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Introduction
New psychoactive substances (NPS) have appeared on the European 

market as “legal alternatives” to internationally controlled substances 
in recent years. By 31st October 2020, the EU Early Warning System 
has monitored more than 820 substances since 1997.1 The number of 
NPS introduced to the drug market have increased dramatically in 
2008. Between 2008 and 2018 around 90% of these compounds have 
been identified, having the maximum number of NPS notified in 2014-
2015 with approximately 100 substances.2–4 However, probably due to 
efforts to control NPS in Europe, as well as legal changes in countries 
of origin to restrict production, the number of substances introduced 
into the European illicit market has decreased in recent years, with 
53 substances notified for the first time in 2019 and 38 substances in 
2020. Despite this downward trend, around 400 previously reported 
NPS have been detected in the European market each year since 2015.1 
Due to their constant chemical modification and rapid introduction 
on the market, they are not being controlled by international control 
mechanisms.5 They make up a wide range of compounds, such as 
synthetic cannabinoids, stimulants, opioids and benzodiazepines. 
Therefore, they are marketed as an alternative to already legislatively 
controlled illicit drugs, usually labelled under name of “legal highs”, 
“designer drugs” or “research chemicals”. In other cases, they are 
destined for minority groups who want to test them to see their 
potential novel effects.4 This produces a high-risk to public health and 
a challenge to drug policies. Synthetic cathinones, often named “bath 
salts” or “plant feeders”, are a subgroup of NPS. They were introduced 
into the illicit market in 2004 first time as replacements for stimulant 
drugs, such as 3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine (MDMA) or 
cocaine.4,6 According to the European Monitoring Centre for Drugs 
and Drug Addiction (EMCDDA) report, 138 cathinones have been 
monitored by the end of 2018. In addition, most seizures of NPS 
are dominated by synthetic cannabinoids and cathinones in Europe, 

approximately 77% of all seizures reported in 2018.4,7 Synthetic 
cathinones are derived from of cathinone (S-(-)-2-amino-1-phenyl-1-
propanone), a natural stimulant present in khat leaves plant (Catha 
edulis Forsk) and a β-ketone analogue of amphetamine, both from 
phenethylamine family. Structurally, synthetic cathinones are formed 
by a phenethylamine core, with an alkyl group attached to α position 
and a ketone group attached to β carbon, together with additional 
substitutions.8,9 The most popular synthetic cathinones used as drugs 
of abuse include 3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV) and 
methylone.10–13 Consumption of these amphetamine-like stimulants 
can produce adverse effects as tachycardia, vasoconstriction, 
hypertension, hyperthermia, respiratory distress, spams, chest pain, 
hepatic dysfunction, acute kidney injury, coma and death.9,14,15 Even 
so, toxicological information on the possible harmful effects of these 
types of compounds remains scarce. Synthetic cathinones exert 
their stimulating effects by modifying the synaptic concentration 
of catecholamines in the central nervous system.16,17 MDPV has 
the ability to block the reuptake of dopamine, acting as a selective 
inhibitor of dopamine transporter activity (DAT). On the other 
hand, methylone behaves as a non-selective inhibitor of monoamine 
transports, which induces the release mediated by the transporter of 
dopamine (DA), norepinephrine (NE) and serotonin (5-HT), similar 
to the actions of MDMA.9,17–20 Studies at the cellular level to evaluate 
the neurotoxic potential of synthetic cathinones were evaluated in 
cultured human dopaminergic SH-SY5Y cells.12,20,21 Otherwise, the 
liver is a major target for many amphetamine-like stimulants. Several 
in vitro hepatotoxicity studies have been described using different 
hepatic cell lines or primary hepatocytes of different species to 
determine the possible cytotoxic effect of synthetic cathinones,15,22,23 

or amphetamines.23,24 In general, most of the data obtained by these 
studies show the similarities between the toxic events caused by 
synthetic cathinones such as MDPV, and amphetamines such as 
MDMA. This suggests a correlation in the toxicity mechanism of 

Int J Mol Biol Open Access. 2023;6(1):47‒52. 47
©2023 Fuentes et al. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which 
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and build upon your work non-commercially.

Cytotoxiciy test of cathinones in a human kidney 
cell model

Volume 6 Issue 1 - 2023

Ana M Ares Fuentes,1,2 Antonia M Carro,2,3,4 
Ana M Araújo,5 Maria de Lourdes Bastos,5 
Paula Guedes de Pinho5 
1Center for Applied Chemistry and Biotechnology (CQAB), 
University of Alcala, Spain
2Department of Analytical Chemistry, Nutrition and Food 
Science, University of Santiago de Compostela, Spain
3Health Research Institute of Santiago de Compostela (IDIS), 
University of Santiago de Compostela, Spain
4Instituto de Materiais (iMATUS), University of Santiago de 
Compostela, Spain
5UCIBIO, REQUIMTE, Laboratorio de Toxicoloxía, Facultade de 
Farmacia, Universidade de Porto, Portugal

Correspondence: Ana M Ares Fuentes, Center for Applied 
Chemistry and Biotechnology (CQAB), University of Alcala, 
28805 Alcalá de Henares, Spain, 
Email 

Received: October 07, 2023 | Published: October 17, 2023

Abstract

The number of new psychoactive substances (NSP) is continuously growing, completely 
changing the recreational drug market. Of this wide variety of new substances, a 
great emphasis is placed on synthetic cathinones. These drugs are known as “bath 
salts” and appeared on the market as legal substitutes for illicit substances, such as 
3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine (MDMA, ecstasy) or cocaine. The use of these 
substances is often considered harmless, but has actually been linked to several cases of 
toxicity and deaths. Most toxicological studies to date involve the use of liver or brain in 
vitro models, with little toxicological information on renal damage.

The kidney is one of the excretory organs of these drugs and is therefore exposed to toxicity, 
this work covers the preliminary study of nephrotoxicity caused by cathinones. For this, a 
model of human kidney cells (the immortalized cell line HK-2) was exposed for 24h to a 
wide range of concentrations (0.01-10 mM) of two synthetic cathinones (methylone and 
MDPV) and the cytotoxicity was evaluated by the assay of reduction of MTT.
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these drugs.15,20,21 In addition, synthetic cathinones induced the loss of 
cell viability in a concentration-and time-dependent manner, showing 
neurotoxicity20,21 or hepatotoxicity.15,22

The kidney is one of the major organs of excretion and is exposed 
to a greater proportion of drugs and chemicals, which can be excreted 
unchanged or in the form of metabolites that may be more toxic than 
the parent compound.25The glomerular filtrate is concentrated in the 
proximal tubules of kidneys by reabsorption of essential molecules.26 
Proximal tubes are the place predisposed to injury by drugs, especially 
when those normally eliminated through kidneys. It is therefore 
important screening and understanding of the potential toxicity of 
drugs cause in this place to minimizes risks of nephrotoxicity.27 The 
adverse effects produced by synthetic cathinones described in the 
scientific literature include hyperthermia or rhabdomyolysis, leading 
to acute renal injury.28–31 However, the cellular mechanisms behind 
the nephrotoxic effects of synthetic cathinones are not yet known. 
Therefore, this work aimed to carry out a preliminary study to evaluate 
in vitro the cytotoxic potential of two cathinones in human kidney 
cells, derived from proximal tubules of kidneys (Hk-2).

Material and methods
Materials and reagents

RPM1-1640 medium, Triton X-100 and 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-
2-yl)-2,5-diphenyl tetrazolium bromide (MTT) were purchased 
from Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA). Heat-inactivated fetal 
bovine serum (FBS), antibiotic mixture of penicillin/streptomycin 
(10,000 U/ml/10,000 mg/ml) and trypsin 0.25%-EDTA were obtained 
from GIBCO Invitrogen (Barcelona, Spain). All other chemicals of 
analytical grade were purchased from Merck (Darmstadt, Germany). 
Hydrochloride salts of methylone and MDPV were purchased online 
from the Sensearomatic website (http://sensearomatic.net, currently 
unavailable). The salts were fully characterized by mass spectrometry, 
NMR and elemental analysis (data not shown), and purity was >98%. 
Hk-2 cells (human kidney cell line) was obtained from the American 
Type Culture Collection (ATCC®, VA, USA). 

Cell culture

HK-2 cells were cultured in 75 cm2 canted-neck tissue culture 
flasks in RPM1-1640 medium (pH 7.4), supplemented with 10% 
fetal bovine serum (FBS) and penicillin/streptomycin (10000 U mL-

1/10000 µg mL-1). Cells were maintained in a humidified incubator, at 
37 °C, with 5% CO2. Cells were sub-cultured at approximately 80% 
confluence over a maximum of 10 passages. For this, the medium was 
removed, the cells were washed with 1 mL of trypsin/EDTA 0.25% 
and another 2 mL trypsin/EDTA 0.25% was added to the flask and 
incubated at 37 °C for 5 minutes. Once the cells were detached from 
the surface of the flask, trypsin/EDTA was inactivated with fresh 
culture medium (1:4) and the suspension was passed to a culture flask 
and/or plate.

Stock and working solutions

Stock solutions of methylone and MDPV were prepared individually 
in sterile water by weighing the corresponding compounds at 50 mM 
and stored at -20 °C. At the time of the experiments, stock solutions 
were diluted in serum-free RPMI medium until the concentrations of 
0.02, 0.1, 0.2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 20 mM. Hk-2 cells 
were exposed to concentrations of 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3, 
3.5, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 10 mM, by dilution (1:2) in wells with serum-free 
culture medium.

Exposition of drugs and MTT reduction assay

Briefly, Hk-2 cells were seeded in 96-wells plates, at a density of 1 
x 104 cell per well. Peripheral wells on the plate were filled with sterile 
water to prevent evaporation and concentration of test solutions. 
Twenty-four hours after seeding, the medium was gently aspirated and 
the cells were incubated with the test drugs, methylone and MDPV, 
individually, in a humidified air atmosphere containing 5% CO2, at 37 
°C. The concentrations were selected to cover the whole effect range, 
from undetectable effects (when compared with negative controls) 
to 100% mortality. Each plate included six replicates of negative 
controls (i.e. serum-free culture medium without test agents) and 
six replicates of positive controls (full media with 1% Triton X-100) 
(Figure 1.1a). After 24 h of exposure to drugs, at 37 °C, the medium 
was removed followed by the addition of 100 µL of fresh serum-free 
culture medium containing 0.5 mg/L 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-
2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT). Plates were incubated at 
37 °C, for 2h. Finally, the cell culture medium was aspirated and the 
formed intracellular formazan crystals dissolved in 200 µL of 100% 
DMSO Figure 1.1b and measured on the spectrophotometer. The 
spectrophotometric analysis was run at 550 and 690 nm using a multi-
wells plate reader (Stat Fax 3200, Awareness Technology, USA). 
Data were obtained from at least five (MDPV) and six (methylone) 
independent experiments, with each test plate containing three 
replicates of 16 increasing concentrations of the tested individual 
drugs.

Figure 1A Seeding of Hk-2 cells and exposure to concentrations of methylone 
and MDPV (in mM). The negative control is serum-free culture medium (C- in 
the pink circle) and positive control is 2% Triton (C+ in yellow circle).

Figure 1B An example of the MTT assay for methylone.

Statistical analysis
Curves of normalized MTT assay data were adjusted and analyzed 

to the dosimetric logit model based on a goodness-fit approach,32 
following the equation:

https://doi.org/10.15406/ijmboa.2023.06.00151
http://sensearomatic.net


Cytotoxiciy test of cathinones in a human kidney cell model 49
Copyright:

©2023 Fuentes et al.

Citation: Fuentes AMA, Carro AM, Araújo AM, et al. Cytotoxiciy test of cathinones in a human kidney cell model. Int J Mol Biol Open Access. 2023;6(1):47‒52. 
DOI: 10.15406/ijmboa.2023.06.00151

( )
( )[ ]1 exp 1 2 * log

min max
y

x
θ θ θ

θ θ

+ −
=

+ − −

where θmin and θmax represent the minimal and maximal observed 
effects, respectively x is the concentration of test compound, θ1 is the 
parameter for location and θ2 is the slope parameter. MTT data were 
obtained from a least five or six independent experiments, performed 
in triplicate, and are presented including the 95% confidence intervals 
(CI) of the mean values and as mean ± standard error of the mean 
(SEM). Statistical comparisons were performed by one-way analysis 
of variance (ANOVA) following by Dunn´s multiple comparison 
test. Significance was accepted at p<0.05. Statistical analysis was 
performed using Graph Pad Prism 7 (version 7.01) for Windows.

Results
The potential cytotoxic effects of cathinones derivatives were 

screened in vitro in the human renal cells (Hk-2 cell line). Hk-2 
is an immortalized cell line retaining functional and phenotypic 
characteristics of normal adult human proximal tubular epithelium, 

which is suitable for the study of nephrotoxic agents such as drugs 
of abuse.27 Hk-2 cells were exposed to different concentrations of 
cathinones for 24 h. Cell viability was indirectly evaluated through 
the assessment of mitochondrial function (MTT reduction assay) 
by reducing the tetrazolium salts. Briefly, in MTT reduction assay, 
yellow tetrazolium MTT is reduced by metabolically active cells 
(mitochondrial reductase enzymes) to generate reducing equivalents, 
such as NADH and NADPH. The resulting intracellular purple 
formazan can be solubilized and quantified by spectrophotometric 
means (550 and 690 nm) (Figure 2).

In this work, it was observed by the MTT assay, that both individual 
cathinone derivatives tested, induced cell death in a concentration-
dependent manner. The data were obtained through five (MDPV) 
or six (methylone) independent experiments, using independently 
prepared serial dilutions of all tested compounds. The cytotoxicity 
dose-response curves for each of the tested drugs, including the upper 
and lower 95% CI, are displayed in Figure 3. Several parameters 
were determined, namely the EC50, the lower and upper limits of the 
curve, as well as the Hill Slope. Cathinones showed variable potencies 
according to their structure.

Figure 2 MTT reduction reaction.

Figure 3 Complete concentration-response curves obtained with the MTT reduction cytotoxicity assay for MPDV and methylone, using Hk-2 cell line after 24 h 
incubations at 37 °C. The blue and open circles represent data from five and six independent experiments for MDPV and methylone, respectively. The solid lines 
represent the regression model (logit) and the dotted lines represent the corresponding 95% CI. The blue line shows the EC50 and ECmax for each response curve.

Significance differences were observed in the studied compounds. 
Methylone presents an EC50 value of 4.35 mM, whereas MDPV 
presents an EC50 value of 2.377 mM. Therefore, methylone decreased 
the viability of Hk-2 cells in a concentration-dependent manner, 
inducing a significant decrease in cell viability at a concentration 

of 5 mM. MDPV also decreased the viability of Hk-2 cells in a 
concentration-dependent manner, instead induce a significant decrease 
in cell viability at a concentration of 1 mM or higher, being more 
cytotoxic than methylone (Figures 4 &5). 
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Figure 4 Effects of MDPV on MTT reduction in Hk-2 cells. Cells were 
exposed for 24 h, at 37 °C, to 0.01–10 mM MDPV concentrations. Results 
are presented as mean ± SEM from at least five independent experiments, 
performed in triplicate (***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001 versus control).

Figure 5 Effects of Methylone on MTT reduction in Hk-2 cells. Cells were 
exposed for 24 h, at 37 °C, to 0.01–10 mM methylone concentrations. Results 
are presented as mean ± SEM from at least six independent experiments, 
performed in triplicate (*p < 0.1, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001 
versus control).

Discussion
Potential harms arising from the use of cathinones are 

currently scarce. Cathinones are used as an alternative for long-
studied amphetamines, due to chemical similarity. Thus, similar 
pharmacodynamics and toxicological mechanisms for β-keto 
amphetamine-derivative drugs could be expected.33 In addition, 
research into the toxicological mechanism responsible for kidney 
injury due to drug nephrotoxicity has been limited and unclear.27

This work provides a preliminary step in the evidence of 
nephrotoxicity by methylone and MDPV in human kidney cells (Hk-2). 
The results showed that methylone was the least cytotoxic compound 
in this in vitro model, whereas MDPV was a more potent substance. 
Methylone (3,4-methylenedioxymethcathinone) is a substituted 
cathinone analogue of 3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine 
(MDMA, commonly known as “ecstasy”). It differs from MDMA in a 
ketone group in the beta position of the phenethylamine core, located 
in methylone. Due to the presence of the β-keto group, methylone has 
a lower log P value (-0.396) compared with MDMA (2.05), which 
indicates lower lipophilicity. In another way, MDPV has a pyrrolidine 

ring and a nitrogen atom attached to three carbon atoms composing a 
tertiary amino group in the structure causing high lipophilicity (log P 
2.43) and creating a less polar molecule more able to cross the blood-
brain barrier.16,34 In addition, a longer α-alkyl chain causes higher 
lipophilicity, hence, MDPV exhibits a higher plasma concentration 
than methylone after dosing the same amount of the pure substance.9,14 
Therefore, results are in accordance with those found in previous 
studies for cathinones derivatives and some other amphetamine-like 
derivatives,15,24,35,36 carried out in hepatic in vitro cell models. In the 
same way, the data obtained in this investigation are in agreement 
with those found in subsequent published study of these cathinones 
in Hk-2 cells.27 These authors obtained similar results in terms of 
potency, despite having obtained slightly higher EC50 for methylone 
(EC50 6.31 vs 4.35) and MDPV (EC50 3.83 vs 2.37).

On the other hand, the concentrations used in this in vitro study 
were selected to cover a wide cytotoxic effect range. However, these 
concentrations exceeded those found in biological samples, which are 
usually in the low micromolar range.37–40 Even so, the concentrations 
used can be considered physiological relevant, due to the unique 
property of the renal tubular epithelium of concentrating urine and 
its components, including drugs, which makes the kidney particularly 
susceptible to toxicity. According to this, recently published data41 
showed that the concentration found in urine samples are commonly 
higher than those found in blood. In addition, the actual levels of 
synthetic cathinones detected in urine samples range from 0.2 to 
than 500 µg/mL, which is relatively high considering the EC values 
analyzed here (2.4-31180 µg/mL). In addition, due to their high 
lipophilicity, these cathinones have a high volume of distribution, 
which means that concentrations of alpha-pyrrolidinophenone 
derivatives are not directly related to blood levels.In some 
postmortem studies, methylone40 and MDPV42,43 concentrations 
were found higher in tissues such as brain, liver and kidneys than 
in blood. Furthermore, postmortem concentrations can be lower 
than after drug intake due to metabolic procedure and postmortem 
redistribution. Methylenedioxy-types cathinones with a secondary 
amine have the highest central/peripheral blood ratios, so they are 
susceptible to postmortem redistribution. Due to the instability of 
beta-keto amphetamines, the distribution of cathinones postmortem is 
complicated. Therefore, the concentrations of these cathinones were 
found higher in hepatocytes35,44 and renal27 than those found in blood.

Conclusion
The results obtained from this study revealed that nephrotoxicity 

occurred at relatively high concentrations of the tested cathinones 
compared to the low micromolar concentrations found in blood or 
urine samples. In addition, the same concentration range used in 
these experiments was similar to that used in in vitro toxicity studies 
with cathinones and amphetamines derivatives, e.g. MDMA, and 
hepatocytes or renal cells (Hk-2) as a model cellular. Therefore, 
the results are in accordance with those obtained for methylone and 
MDPV in hepatocytes and renal cells (HK-2), establishing the kidney 
as a target organ for nephrotoxicity by synthetic cathinones.

Acknowledgments
Ana M Ares Fuentes would like to thank the IACOBUS Program 

for her IACOBUS international fellowship. 

Conflicts of interest
The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.

https://doi.org/10.15406/ijmboa.2023.06.00151


Cytotoxiciy test of cathinones in a human kidney cell model 51
Copyright:

©2023 Fuentes et al.

Citation: Fuentes AMA, Carro AM, Araújo AM, et al. Cytotoxiciy test of cathinones in a human kidney cell model. Int J Mol Biol Open Access. 2023;6(1):47‒52. 
DOI: 10.15406/ijmboa.2023.06.00151

References
1.	 New psychoactive substances: global markets, glocal threats and the 

COVID-19 pandemic. An update from the Eu early warning system. 
European monitoring centre for drugs and drug addiction. 2020. 

2.	 EU Drug markets report 2019. European monitoring centre for drugs 
and drug addiction. 2019.

3.	 European drug report 2018: trends and developments. European 
monitoring centre for drugs and drug addiction. 2018.

4.	 European drug report 2019: trends and developments. European 
monitoring centre for drugs and drug addiction. 2019.

5.	 Chung H, Lee J, Kim E. Trends of novel psychoactive substances (NPSs) 
and their fatal cases. Forensic. Toxicology. 2016;34:1–11. Gaspar H, 
Bronze S, Oliveira C, et al. Proactive response to tackle the threat of 
emerging drugs: synthesis and toxicity evaluation of new cathinones. 
Forensic Sci Int. 2018;290:146–156. 

6.	 European drug report 2020: trends and developments, European 
monitoring centre for drugs and drug addiction. 2020.

7.	 Valente MJ, Araújo AM, Bastos ML, et al. Characterization of 
hepatotoxicity mechanisms triggered by designer cathinone drugs 
(β-Keto Amphetamines). Toxicol Sci. 2016;153(1):89–102. 

8.	 Calinski DM, Kisor DF, Sprague JE. A review of the influence of 
functional group modifications to the core scaffold of synthetic 
cathinones on the drug pharmacokinetics. Psychopharmacology. 
2019;236:881–890. 

9.	 Lugo Vargas AF, Chaves silva DC, Quevedo Buitrago WG, et al. 
Catinonas sintéticas: una revisión del panorama actual y las estrategias 
de detección analítica. Rev Toxicol. 2020;37:31–40.

10.	 German CL, Fleckenstein AE, Hanson GR. Bath salts and synthetic 
cathinones: an emerging designer drug phenomenon. Life Sci. 
2014;97:2–8. 

11.	 Leong HS, Philp M, Simone M, et al. Synthetic cathinones induce cell 
death in dopaminergic SH-SY5Y cells via stimulating mitochondrial 
dysfunction. Int J Mol Sci. 2020;21:1370. 

12.	 Silva B, Palmeira A, Silva R. et al. S-(+)-Pentedrone and R-(+)-
methylone as the most oxidateive and cytotoxic enantiomers to 
dopaminergic SH-SY5Y cells: Role of MRP1 and P-gp in cathinones 
enentioselectivity. Toxicol Appl Pharmacol. 2021;416:115442. 

13.	 Spálovská D, Maríková T, Kohout M, et al. Methylone and pentylone: 
structural analysis of new psychoactive substances. For Toxicol. 
2019;37:366–377. 

14.	 Valente MJ, Araújo A.M, Silva R, et al. 3,4-Methylendioxypyrovalerone 
(MDPV): in vitro mechanism of hepatoxicity under normothermic and 
hyperthermic conditions. Arch Toxicol. 2016;90:1959–1973. 

15.	 Coppola M, Mondola R. Synthetic cathinones: Chemistry, pharmacology 
and toxicology of a new class of designer drugs of abuse marketed as 
“bath salts” or “plant food”. Toxicol Letters. 2012;211:144–149. 

16.	 Baumann MH, Walters HM, Niello M, et al. Neuropharmacology of 
synthetic cathinones. Handb. Exp Pharmacol. 2018;252:113–142. 

17.	 Allen SA, Tran LH, Oakes HV, et al. Dopaminergic effects of major 
bath salt constituents 3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV), 
mephedrone, and methylone are enhanced following co-exposure. 
Neurotox. Res. 2019;36:132–143. 

18.	 Zwartsen A, Olijhoek ME, Westerink RHS, et al. Hazard characterization 
of synthetic cathinones using viability, monoamine reuptake, and 
neuronal activity assays. Front Neurosci. 2020;14:9.

19.	 Valente MJ, Amaral C, Correia da Silva G, et al. Methylone and MDPV 
actívate autophagy in human dopaminergic SH-SY5Y cells: a new 
insight into the context of β-keto amphetamines-related neurotoxicity. 
Arch. Toxicol. 2017;91:3663–3676. 

20.	 Valente MJ, Bastos ML, Fernandes E, et al. Neurotoxicity of β-keto 
amphetamines: deathly mechanisms elicited by methylone and 
MDPV in human dopaminergic SH-SY5Y cells. ACS Chem Neurosci. 
2017;8(4):850–859. 

21.	 Silva B, Fernandes C, Tiritan ME, et al. Chiral enantioresolution of 
cathinone derivatives present in “legal highs”, and enantioselectivity 
evaluation on cytotoxicity of 3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone 
(MDPV). Forensic Toxicol. 2016;34:372–385. 

22.	 Richter LHJ, Beck A, Flockerzi V, et al. Cytotoxicity of new psychoactive 
substances and other drugs of abuse studied in human HepG2 cells using 
an adopted high content screening assay. Toxicol. Letters. 2019;301:79–
89. 

23.	 Dias da Silva D, Silva E, Carmo H. Combination effects of amphetamines 
under hyperthermia-the role played by oxidative stress. J. Appl. Toxicol. 
2014;34(6):637–650. 

24.	 Li W, Lam M, Choy D, et al. Post J.M., Human primary renal cells as 
a model for toxicity assessment of chemo-therapeutic drugs. Toxicol. In 
Vitro. 2006;20(5): 669–676.

25.	 Wu Y, Connors D, Barber L, et al. Multiplexed assay panel of cytotoxicity 
in Hk-2 cells for detection of renal proximal tubule injury potential of 
compounds. Toxicol. Vitro. 2009;23(6):1170–1178.

26.	 Vaz I, Carvalho T, Valente MJ, et al. The interplay between autophagy 
and apoptosis mediates toxicity triggered by synthetic cathinones in 
human kidney cells. Toxicol. Letters. 2020;331:42–52.

27.	 Banks ML, Worst TJ, Rusyniak DE, et al. Synthetic cathinones (“bath 
salts”). J Emerg Med. 2014;45(5):632–642. 

28.	 Regunath H, Ariyamuthu VK, Dalal P, et al. Bath salt intoxication 
causing acute kidney injury requiring hemodialysis. Hemodial. Int. 
2012;16(Suppl 1):S47–S49. 

29.	 McNeely J, Parikh S, Valentine C, et al. Bath Salts: A newly recognized 
cause of acute kidney injury. Case Rep Nephrol. 2012;2012:560854.

30.	 Borek HA, Holstege CP. Hyperthermia and multiorgan failure after 
abuse of “Bath Salts” containing 3, 4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone. Ann 
Emerg Med. 2012;60(1):103–105.

31.	 Scholze M, Boedeker W, Faust M., et al. A general best-fi method 
for concentration-response curves and the estimation of low-effct 
concentrations. Environ Toxicol. Chem. 2001;20(2):448–457.

32.	 Carvalho M, Carmo H, Costa VM, et al. Toxicity of amphetamines: an 
update. Arch Toxicol. 2012;86(8):1167–1231. 

33.	 Coppola M, Mondola R. 3, 4-Methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV): 
chemistry, pharmacology and toxicology of a new designer drug of 
abuse marketed online. Toxicol Letters. 2012;208(1):12–15.

34.	 Araújo AM, Valente MJ, Carvalho M, et al. Raising awareness of 
new psychoactive substances: chemical analysis and in vitro toxicity 
screening of “legal high” packages containing synthetic cathinones. 
Arch Toxicol. 2015;89(5):757–771. 

35.	 Araújo AM, Bastos ML, Fernandes E, et al. GC-MS metabolomics 
reveals disturbed metabolic pathways in primary mouse hepatocytes 
exposed to subtoxic levels of 3, 4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine 
(MDMA). Arch Toxicol. 2018;92(1):3307–3323. 

36.	 Diestelmann M, Zangl A, Herrle I, et al. MDPV in forensic routine cases: 
Psychotic and aggressive behavior in relation to plasma concentrations. 
For Sci Int. 2018;283:72–84. 

37.	 Marinetti LJ, Antonides HM. Analysis of synthetic cathinones commonly 
found in bath salts in human performance and postmortem toxicology: 
method development, drug distribution and interpretation of results. J 
Anal Toxicol. 2013;37(3):135–146. 

38.	 Froberg BA, Levine M, Beuhler MC, et al. Acute 
Methylenedioxypyrovalerone Toxicity. J Med Toxicol. 2015;11(2):185–
194. 

https://doi.org/10.15406/ijmboa.2023.06.00151
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communication/new-psychoactive-substances-global-markets-glocal-threats-and-covid-19-pandemic_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communication/new-psychoactive-substances-global-markets-glocal-threats-and-covid-19-pandemic_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communication/new-psychoactive-substances-global-markets-glocal-threats-and-covid-19-pandemic_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/joint-publications/eu-drug-markets-report-2019_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/joint-publications/eu-drug-markets-report-2019_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/edr/trends-developments/2018_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/edr/trends-developments/2018_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/edr/trends-developments/2019_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/edr/trends-developments/2019_en
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11419-015-0286-5
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11419-015-0286-5
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0379073818303797?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0379073818303797?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0379073818303797?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0379073818303797?via%3Dihub
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/edr/trends-developments/2020_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/edr/trends-developments/2020_en
https://academic.oup.com/toxsci/article/153/1/89/2223661
https://academic.oup.com/toxsci/article/153/1/89/2223661
https://academic.oup.com/toxsci/article/153/1/89/2223661
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00213-018-4985-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00213-018-4985-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00213-018-4985-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00213-018-4985-6
https://rev.aetox.es/wp/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/vol-37.1-1-75-35-44.pdf
https://rev.aetox.es/wp/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/vol-37.1-1-75-35-44.pdf
https://rev.aetox.es/wp/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/vol-37.1-1-75-35-44.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0024320513004244?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0024320513004244?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0024320513004244?via%3Dihub
https://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/21/4/1370
https://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/21/4/1370
https://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/21/4/1370
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0041008X21000491?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0041008X21000491?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0041008X21000491?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0041008X21000491?via%3Dihub
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11419-019-00468-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11419-019-00468-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11419-019-00468-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00204-015-1653-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00204-015-1653-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00204-015-1653-z
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378427412001117?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378427412001117?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0378427412001117?via%3Dihub
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/164_2018_178
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/164_2018_178
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12640-019-00020-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12640-019-00020-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12640-019-00020-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12640-019-00020-2
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnins.2020.00009/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnins.2020.00009/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnins.2020.00009/full
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00204-017-1984-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00204-017-1984-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00204-017-1984-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00204-017-1984-z
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28067045/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28067045/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28067045/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28067045/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27594923/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27594923/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27594923/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27594923/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23765447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23765447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23765447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16289493/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16289493/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16289493/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19523510/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19523510/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19523510/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32464236/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32464236/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32464236/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24565885/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24565885/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23036036/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23036036/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23036036/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24555135/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24555135/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22387085/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22387085/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22387085/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11351447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11351447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11351447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22392347/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22392347/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22008731/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22008731/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22008731/
https://europepmc.org/article/med/24903018
https://europepmc.org/article/med/24903018
https://europepmc.org/article/med/24903018
https://europepmc.org/article/med/24903018
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30255327/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30255327/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30255327/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30255327/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29275216/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29275216/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29275216/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23361867/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23361867/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23361867/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23361867/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25468313/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25468313/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25468313/


Cytotoxiciy test of cathinones in a human kidney cell model 52
Copyright:

©2023 Fuentes et al.

Citation: Fuentes AMA, Carro AM, Araújo AM, et al. Cytotoxiciy test of cathinones in a human kidney cell model. Int J Mol Biol Open Access. 2023;6(1):47‒52. 
DOI: 10.15406/ijmboa.2023.06.00151

39.	 Cawrse BM, Levine B, Jufer RA, et al. Distribution of methylone in four 
postmortem cases. J Anal Toxicol. 2012;36(6):434–439. 

40.	 Kraemer M, Boehmer A, Madea B, et al. Death cases involving certain 
new psychoactive substances: a review if the literature. For Sc Int. 
2019;298:186–267. 

41.	 Wojcieszak J, Andrzejczak D, Woldan Tambor A, et al. Cytotoxic activity 
of pyrovalerone derivatives, an emerging group of psychostimulant 
designer cathinones. Neurotox Res. 2016;30(2):239–250. 

42.	 Wyman JF, Lavins ES, Engelhart D, et al. Postmortem tissue distribution 
of mdpv following lethal intoxication by “bath salts.” J Anal Toxicol. 
2013;37(3):182–185. 

43.	 Richter LHJ, Beck A, Flockerzi V, et al. Cytotoxic of new psychoactive 
substances and other drugs of abuse studied in human HepG2 cells using 
an adopted high content screening assay. Toxicol Letters. 2019;301:79–
89. 

https://doi.org/10.15406/ijmboa.2023.06.00151
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22582221/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22582221/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30925344/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30925344/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30925344/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27295059/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27295059/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27295059/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23408250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23408250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23408250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30465810/

	Title
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Material and methods 
	Materials and reagents 
	Cell culture 
	Stock and working solutions 
	Exposition of drugs and MTT reduction assay 

	Statistical analysis 
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Conflicts of interest 
	References
	Figure 1A
	Figure 1B
	Figure 2 
	Figure 3 
	Figure 4 
	Figure 5

