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Abstract: Cell spheroids (CSs) are three-dimensional models in vitro that have a microenvironment
similar to tissues. Such three-dimensional cellular structures are of great interest in the field of nano
biomedical research, as they can simulate information about the characteristics of nanoparticles
(NPs) by avoiding the use of laboratory animals. Due to the development of areas such as bioethics
and tissue engineering, it is expected that the use of such 3D cell structures will become an even
more valuable tool in the hands of researchers. We present an overview of carbon nanotubes (CNTs)
research on CSs in order to determine the mechanism of their incorporation into CSs, drug delivery,
and photothermal therapy. We will look at such areas as the application of CNTs for medical
purposes, the advantages of spheroids over classical 2D cell culture, the ways in which CNTs pass
into the intercellular space, and the ways in which they are absorbed by cells in a three-dimensional
environment, the use of the spheroid model for such studies as drug delivery and photothermal
therapy. Thus, CSs are suitable models for obtaining additional information on the required properties
of CNTs in their application in nanobiomedicine.
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1. Introduction

The field of nanomedicine offers great opportunities for the development of new
materials that can improve the therapy of various diseases [1,2]. Carbon nanotubes are
fairly new nanomaterials that have unique properties and potential in various fields [3,4].
In particular, CNTs can broaden the horizon of biomedical research due to their important
chemical, thermal, electrical, mechanical, and structural properties, which are currently of
great interest. CNTs have a high modulus of elasticity and possess the properties of metallic,
semiconducting, and superconducting materials [5]. Also, CNTs have a nanoarchitecture
that allows both encapsulation of molecules inside and conjugation to the surface [6]. It
has been shown that CNTs can be used in many applications, including biosensors [7,8],
nanofluidic systems [9], biopharmaceutical applications [10], and diagnostic tools and
devices in radiation oncology [11]. Unfortunately, CNTs still have no direct application in
clinical settings due to the poor understanding of their biological properties and behavior
in living objects [12]. In addition, in large-scale production, CNTs must also have well-
characterized biological, environmental, and safety profiles. CNTs can vary significantly in
size, morphology, structure, and purity depending on the method of preparation, purifica-
tion, and functionalization used for their synthesis. Therefore, the interaction of CNTs with
the biological environment is very complex and sometimes unpredictable, which requires
an additional study on complex living systems [13].

For decades, monolayer cell cultures have been the primary model for the study of
both molecules and NPs in the nanomedicine area [14–17]. This model has several ad-
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vantages in the simplicity and accessibility of various analytical methods. However, 2D
cell cultures do not reflect the full complexity of real tissues, although a huge number of
drug-cell and nanoparticle-cell interactions have been obtained in 2D cultures [18]. One of
the most important factors influencing the interaction between cells and NPs is cell–cell
and cell–extracellular matrix (ECM) contacts in tissues, which supports homeostasis and
specificity [19]. A three-dimensional cell model can mimic native tissue specificity better
than cells cultured in monolayers by replicating such physiological interactions between
cells and the extracellular matrix. Three-dimensional cell cultures are now used in a wide
range of studies, including cell biology, tumor biology, epithelial morphogenesis, drug
screening, and nanoparticle evaluation [20–24]. In addition, three-dimensional in vitro
cellular systems have been used to reduce experimental uncertainties arising from various
factors, such as pharmacokinetics and drug metabolism, in animal studies [25,26]. The
complex three-dimensional network of the tumor microenvironment affects not only the
penetration and distribution of therapeutic agents but also the function of many physiolog-
ical factors [27]. Similarly, traditional animal tests often fail to predict the actual efficacy of
a therapeutic agent in humans because animal cells, microenvironments, and physiology
differ from human cells. This interspecies gap can be bridged by culturing human cells in
3D [28].

Here we discuss the current state of the art of 3D culture testing methods for recent
developments in such areas of CNTs applications as drug delivery and photothermal
therapy. On the one hand, an overview is given of the various modifications of CNTs that
allow the particles to penetrate three-dimensional tissues, have good three-dimensional
distribution, and act on them functionally. On the other hand, methods of investigating
CNTs on three-dimensional CSs, the characteristics of the spheroids that affect the passage
of particles into the intercellular space, and the absorption by cells, which directly affects
the result of exposure, are discussed.

2. Properties, Modifications, and Application of CNTs

The nanoparticles made completely of carbon are known as carbon nanomaterials
(CNMs). CNMs can be divided into 0D-CNMs (i.e., fullerenes, particulate diamonds, and
carbon dots), 1D-CNMs (i.e., CNTs, carbon nanofibers (CNFs), and diamond nanorods),
2D-CNMs (i.e., graphene, graphite sheets, and diamond nanoplatelets), and 3D-CNMs.
All decreased dimensionalities, including fullerenes, contain CNMs made completely of
sp2-bonded graphitic carbon. All of the materials presented above can also be used for
nano-biomedical applications, as evidenced by already existing scientific work [29–32].

Carbon nanotubes are an allotropic form of carbon. CNTs are well-ordered, high-
aspect-ratio hollow graphite rods that were identified by Iijima in 1991 [33]. Since then,
CNTs have been widely used in many areas, including electrode materials [34], nanoelec-
tronics components [35], biosensors [36], strengthening of materials [37], and as components
of biomaterials for drug delivery or other types of therapy [38–41]. The synthesis of CNTs is
a broad topic and will not be described here in detail; however, it should be noted that the
most used methods are electric-arc discharge [42], laser ablation [43], and the wide family
of catalytic chemical vapor deposition (CCVD) methods [44]. A CNTs can be described as a
rolled layer of graphene that can be opened and closed at the ends with fullerene caps [45].

One of the most important parameters of the CNTs is the number of concentric
walls (Figure 1). The number of walls primarily determines the diameter of the CNTs.
For example, single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWCNTs) have a small diameter (usually
1–2 nm), while multi-walled carbon nanotubes (MWCNTs) reach a diameter of up to
100 nm. Ref. [46] However, an increase in the number of walls also increases the number of
defects, thus facilitating their modification and functionalization. Double-walled carbon
nanotubes (DWCNTs) are located in the middle and are also quite promising since the
diameter is still quite small, mechanical properties and electrical conductivity remain high
due to the inner layer, but their surface modification is also possible due to the second
wall [47].
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The difference in the number of walls in CNTs can also affect cell viability in different
ways [48]. For example, it has already been described that the difference in the cytotoxic
effect on cells between single-walled and multi-walled CNTs is quite large [49]. It is hy-
pothesized that MWCNTs lead to the production of reactive oxygen species (ROS), causing
inflammation, while SWCNTs increase oxidative stress through damage to mitochon-
dria [50]. Additionally, the difference in toxicity between multi-wall and single-wall CNTs
is associated with their hydrophobic–hydrophobic interaction of MWCNTs with the cell
membrane and following hole formation and loss of the plasma membrane integrity [51].

When synthesizing CNTs, parameters such as the diameter and length of the CNTs
can be tuned; for example, it can be tuned by different flow rates and flow duration of the
carbon precursor gas (C2H2) on the growth of CNTs by a thermal CVD method [52]. By
changing the length of the carbon tubes, we change the specific area, which can be a very
important parameter when using CNTs to load and deliver molecules [53]. However, the
length and diameter of the CNTs also influence the degree of toxicity of the CNTs in vivo
and in vitro [54]. It is proven that with an increase in the length of CNTs, the toxic effect
also increases. This is because macrophages can more easily envelop CNTs with a shorter
length [55,56].

Another key parameter, both for the physicochemical properties of CNTs and bio-
compatibility, is the surface chemistry of CNTs. Surface chemistry determines properties
such as charge, hydrophobicity [57], photocatalytic activity [58], and the ability to bind
to various biological molecules (one of the most important factors for the formation of a
protein crown and connection with cells) [59]. Each of these factors can affect both in vitro
co-localization and in vivo biodistribution [60,61]. One of the methods for functionalizing
the surface of CNTs with groups is plasma treatment [62]. The advantage of plasma treat-
ment is that it does not pollute the environment and provides a wide range of functional
groups depending on the plasma parameters. Fine-tuning of the surface is achieved by
changing the plasma processing parameters such as power, gases used, processing time,
and gas pressure [63]. Surface functionalization of CNTs can provide good targeting to the
desired cell type, such as surface functionalization with antibodies that selectively bind to
the desired receptors (e.g., EGFR) on cancer cells. Such functionalization technologies are
widely used in radioactivity and drug-delivery systems [64].

Depending on the properties of CNTs, they find various applications for biomedical
purposes. Some of the most obvious applications of CNTs are molecule delivery [65],
photothermal therapy [66], use as biosensors [67], and as a component for the synthesis
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of hybrid materials for tissue engineering [68]. The choice of a molecule for delivery and
its loading/conjugation primarily depends on the purpose of delivery. It can be peptides,
nucleic acids, therapeutic molecules, etc.

Peptide delivery has already been demonstrated using the foot-and-mouth disease
virus (FMDV) B-cell epitope, which was covalently bound to amino groups on the surface
of CNTs. After conjugation, the peptides adopt a suitable secondary structure and can be
recognized by specific monoclonal and polyclonal antibodies. Immunization of mice with
FMDV peptide-nanotube conjugates induced a high humoral response compared to the free
peptide. Similar results indicate the possibility of using carbon nanotubes as components
for vaccines [69]. Delivery of nucleic acids using CNTs is also possible. This direction
is extremely promising. For example, by functionalizing the surface with ammonium,
nucleic acids bind to the surface of the CNT via electrostatic interaction [70]. The search for
new and effective delivery systems for therapeutic agents also suggests the possibility of
using CNTs as a carrier. Anti-cancer drugs such as doxorubicin (DOX) successfully bind
to the surface of CNTs via π-π stacking, making the CNTs–DOX conjugation the basis of
CNT-based drug delivery systems for the delivery of DOX to cancer cells [71].

CNTs can also be used for photothermal therapy, as they have excellent optical ab-
sorption in the visible and near-infrared sectors. When irradiated with near-infrared light,
the local temperature of the tissues in which the CNTs are located rises to 40–45 ◦C and
kills the cells that are within the heating radius [66]. Induction of high temperature for
sufficient time causes physical damage such as protein denaturation and membrane lysis
and can increase oxidative stress, eventually causing coagulative necrosis or apoptosis.
The wide electromagnetic absorption spectrum of CNTs creates exceptional properties
compared to other plasmon-heated nanomaterials (e.g., gold nanoshells and nanorods),
which depend on the size and shape of CNTs [72]. Studies show that CNTs can achieve
thermal destruction using tenfold-lower doses in solution and using threefold-lower laser
power than that required for gold nanorods, and these also indicate that MWCNTs are
more potent than bulk single-walled nanotubes in transferring the NIR light into heat.

Currently, the scientific community has identified three possible mechanisms of CNT
cell toxicity. The first is based on irreparable mechanical damage to the membrane (cellular
or nuclear) [73]. It is very likely that endocytosis, phagocytosis, or nanopermeasurement,
which are the main ways in which the nanomaterial interacts with the lipid membrane,
are strictly dependent on the geometry of the CNTs, especially their length [74]. The next
putative mechanism of toxicity is oxidative stress, resulting from an increase in reactive
oxygen species (ROS) and leading to numerous side effects in the cell, such as apoptosis,
necrosis, cytochrome c release, oxidative DNA damage, reduced proliferation, inhibition of
cell growth, etc. [73]. The last mechanism, the mechanism of genotoxicity, is in one way or
another associated with DNA damage, characterized by a wide spectrum: CNTs interaction
with proteins involved in chromosome aberration; CNTs effect on the mitotic spindle,
micronuclei formation, indirect DNA oxidation, DNA breakage, etc. Although the toxic
mechanisms of CNTs have been studied from several perspectives, there is still a strong
correlation between triggered or inhibited molecular pathways and cell types [75]. Despite
the described complexity of the processes occurring inside the cells targeted by CNTs,
some scientific works suggest ways to overcome the toxic effects of CNTs by modifying
the material surface with functionalizing groups, coating with metal oxides, or protein
attachment. For example, coating with recombinant C1q, which is a protein that activates
the classical pathway of the complement system involved in the innate immune system, is
a promising approach to regulating inflammation. In addition, several theoretical studies
on modeling a possible cellular response to CNTs demonstrate the mechanical interaction
of nanotubes with the lipid layer or with proteins, suggesting a safer geometry of CNTs,
which furthers the understanding of the action of CNTs on cells [76].
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3. Properties, Fabrication, and Application of CSs

The use of cell cultures is the first step in biomaterial development, research, and
clinical activities. There are a huge number of methods that are used to determine the
cellular condition and behavior, for example, when exposed to cytostatics or on biomaterials
surface [77]. However, in most scientific and research works for such tests, 2D cultures are
used, i.e., cells located on the surface of the culture plastic and forming a monolayer [78].
However, we are in a three-dimensional world and consist of tissues, which in turn are
also three-dimensional. Due to this three-dimensionality, tissues in the body have a large
number of gradients, which can be mechanical [79], chemical [80], electrical [81], etc. [82].
Such gradients are practically impossible to obtain in 2D cultures, which makes them
suitable but extremely distant from real biological objects. In this regard, the direction of
studying 3D CSs has been actively developed in recent years [83]. Such 3D CSs can have
properties much closer to real tissues and successfully fill the gap between cell culture and
laboratory animals, which makes their use significant for biological research [84].

One important purpose of using an in vitro cell testing system is to replicate the cell
microenvironment (Figure 2) [85]. For example, cells within a tissue are surrounded by
neighboring cells and an extracellular matrix, which constantly provide the cells with
biochemical and mechanical signals [86]. This 3D network of cell–cell and cell–ECM
interactions maintains the specificity and homeostasis of a particular tissue [87]. As a
result, testing and detection of interactions between NPs and 2D cultures cannot be called
reliable since the tissue-specific properties characteristic of these cells in a 3D environment
are lost. The complex 3D network of the tissue microenvironment influences not only
the penetration and distribution of CNTs but also the function of many physiological
factors [88]. In addition, conventional animal testing often fails to predict the actual efficacy
of a therapeutic agent in humans because the cells, microenvironment, and physiology of
animals differ from those of humans. This species gap can be bridged by culturing human
cells in 3D. It is also necessary to understand that tissues have their specific properties, such
as the size of the intercellular space [89], tissue stiffness [90], cell density [91], phagocytic
function [92], and cell morphology [83]. As in solid tumors, cells in spheroids form layers;
the outer layer consists of proliferating cells, followed by a layer of senescent cells. In the
very center is the necrotic core. This gradient in cell survival and proliferation depends on
the availability of nutrients and oxygen [93].

Intercellular contacts inside spheroids are much more complicated than in 2D cultures.
Cells deposit ECM components such as collagen, laminin, fibronectin, proteoglycans,
tenascin, etc. There are also a large number of intercellular compounds; for example, α5-
and β1-integrin, E-cadherins are a barrier to cytostatic molecules [94].

The spheroids can be formed from one or more cell types, such as breast cancer cells
and fibroblasts, endothelial cells, and immune cells. In this way, cellular heterogeneity,
which is present in normal and oncological tissues, can be achieved [95,96].

Optimizing spheroids for nanoparticle testing, in particular CNTs, is one of the impor-
tant aspects of working with 3D cultures [97]. The cells used in the experiments should
be in culture from 1 to 20 passages. The cells should be kept in a humidified incubator at
37 ◦C and 5% CO2. Standard culture medium should be used for cultivation. Cells should
have a 70–80% fill rate. Cultures should be transplanted with trypsin/EDTA solution (0.05%
(wt/vol) trypsin and 0.02% (wt/vol) EDTA). There are several methods for creating cell
spheroids, the hanging drop method [98], ultra non-adhesive well plates [98], magnetic
nanoparticles [99], incubation in hydrogels [100], and the use of bioreactors. For CNTs
testing, the first three methods are the most optimal since they are the easiest to use in
all laboratories and have the smallest variation in the size of the spheroids. To create a
spheroid 400 µm in diameter on the fourth day of formation, the desired concentration and
cell proliferation rate must be determined. For this purpose, spheroids are formed from
different numbers of cells (from 250 to 3000 cells/spheroid in the case of ultra non-adhesive
plates, magnetic nanoparticles, and suspended droplet method). When creating spheroids,
it is recommended to use a multichannel pipette, which will reduce the standard deviation
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among the spheroid diameters to 5% in one plate and 10% in different experiments. Cells
form a spheroid within 96 h in a CO2 incubator at 37 ◦C. A phase-contrast microscope with
5x and 10x lenses is used to determine the size of the spheroid. The microscope is used to
assess the integrity, diameter, volume and roundness of the spheroid. Once the optimal
number of cells has been determined, it is possible to proceed with CNTs testing. This
requires titration of CNTs and making 2x solutions of the substances tested. After that, 50 µL
of the medium must be removed from the plate where the spheroids are formed, and 50 µL
of the test solution must be added, thus making a concentration of CNTs of the desired
concentration. The spheroids can then be incubated with the CNTs for the desired time.
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4. Mechanism of CNTs Uptake by Cells and Spheroids

The ECM that surrounds the cells serves as a good barrier to the penetration of
therapeutic agents and NPs, including CNTs [24]. There are two types of transport of
molecules and NPs into the spheroid: transcellular and diffusion through the extracellular
matrix [101]. In the first case, the cells must absorb the carriers and pass them on to each
other until the carrier reaches the cells of the necrotic nucleus. In the second case, CNTs
must pass into the extracellular space, which usually has a size of 25–500 nm (Figure 3) [102].
In both cases, it depends on two parameters: the type of tissue and the properties of CNTs.
It is worth paying attention not only to the properties of CNTs but also to the properties
of other models NPs that have already been studied for penetration into tumor spheroids.
The main properties of nano- and micro-sized objects that can be absorbed by cells are their
size, shape, charge, surface chemistry, and rigidity [103].
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There is now agreement in the literature that smaller particles penetrate spheroids
faster. This has been tested with particles and spheroids of various types. CNTs are
highly anisotropic objects with diameters ranging from ∼0.4 to ∼100 nm and lengths from
∼0.14 nm to ∼55 cm, so it is difficult to compare them with existing models. However,
it is known that when 50 and 100 nm gold NPs penetrate for 24 h, 50 nm NPs penetrate
deeper [104]. Similar results depending on the size could be obtained when the spheroids
were immobilized in the “tumor-on-chip” system. This system made it possible to analyze
the penetration of NPs in combination with real-time observation of the accumulation of
NPs. Small spherical PEG-coated NPs (40 and 70 nm) rapidly accumulated in MDA-MB-435
spheroids and accumulated in the interstitial space, while larger NPs (110 and 150 nm) were
more and more rejected from accumulation in the tumor [105]. Although the rule is clear
that smaller particles have better penetration, no clear upper limit has been reported so
far that would lead to the complete exclusion of particles from spheroid models, although
there are indications that penetration becomes low after sizes larger than 1000 nm.

The next important feature is the shape of the particles. As mentioned earlier, CNTs
are highly anisotropic particles. However, it has been previously repeatedly demonstrated
that elongated small particles enter 2D cell culture much better than spheres. The results of
this study show that the rate of internalization increases as the aspect ratio increases. If an
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equal number of particles are added per cell, then the total volume of internalized particles
increases with the volume of individual particles [106]. However, as we said above, a 2D
system is very different from a 3D. Jiacheng Zhao et al. in their work describe particles from
poly(1-O-methacryloyl-β-d-fructopyranose)-b-poly(methyl methacrylate) having the shape
of spheres (diameter 30 nm), rods (diameter 30, length 120), and carriers (hollow sphere
160 nm in diameter). The study showed that there is no difference between the passage of
spheres and rods into the spheroids, and both types of particles enter the spheroid at the
same speed, unlike carriers [107].

CNTs can be internalized both by the outer layers of cells and by cells that are closer
to the center of the spheroid. When NPs are ingested by cells, including CNTs, there are
several types of internalization: active (energy-dependent), passive (energy-independent),
and diffusion. The active pathway of CNTs’ internalization through the cell membrane
occurs by endocytosis. In the case of endocytosis, CNTs enter cells inside vesicles (en-
dosomes), and then they are gradually transported to the perinucleolar space, becoming
lysosomes [108]. Studies related to the selective inhibition of endocytosis pathways showed
that CNTs internalization includes several pathways, such as macropinocytosis, caveolae-
mediated endocytosis, and clathrin-dependent endocytosis [109]. The results show that
macropinocytosis is the main mechanism of internalization of SWCNTs, while clathrin-
mediated endocytosis is length-dependent and relatively important for the shortest CNTs.
Phagocytosis allows the uptake of CNTs longer than 1 µm and conglomerates, as well as
microsized composite particles with CNTs embedded in their structure [110,111]. When
cells were incubated with CNTs at 4 ◦C, the internalization of particles was strongly reduced
because low-temperature blocks all types of endocytosis. It is also known that the contact
of CNTs with the cell membrane occurs from the tip [112]. For nanotubes with end caps
or a carbon sheath at the ends, the uptake process involves tip recognition via receptor
binding, rotation induced by asymmetric elastic deformation at the tube-bilayer interface,
and finally, penetration into the cell in a nearly vertical direction. For nanotubes without
caps and sheaths on their ends, the needle entry mode is not realized.

Passive diffusion of CNTs is not dependent on temperature or endocytosis, as the
particles simply penetrate through the lipid bilayer [113]. It is already known that CNTs
functionalized with amino acids can easily penetrate the cell without entering the lysosome.
Removal of CNTs involves processes of exocytosis and enzymatic degradation. It has
been reported that CNTs are displaced from cells by exocytosis several hours or days after
internalization [113].

5. Study of CNTs internalization into CSs

There are several works where researchers determined the possibility of carbon tubes
passing inside spheroids (Table 1). Prakrit V. Jena et al. evaluated the passage of CNTs into
tumor spheroids of the SK-136 cell line derived from an orthotopic model of liver cancer
and the MCF-7 cell line [114]. To determine their position inside the spheroid, they used
the radiation of semiconductor CNTs in the near-infrared zone. The researchers determined
that the penetration of CNTs into the interior of SK-136 spheroids is significantly faster
than that into MCF-7 (Figure 4a,b). First of all, scientists attribute this to differences in
the ECM and interstitial space. These parameters of the spheroids were evaluated using
SEM and histological staining. The surface of the SK-136 spheroids has a dense fibrous
structure, while the MCF-7 spheres had short protrusions. Similarly, SK-136 cells appeared
to be closely fused, while MCF-7 cells were distinct. Histological sections show that SK-136
cells are densely packed together, while MCF-7 spheroids show less intercellular density
and 10 times more intercellular space (Figure 4c). This work directly shows the relationship
between the ability of carbon tubes to penetrate deep into tissues and the properties of the
tissue itself.
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Figure 4. (a,b) Broadband fluorescence images through the central slices (midpoint of the MCTS
in terms of z-axis distance) of (a) SK-136 spheroids and (b) MCF-7 spheroids. (c) Quantification
of interstitial space percentage for MCF-7 and SK-136 MCTS. p-Value calculated by a two-sample
t-test, ** indicates p < 0.01, n = 5 for each cell type. Reprinted with permission from ref. [114], 2016,
Elsevier. (d–g) Calculated diffusion profile of (d) CNT-TGFβ1-FITC and (f) RhB, which compare
to (e,g), permeation profiles of CNT-TGFβ1-FITC and RhB at central focal plane of the spheroid.
Reprinted with permission from ref. [102], 2015, ACS.

Yichun Wang et al. also note the importance of using spheroids in their work [102].
The researchers argue that not only the properties of the NPs are important for good tissue
penetration, but also the properties of the tissues themselves. However, the penetration
profiles of CNTs obtained from the dissection of animal organs are difficult to analyze in
terms of transport mechanisms due to the limited number of time points, natural variability
of animals, and blood circulation. In this case, it is most convenient to use 3D CSs. First,
the authors estimated the apparent diffusion coefficients for FITC, TGFβ1, CNT-FITC, and
CNT-TGFβ1-FITC. TGFβ1 was chosen as the targeting ligand because TGFβ receptors are
present in HepG2 cells. The researchers calculated experimental diffusion profiles according
to Fick’s second law using their code. However, it has been observed that CNTs-FITC
have the same diffusion rate as free FITC (Figure 4d–g). Such a significant acceleration
of large particles such as CNTs raises a lot of questions. For explanation, the authors
resorted to scanning electron microscopy, histological sections, and theoretical calculations.
Thus, the abnormally high values of diffusion of a CNTs-TGFβ1-FITC should be explained
by the contribution of lateral diffusion along the cell surface to the total transport. The
electrostatic repulsion between CNT-TGFβ1-FITC and the cell membrane facilitates lateral
movement similar to sliding. Partial surface retention due to the presence of targeting
ligands dramatically accelerates permeant transport despite an overall increase in mass
and results in abnormally high diffusion coefficients. A similar transition from 3D to 2D
diffusion in tissues is also known for some proteins that roll across the cell membrane.
The method described in that paper provides an accurate and systematic evaluation of
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various CNT transport modes and CNT-based drug delivery systems required for complex
pharmacokinetic models.

Table 1. Representative examples of the research study of carbon nanotubes on 3d CSs.

A
im

of
St

ud
y

CNTs Properties Spheroids Properties

Effect Ref.
Structure Diame-

ter/Length Charge (mV) Cell Type Spheroid
Diameter

Number
of Cells/
Spheroid

In
te

rn
al

iz
at

io
n

SDC-SWCNT -/232 nm - SK-136, MCF-7 ∼100 µm 500

For SK-136 penetration into the
surface cell layer;

For MCF-7 penetration into the
center of the spheroid.

[114]

CNTs-TGFβ1-
FITC

1.2 nm/
1000 nm –8.4 ± 0.31 HepG2 141.9 ± 5.6 µm - 20 µm penetration after 20 min of

joint incubation. [102]

D
ru

g
D

el
iv

er
y

SWCNTs-
DOX-HA

1–2 nm/
1–3 µm, 55.73 ± 0.89 MDA-MB-231 - 5000

Penetration into center of spheroid.
After five days of joint incubation,

spheroids broke because of
cell apoptosis.

[115]

TBMWCNTs@OXA -/~1 µm +25.9 U87 - 4000

Penetrated throughout the interior
of the spheroids and were detected

at depths of over 100 µm. Laser
exposure stopped the growth of

spheroids and their fusion.

[116]

EPI-SWCNTs-
DSPE-HA

-/179.42 ±
1.96 nm −47.6 ± 2.64 A549 /~100 µm 500 75% reduction in spheroid volume

after six days of co-incubation. [117]

CNT-DOX - −13.9 ± 0.67 HT29 - 50,000

Incubation CNT-Dox at
concentrations of 20.0 to 1.25
µg/mL with trypsin at a

concentration of 0 to 70% led to a
dose-dependent decreasing the

percentage of living cells from 80.9
and 99.8%, respectively.

[118]

SAL-SWNTs-
CHI-HA

1–2 nm/
5–20 µm −11.23 ± 1.15 AGS cells - 10,000

Significantly decreased the
proportion of CD44+ cells, the

ability of mammosphere and colony
formation, and the growth of
gastric CSC mammosphere.

[119]

Ph
ot

ot
he

rm
al

T
he

ra
py

Pab−MWCNTs -/0.5−2 µm −18 ± 1.4 NCI/ADR-
RES - 8000

Penetrated into spheroid and
produced cancer cell death after

laser irritation.
[120]

MWCNTs-
DSPE-PEG

8–15 nm/
0.5–2 µm −27.9 ± 0.4 U87 - 4000

Penetrated throughout the interior
of the spheroids and were detected

at depths of over 100 µm. Laser
exposure stopped the growth of

spheroids and their fusion.

[121]

SWNT/chitosan-
anti-CD133-PE -/233 nm +40

CD133+ cells
from GBM
tissues of
patients

- 10,000
After laser exposure, cell migration

from the spheroid
significantly decreased.

[122]

Ru@SWCNT

∼0.7–1.3
nm/From 20
nm to several
micrometers

- HeLa ∼400 µm 6000
After 5 min of laser irradiation, the
cell viabilities of the MCTSs were

only 5%.
[123]

O
th

er

PLLA/MWCNT - - HBMC - 15,000 HBMC/An increased
osteocalcin expression. [124]

MWCNTs 5–15 nm/
0.5–2 µm - iPSCs

DYR0100 ∼1.5 mm -
MWCNTs induced cytotoxicity and

reduced NO-nNOS levels in 3D
brain organoids.

[125]

SWCNTs 1.5 nm/
1–5 µm −9.96 ± 0.42 Stem Cells - 30,000

SWCNTs induced stem cell
properties by spheroid formation,
anoikis/apoptosis resistance, and

stem cell markers expression.

[126]

6. Study of CNTs as A Drug Delivery System on CSs

Carbon nanotubes are widely used as targeted delivery systems. New ways of treating
cancer, based on carbon nanotubes, are being developed. Thus, by synthesizing different
complexes, it is possible to achieve a reduction of negative effects on the entire body.
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In a recent paper, the authors used Hyaluronic acid (HA)-modified amino single-
walled to target DOX. SWCNTs-DOX-HA complexes with a high DOX loading were
formed [115]. In vitro study showed that the release of DOX was faster at low pH values of
5.5, which corresponds to the tumor cell microenvironment, than in physiological condi-
tions at pH 7.4. The rate of DOX release from SWCNTs-DOX-HA complexes is lower than
that of SWCNTs-DOX. The authors used the MDA-MB-231 line as an example; it was shown
that SWCNTs-DOX-HA complexes suppressed cell proliferation and induced apoptosis bet-
ter than unmodified SWCNTs-DOX. In the cancer cell spheroid assay, SWCNTs-DOX-HA
demonstrated a marked effect of inhibiting cancer cell spheroid growth. DOX was retained
on SWCNTs and reduced toxic and side effects on normal cells.

Perepelytsina, O.M. et al. studied the toxicity of oxidized carbon nanotubes (CNTox)
functionalized with doxorubicin (CNT-Dox) on tumor cells in vitro (2-D, 3-D cultures) and
on Balb2/c mice models in vivo [118]. The possibility of immobilization and subsequent
release of DOX from the CNT surface was shown, as well as a decrease in cytotoxicity of
CNT-DOX compared to DOX. The combined use of CNT and DOX after release allows
for greater efficacy in suppressing tumor growth in vitro. In 3D culture, increasing in
CNTs concentration is accompanied by a dose-dependent increase in the median volume
of spheroids. In vivo was studied the effect of the obtained structures on the state of the
hepatic enzymatic system, the protein metabolism, and cell blood composition of the mouse.
CNT-DOX showed less overall toxic interaction on the body compared to pure DOX.

Yao, H.J. et al. synthesized single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWCNTs) distearoylpho
sphatidylethanolamine-hyaluronic acid (DSPE-HA) with a single coupling point, to simul-
taneously disperse SWCNTs, to improve the biocompatibility of SWCNTs, and target SWC-
NTs to CD44-overexpressing (Figure 5a) [117]. The authors used epirubicin (EPI) as a model
drug and functionalized DSPE-HA SWCNTs as a carrier, and created EPI-SWCNTsDSPE-
HA drug delivery systems. The efficacy of delivery of EPI-SWCNTsDSPE-HA complexes
on A549/Taxol cells and tumor spheroids was investigated (Figure 5b). They showed that
EPI-SWCNTs-DSPE-HA significantly promoted the intracellular accumulation of EPI in
multidrug resistance cancer cells via CD44 receptor-mediated endocytosis.

Yao, H. et al. used complexes based on chitosan coated with single-walled carbon
tubes with salinomycin (SAL) functionalized with hyaluronic acid (HA) as targeted deliv-
ery systems (SAL-SWNTCHI-HA) (Figure 5c) [119]. SAL-SWNT-CHI-HA complexes are
capable of inhibiting the self-renewal capacity of the CD44+ population and decreasing
mammosphere- and colon-formation of gastric cancer stem cells. In addition, migration
and invasion of gastric CSCs were significantly blocked by SAL-SWNT-CHI-HA complexes.
SAL-SWNTs-CHI-HA significantly reduced the proportion of CD44þ cells, the ability to
form mammosphere and colonies (Figure 5d), and the growth of gastric cancer stem cells.
Additionally, the migration and invasion of gastric cancer stem cells were significantly
inhibited by SAL-SWNTs-CHI-HA.
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Figure 5. (a) Schematic representation of EPI-SWCNTs-DSPE-HA. (b) The surface morphology of
A549/Taxol tumor spheroids after treatment with different formulations visualized by SEM on
day 3. The first and second lines show full (×300) and magnified images (×5000) of the spheroid.
Reprinted with permission from Elsevier [117]. (c) Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) image
of functionalized SWNTs. Scale bar = 200 nm. (d) The CSCs mammospheres images treated with
different SAL-containing formulations under an inverted microscope. The scale bar was 100 µm.
Reprinted with permission from Elsevier [119].

7. Study of CNTs as an NPs for Photothermal Therapy on CSs

Multiple drug resistance (MDR) with P-glycoprotein (Pgp) remains a major challenge
for cancer treatment. Since traditional approaches using low molecular weight inhibitors
have failed in clinical development due to a lack of cancer specificity, anti-cancer researchers
are developing carbon nanotubes targeting Pgp to achieve highly cancer-specific therapy
by combining antibody-based cancer targeting and local tumor ablation with photothermal
therapy. Refs. [127–129] Suo, X. et al. used antibody-based delivery systems, Pgp-specific
antibodies (Pab-MWCNTs) (Figure 6a) [120]. They propose this as one option to solve
the problem of medicated multidrug resistance. Pab-MWCNTs complexes showed high
photocytotoxicity in multispheroids NCI/ADR-RES one day after laser irradiation (970 nm;
6 W/cm2; 45 s) (Figure 6b).

Eldridge, B.N et al. the authors propose to use the property of NIR absorption and
subsequent heat release by carbon nanotubes to develop new ways to treat glioblastoma
multiforme [121]. They used DSPE-PEG MWCNTs structures that allow improved diffusion
through brain phantoms while retaining the ability to reach ablative temperatures after
laser exposure (Figure 6c). The authors internalized DSPE-PEG MWCNTs complexes into
glioblastoma U87 cell lines and irradiated them with a laser (970 nm; 3 W/cm2; 90 s)
(Figure 6d). Laser exposure stopped the growth of spheroids and their fusion into spheroids.
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Figure 6. (a) Photoelectron micrographs of Pab–MWCNTs. White arrows indicate the location of
antibody molecules on MWCNTs. (b) Live/dead cell staining with Calcein AM and PI in NCI-
ADR/RES spheroids was performed one day after irradiation. Reprinted with permission from
ref. [120], 2018, ACS. (c) Schematic illustrating the experimental design. (d) Spheroid growth over
time was monitored, and representative photomicrographs are shown. Reprinted with permission
from ref. [121], 2016, ACS. (e,f) Diameter change of Ru@SWCNTs and irradiation incubated with
tumor spheroids by increasing days. Reprinted with permission from ref. [123], 2015, ACS.

Zhang, P. et al. the authors used Ru(II) complex-functionalized single-walled carbon
nanotubes (Ru@SWCNTs) as nano templates for bimodal photothermal and two-photon
photodynamic therapy (PTT-TPPDT) [123]. After laser treatment (808 nm; 0.25 W/cm2;
5 min), Ru(II) complexes were released from Ru@SWCNTs via photothermal triggers. HeLa
spheroids with Ru@SWCNTs were irradiated with laser in the same mode, and a significant
decrease in cell viability (up to 5%) was shown (Figure 6e,f).

In a recent paper by Wang, C.H. et al., GBM-CD133+ and GBM-CD133− cells were
exposed to single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWNTs) conjugated with the monoclonal
antibody CD133 (anti-CD133) and then irradiated with near-infrared laser light [122]. The
results showed that GBM-CD133+ cells were selectively targeted and killed, while GBM-
CD133 cells remained viable. Moreover, the tumorigenicity and self-renewal ability of GBM-
CD133+ cells treated with localized hyperthermia was significantly blocked. Furthermore,
GBM-CD133+ cells pretreated with anti-CD133-SWNTs and irradiated with a near-infrared
laser 2 days after xenotransplantation to nude mice did not exhibit stable cancer stem-like
cell signatures for tumor growth.

8. Additional Possibilities for the Application of CNTs on CSs

The use of CNTs for tissue engineering purposes also holds great promise since they
can significantly improve the mechanical and conductive properties of tissues, which is
required, for example, in the engineering of bone and nerve tissue. [38,130] CNTs can also
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be used to create tissue-engineered structures that represent models of various diseases.
For example, recent studies by Kiratipaiboon et al. showed that CNT exposure could trans-
form normal human lung fibroblasts (NHLFs) toward stem cells or stem-like cells. These
fibroblast-associated stem cells (FSCs) are capable of forming collagen-rich fibroblastic foci
similar to those noticed in animal models and patients with pulmonary fibrosis. In patients,
the formation of fibroblastic foci has commonly been used as a reliable marker of poor
prognosis. Such structures have also been shown to be induced by CNTs. They contain high
levels of collagen and stem cell markers such as aldehyde dehydrogenase (ALDH) activity,
ATP binding cassette subfamily G member 2 (ABCG2), and CD90 based on our previous
studies. Animal studies also showed the overexpression of these stem cell-related markers
in fibrotic lesions of CNT-exposed lungs. Together, these studies suggest the putative role
of FSCs in CNT-mediated fibrosis [126].

Jiang et al. showed that MWCNTs induced cytotoxicity and reduced NO-nNOS levels
in 3D brain organoids. As a possible mechanism, exposure to MWCNTs altered the protein
levels of nNOS regulators NF-κB and KLF4. Most importantly, the images obtained by
the fluorescence MOST method indicated that the decrease in nNOS proteins occurred not
only at the out-layers but also the inner-layers of 3D brain organoids, which suggested that
MWCNTs could effectively influence the whole organoids, which are multi-layered. As
3D brain organoids derived from human iPS cells resemble human brains, it is expected
that the data obtained from 3D brain organoids could be better extrapolated to humans
compared with non-human-based models. Thus, 3D brain organoids could be applied as
an advanced in vitro platform to investigate the neurotoxicity of MWCNTs [125].

9. Conclusions

In general, working with 3D cellular structures, and CSs in particular, is a multidisci-
plinary field and has the potential for explosive growth. In this study, we discussed how
CSs could be a tool for CNTs research, their internalization in 3D cellular structures, use as
carriers for the delivery of therapeutic molecules, and photothermal therapy. We summa-
rized the parameters that directly affect the application of CNTs in nanobiomedicine. In
particular, we considered the size, number of walls, charge, and surface modifications that
were evaluated as the most important. We also reviewed the most important parameters of
3D spheroids as opposed to 2D cell cultures and methods of fabrication of the most optimal
spheroids, which is most important for groups who are just starting to work with 3D cell
cultures. We described the mechanism of CNTs penetration into cellular spheroids and
the molecular mechanisms of particle uptake by individual cells. The works describing
the process of penetration of CNTs inside spheroids and, as a consequence, the works
describing the process of studying CNTs as carriers of therapeutic molecules and their use
as a platform for photothermal therapy have been described in most detail. There is no
doubt that CSs can provide valuable information, such as information on the penetration
and effect of CNTs, which 2D models cannot make available. We are still at the stage where
spheroids cannot replace in vivo studies, but the development of more complex models
co-cultured with other cells that, for example, simulate angiogenesis and tumor fibrosis
could bring us closer to reducing the use of animals in preclinical studies.
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Lamperska, K. 2D and 3D cell cultures—A comparison of different types of cancer cell cultures. Arch. Med. Sci. 2016, 14, 910–919.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1039/C2TA00344A
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2015.12.004
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201805740
http://doi.org/10.3791/50566
http://doi.org/10.1111/bcpt.12705
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.3377007
http://doi.org/10.1039/C5NR07923C
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26733445
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1369-7021(11)70161-4
http://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S134661
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28684911
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2014.10.040
http://doi.org/10.1002/btpr.165
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chembiol.2003.09.011
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2005.10.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2020.08.001
http://doi.org/10.15171/apb.2018.006
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.5b01770
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2009.07.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19699321
http://doi.org/10.3109/17435390.2015.1009187
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25676622
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41436-021-01248-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34234303
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2020.06.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32650955
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-5729(97)00008-3
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsfs.2011.0124
http://doi.org/10.5114/aoms.2016.63743


C 2022, 8, 56 18 of 19

84. Hoarau-Véchot, J.; Rafii, A.; Touboul, C.; Pasquier, J. Halfway between 2D and Animal Models: Are 3D Cultures the Ideal Tool to
Study Cancer-Microenvironment Interactions? Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2018, 19, 181. [CrossRef]

85. Rani, B. Role of the tissue microenvironment as a therapeutic target in hepatocellular carcinoma. World J. Gastroenterol. 2014, 20,
4128. [CrossRef]

86. Clause, K.C.; Barker, T.H. Extracellular matrix signaling in morphogenesis and repair. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 2013, 24, 830–833.
[CrossRef]

87. Sutherland, R.M. Cell and Environment Interactions in Tumor Microregions: The Multicell Spheroid Model. Science 1988, 240,
177–184. [CrossRef]

88. Lee, G.Y.; Kenny, P.A.; Lee, E.H.; Bissell, M.J. Three-dimensional culture models of normal and malignant breast epithelial cells.
Nat. Methods 2007, 4, 359–365. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

89. Bich, L.; Pradeu, T.; Moreau, J.-F. Understanding Multicellularity: The Functional Organization of the Intercellular Space. Front.
Physiol. 2019, 10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

90. Guimarães, C.F.; Gasperini, L.; Marques, A.P.; Reis, R.L. The stiffness of living tissues and its implications for tissue engineering.
Nat. Rev. Mater. 2020, 5, 351–370. [CrossRef]

91. McClelland, R.E.; Dennis, R.; Reid, L.M.; Stegemann, J.P.; Palsson, B.; Macdonald, J.M. Tissue Engineering. In Introduction to
Biomedical Engineering; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2012; pp. 273–357.

92. Al-Jamal, K.T.; Nerl, H.; Müller, K.H.; Ali-Boucetta, H.; Li, S.; Haynes, P.D.; Jinschek, J.R.; Prato, M.; Bianco, A.; Kostarelos, K.; et al.
Cellular uptake mechanisms of functionalised multi-walled carbon nanotubes by 3D electron tomography imaging. Nanoscale
2011, 3, 2627. [CrossRef]

93. Liu, D.; Chen, S.; Win Naing, M. A review of manufacturing capabilities of cell spheroid generation technologies and future
development. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 2021, 118, 542–554. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

94. Białkowska, K.; Komorowski, P.; Bryszewska, M.; Miłowska, K. Spheroids as a Type of Three-Dimensional Cell Cultures—Examples
of Methods of Preparation and the Most Important Application. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 6225. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Sinha, S.; Malmi-Kakkada, A.N.; Li, X.; Samanta, H.S.; Thirumalai, D. Spatially heterogeneous dynamics of cells in a growing
tumor spheroid: Comparison between theory and experiments. Soft Matter 2020, 16, 5294–5304. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

96. Heiss, M.; Hellström, M.; Kalén, M.; May, T.; Weber, H.; Hecker, M.; Augustin, H.G.; Korff, T. Endothelial cell spheroids as a
versatile tool to study angiogenesis in vitro. FASEB J. 2015, 29, 3076–3084. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

97. Friedrich, J.; Seidel, C.; Ebner, R.; Kunz-Schughart, L.A. Spheroid-based drug screen: Considerations and practical approach. Nat.
Protoc. 2009, 4, 309–324. [CrossRef]

98. Parfenov, V.A.; Koudan, E.V.; Bulanova, E.A.; Karalkin, P.A.; DAS Pereira, F.; Norkin, N.E.; Knyazeva, A.D.; Gryadunova, A.A.;
Petrov, O.F.; Vasiliev, M.M.; et al. Scaffold-free, label-free and nozzle-free biofabrication technology using magnetic levitational
assembly. Biofabrication 2018, 10, 034104. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

99. Kim, J.A.; Choi, J.-H.; Kim, M.; Rhee, W.J.; Son, B.; Jung, H.-K.; Park, T.H. High-throughput generation of spheroids using
magnetic nanoparticles for three-dimensional cell culture. Biomaterials 2013, 34, 8555–8563. [CrossRef]

100. Li, Y.; Kumacheva, E. Hydrogel microenvironments for cancer spheroid growth and drug screening. Sci. Adv. 2018, 4. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

101. Cong, Z.; Zhang, L.; Ma, S.-Q.; Lam, K.S.; Yang, F.-F.; Liao, Y.-H. Size-Transformable Hyaluronan Stacked Self-Assembling Peptide
Nanoparticles for Improved Transcellular Tumor Penetration and Photo–Chemo Combination Therapy. ACS Nano 2020, 14,
1958–1970. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

102. Wang, Y.; Bahng, J.H.; Che, Q.; Han, J.; Kotov, N.A. Anomalously Fast Diffusion of Targeted Carbon Nanotubes in Cellular
Spheroids. ACS Nano 2015, 9, 8231–8238. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

103. Voronin, D.V.; Abalymov, A.A.; Svenskaya, Y.I.; Lomova, M.V. Key Points in Remote-Controlled Drug Delivery: From the Carrier
Design to Clinical Trials. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 9149. [CrossRef]

104. Huo, S.; Ma, H.; Huang, K.; Liu, J.; Wei, T.; Jin, S.; Zhang, J.; He, S.; Liang, X.-J. Superior Penetration and Retention Behavior of
50 nm Gold Nanoparticles in Tumors. Cancer Res. 2013, 73, 319–330. [CrossRef]

105. Albanese, A.; Lam, A.K.; Sykes, E.A.; Rocheleau, J.V.; Chan, W.C.W. Tumour-on-a-chip provides an optical window into
nanoparticle tissue transport. Nat. Commun. 2013, 4, 2718. [CrossRef]

106. Parakhonskiy, B.; Zyuzin, M.V.; Yashchenok, A.; Carregal-Romero, S.; Rejman, J.; Möhwald, H.; Parak, W.J.; Skirtach, A.G. The
influence of the size and aspect ratio of anisotropic, porous CaCO3 particles on their uptake by cells. J. Nanobiotechnology 2015, 13, 53.
[CrossRef]

107. Zhao, J.; Lu, H.; Wong, S.; Lu, M.; Xiao, P.; Stenzel, M.H. Influence of nanoparticle shapes on cellular uptake of paclitaxel loaded
nanoparticles in 2D and 3D cancer models. Polym. Chem. 2017, 8, 3317–3326. [CrossRef]

108. Costa, P.M.; Bourgognon, M.; Wang, J.T.-W.; Al-Jamal, K.T. Functionalised carbon nanotubes: From intracellular uptake and
cell-related toxicity to systemic brain delivery. J. Control. Release 2016, 241, 200–219. [CrossRef]

109. Cui, X.; Wan, B.; Yang, Y.; Ren, X.; Guo, L.-H. Length effects on the dynamic process of cellular uptake and exocytosis of
single-walled carbon nanotubes in murine macrophage cells. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 1518. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

110. Kam, N.W.S.; Dai, H. Carbon Nanotubes as Intracellular Protein Transporters: Generality and Biological Functionality. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 6021–6026. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms19010181
http://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v20.i15.4128
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2013.04.011
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.2451290
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth1015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17396127
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2019.01170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31620013
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-019-0169-1
http://doi.org/10.1039/c1nr10080g
http://doi.org/10.1002/bit.27620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33146407
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21176225
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32872135
http://doi.org/10.1039/C9SM02277E
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32462163
http://doi.org/10.1096/fj.14-267633
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25857554
http://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2008.226
http://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/aac900
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29848793
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.07.056
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aas8998
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29719868
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.9b08434
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32023048
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b02595
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26181892
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22179149
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-12-2071
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3718
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-015-0111-7
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7PY00385D
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2016.09.033
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-01746-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28490792
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja050062v
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15839702


C 2022, 8, 56 19 of 19

111. Yashchenok, A.M.; Bratashov, D.N.; Gorin, D.A.; Lomova, M.V.; Pavlov, A.M.; Sapelkin, A.V.; Shim, B.S.; Khomutov, G.B.; Kotov,
N.A.; Sukhorukov, G.B.; et al. Carbon Nanotubes on Polymeric Microcapsules: Free-Standing Structures and Point-Wise Laser
Openings. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2010, 20, 3136–3142. [CrossRef]

112. Shi, X.; von dem Bussche, A.; Hurt, R.H.; Kane, A.B.; Gao, H. Cell entry of one-dimensional nanomaterials occurs by tip
recognition and rotation. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2011, 6, 714–719. [CrossRef]

113. Lacerda, L.; Russier, J.; Pastorin, G.; Herrero, M.A.; Venturelli, E.; Dumortier, H.; Al-Jamal, K.T.; Prato, M.; Kostarelos, K.; Bianco,
A. Translocation mechanisms of chemically functionalised carbon nanotubes across plasma membranes. Biomaterials 2012, 33,
3334–3343. [CrossRef]

114. Jena, P.V.; Shamay, Y.; Shah, J.; Roxbury, D.; Paknejad, N.; Heller, D.A. Photoluminescent carbon nanotubes interrogate the
permeability of multicellular tumor spheroids. Carbon N. Y. 2016, 97, 99–109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Liu, D.; Zhang, Q.; Wang, J.; Fan, L.; Zhu, W.; Cai, D. Hyaluronic acid-coated single-walled carbon nanotubes loaded with
doxorubicin for the treatment of breast cancer. Pharmazie 2019, 74, 83–90. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

116. You, Y.; Wang, N.; He, L.; Shi, C.; Zhang, D.; Liu, Y.; Luo, L.; Chen, T. Designing dual-functionalized carbon nanotubes with high
blood–brain-barrier permeability for precise orthotopic glioma therapy. Dalt. Trans. 2019, 48, 1569–1573. [CrossRef]

117. Yao, H.J.; Sun, L.; Liu, Y.; Jiang, S.; Pu, Y.; Li, J.; Zhang, Y. Monodistearoylphosphatidylethanolamine-hyaluronic acid functional-
ization of single-walled carbon nanotubes for targeting intracellular drug delivery to overcome multidrug resistance of cancer
cells. Carbon N. Y. 2016, 96, 362–376. [CrossRef]

118. Perepelytsina, O.M.; Ugnivenko, A.P.; Dobrydnev, A.V.; Bakalinska, O.N.; Marynin, A.I.; Sydorenko, M.V. Influence of Carbon
Nanotubes and Its Derivatives on Tumor Cells In Vitro and Biochemical Parameters, Cellular Blood Composition In Vivo.
Nanoscale Res. Lett. 2018, 13, 286. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

119. Yao, H.; Zhang, Y.; Sun, L.; Liu, Y. The effect of hyaluronic acid functionalized carbon nanotubes loaded with salinomycin on
gastric cancer stem cells. Biomaterials 2014, 35, 9208–9223. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

120. Suo, X.; Eldridge, B.N.; Zhang, H.; Mao, C.; Min, Y.; Sun, Y.; Singh, R.; Ming, X. P-Glycoprotein-Targeted Photothermal Therapy
of Drug-Resistant Cancer Cells Using Antibody-Conjugated Carbon Nanotubes. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2018, 10, 33464–33473.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Eldridge, B.N.; Bernish, B.W.; Fahrenholtz, C.D.; Singh, R. Photothermal Therapy of Glioblastoma Multiforme Using Multiwalled
Carbon Nanotubes Optimized for Diffusion in Extracellular Space. ACS Biomater. Sci. Eng. 2016, 2, 963–976. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

122. Wang, C.-H.; Chiou, S.-H.; Chou, C.-P.; Chen, Y.-C.; Huang, Y.-J.; Peng, C.-A. Photothermolysis of glioblastoma stem-like cells
targeted by carbon nanotubes conjugated with CD133 monoclonal antibody. Nanomed. Nanotechnol. Biol. Med. 2011, 7, 69–79.
[CrossRef]

123. Zhang, P.; Huang, H.; Huang, J.; Chen, H.; Wang, J.; Qiu, K.; Zhao, D.; Ji, L.; Chao, H. Noncovalent Ruthenium(II) Complexes–
Single-Walled Carbon Nanotube Composites for Bimodal Photothermal and Photodynamic Therapy with Near-Infrared Irradia-
tion. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 23278–23290. [CrossRef]

124. Obarzanek-Fojt, M.; Elbs-Glatz, Y.; Lizundia, E.; Diener, L.; Sarasua, J.-R.; Bruinink, A. From implantation to degradation—Are
poly (l-lactide)/multiwall carbon nanotube composite materials really cytocompatible? Nanomed. Nanotechnol. Biol. Med. 2014, 10,
e1041–e1051. [CrossRef]

125. Jiang, Y.; Gong, H.; Jiang, S.; She, C.; Cao, Y. Multi-walled carbon nanotubes decrease neuronal NO synthase in 3D brain organoids.
Sci. Total Environ. 2020, 748, 141384. [CrossRef]

126. Kiratipaiboon, C.; Voronkova, M.; Ghosh, R.; Rojanasakul, L.W.; Dinu, C.Z.; Chen, Y.C.; Rojanasakul, Y. SOX2Mediates Carbon
Nanotube-Induced Fibrogenesis and Fibroblast Stem Cell Acquisition. ACS Biomater. Sci. Eng. 2020, 6, 5290–5304. [CrossRef]

127. Curcio, M.; Farfalla, A.; Saletta, F.; Valli, E.; Pantuso, E.; Nicoletta, F.P.; Iemma, F.; Vittorio, O.; Cirillo, G. Functionalized Carbon
Nanostructures Versus Drug Resistance: Promising Scenarios in Cancer Treatment. Molecules 2020, 25, 2102. [CrossRef]

128. Yao, Y.; Zhou, Y.; Liu, L.; Xu, Y.; Chen, Q.; Wang, Y.; Wu, S.; Deng, Y.; Zhang, J.; Shao, A. Nanoparticle-Based Drug Delivery in
Cancer Therapy and Its Role in Overcoming Drug Resistance. Front. Mol. Biosci. 2020, 7. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

129. Qi, Y.; Yang, W.; Liu, S.; Han, F.; Wang, H.; Zhao, Y.; Zhou, Y.; Zhou, D. Cisplatin loaded multiwalled carbon nanotubes reverse
drug resistance in NSCLC by inhibiting EMT. Cancer Cell Int. 2021, 21, 74. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

130. Menaa, F.; Abdelghani, A.; Menaa, B. Graphene nanomaterials as biocompatible and conductive scaffolds for stem cells: Impact
for tissue engineering and regenerative medicine. J. Tissue Eng. Regen. Med. 2015, 9, 1321–1338. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201000846
http://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2011.151
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2012.01.024
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2015.08.024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26456974
http://doi.org/10.1691/ph.2019.8152
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30782256
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8DT03948H
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2015.09.037
http://doi.org/10.1186/s11671-018-2689-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30209630
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2014.07.033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25115788
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.8b11974
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30188117
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsbiomaterials.6b00052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27795996
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2010.06.010
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b07510
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2013.12.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141384
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsbiomaterials.0c00887
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules25092102
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmolb.2020.00193
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32974385
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12935-021-01771-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33494783
http://doi.org/10.1002/term.1910
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24917559

	Introduction 
	Properties, Modifications, and Application of CNTs 
	Properties, Fabrication, and Application of CSs 
	Mechanism of CNTs Uptake by Cells and Spheroids 
	Study of CNTs internalization into CSs 
	Study of CNTs as A Drug Delivery System on CSs 
	Study of CNTs as an NPs for Photothermal Therapy on CSs 
	Additional Possibilities for the Application of CNTs on CSs 
	Conclusions 
	References

