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Ultrasound, computed tomography, magnetic resonance, and gamma scintigraphy-
based detection and bio-imaging technologies have achieved outstanding
breakthroughs in recent years. However, these technologies still encounter several
limitations such as insufficient sensitivity, specificity and security that limit their
applications in cancer detection and bio-imaging. The semiconductor quantum dots
(QDs) are a kind of newly developed fluorescent nanoparticles that have superior
fluorescence intensity, strong resistance to photo-bleaching, size-tunable light emission
and could produce multiple fluorescent colors under single-source excitation.
Furthermore, QDs have optimal surface to link with multiple targets such as antibodies,
peptides, and several other small molecules. Thus, QDs might serve as potential, more
sensitive and specific methods of detection than conventional methods applied in cancer
molecular targeting and bio-imaging. However, many challenges such as cytotoxicity and
nonspecific uptake still exist limiting their wider applications. In the present review, we aim
to summarize the current applications and challenges of QDs in cancer research mainly
focusing on tumor detection, bio-imaging, and provides opinions on how to address
these challenges.
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INTRODUCTION

Cancer is one of the most serious health threats globally. Although tremendous progress have been
made in cancer diagnosis, detection, and therapy, the survivals of patients remained poor over
decades (1). Cancer detection and bio-imaging are crucial clinical tools to explore the primary
tumor, determine appropriate cancer therapeutic options, and evaluate the curative effects and
recurrence. Currently, X-ray, computed tomography, ultrasound, radionuclide imaging, and MRI
are being used for the detection and imaging of tumors. However, almost all of these techniques
have their own limitations. For instance, they do not have sufficient sensitivity to detect primary or
metastatic sites with small number of malignant cells. Similarly, these imaging techniques are unable
to detect specific cancer surface biomarkers. Moreover, they are hazardous to humans to varying
degrees. Thus, development of new techniques with high sensitivity, specificity and less hazards are
urgently required.
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Recently, nanotechnology is being utilized in various fields
including medicine, chemistry, and several others. QDs, often
described as “artificial atoms”, are a hot topic in nanotechnology.
Alexey Ekimov originally discovered QDs in a glass matrix in
1981. Four years later, the first colloidal semiconductor
nanocrystallite solution was synthesized by Louis Brus. Mark
Arthur Reed coined the term “quantum dots” in 1998 (2) for
demonstrating the photoluminescent nanostructure that has
fully quantized energy states. Consequently, many researchers
began to evaluate the potential applications of QDs, especially in
the diagnostics (3) because of their excellent optical and
electronic properties such as superior fluorescence intensity,
strong resistance to photo-bleaching, size-tunable light
emission, and multiple fluorescent colors emission under
single-source excitation (Figure 1A). These properties make
them the better fluorophores than conventional fluorophores
such as organic dye and fluorescent proteins. Furthermore, QDs
broad absorption profiles allow simultaneous excitation of an
unlimited number of well-separated colors and are excitable by a
single wavelength. In addition, the emission wavelengths can be
continuously tuned and precisely controlled by the size and
shape during the synthesis process (Figure 1B). Such multicolor
QDs-based probes are being utilized to analyze multiple
molecular targets simultaneously. This characteristic is very
beneficial in confocal microscopy to perform nanometer-
resolution co-localization of multicolor QDs, in addition to
reducing the amount of slices of tissue that must be cut for
biomarker analysis (4, 5).

QDs have optimal surface chemistry to link with targets such
as antibodies, peptides, or small molecules, producing versatile
probes for biomedical applications. One of such applications is in
cancer detection and bio-imaging. Cancer imaging has taken a
considerable leap when Gao et al. injected PEG-coated QDs
functionalized with antibodies to prostate-specific membrane
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 2
antigen intravenously for the first time (6). Moreover, the
resistance to bleaching over long periods allows the acquisition
of sharp and well contrasted images which are especially useful
for 3D optical sectioning of tumor together with its surrounding
environment where bleaching of fluorophores compromises the
correct reconstruction of 3D structures. Furthermore, long-term
stability, high brightness, wider and continuous excitation
spectrum, and deep penetration all make them ideally suitable
for in vivo cancer diagnosis and bio-imaging.

In this review, we have discussed the fundamental, classic,
and representative examples about QDs-based detection and bio-
imaging in various tumors by taking in account the recent
developments in this field. We have also highlighted the
current challenges and proposed the best possible solutions
and recommendations. We hope that this review will provide
insights to inspire novel exciting discoveries to exploit QDs
potential in cancer detection and bio-imaging.
CLASSIFICATION OF QDs

QDs composed of groups II-VI, III–V, or IV elements
(Figure 1C) are classified into core-type, core-shell, and
alloyed QDs (Figure 1D) by their chemical composition.

Core-Type QDs
The CdX (X=Se, S, or Te) QDs are the most investigated QDs.
However, the leaked cadmium ions are culprits for the observed
cytotoxicity of cadmium-based QDs that hamper their further
practical applications. However, with the emerging demand for
more biocompatible QDs as the signal reporter, heavy metal-free
QDs were developed such as group IV QDs including carbon-
based QDs and silicon or germanium QDs (See Figure 1D for
the core-type QDs).
A B

DC

FIGURE 1 | Classification of QDs and their main properties. (A) The important properties of QDs, (B) Under single-source excitation, a range of well-separated hues
can be achieved by adjusting the size and shape of QDs, (C) The commonly used core composition of QDs, (D) Three major QD types are classified by composition
and structure.
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Core-Shell QDs
Core-shell QDs are the second-generation products that have
been widely used as a way to adjust the photophysical properties
of simple QDs. Their shell is designed carefully to enhance
simple QDs photostability and photoluminescence efficiency by
several folds. The core and the shell are typically composed of
type II-VI, IV-VI, and III–V semiconductors with configurations
such as (CdS) ZnS, (CdSe) ZnS, (CdSe) CdS, and (InAs) CdSe
(See Figure 1D for the core-shell type QDs).

Alloying QDs
Alloying QDs are one of the hot topics in QDs research. Alloyed
QDs such as cadmium selenium sulfide (CdSeS) with both
homogeneous and gradient internal structures are the newest
generation of highly luminescent QDs. The homogeneous QDs
have a uniform internal structure, thus the composition is same
everywhere on a single QD, while in gradient QDs, alloy
compositions are varied radially which means that the ratio of
the first semiconductor and the second semiconductor changes
gradually from the core to the surface in a gradient internal
structure (7). Gradient and homogeneous alloyed QDs have
varied optical and electrical properties due to their different
structures, hence the internal structure of alloyed QDs is an
important parameter in their applications (See Figure 1D for the
alloying type QDs).
QDs FUNCTIONALIZATION

In the past few years, many efforts have been devoted to design
the ideal fluorescent QDs with better biocompatibility, high
photostability, uniform size distribution, abundant surface
functional groups, and slow release of iron. Surface changes
electrostatically and covalently, either directly or via a bridge, are
used to functionalize QDs. For example, QDs water solubility
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 3
could be increased by using a shell of functionalized silica,
phospholipid micelles, and linkers such mercaptoacetic acid,
dihydrolipoic acid, or amphiphilic polymers. Similarly, reactive
functional groups such as amines, carboxylic acids, alcohols, and
thiols can provide stability and facilitate their covalent
conjugation with a variety of compounds resulting in
multipotent probes. Collectively, these ligands play a critical
role in making QDs more effective and biocompatible for
prospective diagnostic and therapeutic applications.

Ligand Exchange
The ligand exchange process is simply defined as the substitution
of a functional ligand for a nonfunctional ligand in order to
provide QDs additional features such as solubility and stability
(Figure 2A). Thiols (-SH), carboxyl (-COOH), and PEG are the
most commonly used ligands. Thiol groups are frequently
utilized as anchoring groups that bind to the surface of QDs,
while carboxyl groups are frequently used as hydrophilic endings
that provide extra stability, and PEG is frequently used to
improve QDs solubility range from pH 5 to 12 for more than a
year (8). However, there are a number of drawbacks of this
method. For instance, in aqueous environments, the thiol
molecules may form disulfides and detach from the surface,
producing QDs aggregation and oxidation, and the surface
change may result in an irreversible drop in QDs quantum yield.

Silanization
Silanization, which involves the insertion of a silica shell over the
QDs, is an effective covalent coating approach for modifying
hydroxyl-rich material surfaces (Figure 2B). The main
advantage of silanization is that the ligand molecules are highly
cross-linked and form a chemically stable capping agent. Besides
improving the biocompatibility, the end terminal groups of the
silane shell can expose either their thiol, phosphonate, or methyl
terminal ends for further coating of QDs. Moreover, silanization
A

B

FIGURE 2 | QDs functionalization to reach excellent biological applications. (A) Ligand exchange to improve QDs stabilization, (B) Additional coating methods
improve water dispersibility, biocompatibility, and bioconjugation.
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is also preferred because of less toxicity compared to other
ligands (9). Finally yet importantly, QDs response to light can
be finely tuned by controlling the thickness of the silica shell.
CdSe/CdS/ZnS-QDs, for example, have been encapsulated in
silica nanoparticles using a water-in-oil reverse microemulsion
method (10). To test their applicability, the silica-coated QDs are
next modified with amino, carboxyl, and epoxy groups and
stabilized with polyethylene glycol (PEG) fragments. These
modified QDs were found efficiently conjugated with
antibodies and applied as a fluorescent label in the
immunoassay detection (11).

Encapsulation by Amphiphilic Ligands
Amphiphilic polymers are used to provide additional stability
and flexibility to QDs under complex biological conditions. Poly
(acrylic acid) copolymer, the highly charged linear
polyelectrolytes containing carboxylic acid groups, are a class
of amphiphilic polymers. Abdolahi and colleagues have reported
the fabrication of a starch-g-poly (acrylic acid)/ZnSe-QDs
hydrogel that may act as a dye adsorbent and photocatalyst
(12). This approach has received much attention in designing
efficient photocatalysts considering the high stability of QDs in
the hydrogel system (Figure 2B). Phospholipids are another type
of amphiphilic polymer with a polar and nonpolar portion in the
structure that impart great biocompatibility and amphiphilicity
in function. Besides, they also have a good emulsifying property
that can stabilize the emulsions (Figure 2B). These unique
features make phospholipids most appropriate for biological
applications. For instance, in vitro and in vivo imaging by QDs
encapsulated with phospholipid micelles was described by
Dubertret et al. (13). This QD-based probes performed as in
vitro fluorescent probes when coupled with DNA, hybridizing
with particular complementary sequences, and showed to be
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 4
stable, nontoxic, cell-autonomous, and photobleached slowly
when injected into Xenopus embryos.

Microsphere/Microbead Coatings
Incorporating QDs in microspheres or microbeads is one of the
great interests in biological applications. For example, Liu et al.
designed the QD-microsphere-based immunochromatographic
quantitative ciprofloxacin (CIP) test strips (14). The QD-
monoclonal antibody probes adhered to CIP and were unable
to be caught by the CIP-bovine serum albumin conjugation
dispersed along the T lines, resulting in reduced fluorescence
intensities. These test strips provide a low detection limit and a
wide linear detection range with high sensitivity and accuracy
along with good selectivity, reproducibility, and stability which
might be used in rapid on-site testing.
QDs FOR IN VITRO DIAGNOSIS
AND IMAGING

Excellent properties of QDs make them superior to traditional
fluorescent organic dyes. QDs-based signal probes are of great
interest and have been tested in numerous biotechnological
applications. Some of the early and most successful uses of
QDs have been in immunofluorescence labeling of fixed cells
and tissues (15, 16), immuno-staining of membrane proteins (17,
18), microtubules (19), nuclear antigens (20, 21), and
fluorescence in situ hybridization of chromosomes or combed
DNA (22, 23) (Figure 3).

Overexpressed receptors play a crucial role in target
identification and bioimaging in many malignancies. QDs
conjugated with cancer-specific ligands/antibodies/peptides are
very effective in detecting and imaging human cancer cells
FIGURE 3 | Multiple applications of QDs in biotechnology. QDs have shown excellent multiple applications in biosensors, bioanalytical assays, fixed or live-cell
imaging, and in vitro or in vivo imaging over the past few years.
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derived from prostate cancer (6), breast cancer (24), pancreatic
cancer (25), metastatic tumor (26), glioblastoma (27), cancers of
bone marrow (28), and tongue (24). Table 1 (29–39) lists some of
the common receptors targeted by QDs in in vitro studies, and
these QDs-based probes are divided into antibody-based and
ligand-based categories based on the functional groups attached
to the surface of QDs.

On the one hand, QDs have been widely used for prolonged
fluorescent visualization by conjugating with antibodies (primary
or secondary) against overexpressed receptors on cancer cells. For
example, Han et al. designed in situ automatic DNA assembly
reaction and applied it for the simultaneous identification of dual
targets using QDs-based probes (40). Chained strand
displacement events are triggered after the capture probes detect
the surface biomarkers epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR)
and intercellular adhesion molecule-1 (ICAM-1) in the triple-
negative breast cancer cell MDA-MB-231. Then, utilizing QDs as
electrochemical probes, increased electrochemical signaling was
established to disclose the co-expression of the two targets.
Mirzababaei M et al. bounded NL2 peptide to the surface of
poly 3,4-dihydroxy-L-phenylalanine (Poly L-DOPA) graphene
quantum dots (GQDs) and imprinted by doxorubicin (DOX)
(41). The nanoprobes linked to SK-BR-3 cells can be observed due
to the presence of GQD particles, and DOX is released in the
tumor cells.

As anticancer antibodies are quite expensive, many
researchers investigated alternative ligand-based QDs including
folic acid (FA), epidermal growth factors, transferrin, and a few
aptamers to target cancer cells. For instance, Qi et al. developed
GQDs that suppress the growth of the tumor by selectively
damaging the DNA of the cancer cells (42). The nucleus-
targeting TAT peptides (TAT-NGs) were added to the amine-
functionalized GQDs, which were then grafted with cancer-cell-
targeting FA modified PEG via disulfide linkage (FAPEG-
TNGs). These FAPEG-TNGs exhibited good biocompatibility,
nuclear uptaking, and cancer cell targeting. Furthermore, Singh
G et al. conjugated fluorescent CdSe/CdS/ZnS and CdTe QDs
stabilized with 3-mercaptopropionic acid (MPA) and
mercaptosuccinic acid (MSA) with FA, which showed higher
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 5
cellular internalization (43). Similarly, Salova AV et al.
constructed EGF-QDs complex by the biotin-streptavidin
system (bEGF-savQDs) that can enter Hela cells via
temperature-dependent clathrin-mediated EGFR specific
pathway (43).
QDs FOR IN VIVO DIAGNOSIS
AND IMAGING

The basic principles underlying in vitro can also be applied to in
vivo diagnosis and imaging of cancer cells. Functional in vivo
QDs can be produced by conjugating to antibodies, biotin,
aptamers, or other biomolecules. However, there are several
challenges compared to in vitro applications such as the
penetration depths of excitation light, tissue autofluorescence,
toxicity, and pharmacokinetics. Collectively, under in vivo
conditions, QDs-based probes must be able to emit stronger
fluorescence, superior photostability, shield luminescent cores
from leaking, and have more functional groups. Furthermore,
QDs should be monodisperse to provide uniform fluorescence of
QD-labeled targets, modest in size to preserve the targeted
molecules’ natural characteristics, and low in nonspecific
adsorption (44, 45).
QDs for In Vivo Diagnosis
In mouse models, QDs coupled with several cancer indicators
have been examined in vivo. For instance, Gao et al. were the first
to apply QDs-antibody conjugates in vivo (6) (Figure 4A). They
administered QDs-PSMA antibody systemically to a mouse
bearing subcutaneous human prostate cancer. The QDs-
antibody conjugates distributed efficiently and uniformly in the
prostate tumor due to the specific binding between PSMA
antigen in prostate cancer cells and QDs-PSMA antibody
conjugates. Similarly, Liu et al. introduced a nanosystem that
allows selective background quenching to gain exceptional
tumor-specific fluorescent signals (46). This system uses near-
infrared QDs and a membrane-impermeable etchant as a cation
TABLE 1 | Selected reports on applications of QDs in cancer diagnosis.

Targeted receptor QDs Cell culture

Integrin avb3 PEGylated CdTe;
Polymer-coated CdSe/ZnS

Human glioblastoma cells (U87MG cells), Human oral squamous
carcinoma cells (BcaCDE885);

Folate receptor NAC capped and alloyed with CdTeS Bel-7402 human hepatoma cells that overexpress folate (FR+) and A549
human lung cells with low expression of folate receptor (FR-);

Transferrin Protein-coated alloyed ZnHgSe Hela cells, MDA-MB-435 human breast cancer cells;
VEGFR CdSe/ZnS coated with oleylamine poly (aspartate)-graft-PEG-

dodecylamine
Human liver cancer (HepG2) cells;

TAG-72 CdTe QDs and Fe3O4 NPs;
CdTe/MPA QDs

Colon carcinoma cells LS174;
Gastric cancer cell line MGC80-3;

HER-2/neu PEGylated; PEG-coated QD800 Human breast carcinoma cells (SKBR-3 and KPL-4);
MMP-2 CdTe QDs MCF-7 cells;
Glycans Mercapto-succinic acid-coated CdTe QDs Fibroadenoma and ductal carcinoma;
Mucin 1 protein Magnetic and CdTe QDs immobilized on SiO2 MCF-7 cells;
NAC, N-acetyl-L-cysteine; AOM, Azoxymethane; VEGFR Vascular endothelial growth factor receptor; MMP-2, Matrix metalloproteinase-2; TAG-72, Tumor-associated antigen
glycoprotein 72.
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donor. Briefly, QDs were delivered intravenously into orthotopic
breast and pancreas tumors in mice using the tumor-penetrating
iRGD peptide. Subsequently, etching quenches excess QDs,
leaving intact QDs in the extravascular tumor cells to deliver a
highly tumor-specific signal and facilitating the renal clearance of
metal ions released from QDs.

Apart from that, QDs can also detect multiple cancer markers
such as circulating tumor cells (CTCs) and multiple biomarkers
with more sensitivity than standard immunohistochemistry (47,
48). CTCs are a kind of tumor cells playing vital roles in cancer
metastases, as their capture, isolation, and genetic profiling are
meaningful for the early diagnosis and control of metastatic.
Nondestructive and sensitive detection is essential for learning
more about CTCs. For example, Kuo et al. used antibody (anti-
CD24 or anti-CD133) coupled QDs to image serum CTCs in real
time in living mice (49). They developed a noninvasive cancer
model by injecting pancreatic cancer cells containing fluorescent
proteins into the earlobes of mice. CTCs with fluorescent
proteins in the bloodstream may be seen consistently after
breaking off from the solid tumor. In another study, QDs were
employed for CTCs “omics” (50, 51). In 90% of cases, CTCs
could be trapped individually, and the expression level of protein
biomarkers on a single CTC could be measured (52). As showed
in Figure 4B, a typical model has been used for detecting CTCs.

Because various emission wavelengths activated by a single
light source may be created by altering chemical composition
and size, QDs offer considerable benefits in multiplexed
diagnostic detection (Figure 5A). Multiple tumor markers in
clinical samples can be diagnosed simultaneously with great
accuracy and consistency by combining QDs-encoded
microbeads with flow cytometry (53). Guo et al. constructed a
multiplex electrochemiluminescence (ECL) immunoassay for
simultaneous assessment of two unique tumour markers,
alpha-fetoprotein (AFP) and carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA),
using multicolor QDs as labels and graphene as a conducting
bridge (CEA) (54). A standard sandwich immune complex was
established on the glass carbon electrode to obtain recognizable
ECL signals, with QDs525 and QDs625 tagged on secondary
anti-AFP and anti-CEA antibodies, respectively. With a working
range of 0.001-0.1 pg/ml and no noticeable cross-reactivity, the
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 6
multiplex ECL-immunoassay allowed simultaneous monitoring
of AFP and CEA in a single run. This immunoassay provides a
simple, sensitive, specific, and repeatable approach for
simultaneously detecting tumor markers in clinical situations.
Qu et al. used three QDs-encoded microbeads (Qbeads) to
simultaneously identify three miRNA biomarkers, miRNA-21,
miRNA-221, and miRNA-16, in ~500 human hepatoma cancer
cells (55). These tests can be completed in a single step, resulting
in low cost and simple operation. However, the majority of the
biosensors described thus far can only perform double or
triple analysis.

Collectively, these approaches not only identify multiple
biomarkers or CTCs but also assess circulating microRNAs
(56). As shown in Figure 5B, QDs have been applied in a
model of circulating miRNAs detection and exosomes to
acquire integrated information (57).
A B

FIGURE 4 | In vivo tumor imaging and CTCs detection. Schematic of in vivo tumor imaging and CTCs detection, (A) QDs-antibody conjugates were injected
through the tail vein that distributed efficiently and uniformly in the tumor due to specific binding between cancer cell surface antigen and QDs-antibody conjugates,
(B) QDs-antibody conjugates with fluorescent and magnetic properties are used to detect CTCs in the bloodstreams of animals with no disruption to their function.
A

B

FIGURE 5 | QDs-based probes in microRNA and multiplexed biomarkers
detection. (A) Schematic of QDs-based microRNA nanosensor, (B) QDs for
facile and simultaneous detection of multiple biomarkers.
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QDs for In Vivo Imaging
QDs have a lot of potential in cancer bio-imaging because of
their brilliant fluorescent signals and multiplex capabilities. They
have a lot of selectivity and sensitivity in detecting early-stage
tumors and their metastases. Akerman et al. originally
investigated the application of QDs for in vivo imaging (58).
They discovered that CdSe/ZnS QDs coated with peptides were
preferentially distributed among endothelial cells in the lung
blood vessels after injecting them into mice tail veins. However,
QDs’ efficiency is severely limited by tissue autofluorescence,
absorption, and photon scattering. Thus, to separate tissue
autofluorescence from QD signal in transplanted malignancies,
a spectral demixing technique must be created. Kim et al. were
the first to address this issue by injecting NIR-emitting QDs
intradermally into living mice and pigs to improve the signal-to-
noise ratio by reducing photon scattering and penetrating deeper
into tissues (59). Since then, QD-based immunohistochemistry
combined with NIR-I (650-950nm) and NIR-II (1000-1350nm)
fluorescence imaging has been widely used in personalized
oncology to assess tumor origin and progression.

In recent years, many heavy element-free QDs with emission
in the NIR-I and NIR-II windows have been developed. Ag2X
(X=S, Se, and Te) QDs are great candidates since they are
brilliant and photostable (60, 61). After biofunctionalization,
these QDs could be used for in vivo fluorescent tumor
detection and imaging (62–65). NIR QDs with various
components have also been synthesized for bio-imaging,
including dazzling CuInS2/ZnS QDs with tunable emission
from 750 to 1100 nm (66), and 1200nm emitting PbS/CdS/ZnS
QDs (67). However, developing NIR-II QDs with a high
photoluminescence quantum yield (PLQY) and good
biocompatibility is difficult. In a mouse model using
multiplexed lymph node imaging, Saeboe et al. reported the
reddest emitting indium phosphide quantum dots (InPQDs) to
date. In the first optical tissue window, they exhibited tunable
NIR photoluminescence (PL) as well as PL multiplexing while
avoiding hazardous components (68). By widening the range of
controllable direct-bandgap emission from InP-based
nanostructures, these nanoparticles efficiently overcome a
synthetic barrier that has stopped InPQDs from reaching their
full potential. Many technologies have been employed to give
real-time cancer imaging in vivo, as illustrated in Table 2 (58,
69–73). Overall, such high-quality NIR QDs could provide
unrivalled sensitivity, speed, and real-time dynamic in
vivo imaging.

High spatial and temporal resolutions, 3D tomography, a
high signal-to-noise ratio, and noninvasiveness are all sought for
in modern imaging technologies, whether for basic research or
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 7
biomedical applications. However, owing of differences in
biodistribution and other pharmacologic properties, a single
imaging method cannot address all of these needs, and
separate deployment of numerous imaging probes with diverse
modalities is not an appropriate solution either. As a result, in
order to achieve multimodal imaging technology, it has been
attempted to unite the features of many imaging modalities in
the same chemical entity. Because they can integrate a variety of
probe properties, QDs are one of the most exciting multimodal
probes. When fluorescence imaging with QDs is combined
with molecules/materials that exhibit paramagnetism and
radioactivity, for example, MRI and radiography imaging can
be combined (74). MRI-fluorescence imaging is one type of
bimodal imaging using QD probes, which has the advantage of
being durable in multimodal imaging. Mulder et al. looked into
multifunctional CdSe/ZnS QD probes as an example of QD-
based MR-fluorescence bimodal imaging. They used their
multifunctional probe to successfully target endothelial cells,
which was detected using both fluorescence and MRI imaging
(75). Mn-doped QDs particularly Mn-doped ZnSe QDs are
another type of QDs-based MR-fluorescence bimodal imaging
with a quite low concentration of dopant (Mn) (76). To achieve
fluorescent/MRI dual-modal bio-imaging in vivo, Mn-doped
ZnSe QDs were loaded into pores of mesoporous silica
nanoparticles. Similarly, magnetically tailored Cd-free CulnS2
@ ZnS: Mn QDs were developed as potential dual-modality
probes for fluorescence and MRI imaging of malignancies in vivo
and found to be effective against both subcutaneous and
intraperitoneal tumors (77). Individual imaging technology has
advanced to the point that biomedical cancer imaging could gain
a new dimension and momentum with the design and synthesis
of appropriate multimodal probes based on QDs that meet in
vivo cancer imaging standards. Magneto-fluorescent GdNS@
CQDs with remarkable water dispersibility, high stability, high
quantum yields, and outstanding magnetic characteristics were
successfully synthesized in an independent investigation, and
these qualities made them suitable for dual model imaging (78).
Multimodal probes appears to be realistic, given the rapid
expansion of QDs and the abundance of information on the
molecular basis of cancer and other illnesses.
CHALLENGES

Although QDs offer a lot of good qualities, there are still certain
obstacles to overcome, and more tests are needed to improve
their performance before they can be widely used in
medical treatments.
TABLE 2 | Preclinical use of NIR biocompatible QDs in cancer imaging.

Imaging technique QDs Studies/animal model

NIR-optical imaging CuInS2/ZnS SLN imaging in mice, Bel-7402 tumor imaging,
Panc-1 tumor imaging, Brain glioblastoma tumor;

AgInSe2/ZnS Active targeting to ayb3 integrin receptor overexpressed ayb3-positive MDA-MB-231breast cancer;
NIR- optical imaging Ag2S Passive targeting to 4T1 tumor through EPR effect, Deep tissue imaging the liver, spleen, and blood vessels of the whole mouse;
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Cytotoxicity
The cytotoxicity ofQDs isoneof themajorconcerns thathas slowed
their development. Much of the research shows that this toxicity is
dose-dependent (79, 80). For example, Lu et al. studied the effects of
CdSe/ZnS core/shell QDs in hepatic L02 cells and observed that
cytotoxicity rises with QD concentration (from 5 to 80 nM) (81).
Similarly, Yang et al. found that a high dose (5 nM per rat) of QDs
causes severe toxicity in lactating rats, including splenomegaly,
multiple organ injuries and inflammation, endocrine disruption,
and rat death, while a low dose (1 nM per rat) causes mild toxicity,
including weight loss, mild hematology, serum biochemistry, and
histopathological changes (82).

The cytotoxicity of QDs is mostly governed by their
physiochemical characteristics, including hydrodynamic diameter
(HD) size, surface properties like charge or ligand, and shape. The
HD size, determined by both the inorganic core size and the surface
coating, has a tremendous impact on the uptake and clearance of
QDs (83, 84). Choi et al. used a rodent model to test renal filtration
and urine excretion ofQDswith five distinctHDdiameters ranging
from4.36 to 8.65 nm (85).When the sizewas smaller than 5.5 nm, a
rapid and efficient urinary excretion from mice was clearly
observed. However, QDs with larger HD size were not captured
for renal excretion. Apart from excretion, the blood half-life
increased 25-fold, from 48 min to 20 h, with the HD size increase
from 4.36 to 8.65 nm. The presence or lack of a shell, the surface
charge, andother surfacecharacteristics ofQDscanhave avarietyof
effects on their toxicity. The better protected the shell is, the slower
the discharge of heavy metal ions, which is one source of QD
toxicity. According to Kirchner et al., ZnS coating protects the QD
core from oxidation, reducing Cd2+ leakage and cytotoxicity (86).
On the other hand, drug transport studies in the kidney show
that in contrast to negatively-charged QDs, positive-charged QDs
readily pass through the anionic glomerular basement membrane
and are rapidly excreted into urine which means less cytotoxicity
exists in the body (87). BecausemostQDs are spherical or spheroid-
like, their form isn’t an apparent influencing element. In
endocytosis and phagocytosis, the shape of QDs is useful in the
membrane packing process. Endocytosis of spherical QDs is
quicker than that of other non-spherical nanomaterials, such as
carbon nanotubes, according to certain research, which indicates
less harmful consequences (88, 89).

Pharmacokinetic factors such as half-life duration,
biodistribution, degration, rate and route of excretion, and others
can be used to quantify the impact of the physicochemical qualities
listed above on toxicity. A lot of research into the pharmacokinetics
ofQDs in cells and small animals have beendone so far. Ballou et al.
investigated the impact of surface coating on blood circulation and
organ biodistribution in the first place (90). Polyacrylic acid-coated
QD (PAA-QD) conjugated to low molecular weight PEG (750 Da)
and intravenously injected into nude mice exhibited short blood
circulation half-life (t1/2 < 12 min) with predominant uptake by
the liver, spleen, lymph nodes, and bone marrow. When the same
QD was decorated with PEG5000, the blood t1/2 was raised to 3
hours, with reduced uptake in the liver, spleen, and lymph nodes
(90). Similar studies by other groups showed that 15-20 nm QD
coated with PEG5000 exhibited long t1/2 of 5-8 h (3, 6, 91, 92).
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Although rapid clearance of QDs from the body may reduce the
potential toxic damage influence on the organs, tissues or cells,
sufficiently long blood half-life time is desired for enhancing their
accumulation in the targeted site. Furthermore, in all these reports,
the QD biodistribution was qualitatively determined based either
on QD fluorescence in tissue sections using fluorescence and
confocal microscopy or the whole body fluorescence imaging of
living animals. Fischer et al. described the first quantitative
biodistribution study of QD by detecting the Cd atoms in the
blood and organs of rats injected intravenouslywithQD (93). Once
QDs have been taken up by the target cells, they aremainly directed
to the endosomal/lysosomal pathway where they are degraded.
SomeQDsdisintegrate quickly, but others can linger in the body for
weeks or months, causing serious harm. Previously, Ballou et al.
showed thatQDcould be found in the liver, lymphnodes, and bone
marrow of mice for up to many months (90). Frangioni and
colleagues found a link between the size of the QD and the degree
of elimination (85, 94). Four (4) hours after injection, QD with an
average diameter of 5-6 nm, which is below the renal filtration
threshold, were eliminated via urine. Larger QDs stayed
undesirably in the liver, potentially increasing the toxicity of these
nanoparticles in the long run. The fate of QD after various
administration routes has also been investigated. After
subcutaneous, intradermal, or intraparenchymal injection in live
animals, polymer-coatedQDwith an average diameter of 15-20nm
were observed to move quickly to the sentinel lymph nodes (SLN)
(59, 95–98).ThisobservationofdetectingSLNresidentnodules, can
aid in the detection of cancermetastasis. Overall, it can be observed
that depending on the properties of the QD (size, surface charge,
and coating) and the method of administration, QD can remain in
various organs in living animals. Furthermore, these investigations
have revealed thatQDmay accumulate in the body for long periods
of time, indicating that more research is needed to determine QD’s
long-term toxicity before it is used in clinical applications.

In addition, studies have also shown that QDs can cause
immunotoxicity (99–105) and genotoxicity (106, 107). QDs
cause apoptosis and necrosis in immune cells, and poor
clearance of apoptotic cells by scavenger phagocytes may
contribute to autoimmunity (108), while QD interactions with
the immune response might alter immune-specific signaling
pathways, resulting in alterations in immune cell function
(109). There are direct and indirect pathways of QD-induced
genotoxicity, according to published research (107, 110, 111).
When cells absorb QDs, they may come into direct contact with
genetic material, inflicting physical or chemical harm. However,
the most likely mechanism of QD-induced genotoxicity is
indirect, and oxidative stress is thought to be the most
important indirect mechanism (112).

In conclusion, to pave the way for clinical utilization of QDs,
more long-term toxicological and pharmacokinetic studies
addressing QDs degradation, excretion, persistence, and
immune response and precise control over the construction of
QDs-based probes from the core to surface coating are needed
before QDs-based probes may be declared as verified safe
nanoparticles. Furthermore, more studies are needed in
synthesis process to develop heavy metal free or robust
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covering QDs to reduce toxicity Last but not least, monitoring of
the quantitative application dosage of QDs to set up safe ranges
under different conditions is also urgently required.

Nonspecific Uptake by the
Reticuloendothelial System
According to all in vivo animal imaging investigations described
thus far, a number of naked and non-targeted QDs may
accumulate in the reticuloendothelial system (RES), which
comprises of phagocytic cells located in the liver, spleen,
lymph nodes, and bone marrow, after systemic delivery. This
non-specific absorption prevents QDs from being targeted and
raises concerns regarding RES toxicity.

One way to improve tumor targeting specificity is through
modifying the surface of QDs to make them persist longer in the
bloodstream by introducing highmolecular weight PEGmolecules
(113). Of course, the surface coating and QDs must be stable
enough to circulate for an extended period of time. For instance,
mice were injected with peptide-conjugation iron oxide
nanoparticles after being pre-treated with decoy liposome
particles to eliminate plasma opsonin that bind to nanoparticles
and prevent RES absorption. By increasing the half-life of iron
oxide nanoparticles, intravenously given decoy liposomes greatly
improved active targeting of xenograft breast cancers (114).
Similarly, another research conjugated streptavidin-coated QDs
(SA-QDs) with hydrazinonicotinamide (HYNIC) to boost QDs
negative charge to suppress surface opsonization (115). When
delivered intravenously to mice, HYNIC attachment exactly
reduced SA-QD engulfment by macrophages, drastically
enhanced SA-QD circulation, and lowered their RES absorption,
according to confocal microscopy and fluorescence-activated cell
sorting. Overall, surface functionalization could minimize toxicity
by reducing non-specific RES phagocytosis.

Specific Targeting to Tumor Cells
Selective tumor targeting of QDs in vivo is more difficult than in
vitro for a variety of reasons. To begin with, complicated
anatomical structure and physiology, such as vascular
endothelium, provide challenges for QDs in tissues and organ
systems. Secondly, protein-based ligands are sensitive to
degradation, resulting in a loss of targeting capability, and
most conjugation chemistries do not allow controlling over
complex macromolecules tethered to QDs, such as antibodies,
resulting in partial or entire loss of cell-binding activity. Finally,
only a few cell targeting ligands are truly tumor specific, meaning
that QDs bind solely to cancer cells and not to normal cells.

QDs targeting detection and imaging should be adjusted or
aided by other reagents to pass through various biological
barriers and reach the target areas to improve selectivity. For
example, Yong et al. used permeation enhancers based on
organic solvents in modest percentages to improve intracellular
targeted distribution of QDs transverse intracellular obstacles,
particularly vesicle entrapment (116). In another study, Li et al.
demonstrated that carbon QDs functionalized with multiple
paired -carboxyl and amino groups that bind to the large
neutral amino acid transport 1 (LAT1), which is expressed in
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most tumors, selectively accumulate in human tumor xenografts
in mice and in an orthotopic mouse model of human glioma with
high specificity, by mimicking large amino acids (117).
Furthermore, other tumor specific antigens (TSA), such as
Mucin 1 (MUC1), which is absent in normal tissues but
overexpressed in almost all human epithelial cell malignancies,
should be investigated in QDs targeting applications.
PERSPECTIVES

Trends in the application of QDs in cancer research clearly show
that QDs can serve as powerful tools for cancer diagnosis and
bio-imaging. An ideal clinical setting would be one in which the
primary tumor and metastatic tumors could both be diagnosed
early and efficiently treated noninvasively without the need for
surgery using QDs-based probes. However, currently available
electrochemical biosensors are rudimentary and unsophisticated,
and practically all of the current synthesis and application are
done separately. There is still a room for improvement in terms
of producing QDs probes with improved target selectivity, signal
intensity, multimodality, and therapeutic potential, as well as
decreased cytotoxicity and non-specificity. Additionally, an
integrated and pipelined platform is required to simplify the
detection process and achieve higher automation before they can
be widely used to diagnose and treat cancer and other disorders.

Several aspects are listedbelow thatmay require attention inorder
to achieve our goal. For example, for amaltose sensor, afluorescence-
quenching molecule that can be detached or cleaved upon
attachment to the target or in the presence of a chemical species or
enzyme was found to generate QDs with novel features (118). This
would be especially advantageous in intracellular applications, where
removing unbound QDs and lowering background signal is
impossible. To develop their targeting potential, new approaches
for QD synthesis and structural customization are necessary.
Secondly, there is still a pressing need to develop natural, mild,
efficient, and less interfering QD labelling procedures, because QDs
functionalization has always been a difficult problem in many
biological applications, either dynamic imaging or detection. Other
similar technologies, such as in vivo cross-linking technology
pioneered for dyes, may help with QD functionalization. Several
molecular evolution-derivedpairingshavebeen reported,with fusion
peptides ranging in length from 200 to 30 amino acids (119, 120).
Thirdly, microfluidic technology has been used in a variety of
applications, including the manufacturing of QDs for their
biological uses (121). Until today, researchers could split
microfluidic devices into continuous-flow, segmented-flow, and
droplet microfluidics, each with its own set of advantages.
Continuous processing, for example, could precisely control the
size of QDs (122), segmented flow microfluidics could make the
size tunable and the reaction time on themillisecond scale (123), and
droplet microfluidics couldmanufacture diverse QDs or encapsulate
QDs for further use (124). Thus, to improve the quality and quantity
of QDs, microfluidics technology should be studied. Finally, despite
the development of multiple sensitive ways for detecting cancer
biomarkers using QDs, only a few have made into clinical
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diagnosis. To be suitable for storage and use, the colloidal stability of
functionalized QDs should be considerably improved. If the
integrated and pipelined platform is accomplished, QDs might be
employednot only in superiorhospitals, but also in primaryhospitals
to satisfy the needs of more people, potentially playing a key role in
cancer early detection and treatment, resulting in a higher level of
health. Overall, QDs hold a lot of promise in terms of cancer
molecular targeting bio-imaging and diagnostics (Figure 6).

CONCLUSION

The rapid development of QDs technology has already fulfilled
some of the hopes of developing new and more effective cancer
diagnostic and imaging probes. Their properties and successful
conjugation with biomolecules have made the active targeting of
tumors possible. Despite the promise and usefulness of QDs in
cancer detection and imaging thus far, there are still challenges to
overcome in terms of boosting sensitivity, optimizing specificity,
and lowering QD toxicity before clinical applications can move
forward. We have only scratched the surface of QDs-based
nanotechnology, and there is still a long way to go before we
achieve a true breakthrough with the cooperation between
researchers and professional staff in other areas. We are
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 10
confident that QDs will change not only customized oncology,
but also customized medicine.
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

ZL collected the data, draw figures, and wrote the manuscript. HS
proposed the idea,modified, supervised, andapproved thefinalversion
of the manuscript. MK helped to edit the manuscript. JL provided
professional advices in the minor revise previously. All authors
contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.
FUNDING

This study was funded in part through the Startup Foundation
for Advanced Talents and Science and Technology Innovation
Foundation at Yangzhou University (HS).
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

All the figures were drawn using BioRender platform.
REFERENCES

1. Marshall E. Cancer Research and the $90 Billion Metaphor. Science (2011)
331(6024):1540–1. doi: 10.1126/science.331.6024.1540-a

2. Reed MA. Observation of Discrete Electronic States in a Zero-Dimensional
Semiconductor Nanostructure. Phys Rev Lett (1988) 60(6):535. doi: 10.1103/
PhysRevLett.60.535
3. AkermanME,ChanW,LaakkonenP,BhatiaSN,RuoslahtiE.NanocrystalTargeting
In Vivo. Proc Natl Acad Sci (2002) 99(20):12617–21. doi: 10.1073/pnas.152463399

4. Moniruzzaman M, Buddolla AL, Kim S, Kim J. Preparation of Shape-Specific
(Trilateral and Quadrilateral) Carbon Quantum Dots Towards Multiple Color
Emission. Nanoscale (2020) 12(22):11947–59. doi: 10.1039/D0NR02225J

5. Kang LA, Hc A, Qz A, Zy A, Zs B, Kang LA. A Facile One Step
Solvothermal Controllable Synthesis of FeS2 Quantum Dots With
FIGURE 6 | QDs-based probes in bio-imaging, bio-detection, and bio-medicine. QDs are very promising in cancer research and treatment, including real-time
systemic imaging, minimal side effects, photodynamic therapy, detection of multiple biomarkers, and delivering drugs. QDs might also help with surgical oncology
and individualized precision medicine.
October 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 749970

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.331.6024.1540-a
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.535
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.152463399
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0NR02225J
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology#articles


Liang et al. Quantum Dots in Cancer Research
Multiple Color Emission for the Visual Detection of Aconitine.
Spectrochimica Acta Part A: Mol Biomol Spectrosc (2020) 240. doi:
10.1016/j.saa.2020.118563

6. Gao X, Cui Y, Levenson RM, Chung L, Nie S. In Vivo Cancer Targeting and
Imaging With Semiconductor Quantum Dots. Nat Biotechnol (2004)
22:969–76. doi: 10.1038/nbt994

7. Li H, Wang C, Peng Z, Fu X. A Review on the Synthesis Methods of CdSeS-
Based Nanostructures. J Nanomaterials (2015) 2015:1–16. doi: 10.1155/
2015/371404

8. Jie Z, Yun L, Jian T, TangW. Surface Ligands Engineering of Semiconductor
Quantum Dots for Chemosensory and Biological Applications.Mater Today
(2017) 20(7):360–76. doi: 10.1016/j.mattod.2017.02.006

9. Lu J, Liong M, Li Z, Zink JI, Tamanoi F. Biocompatibility, Biodistribution,
and Drug-Delivery Efficiency of Mesoporous Silica Nanoparticles for Cancer
Therapy in Animals. Small (2010) 6(16):1794–805. doi: 10.1002/
smll.201000538

10. Goftman VV, Aubert T, Vande Ginste D, Van Deun R, Beloglazova NV,
Hens Z, et al. Synthesis, Modification, Bioconjugation of Silica Coated
Fluorescent Quantum Dots and Their Application for Mycotoxin
Detection. Biosens Bioelectronics (2016) 79:476–81. doi: 10.1016/
j.bios.2015.12.079

11. Li C, Zou Z, Liu H, Jin Y, Li G, Yuan C, et al. Synthesis of Polystyrene-Based
Fluorescent Quantum Dots Nanolabel and its Performance in H5N1 Virus
and SARS-CoV-2 Antibody Sensing. Talanta (2021) 225:122064. doi:
10.1016/j.talanta.2020.122064

12. Abdolahi G, Dargahi M, Ghasemzadeh H. Synthesis of Starch-G-Poly
(Acrylic Acid)/ZnSe Quantum Dot Nanocomposite Hydrogel, for Effective
Dye Adsorption and Photocatalytic Degradation: Thermodynamic and
Kinetic Studies. Cellulose (2020) 27(3):6467–83. doi: 10.1007/s10570-020-
03198-3

13. Dubertret B, Skourides P, Norris DJ, Noireaux V, Libchaber A. In Vivo
Imaging of Quantum Dots Encapsulated in Phospholipid Micelles. Science
(2002) 298(5599):1759–62. doi: 10.1126/science.1077194

14. Liu J, Wang B, Huang H, Jian D, Liu F. Quantitative Ciprofloxacin On-Site
Rapid Detect ions Us ing Quantum Dot Microsphere Based
Immunochromatographic Test Strips. Food Chem (2020) 335:127596. doi:
10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.127596

15. Le P, Vaidya R, Smith LD, Smith A. Optimizing Quantum Dot Probe Size for
Single Receptor Imaging. ACS Nano (2020) 14(7):8343–58. doi: 10.1021/
acsnano.0c02390

16. Panagiotopoulou M, Kunath S, Medina-Rangel PX, Haupt K, Bui B.
Fluorescent Molecularly Imprinted Polymers as Plastic Antibodies for
Selective Labeling and Imaging of Hyaluronan and Sialic Acid on Fixed
and Living Cells. Biosens Bioelectronics (2017) 88:85–93. doi: 10.1016/
j.bios.2016.07.080

17. Golsanamlou Z, Soleymani J, Abbaspour S, Siahi-Shadbad M, Jouyban A.
Sensing and Bioimaging of Lead Ions in Intracellular Cancer Cells and
Biomedical Media Using Amine-Functionalized Silicon Quantum Dots
Fluorescent Probe. Spectrochimica Acta Part A Mol Biomol Spectrosc
(2021) 256(8):119747. doi: 10.1016/j.saa.2021.119747

18. Lv C, Lin Y, Liu AA, Hong ZY, Wen L, Zhang Z, et al. Labeling Viral
Envelope Lipids With Quantum Dots by Harnessing the Biotinylated Lipid-
Self-Inserted Cellular Membrane. Biomaterials (2016) 106:69–77. doi:
10.1016/j.biomaterials.2016.08.013

19. Poojari R, Sawant AV, Kini S, Srivastava R, Panda D. Antihepatoma Activity
of Multifunctional Polymeric Nanoparticles via Inhibition of Microtubules
and Tyrosine Kinases. Nanomedicine (2020) 15(4):381–96. doi: 10.2217/
nnm-2019-0349

20. TosatBitrin C, Avisbodas A, Porras G, BorregoHernndez D, GarcaRedondo
A, MartnRequero A, et al. CdSe Quantum Dots in Human Models Derived
From ALS Patients: Characterization, Nuclear Penetration Studies and
Multiplexing. Nanomaterials (2021) 11(3):671. doi: 10.3390/nano11030671

21. Maity AR, Stepensky D. Efficient Subcellular Targeting to the Cell Nucleus of
Quantum Dots Densely Decorated With a Nuclear Localization Sequence
Peptide. ACS Appl Mater Interf (2016) 8(3):2001–9. doi: 10.1021/
acsami.5b10295

22. Wang S, Kang G, Cui F, Zhang Y. Dual-Color Graphene Quantum Dots and
Carbon Nanoparticles Biosensing Platform Combined With Exonuclease
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 11
III-Assisted Signal Amplification for Simultaneous Detection of Multiple
DNA Targets. Anal Chimica Acta (2021) 1154:338346. doi: 10.1016/
j.aca.2021.338346

23. Adeline Huiling Loo ZS, Bousa D, Pumera M. Carboxylic Carbon Quantum
Dots as a Fluorescent Sensing Platform for DNA Detection. ACS Appl Mater
Interf (2016) 8(3):1951–7. doi: 10.1021/acsami.5b10160

24. Li Z, Wang K, Tan W, Li J, Fu Z, Ma C, et al. Immunofluorescent Labeling of
Cancer Cells With Quantum Dots Synthesized in Aqueous Solution. Anal
Biochem (2006) 354(2):169–74. doi: 10.1016/j.ab.2006.04.029

25. Yong K-T, Ding H, Roy I, Law W-C, Bergey E, Maitra A, et al. Imaging
Pancreatic Cancer Using Bioconjugated InP Quantum Dots. ACS Nano
(2009) 3(3):502–10. doi: 10.1021/nn8008933

26. Voura EB, Jaiswal JK, Mattoussi H, Simon SM. Tracking Metastatic Tumor
Cell Extravasation With Quantum Dot Nanocrystals and Fluorescence
Emission-Scanning Microscopy. Nat Med (2004) 10(9):993. doi: 10.1038/
nm1096

27. Cai W, Shin DW, Kai C, Gheysens O, Chen X. Peptide-Labeled Near-
Infrared Quantum Dots for Imaging Tumor Vasculature in Living Subjects.
Nano Lett (2006) 6(4):669–76. doi: 10.1021/nl052405t

28. Qiu J, Li D, Mou X, Li J, Guo W, Shu W, et al. Effects of Graphene
Quantum Dots on the Self-Renewal and Differentiation of Mesenchymal
Stem Cells. Advanced Healthc Mater (2016) 5(6):702–10. doi: 10.1002/
adhm.201500770

29. Zhang MZ, Yu Y, Yu RN, Wan M, Zhang RY, Zhao YD. Tracking the
Down-Regulation of Folate Receptor- in Cancer Cells Through Target
Specific Delivery of Quantum Dots Coupled With Antisense
Oligonucleotide and Targeted Peptide. Small (2013) 9(24):4182. doi:
10.1002/smll.201300994

30. Huang H, Bai YL, Kai Y, Tang H, Wang YW. Optical Imaging of Head and
Neck Squamous Cell Carcinoma In Vivo Using Arginine-Glycine-Aspartic
Acid Peptide Conjugated Near-Infrared Quantum Dots. OncoTargets Ther
(2013) 6:1779–87. doi: 10.2147/OTT.S53901

31. Xue B, Deng DW, Cao J, Liu F, Li X, Akers W, et al. Synthesis of NAC
Capped Near Infrared-Emitting CdTeS Alloyed Quantum Dots and
Application for In Vivo Early Tumor Imaging. Dalton Trans (2012) 41
(16):4935–47. doi: 10.1039/c2dt12436j

32. He X, Gao L, Ma N. One-Step Instant Synthesis of Protein-Conjugated
Quantum Dots at Room Temperature. Sci Rep (2013) 3:2825. doi: 10.1038/
srep02825

33. Sun X, Huang X, Guo J, Zhu W, Yong D, Gang N, et al. Self-Illuminating
64Cu-Doped CdSe/ZnS Nanocrystals for In Vivo Tumor Imaging. J Am
Chem Soc (2014) 136(5):1706–9. doi: 10.1021/ja410438n

34. Ahmed SR, Dong J, Yui M, Kato T, Park EY. Quantum Dots Incorporated
Magnetic Nanoparticles for Imaging Colon Carcinoma Cells.
J Nanobiotechnol (2013) 11(1):28. doi: 10.1186/1477-3155-11-28

35. Balalaeva IV, Zdobnova TA, Krutova IV, Brilkina AA, Lebedenko EN, Deyev
SM. Passive and Active Targeting of Quantum Dots for Whole-Body
Fluorescence Imaging of Breast Cancer Xenografts. J Biophotonics (2012)
5(11-12):860–7. doi: 10.1002/jbio.201200080

36. Tada H, Higuchi H, Wanatabe TM, Ohuchi N. In Vivo Real-Time Tracking
of Single Quantum Dots Conjugated With Monoclonal Anti-HER2
Antibody in Tumors of Mice. Cancer Res (2007) 26(3):1138. doi: 10.1158/
0008-5472.CAN-06-1185

37. Li X, Deng D, Xue J, Qu L, Achilefu S, Gu Y. Quantum Dots Based Molecular
Beacons for In Vitro and In Vivo Detection of MMP-2 on Tumor. Biosens
Bioelectronics (2014) 61:512–8. doi: 10.1016/j.bios.2014.05.035

38. Fontes A, Andrade C, Filho PC, Tenorio D, Santos B, Beltrão E, et al.
Evaluation of Glycophenotype in Breast Cancer by Quantum Dot-Lectin
Histochemistry. Int J Nanomed (2013) 8:4623–9. doi: 10.2147/
IJN.S51065

39. Hua X, Zhou Z, Yuan L, Liu S. Selective Collection and Detection of MCF-7
Breast Cancer Cells Using Aptamer-Functionalized Magnetic Beads and
Quantum Dots Based Nano-Bio-Probes. Anal Chimica Acta (2013) 788
(14):135–40. doi: 10.1016/j.aca.2013.06.001

40. Bing HA, Ls A, Xy A, Mei YB, Yc A, Jing ZA. Identification of Dual
Therapeutic Targets Assisted by In Situ Automatous DNA Assembly for
Combined Therapy in Breast Cancer. Biosens Bioelectronics (2020)
176:112913. doi: 10.1016/j.bios.2020.112913
October 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 749970

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2020.118563
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt994
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/371404
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/371404
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mattod.2017.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201000538
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201000538
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2015.12.079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2015.12.079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2020.122064
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10570-020-03198-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10570-020-03198-3
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1077194
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.127596
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c02390
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c02390
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.07.080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.07.080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2021.119747
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2016.08.013
https://doi.org/10.2217/nnm-2019-0349
https://doi.org/10.2217/nnm-2019-0349
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano11030671
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b10295
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b10295
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2021.338346
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2021.338346
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b10160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2006.04.029
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn8008933
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm1096
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm1096
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl052405t
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.201500770
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.201500770
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201300994
https://doi.org/10.2147/OTT.S53901
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2dt12436j
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep02825
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep02825
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja410438n
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-3155-11-28
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbio.201200080
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-06-1185
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-06-1185
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2014.05.035
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S51065
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S51065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2013.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2020.112913
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology#articles


Liang et al. Quantum Dots in Cancer Research
41. Mirzababaei M, Larijani K, Hashemi-Moghaddam H, Mirjafary Z, Madanchi
H. In Vitro Targeting of NL2 Peptide Bounded on Poly L-DOPA Coated
Graphene Quantum Dot. J Fluorescence (2021) 31:279–88. doi: 10.1007/
s10895-020-02660-6

42. Qi L, Pan T, Ou L, Ye Z, Yu C, Bao B, et al. Biocompatible Nucleus-Targeted
Graphene Quantum Dots for Selective Killing of Cancer Cells via DNA
Damage. Commun Biol (2021) 4(1):214. doi: 10.1038/s42003-021-01713-1

43. Singh G, Kumar M, Soni U, Arora V, Bansal V, Gupta D, et al. Cancer Cell
Targeting Using Folic Acid/Anti-HER2 Antibody Conjugated Fluorescent
CdSe/CdS/ZnS-Mercaptopropionic Acid and CdTe-Mercaptosuccinic Acid
Quantum Dots. J Nanosci Nanotechnol (2016) 16(1):130–43. doi: 10.1166/
jnn.2016.10825

44. Oh E, Rong L, Nel A, Gemill KB, Bilal M, Cohen Y, et al. Meta-Analysis of
Cellular Toxicity for Cadmium-Containing Quantum Dots. Nat
Nanotechnol (2016) 11(5):479–86. doi: 10.1038/nnano.2015.338

45. Boles MA, Ling D, Hyeon T, Talapin DV. The Surface Science of
Nanocrystals. Nat Mater (2016) 15(2):141. doi: 10.1038/nmat4526

46. Liu X, Braun GB, Qin M, Ruoslahti E, ugahara KN. In Vivo Cation Exchange
in Quantum Dots for Tumor-Specific Imaging. Nat Commun (2017) 8
(1):343. doi: 10.1038/s41467-017-00153-y

47. Miyashita M, Gonda K, Tada H, Watanabe M, Kitamura N, Kamei T, et al.
Quantitative Diagnosis of HER2 Protein Expressing Breast Cancer by Single-
Particle Quantum Dot Imaging. Cancer Med (2016) 5(10):2813–24. doi:
10.1002/cam4.898

48. Fang J, Wang S, Li W, Yuan D, Song J. Quantitative Detection of the Tumor-
Associated Antigen Large External Antigen in Colorectal Cancer Tissues and
Cells Using Quantum Dot Probe. Int J Nanomed (2016) 12:235–47. doi:
10.2147/IJN.S97509

49. Kuo CW, Chueh DY, Chen P. Real-Time In Vivo Imaging of Subpopulations
of Circulating Tumor Cells Using Antibody Conjugated Quantum Dots.
J Nanobiotechnol (2019) 17(1):26. doi: 10.1186/s12951-019-0453-7

50. Chen YY, Cheng BR, He ZB, Wang SY, Wang ZM, Sun M, et al. Capture and
Identification of Heterogeneous Circulating Tumor Cells Using Transparent
Nanomaterials and Quantum Dots-Based Multiplexed Imaging. J Cancer
(2016) 7(1):69–79. doi: 10.7150/jca.12722

51. Lyberopoulou A, Galanopoulos M, Aravantinos G, Theodoropoulos GE,
Marinos E, Efstathopoulos EP, et al. Identification of Methylation Profiles of
Cancer-Related Genes in Circulating Tumor Cells Population. Anticancer
Res (2017) 37(3):1105. doi: 10.21873/anticanres.11423

52. Wu L-L, Tang M, Zhang Z-L, Qi C-B, Hu J, Ma X-Y, et al. Chip-Assisted
Single-Cell Biomarker Profiling of Heterogeneous Circulating Tumor Cells
Using Multifunctional Nanospheres. Anal Chem (2018) 90(17):10518–26.
doi: 10.1021/acs.analchem.8b02585

53. Bilan R, Ametzazurra A, Brazhnik K, Escorza S, Fernández D, Urıb́arri M,
et al. Quantum-Dot-Based Suspension Microarray for Multiplex
Detection of Lung Cancer Markers: Preclinical Validation and
Comparison With the Luminex xMAP System. Sci Rep (2017) 7:44668.
doi: 10.1038/srep44668

54. Guo Z, Hao T, Du S, Chen B, Wang Z, Li X, et al. Multiplex
Electrochemiluminescence Immunoassay of Two Tumor Markers
Us ing Mul t i co lor Quantum Dots as Labe l s and Graphene
Asconductingbridge. Biosens Bioelectronics (2013) 44:101–7. doi:
10.1016/j.bios.2013.01.025

55. Qu X, Jin H, Liu Y, Sun Q. Strand Displacement Amplification Reaction on
Quantum Dot-Encoded Silica Bead for Visual Detection of Multiplex
MicroRNAs. Anal Chem (2018) 90(5):3482–9. doi: 10.1021/acs.
analchem.7b05235

56. Teng L, Qi H, Teng J, Su B, Chen H, Wang C, et al. Identification of Serum
miRNAs by Nano-Quantum Dots Microarray as Diagnostic Biomarkers for
Early Detection of non-Small Cell Lung Cancer. Tumor Biol (2016) 37
(6):7777–84. doi: 10.1007/s13277-015-4608-3

57. Boriachek K, Islam MN, Gopalan V, Lam AK, Shiddiky M. Quantum Dot-
Based Sensitive Detection of Disease Specific Exosome in Serum. Analyst
(2017) 142(12):2211–9. doi: 10.1039/C7AN00672A

58. Dong B, Li C, Chen G, Zhang Y, Zhang Y, Deng M, et al. Facile Synthesis of
Highly Photoluminescent Ag2Se Quantum Dots as a New Fluorescent Probe
in the Second Near-Infrared Window for in Vivo Imaging. Chem Mater
(2013) 25(12):2503–9. doi: 10.1021/cm400812v
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 12
59. Kim S, Yong TL, Soltesz EG, Grand A, Frangioni JV. Near-Infrared
Fluorescent Type II Quantum Dots for Sentinel Lymph Node Mapping.
Nat Biotechnol (2004) 22(1):93–7. doi: 10.1038/nbt920

60. He H, Lin Y, Tian Z-Q, Zhu D-L, Zhang Z-L, Pang D-W, et al. Ultrasmall Pb:
Ag 2 S Quantum Dots With Uniform Particle Size and Bright Tunable
Fluorescence in the NIR-II Window. Small (2018) 14(11):1703296. doi:
10.1002/smll.201703296

61. Shi LJ, Zhu CN, He H, Zhu DL, Tian ZQ. Near-Infrared Ag 2 Se Quantum
Dots With Distinct Absorption Features and High Fluorescence Quantum
Yields. RSC Adv (2016) 6(44):38183–6. doi: 10.1039/C6RA04987G

62. WenQun Z, Zheng L, Tian Z-Q, Wang W, Zhong W-Q, Li Z, et al. Near-
Infrared Fluorescent Ag2Se-Cetuximab Nanoprobes for Targeted Imaging
and Therapy of Cancer. Small (2017) 13(3):1602309. doi: 10.1002/
smll.201602309

63. Wang Z, Ma Y, Yu X, Niu Q, Han Z, Wang H, et al. Targeting CXCR4-
CXCL12 Axis for Visualizing, Predicting, and Inhibiting Breast Cancer
Metastasis With Theranostic AMD3100-Ag_2S Quantum Dot Probe.
Advanced Funct Mater (2018) 28(23):1800732. doi: 10.1002/adfm.201800732

64. Jin H, Gui R, Gong J, Huang W. Aptamer and 5-Fluorouracil Dual-Loading
Ag2S Quantum Dots Used as a Sensitive Label-Free Probe for Near-Infrared
Photoluminescence Turn-on Detection of CA125 Antigen. Biosens
Bioelectronics (2016) 92:378–84. doi: 10.1016/j.bios.2016.10.093

65. Li C, Zhang Y, Chen G, Hu F, Zhao K, Wang Q. Engineered Multifunctional
Nanomedicine for Simultaneous Stereotactic Chemotherapy and Inhibited
Osteolysis in an Orthotopic Model of Bone Metastasis. Advanced Mater
(2017) 29(13):1605754. doi: 10.1002/adma.201605754

66. Xia C, Meeldijk JD, Gerritsen HC, Celso D. Highly Luminescent Water-
Dispersible NIR-Emitting Wurtzite CuInS2/ZnS Core/Shell Colloidal
Quantum Dots. Chem Mater (2017) 29(11):4940–51. doi: 10.1021/
acs.chemmater.7b01258

67. Jeong S, Song J, Lee W, Ryu YM, Jung Y, Kim SY, et al. Cancer-
Microenvironment-Sensitive Activatable Quantum Dot Probe in the
Second Near-Infrared Window. Nano Lett (2017) 17(3):1378. doi:
10.1021/acs.nanolett.6b04261

68. Saeboe AM, Nikiforov AY, Toufanian R, Kays JC, Dennis AM. Extending the
Near-Infrared Emission Range of Indium Phosphide Quantum Dots for
Multiplexed In Vivo Imaging. Nano Lett (2021) 21(7):3271–9. doi: 10.1021/
acs.nanolett.1c00600

69. Pons T, Pic E, Lequeux N, Cassette E, Dubertret B. Cadmium-Free CuInS2/
ZnS Quantum Dots for Sentinel Lymph Node Imaging With Reduced
Toxicity. ACS Nano (2010) 4(5):2531–8. doi: 10.1021/nn901421v

70. Yong KT, Roy I, Rui H, Hong D, Cai H, Jing Z, et al. Synthesis of Ternary
CuInS(2)/ZnS Quantum Dot Bioconjugates and Their Applications for
Targeted Cancer Bioimaging. Dalton Trans (2010) 2(2-3):121–9. doi:
10.1039/B916663G

71. Liu X, Braun GB, Zhong H, Hall DJ, Han W, Qin M, et al. Tumor-Targeted
Multimodal Optical Imaging With Versatile Cadmium-Free Quantum Dots.
Advanced Funct Mater (2016) 26(2):267–76. doi: 10.1002/adfm.201503453

72. Deng D, Qu L, Gu Y. Near-Infrared Broadly Emissive AgInSe2/ZnS
Quantum Dots for Biomedical Optical Imaging. J Mater Chem (2014) 2
(34):7077–85. doi: 10.1039/C4TC01147C

73. Inoue Y, Izawa K, Yoshikawa K, Yamada H, Tojo A, Ohtomo K. In Vivo
Fluorescence Imaging of the Reticuloendothelial System Using Quantum
Dots in Combination With Bioluminescent Tumour Monitoring. Eur J
Nucl Med Mol Imaging (2007) 34(12):2048–56. doi: 10.1007/s00259-007-
0583-2

74. Huang Y, Li L, Zhang D, Gan L, Jia C. Gadolinium-Doped Carbon Quantum
Dots Loaded Magnetite Nanoparticles as a Bimodal Nanoprobe for Both
Fluorescence and Magnetic Resonance Imaging. Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (2020) 68:113–20. doi: 10.1016/j.mri.2020.02.003

75. Mulder W. Quantum Dots With a Paramagnetic Coating as a Bimodal
Molecular Imaging Probe. Nano Lett (2006) 6(1):1–6. doi: 10.1021/
nl051935m

76. Zhou R, Sun SK, Li C, Lan W, Hou X, Peng W. Enriching Mn-Doped ZnSe
Quantum Dots Onto Mesoporous Silica Nanoparticles for Enhanced
Fluorescence/MRI Dual-Modal Bio-Imaging. ACS Appl Mater Interf
(2018) 10(40):34060–7. doi: 10.1021/acsami.8b14554
October 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 749970

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10895-020-02660-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10895-020-02660-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-021-01713-1
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2016.10825
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2016.10825
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2015.338
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat4526
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00153-y
https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.898
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S97509
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-019-0453-7
https://doi.org/10.7150/jca.12722
https://doi.org/10.21873/anticanres.11423
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.8b02585
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep44668
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2013.01.025
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.7b05235
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.7b05235
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13277-015-4608-3
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7AN00672A
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm400812v
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt920
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201703296
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6RA04987G
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201602309
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201602309
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201800732
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.10.093
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201605754
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.7b01258
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.7b01258
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.6b04261
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.1c00600
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.1c00600
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn901421v
https://doi.org/10.1039/B916663G
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201503453
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4TC01147C
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-007-0583-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-007-0583-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mri.2020.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl051935m
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl051935m
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.8b14554
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology#articles


Liang et al. Quantum Dots in Cancer Research
77. Ding K, Jing L, Liu C, Hou Y, Gao M. Magnetically Engineered Cd-Free
Quantum Dots as Dual-Modality Probes for Fluorescence/Magnetic
Resonance Imaging of Tumors. Biomaterials (2014) 35(5):1608–17. doi:
10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.10.078

78. Chiu SH, Gedda G, Girma WM, Chen JK, Ling YC, Ghule AV, et al. Rapid
Fabrication of Carbon Quantum Dots as Multifunctional Nanovehicles for
Dual-Modal Targeted Imaging and Chemotherapy. Acta Biomaterialia
(2016) 46:151–64. doi: 10.1016/j.actbio.2016.09.027

79. Chousidis I, Stalikas CD, Leonardos ID. Induced Toxicity in Early-Life Stage
Zebrafish (Danio Rerio) and Its Behavioral Analysis After Exposure to non-
Doped, Nitrogen-Doped and Nitrogen, Sulfur-Co Doped Carbon Quantum
Dots. Environ Toxicol Pharmacol (2020) 79:103426. doi: 10.1016/
j.etap.2020.103426

80. Bell DR, Kang S-G, Huynh T, Zhou R. Concentration-Dependent Binding of
CdSe Quantum Dots on the SH3 Domain. Nanoscale (2017) 10(1):351–8.
doi: 10.1039/c7nr06148j

81. Lu Y, Xu S, Chen H, He M, Deng Y, Cao Z, et al. CdSe/ZnS Quantum Dots
Induce Hepatocyte Pyroptosis and Liver Inflammation via NLRP3
Inflammasome Activation. Biomaterials (2016) 90:27–39. doi: 10.1016/
j.biomaterials.2016.03.003

82. Yang L, Kuang H, Zhang W, Wei H, Xu H. Quantum Dots Cause Acute
Systemic Toxicity in Lactating Rats and Growth Restriction of Offspring.
Nanoscale (2018) 10(24):11564–77. doi: 10.1039/C8NR01248B

83. Tatar AS, Nagy-Simon T, Tomuleasa C, Boca S, Astilean S. Nanomedicine
Approaches in Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia. J Controlled Release (2016)
238:123–13. doi: 10.1016/j.jconrel.2016.07.035

84. Jiao M, Zhang P, Meng J, Li Y, Liu C. Recent Advancements in
Biocompatible Inorganic Nanoparticles Towards Biomedical Applications.
Biomater Sci (2018) 6:726–45. doi: 10.1039/C7BM01020F

85. Choi HS, Liu W, Misra P, Tanaka E, Zimmer JP, Ipe BI, et al. Renal
Clearance of Quantum Dots. Nat Biotechnol (2007) 25(10):1165–70. doi:
10.1038/nbt1340

86. Kirchner C, Javier AM, Susha AS, Rogach AL, Kreft O, Sukhorukov GB, et al.
Cytotoxicity of Nanoparticle-Loaded Polymer Capsules. Talanta (2005) 67
(3):486–91. doi: 10.1016/j.talanta.2005.06.042

87. Liang X, Wang H, Zhu Y, Zhang R, Cogger VC, Liu X, et al. Short-And
Long-Term Tracking of Anionic Ultra-Small Nanoparticles in Kidney. ACS
Nano (2016) 10:387–95. doi: 10.1021/acsnano.5b05066

88. Hauck TS, Anderson RE, Fischer HC, Newbigging S, Chan WCW. In Vivo
Quantum-Dot Toxicity Assessment. Small (2010) 6(1):138–44. doi: 10.1002/
smll.200900626

89. Landsiedel R, Fabian E, Ma-Hock L, WohllebenW,Wiench K, Oesch F, et al.
Toxico-/Biokinetics of Nanomaterials. Arch Toxicol (2012) 86(7):1021–60.
doi: 10.1007/s00204-012-0858-7

90. Ballou B, Lagerholm BC, Ernst LA, Bruchez MP, Waggoner AS. Noninvasive
Imaging of Quantum Dots in Mice. Bioconjug Chem (2004) 15(1):79–86. doi:
10.1021/bc034153y

91. Al Jamal WT, Al Jamal KT, Tian B, Cakebread A, Halket JM, Kostarelos K.
Tumor Targeting of Functionalized Quantum Dot-Liposome Hybrids by
Intravenous Administration. Mol Pharm (2009) 6(2):520–30. doi: 10.1021/
mp800187d

92. Al Jamal WT, Al Jamal KT, Cakebread A, Halket JM, Kostarelos K. Blood
Circulation and Tissue Biodistribution of Lipid–Quantum Dot (L-QD)
Hybrid Vesicles Intravenously Administered in Mice. Bioconjug Chem
(2009) 20(9):1696–702. doi: 10.1021/bc900047n

93. Fischer HC, Liu LC, Pang KS, Chan WCW. Pharmacokinetics of Nanoscale
Quantum Dots: In Vivo Distribution, Sequestration, and Clearance in the
Rat. Adv Funct Mater (2006) 16(10):1299–305. doi: 10.1002/adfm.
200500529

94. Liu W, Choi HS, Zimmer JP, Tanaka E, Frangioni JV, Bawendi M. Compact
Cysteine-Coated CdSe(ZnCdS) Quantum Dots for In Vivo Applications.
J Am Chem Soc (2007) 129(47):14530–1. doi: 10.1021/ja073790m

95. Parungo CP, Colson YL, Kim SW, Kim S, Cohn LH, Bawendi MG, et al.
Sentinel Lymph Node Mapping of the Pleural Space. Chest (2005) 127
(5):1799–804. doi: 10.1378/chest.127.5.1799

96. Parungo CP, Ohnishi S, Kim SW, Kim S, Laurence RG, Soltesz EG, et al.
Intraoperative Identification of Esophageal Sentinel Lymph Nodes With
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 13
Near-Infrared Fluorescence Imaging. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg (2005) 129
(4):844–50. doi: 10.1016/j.jtcvs.2004.08.001

97. Soltesz EG, Kim S, Laurence RG, DeGrand AM, Parungo CP, Dor DM, et al.
Intraoperative Sentinel Lymph Node Mapping of the Lung Using Near-
Infrared Fluorescent Quantum Dots. Ann Thorac Surg (2005) 79(1):269–77.
doi: 10.1016/j.athoracsur.2004.06.055

98. Soltesz EG, Kim S, Kim SW, Laurence RG, De Grand AM, Parungo CP, et al.
Sentinel Lymph Node Mapping of the Gastrointestinal Tract by Using
Invisible Light. Ann Surg Oncol (2006) 13(3):386–96. doi: 10.1245/
ASO.2006.04.025

99. Wang X, Tian J, Yong KT, Zhu X, Lin MC, Jiang W, et al. Immunotoxicity
Assessment of CdSe/ZnS Quantum Dots in Macrophages, Lymphocytes and
BALB/c Mice. J Nanobiotechnol (2016) 14:10. doi: 10.1186/s12951-016-0162-4

100. Boraschi D, Fadeel B, Duschl A. Chapter 13 - Immune System Adverse
Effects of Engineered Nanomaterials (Second Edition). Acad Press (2017),
313–37. doi: 10.1186/s12951-016-0162-4

101. Zolnik BS, Gonzalez-Fernandez A, Sadrieh N, Dobrovolskaia MA.
Minireview: Nanoparticles and the Immune System. Endocrinology (2010)
151:458–65. doi: 10.1210/en.2009-1082

102. Di Gioacchino M, Petrarca C, Lazzarin F, Di Giampaolo L, Sabbioni E,
Boscolo P, et al. Immunotoxicity of Nanoparticles. Int J Immunopathol
Pharmacol (2011) 24:65S–71S. doi: 10.1210/en.2009-1082

103. Hussain S, Vanoirbeek JA, Hoet PH. Interactions of Nanomaterials With the
Immune System. Wiley Interdiscip Rev: Nanomed Nanobiotechnol (2012)
4:169–83. doi: 10.1002/wnan.166

104. Bhattacharya K, Andón FT, El-Sayed R, Fadeel B. Mechanisms of Carbon
Nanotubeinduced Toxicity: Focus on Pulmonary Inflammation. Advanced
Drug Deliv Rev (2013) 65:2087–97. doi: 10.1016/j.addr.2013.05.012

105. Geiser M. Update on Macrophage Clearance of Inhaled Micro-and
Nanoparticles. J Aerosol Med Pulmon Drug Deliv (2010) 23:207–17. doi:
10.1089/jamp.2009.0797

106. Dusinska M, Boland S, Saunders M, Juillerat-Jeanneret L, Tran L, Pojana G,
et al. Towards an Alternative Testing Strategy for Nanomaterials Used in
Nanomedicine: Lessons From NanoTEST. Nanotoxicology (2015) 9:118–32.
doi: 10.3109/17435390.2014.991431

107. Doak SH, Dusinska M. NanoGenotoxicology: Present and the Future.
Mutagenesis (2017) 32:1–4. doi: 10.1093/mutage/gew066

108. Muñoz LE, Lauber K, Schiller M, Manfredi AA, Herrmann M. The Role of
Defective Clearance of Apoptotic Cells in Systemic Autoimmunity. Nat Rev
Rheumatol (2010) 6:280–289. doi: 10.1093/mutage/gew066

109. Hartung T, Corsini E. Immunotoxicology: Challenges in the 21st Century
and In Vitro Opportunities. Alternatives to Anim Experimentation (2013)
30:411–26. doi: 10.1038/nrrheum.2010.46

110. Donaldson K, Poland CA, Schins RP. Possible Genotoxic Mechanisms of
Nanoparticles: Criteria for Improved Test Strategies. Nanotoxicology (2010)
4:414–20. doi: 10.3109/17435390.2010.482751

111. Sood A, Salih S, Roh D, Lacharm Lora L, Parry M, Hardiman B, et al.
Signalling of DNA Damage and Cytokines Across Cell Barriers Exposed to
Nanoparticles Depends on Barrier Thickness. Nat Nanotechnol (2011)
6:824–33. doi: 10.1038/nnano.2011.188

112. Stone V, Johnston H, Schins RP. Development of In Vitro Systems for
Nanotoxicology: Methodological Considerations. Crit Rev Toxicol (2009)
39:613–26. doi: 10.1080/10408440903120975

113. Tan WB, Shan J, Yong Z. Quantum-Dot Based Nanoparticles for Targeted
Silencing of HER2/neu Gene via RNA Interference. Biomaterials (2007) 28
(8):1565–71. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2006.11.018

114. Simberg D, Duza T, Park J, Essler M, Pilch J, Zhang L, et al. Biomimetic
Amplification of Nanoparticle Homing to Tumors. Proc Natl Acad Sci (2007)
104(3):932–6. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0610298104

115 . Jung KH, Park JW, Pa ik JY , Lee EJ , Choe YS , Lee KH.
Hydrazinonicotinamide Prolongs Quantum Dot Circulation and Reduces
Reticuloendothelial System Clearance by Suppressing Opsonization and
Phagocyte Engulfment. Nanotechnology (2012) 23(49):495102. doi:
10.1088/0957-4484/23/49/495102

116. Yong X, Yang X, Emory S, Wang J, Dai J, Yu X, et al. A Potent, Minimally
Invasive and Simple Strategy of Enhancing Intracellular Targeted Delivery
of Tat Peptide-Conjugated Quantum Dots: Organic Solvent-Based
October 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 749970

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.10.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2016.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2020.103426
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2020.103426
https://doi.org/10.1039/c7nr06148j
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2016.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2016.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NR01248B
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2016.07.035
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7BM01020F
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt1340
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2005.06.042
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b05066
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.200900626
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.200900626
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00204-012-0858-7
https://doi.org/10.1021/bc034153y
https://doi.org/10.1021/mp800187d
https://doi.org/10.1021/mp800187d
https://doi.org/10.1021/bc900047n
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200500529
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200500529
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja073790m
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.127.5.1799
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtcvs.2004.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.athoracsur.2004.06.055
https://doi.org/10.1245/ASO.2006.04.025
https://doi.org/10.1245/ASO.2006.04.025
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-016-0162-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-016-0162-4
https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2009-1082
https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2009-1082
https://doi.org/10.1002/wnan.166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2013.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1089/jamp.2009.0797
https://doi.org/10.3109/17435390.2014.991431
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/gew066
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/gew066
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrrheum.2010.46
https://doi.org/10.3109/17435390.2010.482751
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2011.188
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408440903120975
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2006.11.018
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0610298104
https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/23/49/495102
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology#articles


Liang et al. Quantum Dots in Cancer Research
Permeation Enhancer. Biomaterials Sci (2018) 6(11):3085–95.
doi: 10.1039/c8bm00928g

117. Li S, Su W, Wu H, Yuan T, Yuan C, Liu J, et al. Targeted Tumour
Theranostics in Mice via Carbon Quantum Dots Structurally Mimicking
Large Amino Acids. Nat Biomed Eng (2020) 4(7):704–16. doi: 10.1038/
s41551-020-0540-y

118. Medintz IL, Clapp AR, Mattoussi H, Goldman ER, Mauro JM. Self-
Assembled Nanoscale Biosensors Based on Quantum Dot FRET Donors.
Nat Mater (2003) 2(9):630–8. doi: 10.1038/nmat961

119. Reches M, Gazit E. Biological and Chemical Decoration of Peptide
Nanostructures via Biotin-Avidin Interactions. J Nanosci Nanotechnol
(2007) 7(7):2239. doi: 10.1166/jnn.2007.645

120. Huang H, Zhu JJ. DNA Aptamer-Based QDs Electrochemiluminescence
Biosensor for the Detection of Thrombin. Biosens Bioelectronics (2009) 25
(4):927–30. doi: 10.1016/j.bios.2009.08.008

121. Li J, Xu M, Huang H, Zhou J, Abdel-Halimb E, Zhang J, et al. Aptamer-
Quantum Dots Conjugates-Based Ultrasensit ive Competi t ive
Electrochemical Cytosensor for the Detection of Tumor Cell. Talanta
(2011) 85(4):2113–20. doi: 10.1016/j.talanta.2011.07.055

122. Bae J, Shen Y, Lignos I, Bawendi MG, Jensen KF. Multistage Microfluidic
Platform for the Continuous Synthesis of III–V Core/Shell Quantum Dots.
Angewandte Chemie (2018) 57(34):10915–8. doi: 10.1016/j.talanta.
2011.07.055
Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org 14
123. Song H, Tice JD, Ismagilov RF. A Microfluidic System for Controlling
Reaction Networks in Time. Angewandte Chemie (2003) 42(7):768–72. doi:
10.1002/anie.200390203

124. Pan LJ, Tu JW, Ma HT, Yang YJ, Tian ZQ, Pang DW, et al. Controllable
Synthesis of Nanocrystals in Droplet Reactors. Lab Chip (2017) 18(18):41–56.
doi: 10.1002/anie.200390203

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2021 Liang, Khawar, Liang and Sun. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No
use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.
October 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 749970

https://doi.org/10.1039/c8bm00928g
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-020-0540-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-020-0540-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat961
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2007.645
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2009.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2011.07.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2011.07.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2011.07.055
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.200390203
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.200390203
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology#articles

	Bio-Conjugated Quantum Dots for Cancer Research: Detection and Imaging
	Introduction
	Classification of QDs
	Core-Type QDs
	Core-Shell QDs
	Alloying QDs

	QDs Functionalization
	Ligand Exchange
	Silanization
	Encapsulation by Amphiphilic Ligands
	Microsphere/Microbead Coatings

	QDs for In Vitro Diagnosis and Imaging
	QDs for In Vivo Diagnosis and Imaging
	QDs for In Vivo Diagnosis
	QDs for In Vivo Imaging

	Challenges
	Cytotoxicity
	Nonspecific Uptake by the Reticuloendothelial System
	Specific Targeting to Tumor Cells

	Perspectives
	Conclusion
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages false
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (T&F settings for black and white printer PDFs 20081208)
  >>
  /ExportLayers /ExportVisibleLayers
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


