit[7]uril

Cucurbit[7]uril (CB; Figure 17) is a macrocyclic molecule composed of glycoluril
monomers connected by methylene bridges [126]. Compounds from this family have
become an object of interest due to such features as excellent solubility in water, the
appropriate size of the cavity, which is able to fit various particles, the lack of toxicity
to living cells, and the protection of encapsulated particles against external factors. This
increases their chemical and thermal stability, and drug uptake in the body, and improves
the overall effectiveness of the drug [126].
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For the above-mentioned reasons, the researchers decided to investigate the combina-
tion of CB with porphyrins. Although cationic porphyrins (Figure 5n) have been reported
to exhibit high cytotoxicity in the dark, their dark toxicity can be reduced by forming
an inclusion complex with cucurbit[7]uril [127]. In this way, a complex is obtained that
does not damage cells in the dark but becomes highly phototoxic when exposed to white
light. Ozkan et al. [128] studied the influence of cationic porphyrin (Figure 5o) on the
microorganisms. It caused a bactericidal effect in the dark on a Gram-positive bacterium
(B. subtilis) but had no significant effect on a Gram-negative bacterium (E. coli). When
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porphyrin was combined with CB, the dark cytotoxicity decreased in both strains, whereas,
after exposure to light, it increased above 3 log reduction [128].

11. Summary

Porphyrins, despite their drawbacks, and thanks to their combination with carriers,
reveal improved properties that are useful in the treatment of various types of cancer.
Porphyrins, which are poorly soluble in water and prone to aggregation, thanks to the
combinations with liposomes or polymers, showed their high activity. Selectivity was
increased by combining them with antibodies or sugar molecules. Additionally, conjugates
often gain features that are desirable for medical applications, such as reduced toxicity or
the enhanced production of reactive oxygen species. The main drawback of porphyrins
in PDT is their low absorption coefficient in the Q-band region, which is the cause of
the high light doses needed to trigger photodynamic process. Moreover, PDT should
be considered mainly as a treatment method of superficial lesions due to the low light
penetration through the tissues. Thus, a new strategy is needed to trigger the photodynamic
process deep inside the body. It should also be remembered that most photosensitizers also
localize in many normal host tissues, e.g., the liver, spleen, and kidney, which need to be
protected from irradiation.

Recently, the development of multi-resistant bacterial strains, which are a real problem
in clinical practice, has become an increasingly highlighted issue. The promising solu-
tion for superficial infections, especially wounds, is PACT. Despite the limitations of the
molecules themselves, combinations with various carriers make it possible to achieve effec-
tiveness against both Gram-positive and Gram-negative strains. Additionally, modern drug
formulations, like hydrogels, provide porphyrins and proper humidity to infected wounds,
and cover them perfectly. This enables the reduction in healing time due to the killing
of bacteria and the turning on of skin-repairing processes triggered by photodynamics,
which make PACT a better solution than antibiotic therapy, especially when taking into
account one of the great advantages of PSs: that bacteria do not tend to acquire resistance.
An obvious limitation is the local use of porphyrins—they are unable to fight systemic
infections because they require light for the initiation of the photodynamic process.

The nanomaterials described in this review, in combination with porphyrins, pave the
way to the development of modern photodynamic methods.
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57. Szczepański, R.; Gadomska, L.; Michalak, M.; Bakun, P.; Pawlak, K.; Goslinski, T.; Ziegler-Borowska, M.; Czarczynska-Goslinska, B.

Chitosan-derivatives in combinations with selected porphyrinoids as novel hybrid materials for medicine and pharmacy.
Prog. Chem. Appl. Chitin Its Deriv. 2020, XXV, 63–78. [CrossRef]

58. Li, K.; Berton, P.; Kelley, S.P.; Rogers, R.D. Singlet Oxygen Production and Tunable Optical Properties of Deacetylated Chitin-
Porphyrin Crosslinked Films. Biomacromolecules 2018, 19, 3291–3300. [CrossRef]

59. Yadav, M.; Kaushik, B.; Rao, G.K.; Srivastava, C.M.; Vaya, D. Advances and Challenges in the Use of Chitosan and Its Derivatives
in Biomedical Fields: A Review. Carbohydr. Polym. Technol. Appl. 2023, 5, 100323. [CrossRef]

60. Luz, P.P.; Nobre, T.M.; Serra, O.A.; Zaniquelli, M.E.D. Chitosan as a Bioadhesive Agent Between Porphyrins and Phospholipids in
a Biomembrane Model. J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol. 2011, 11, 1278–1287. [CrossRef]

61. Castro, K.A.D.F.; Moura, N.M.M.; Figueira, F.; Ferreira, R.I.; Simões, M.M.Q.; Cavaleiro, J.A.S.; Faustino, M.A.F.; Silvestre, A.J.D.;
Freire, C.S.R.; Tomé, J.P.C.; et al. New Materials Based on Cationic Porphyrins Conjugated to Chitosan or Titanium Dioxide:
Synthesis, Characterization and Antimicrobial Efficacy. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 2522. [CrossRef]

62. Kong, M.; Chen, X.G.; Xing, K.; Park, H.J. Antimicrobial Properties of Chitosan and Mode of Action: A State of the Art Review.
Int. J. Food Microbiol. 2010, 144, 51–63. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Gsponer, N.S.; Spesia, M.B.; Durantini, E.N. Effects of Divalent Cations, EDTA and Chitosan on the Uptake and Photoinactivation
of Escherichia Coli Mediated by Cationic and Anionic Porphyrins. Photodiagn. Photodyn. Ther. 2015, 12, 67–75. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

64. Lanzilotto, A.; Kyropoulou, M.; Constable, E.C.; Housecroft, C.E.; Meier, W.P.; Palivan, C.G. Porphyrin-Polymer Nanocompart-
ments: Singlet Oxygen Generation and Antimicrobial Activity. J. Biol. Inorg. Chem. 2018, 23, 109–122. [CrossRef]

65. Martínez, S.R.; Ibarra, L.E.; Ponzio, R.A.; Forcone, M.V.; Wendel, A.B.; Chesta, C.A.; Spesia, M.B.; Palacios, R.E. Photodynamic
Inactivation of ESKAPE Group Bacterial Pathogens in Planktonic and Biofilm Cultures Using Metallated Porphyrin-Doped
Conjugated Polymer Nanoparticles. ACS Infect. Dis. 2020, 6, 2202–2213. [CrossRef]

66. Pendleton, J.N.; Gorman, S.P.; Gilmore, B.F. Clinical Relevance of the ESKAPE Pathogens. Expert Rev. Anti-Infect. Ther. 2013, 11,
297–308. [CrossRef]

67. Sobotta, L.; Skupin-Mrugalska, P.; Piskorz, J.; Mielcarek, J. Porphyrinoid Photosensitizers Mediated Photodynamic Inactivation
against Bacteria. Eur. J. Med. Chem. 2019, 175, 72–106. [CrossRef]

68. Khelifa, A.B.; Ezzayani, K.; Guergueb, M.; Loiseau, F.; Saint-Aman, E.; Nasri, H. Synthesis, Molecular Structure, Spectroscopic
Characterization and Antibacterial Activity of the Pyrazine Magnesium Porphyrin Coordination Polymer. J. Mol. Struct. 2021,
1227, 129508. [CrossRef]

69. Donnelly, R.F.; Cassidy, C.M.; Loughlin, R.G.; Brown, A.; Tunney, M.M.; Jenkins, M.G.; McCarron, P.A. Delivery of Methylene Blue
and Meso-Tetra (N-Methyl-4-Pyridyl) Porphine Tetra Tosylate from Cross-Linked Poly(Vinyl Alcohol) Hydrogels: A Potential
Means of Photodynamic Therapy of Infected Wounds. J. Photochem. Photobiol. B Biol. 2009, 96, 223–231. [CrossRef]

70. Stephanopoulos, N.; Tong, G.J.; Hsiao, S.C.; Francis, M.B. Dual-Surface Modified Virus Capsids for Targeted Delivery of
Photodynamic Agents to Cancer Cells. ACS Nano 2010, 4, 6014–6020. [CrossRef]

71. Comellas-Aragonès, M.; De La Escosura, A.; Dirks, A.; Ton, J.; Van Der Ham, A.; Fusté-Cuñé, A.; Cornelissen, J.J.L.M.; Nolte, R.J.M.
Controlled Integration of Polymers into Viral Capsids. Biomacromolecules 2009, 10, 3141–3147. [CrossRef]

72. Czapar, A.E.; Steinmetz, N.F. Plant Viruses and Bacteriophages for Drug Delivery in Medicine and Biotechnology.
Curr. Opin. Chem. Biol. 2017, 38, 108–116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

73. Helgstrand, C.; Grahn, E.; Moss, T.; Stonehouse, N.J.; Tars, K.; Stockley, P.G.; Liljas, L. Investigating the Structural Basis of Purine
Specificity in the Structures of MS2 Coat Protein RNA Translational Operator Hairpins. Nucleic Acids Res. 2002, 30, 2678–2685.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

74. Bank, R.P.D. RCSB PDB-2IZ8: MS2-RNA HAIRPIN (C-7) COMPLEX. Available online: https://www.rcsb.org/structure/2IZ8
(accessed on 3 June 2024).

https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics15010092
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics15102412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2016.06.037
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27321129
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10904-018-0991-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00396-017-4191-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2017.12.169
https://doi.org/10.15259/PCACD.25.005
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.biomac.8b00605
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carpta.2023.100323
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2011.3843
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20102522
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2010.09.012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20951455
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdpdt.2014.12.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25560416
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00775-017-1514-8
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsinfecdis.0c00268
https://doi.org/10.1586/eri.13.12
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2019.04.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molstruc.2020.129508
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphotobiol.2009.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn1014769
https://doi.org/10.1021/bm9007953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2017.03.013
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28426952
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkf371
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12060685
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/2IZ8


Nanomaterials 2024, 14, 1879 27 of 29

75. Josefsen, L.B.; Boyle, R.W. Unique Diagnostic and Therapeutic Roles of Porphyrins and Phthalocyanines in Photodynamic
Therapy, Imaging and Theranostics. Theranostics 2012, 2, 916–966. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Vedachalam, S.; Choi, B.-H.; Pasunooti, K.K.; Ching, K.M.; Lee, K.; Yoon, H.S.; Liu, X.-W. Glycosylated Porphyrin Derivatives and
Their Photodynamic Activity in Cancer Cells. MedChemComm 2011, 2, 371–377. [CrossRef]

77. Singh, S.; Aggarwal, A.; Thompson, S.; Tomé, J.P.C.; Zhu, X.; Samaroo, D.; Vinodu, M.; Gao, R.; Drain, C.M. Synthesis and
Photophysical Properties of Thioglycosylated Chlorins, Isobacteriochlorins, and Bacteriochlorins for Bioimaging and Diagnostics.
Bioconjug. Chem. 2010, 21, 2136–2146. [CrossRef]

78. Wu, D.-Q.; Li, Z.-Y.; Li, C.; Fan, J.-J.; Lu, B.; Chang, C.; Cheng, S.-X.; Zhang, X.-Z.; Zhuo, R.-X. Porphyrin and Galactosyl
Conjugated Micelles for Targeting Photodynamic Therapy. Pharm. Res. 2010, 27, 187–199. [CrossRef]

79. Singh, S.; Aggarwal, A.; Bhupathiraju, N.V.S.D.K.; Arianna, G.; Tiwari, K.; Drain, C.M. Glycosylated Porphyrins, Phthalocyanines,
and Other Porphyrinoids for Diagnostics and Therapeutics. Chem. Rev. 2015, 115, 10261–10306. [CrossRef]

80. Mavridis, I.M.; Yannakopoulou, K. Porphyrinoid–Cyclodextrin Assemblies in Biomedical Research: An Update. J. Med. Chem.
2020, 63, 3391–3424. [CrossRef]

81. Valerón Bergh, V.J.; Tønnesen, H.H. Interactions and Solubilization of 5, 10, 15, 20-Tetrakis(4-Hydroxyphenyl)Porphyrin with
Poloxamer 407 and β-Cyclodextrin-Derivatives in Binary and Ternary Systems. J. Drug Deliv. Sci. Technol. 2017, 37, 51–60.
[CrossRef]

82. Valerón Bergh, V.J.; Johannessen, E.; Andersen, T.; Tønnesen, H.H. Evaluation of Porphyrin Loaded Dry Alginate Foams
Containing Poloxamer 407 and β-Cyclodextrin-Derivatives Intended for Wound Treatment. Pharm. Dev. Technol. 2018, 23, 761–770.
[CrossRef]

83. Hanakova, A.; Bogdanova, K.; Tomankova, K.; Pizova, K.; Malohlava, J.; Binder, S.; Bajgar, R.; Langova, K.; Kolar, M.;
Mosinger, J.; et al. The Application of Antimicrobial Photodynamic Therapy on S. Aureus and E. Coli Using Porphyrin Photosen-
sitizers Bound to Cyclodextrin. Microbiol. Res. 2014, 169, 163–170. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

84. Zagami, R.; Franco, D.; Pipkin, J.D.; Antle, V.; De Plano, L.; Patanè, S.; Guglielmino, S.; Monsù Scolaro, L.; Mazzaglia, A.
Sulfobutylether-β-Cyclodextrin/5,10,15,20-Tetrakis(1-Methylpyridinium-4-Yl)Porphine Nanoassemblies with Sustained Antimi-
crobial Phototherapeutic Action. Int. J. Pharm. 2020, 585, 119487. [CrossRef]

85. Rahimi, R.; Zargari, S.; Yousefi, A.; Yaghoubi Berijani, M.; Ghaffarinejad, A.; Morsali, A. Visible Light Photocatalytic Disinfection
of E. coli with TiO2 –Graphene Nanocomposite Sensitized with Tetrakis(4-Carboxyphenyl)Porphyrin. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2015, 355,
1098–1106. [CrossRef]

86. Monteiro, A.R.; Neves, M.G.P.M.S.; Trindade, T. Functionalization of Graphene Oxide with Porphyrins: Synthetic Routes and
Biological Applications. ChemPlusChem 2020, 85, 1857–1880. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Fayyaz, F.; Rabbani, M.; Rahimi, R.; Rassa, M. Preparation, Characterization and Photo-Inactivation of Cellulose Nanocrystals
Impregnated with Meso-Tetrakis(4-Nitrophenyl)Porphyrin. Q. J. Iran. Chem. Commun. 2019, 7, 29–38. [CrossRef]

88. Abbasi, E.; Aval, S.F.; Akbarzadeh, A.; Milani, M.; Nasrabadi, H.T.; Joo, S.W.; Hanifehpour, Y.; Nejati-Koshki, K.; Pashaei-Asl, R.
Dendrimers: Synthesis, Applications, and Properties. Nanoscale Res. Lett. 2014, 9, 247. [CrossRef]

89. Svenson, S.; Tomalia, D.A. Dendrimers in Biomedical Applications—Reflections on the Field. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 2012, 64,
102–115. [CrossRef]

90. Rodriguez, L.; Vallecorsa, P.; Battah, S.; Di Venosa, G.; Calvo, G.; Mamone, L.; Sáenz, D.; Gonzalez, M.C.; Batlle, A.;
MacRobert, A.J.; et al. Aminolevulinic Acid Dendrimers in Photodynamic Treatment of Cancer and Atheromatous Disease.
Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 2015, 14, 1617–1627. [CrossRef]

91. Mlynarczyk, D.; Lijewski, S.; Falkowski, M.; Piskorz, J.; Szczolko, W.; Sobotta, L.; Stolarska, M.; Popenda, L.; Jurga, S.;
Konopka, K.; et al. Dendrimeric Sulfanyl Porphyrazines: Synthesis, Physico-Chemical Characterization and Biological Activity
for Potential Applications in Photodynamic Therapy. ChemPlusChem 2016, 81, 460–470. [CrossRef]

92. Chang, D.-D.; Yang, W.-H.; Dai, X.-H.; Wang, J.-X.; Chen, L.; Pan, J.-M.; Yan, Y.-S.; Dai, Y.-R. Click Synthesis of Glycosylated
Porphyrin-Cored PAMAM Dendrimers with Specific Recognition and Thermosensitivity. J. Polym. Res. 2018, 25, 257. [CrossRef]

93. Militello, M.P.; Hernández-Ramírez, R.E.; Lijanova, I.V.; Previtali, C.M.; Bertolotti, S.G.; Arbeloa, E.M. Novel PAMAM Dendrimers
with Porphyrin Core as Potential Photosensitizers for PDT Applications. J. Photochem. Photobiol. A Chem. 2018, 353, 71–76.
[CrossRef]

94. De Volder, M.F.L.; Tawfick, S.H.; Baughman, R.H.; Hart, A.J. Carbon Nanotubes: Present and Future Commercial Applications.
Science 2013, 339, 535–539. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Faraji Dizaji, B.; Khoshbakht, S.; Farboudi, A.; Azarbaijan, M.H.; Irani, M. Far-Reaching Advances in the Role of Carbon
Nanotubes in Cancer Therapy. Life Sci. 2020, 257, 118059. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

96. Supriya, S.; Shetti, V.S.; Hegde, G. Conjugated Systems of Porphyrin–Carbon Nanoallotropes: A Review. New J. Chem. 2018, 42,
12328–12348. [CrossRef]

97. Wang, A.; Cheng, L.; Zhao, W.; Zhu, W.; Shang, D. Improved Solubility and Efficient Optical Limiting for Methacrylate-
Co-Porphyrins Covalently Functionalized Single Walled Carbon Nanotube Nanohybrids. Dye. Pigment. 2019, 161, 155–161.
[CrossRef]

98. Sáfar, G.A.M.; Gontijo, R.N.; Fantini, C.; Martins, D.C.S.; Idemori, Y.M.; Pinheiro, M.V.B.; Krambrock, K. Enhanced Oxygen Singlet
Production by Hybrid System of Porphyrin and Enriched (6,5) Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes for Photodynamic Therapy.
J. Phys. Chem. C 2015, 119, 4344–4350. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.7150/thno.4571
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23082103
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0md00175a
https://doi.org/10.1021/bc100356z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11095-009-9998-8
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.5b00244
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.9b01069
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jddst.2016.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/10837450.2017.1314492
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micres.2013.07.005
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23899404
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2020.119487
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2015.07.115
https://doi.org/10.1002/cplu.202000455
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32845088
https://doi.org/10.30473/icc.2019.4217
https://doi.org/10.1186/1556-276X-9-247
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2012.09.030
https://doi.org/10.1039/c5pp00126a
https://doi.org/10.1002/cplu.201600051
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10965-018-1640-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphotochem.2017.10.057
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1222453
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23372006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2020.118059
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32659368
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NJ02254B
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dyepig.2018.09.057
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp5111289


Nanomaterials 2024, 14, 1879 28 of 29

99. Singh, R.; Kumar, S. Cancer Targeting and Diagnosis: Recent Trends with Carbon Nanotubes. Nanomaterials 2022, 12, 2283.
[CrossRef]

100. Narei, H.; Ghasempour, R.; Akhavan, O. Toxicity and Safety Issues of Carbon Nanotubes. In Carbon Nanotube-Reinforced Polymers;
Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2018; pp. 145–171; ISBN 978-0-323-48221-9.

101. Constantin, C.; Neagu, M.; Ion, R.-M.; Gherghiceanu, M.; Stavaru, C. Fullerene–Porphyrin Nanostructures in Photodynamic
Therapy. Nanomedicine 2010, 5, 307–317. [CrossRef]

102. Montellano López, A.; Mateo-Alonso, A.; Prato, M. Materials Chemistry of Fullerene C60 Derivatives. J. Mater. Chem. 2011, 21,
1305–1318. [CrossRef]

103. Hamblin, M.R. Fullerenes as Photosensitizers in Photodynamic Therapy: Pros and Cons. Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 2018, 17,
1515–1533. [CrossRef]

104. Orlova, M.A.; Trofimova, T.P.; Orlov, A.P.; Shatalov, O.A. Perspectives of Fullerene Derivatives in PDT and Radiotherapy of
Cancers. Br. J. Med. Med. Res. 2013, 3, 1731–1756. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

105. Liu, Y.; Qin, R.; Zaat, S.A.J.; Breukink, E.; Heger, M. Antibacterial Photodynamic Therapy: Overview of a Promising Approach to
Fight Antibiotic-Resistant Bacterial Infections. J. Clin. Transl. Res. 2015, 1, 140–167. [PubMed]

106. Huang, Y.-Y.; Sharma, S.K.; Yin, R.; Agrawal, T.; Chiang, L.Y.; Hamblin, M.R. Functionalized Fullerenes in Photodynamic Therapy.
J. Biomed. Nanotechnol. 2014, 10, 1918–1936. [CrossRef]

107. Jiang, L.; Gan, C.R.R.; Gao, J.; Loh, X.J. A Perspective on the Trends and Challenges Facing Porphyrin-Based Anti-Microbial
Materials. Small 2016, 12, 3609–3644. [CrossRef]

108. Fan, H.; Yu, X.; Wang, K.; Yin, Y.; Tang, Y.; Tang, Y.; Liang, X. Graphene Quantum Dots (GQDs)-Based Nanomaterials for
Improving Photodynamic Therapy in Cancer Treatment. Eur. J. Med. Chem. 2019, 182, 111620. [CrossRef]

109. Chang, K.; Zhu, Q.; Qi, L.; Guo, M.; Gao, W.; Gao, Q. Synthesis and Properties of Nitrogen-Doped Carbon Quantum Dots Using
Lactic Acid as Carbon Source. Materials 2022, 15, 466. [CrossRef]

110. Magaela, N.B.; Matshitse, R.; Babu, B.; Managa, M.; Prinsloo, E.; Nyokong, T. Sn(IV) Porphyrin-Biotin Decorated Nitrogen Doped
Graphene Quantum Dots Nanohybrids for Photodynamic Therapy. Polyhedron 2022, 213, 115624. [CrossRef]

111. Magaela, N.B.; Matshitse, R.; Nyokong, T. The Effect of Charge on Zn Tetra Morpholine Porphyrin Conjugated to Folic Acid-
Nitrogen Doped Graphene Quantum Dots for Photodynamic Therapy Studies. Photodiagn. Photodyn. Ther. 2022, 39, 102898.
[CrossRef]

112. Managa, M.; Ngoy, B.P.; Nyokong, T. Photophysical Properties and Photodynamic Therapy Activity of a Meso -Tetra(4-
Carboxyphenyl)Porphyrin Tetramethyl Ester–Graphene Quantum Dot Conjugate. New J. Chem. 2019, 43, 4518–4524. [CrossRef]

113. Yu, Z.; Li, X.; Xu, F.; Hu, X.; Yan, J.; Kwon, N.; Chen, G.; Tang, T.; Dong, X.; Mai, Y.; et al. A Supramolecular-Based Dual-Wavelength
Phototherapeutic Agent with Broad-Spectrum Antimicrobial Activity Against Drug-Resistant Bacteria. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.
2020, 59, 3658–3664. [CrossRef]

114. Köhler, G.; Milstein, C. Continuous Cultures of Fused Cells Secreting Antibody of Predefined Specificity. Nature 1975, 256,
495–497. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Mew, D.; Wat, C.K.; Towers, G.H.; Levy, J.G. Photoimmunotherapy: Treatment of Animal Tumors with Tumor-Specific Monoclonal
Antibody-Hematoporphyrin Conjugates. J. Immunol. 1983, 130, 1473–1477. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

116. Hu, S.; Zhu, Z.; Li, L.; Chang, L.; Li, W.; Cheng, L.; Teng, M.; Liu, J. Epitope Mapping and Structural Analysis of an anti-ErbB2
Antibody A21: Molecular Basis for Tumor Inhibitory Mechanism. Proteins Struct. Funct. Bioinform. 2008, 70, 938–949. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

117. Bank, R.P.D. RCSB PDB-2GJJ: Crystal Structure of a Single Chain Antibody scA21 against Her2/ErbB2. Available online:
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/2GJJ (accessed on 3 June 2024).

118. Gomes, A.T.P.C.; Neves, M.G.P.M.S.; Cavaleiro, J.A.S. Cancer, Photodynamic Therapy and Porphyrin-Type Derivatives.
An. Acad. Bras. Ciênc. 2018, 90, 993–1026. [CrossRef]

119. Liu, F.; Soh Yan Ni, A.; Lim, Y.; Mohanram, H.; Bhattacharjya, S.; Xing, B. Lipopolysaccharide Neutralizing Peptide–Porphyrin
Conjugates for Effective Photoinactivation and Intracellular Imaging of Gram-Negative Bacteria Strains. Bioconjug. Chem. 2012,
23, 1639–1647. [CrossRef]

120. O’Riordan, K.; Akilov, O.E.; Hasan, T. The Potential for Photodynamic Therapy in the Treatment of Localized Infections.
Photodiagn. Photodyn. Ther. 2005, 2, 247–262. [CrossRef]

121. Xu, Z.; Gao, Y.; Meng, S.; Yang, B.; Pang, L.; Wang, C.; Liu, T. Mechanism and In Vivo Evaluation: Photodynamic Antibacterial
Chemotherapy of Lysine-Porphyrin Conjugate. Front. Microbiol. 2016, 7, 242. [CrossRef]

122. Shirley, D.J.; Chrom, C.L.; Richards, E.A.; Carone, B.R.; Caputo, G.A. Antimicrobial Activity of a Porphyrin Binding Peptide.
Pept. Sci. 2018, 110, e24074. [CrossRef]

123. Cho, J.H.; Sung, B.H.; Kim, S.C. Buforins: Histone H2A-Derived Antimicrobial Peptides from Toad Stomach. Biochim. Biophys.
Acta (BBA) Biomembr. 2009, 1788, 1564–1569. [CrossRef]

124. Hara, T.; Kodama, H.; Kondo, M.; Wakamatsu, K.; Takeda, A.; Tachi, T.; Matsuzaki, K. Effects of Peptide Dimerization on Pore
Formation: Antiparallel Disulfide-Dimerized Magainin 2 Analogue. Biopolymers 2001, 58, 437–446. [CrossRef]

125. Bank, R.P.D. RCSB PDB-1DUM: NMR Structure of [F5Y, F16W] Magainin 2 Bound to Phospholipid Vesicles. Available online:
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/1DUM (accessed on 3 June 2024).

https://doi.org/10.3390/nano12132283
https://doi.org/10.2217/nnm.09.111
https://doi.org/10.1039/C0JM02386H
https://doi.org/10.1039/c8pp00195b
https://doi.org/10.9734/BJMMR/2013/3453
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24336391
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30873451
https://doi.org/10.1166/jbn.2014.1963
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201600327
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2019.111620
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15020466
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.poly.2021.115624
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdpdt.2022.102898
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NJ06175K
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201913506
https://doi.org/10.1038/256495a0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1172191
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.130.3.1473
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6185591
https://doi.org/10.1002/prot.21551
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17847085
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/2GJJ
https://doi.org/10.1590/0001-3765201820170811
https://doi.org/10.1021/bc300203d
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1572-1000(05)00099-2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00242
https://doi.org/10.1002/pep2.24074
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamem.2008.10.025
https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-0282(20010405)58:4%3C437::AID-BIP1019%3E3.0.CO;2-I
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/1DUM


Nanomaterials 2024, 14, 1879 29 of 29

126. Kuok, K.I.; Li, S.; Wyman, I.W.; Wang, R. Cucurbit[7]Uril: An Emerging Candidate for Pharmaceutical Excipients. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci.
2017, 1398, 108–119. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

127. Chen, L.; Bai, H.; Xu, J.-F.; Wang, S.; Zhang, X. Supramolecular Porphyrin Photosensitizers: Controllable Disguise and Photoin-
duced Activation of Antibacterial Behavior. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2017, 9, 13950–13957. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

128. Özkan, M.; Kumar, Y.; Keser, Y.; Hadi, S.E.; Tuncel, D. Cucurbit[7]Uril-Anchored Porphyrin-Based Multifunctional Molecular
Platform for Photodynamic Antimicrobial and Cancer Therapy. ACS Appl. Bio Mater. 2019, 2, 4693–4697. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1111/nyas.13376
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28692768
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.7b02611
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28414447
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsabm.9b00763
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35021467

	Introduction 
	Combinations of Porphyrins with Liposomes 
	Combination of Porphyrins with Polymers 
	Combination of Porphyrins with Virus-like Particles 
	Combinations of Porphyrins with Hydrocarbonates 
	Combinations of Porphyrins with Dendrimers 
	Combinations of Porphyrins with Carbon Nanoparticles 
	Combinations of Porphyrins with Antibodies 
	Combinations of Porphyrins with Amino Acids and Proteins 
	Combinations of Porphyrins with Cucurbit[7]uril 
	Summary 
	References

