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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of this study was to investigate the effects of different concentrations 
of aspartame (ASP) on oral squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC) cell lines’ morphology, migratory 
potential, and cell viability. 

Methods: MTT (4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide) Cell Proliferation 
Assay was used to assess cell viability, while a microscopic evaluation of the cells’ morphology 
was done under bright field illumination and photographed at 48 hours post-treatment with ASP. 
Lastly, in vitro wound healing “Scratch assay” was conducted to evaluate cell migration changes 
after ASP treatment.

Results: Our results revealed significant differences in cell viability at high concentrations 
(10 and 100 μg/mL) when compared to unstimulated cells. While low concentrations (0.01 μg/
mL) showed no significant difference. Regarding morphological changes in OSCC cells our results 
recorded that the lowest concentration of ASP (0.01μg/mL) did not cause any alteration, while 
the cells stimulated with 0.1, 1.0, 10, and 100μg/mL, significant changes were noticed. As for 
cell migration capacity, ASP IC50 caused a notable decrease in OSCC cell line invasion and cell 
migration. 

Conclusion: According to our findings, High concentrations of ASP caused decreased cell 
viability, several morphological changes as well as decline in migration capacity in OSCC cell 
lines.
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INTRODUCTION 

The contemporary upsurge of public health 
awareness has prompted the sugar substitution with 
either natural or artificial sweeteners that belong 
to a substantial class of additives that enhance the 
effect of sugar in taste and boost food flavor, though 
impacting very little to energy intake[1,2]. High 
intensity sweeteners are chemical compounds that 
can be natural, synthetic or semi-synthetic which are 
used instead of sugar in foods, drinks, and various 
oral medications [3,4]. 

In 1965, scientist James M. Schlatter made 
the coincidental discovery of aspartame (ASP), 
a semi-synthetic sweetener, while investigating 
potential anti-ulcer medications [3,4]. The Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA) authorized ASP as an 
artificial sweetener in 1981[5], It is included in over 
6000 products, including chewing gum, yoghurt, 
non-alcoholic drinks, and even pharmaceutical 
items like multivitamins and sugar-free cough 
drops. Since the FDA approved it, ASP has gained 
popularity as a sweetener that can be used to manage 
glycemic levels in obese and diabetic patients 
undergoing weight reduction programs, as well as a 
dietary ingredient in healthy people [6]. 

The distinct flavor and strong sweetness of ASP 
which is 200–300 times sweeter than sucrose are 
the reasons behind its uniqueness [7]. It acquires 
its sweetness from the G protein coupled receptor 
family T1R class, which includes T1R2 and T1R3 [8]. 
Furthermore, studies have indicated that aspartame 
has antipyretic, analgesic, and anti-inflammatory 
properties [1]. 

L-phenylalanine and L-aspartic acid, two 
amino acids that are combined by methyl ester 
linkages to form ASP, being considered as sources 
of phenylalanine (which should be taken into 
consideration for those who have phenylketonuria) 
[9]. When it’s dry, ASP is stable, and but not after 
it’s heated for an extended period [10]. Following 
oral intake, it is absorbed by the intestinal lumen 

and hydrolyzed into phenylalanine (50%), aspartic 
acid, an excitatory amino acid (40%), and methanol 
(10%) [11]. 

The FDA set the ASP safe consumption level 
at 50 mg/kg in 2005, however the European Food 
Safety Authority set it at 40 mg/kg in 2006 [10]. 

According to previous studies, long-term 
exposure to ASP might result in neurological 
conditions such headaches, eye issues like impaired 
vision, sleeplessness, nausea, hearing problems, low 
energy, hyperactivity, personality changes, memory 
loss, and speech impairment [12,13]. 

There is disagreement over the potential for 
carcinogenesis associated with ASP use. The 
findings of the epidemiological studies do not 
establish a clear connection between ASP and an 
increased risk of cancer in people [14], whereas, 
numerous investigations conducted on animals 
revealed a significant frequency of dose-dependent 
malignancies, including hematological tumors [15].

 Consuming artificial sweeteners was identified 
as the third risk factor for colorectal cancer in a case 
control research conducted in 2014 by Mahfouz 
and associates [16].  Similarly, at dose levels 
similar to those that humans may be exposed to, a 
variety of findings from rat models in Ramazzini 
Institute indicated that ASP was linked to increased 
risks of several malignancies (lymphomases, 
leukemias, hepatocellular, and alveolar/bronchiolar 
carcinomas). Despite the fact that these conclusions 
have generated controversy [17], Recently, more 
information was released that confirms the 
Ramazzini Institute’s initial conclusions about tumor 
identification. This implies that the carcinogenicity 
of ASP needs to be reevaluated. Numerous in 
vitro research have examined the toxicity of ASP, 
and their findings have indicated that it may be 
carcinogenic potentially via means of angiogenesis, 
inflammation, DNA damage promotion, and 
apoptosis inhibition pathways [18]. 
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There were roughly ten cancer bioassays found, 
seven of them found that long-term, high-dose 
exposure to ASP did not cause cancer [19]. Swiss 
mice and Sprague-Dawley rats were found to have 
higher incidences of hematological, liver, lung, and 
peripheral nerve malignancies in the other three 
studies [20].

The International Agency for Research on Cancer, 
a division of the World Health Organization. Where 
determining the etiology of cancer is one of its main 
functions. Categorized ASP as “possibly carcinogenic 
to humans” As per Group 2B in 2023 [21].

Despite the fact that ASP has been a part of 
diets for more than 30 years, there continues to be 
great concern in investigating its toxicity, especially 
pertaining to oncogenic risk. Consequently, this 
study aims to investigate the potential role ASP 
in OSCC by applying an in vitro assessment to 
its effect at various concentrations on OSCC cell 
line’s cell viability, morphology, and migratory 
capabilities.

METHODS

1. Preparation of stock solution of ASP

ASP in powder form was purchased from 
Sigma. A stock solution of 100µg/mL was prepared 
by reconstitution the 0.1grm in the appropriated 
volume of 1 mL of DMSO, followed by sonication 
for 5 seconds, aliquoted and stored at −20°C until 
use. For every experiment, the test compound’s 
final concentrations were produced by diluting the 
stock with the medium. The carrier solvent (0.1% 
DMSO) was added to the control cells.

2. Cell proliferation assay 

A day prior to carrying out the experiment, 
a culture plate with 96 wells was used to seed 
the OSCC cells.  8×103 cells per well, Cells were 
seeded in 200 µL of Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle 
Medium (DMEM) containing 10% Fetal Bovine 
serum (FBS).

Streptomycin (10mg), 1% penicillin G sodium 
(10.000 UI), and amphotericin B (25μg) were added 
as supplements. (Gibco, Thermosientific, Germany). 
Culture plates were kept in an environment with 
5% CO2 at 37°C. for 24 hours to attach cells. 
The following day, repeated concentrations of 
ASP (0.01–0.1, 1.0–10, and 100 µmol/mL) were 
produced for the treatment of cells. Furthermore, 
the carrier solvent (0.1% DMSO) was used for the 
control cells. While for positive control, cisplatin, 
was utilized at a concentration of 10.0 µmol/mL. 
The cells were maintained for 48 hours at 37°C with 
5% CO2. [22].

Following the incubation period, the cell 
cytotoxicity assay was carried out using the 
Vybrant® MTT Cell Proliferation Assay Kit, cat 
no: M6494 (Thermo Fisher, Germany). A 100µL 
of media was replaced by new media. Each well 
received twenty µL of 4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-
2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT) solution 
(1mg/mL). For four hours the plates were kept in 
a 37 °C environment with 5% CO2. Lastly, the 
MTT solution was discarded, and 100 μL of sodium 
dodecyl sulfate with hydrochloric acid (SDS-HCL) 
was added to each well. Using a spectrophotometer 
(ELx 800; Bio-Tek Instruments Inc., Winooski, VT, 
USA), the optical density at 570 nm was measured 
to assess the vitality of the cells. 

3. Calculation of IC50 of ASP on OSSC cells 

Following the completion of the cell proliferation 
assay, the percentage of cell viability, which reflects 
the cytotoxic impact of successive Magnifier 
doses at each test, was calculated. The relationship 
between the normalized response and the log dose 
(inhibitor) was represented by the plotting of the XY 
curve. Using linear regression analysis, the best-fit 
point was identified.

Calculation of half-maximal stimulatory 
concentration (IC50) using the GraphPad prism 
software, Prism 9, version 9.1.0(221). based on 
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cellular metabolic activity concentration-response 
curves that were standardized to untreated OSCC 
cells, the IC50 for each group was determined. 

4. Cell Morphology

 After 48 hrs. of  OSCC cells treatment with ASP 
dissolved in PBS at 0.01, 0.01, 1.0, 10, and 100μg/
mL, bright field illumination was used to examine the 
cells and photographed using the Labomed inverted 
microscope (Labomed, USA) and Vega Digital 
Camera live-cell imaging software (Labomed, Los 
Angeles, USA), and LC-6 USB3.0 Colorful CMOS 
Digital Cameras, Labomed, Los Angeles, USA.

5. In vitro wound healing “cell migration assay” 

To assess the effect of ASP on OSCC cell’s 
migration, an In vitro wound healing “Scratch 
assay” was conducted. As a primary step, the cells 
were cultured to form a confluent cell monolayer. 
At this stage, the monolayer depicts the tissue’s 
in vivo state prior to injury. After the cells have 
become confluent, a cell-free gap in the monolayer 
is performed by mechanical scratching (scratch 
wound) The cells were treated with the IC50 of ASP 
(15.66μg/mL) at 48 hrs. [23]. 

Furthermore, for the control cells, the carrier 
solvent (0.1% DMSO) was also utilized. After 
being incubated for 48 hours at 37 °C in 5% 
CO2, the invasive effect of the treated cells was 
assessed using an optical microscope. At the end of 
incubation time, the relative wound density “ratio 
of the occupied area in the gap to the total area in 
the initial gap,” wound area (µm) “cell-free area” 
and the Gap width (µm2) “average distance between 
the edges of the gap” were measured over time and 
data are expressed as a percentage. The ratio of the 
occupied area in the gap to the total area in the tested 
group was normalized to the initial gap. The analysis 
was performed using the live-cell imaging software 
(Labomed, Los Angeles, USA), and LC-6 USB3.0 
Colorful CMOS Digital Cameras, Labomed, Los 
Angeles, USA.

Statistical analysis

Statistical data analysis was carried out using 
GraphPad Prism version 8.0.0 for Windows, 
which was created by San Diego, California-based 
GraphPad Software.  Results were presented as 
mean ± standard deviation (SD). Dunnett’s post-test 
was used after the statistical differences between 
the control and treatment groups were determined 
using a one-way ANOVA. Moreover, the Unpaired 
t-test was employed to assess differences between 
two independent groups (** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001, 
and **** p < 0.0001).

RESULTS

1. Assessment of ASP Cytotoxicity in a dose-de-
pendent manner  

The cytotoxic effect of ASP on OSCC 
was assessed by exposing cells to increasing 
concentrations (0.01, 0.1, 1.0, 10, and 100 μg/mL) 
for 48 hrs. Results revealed the most pronounced 
decrease in viable cell percentage observed at 
higher concentrations (10 and 100 μg/mL): 76.7% 
and 49.3%, respectively (Table 1 and Fig. 1). 
Conversely, the lowest concentration (0.01 μg/mL) 
showed no significant impact on cell viability (p > 
0.05). Notably, at a 0.1 μg/mL concentration, ASP 
exhibited a mild yet significant difference in cell 
viability compared to unstimulated cells (p = 0.02).

TABLE (1). Comparison between different concen-
trations of ASP for the OSCC cell viability 
after 48 hours

Dunnett’s multiple 
comparisons test

Mean 
Diff.

95.00% CI of 
diff.

Adjusted 
P Value

OSCC vs. ASP (0.01) 2.650 -1.222 to 6.522 0.2306

OSCC vs. ASP (0.1) 6.043 2.172 to 9.915 0.0029

OSCC vs. ASP (1.0) 10.95 7.082 to 14.82 <0.0001

OSCC vs. ASP (10) 24.19 20.32 to 28.06 <0.0001

OSCC vs. ASP (100) 51.62 47.75 to 55.49 <0.0001

*Dunnett’s multiple comparisons test (ANOVA)
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2-Morphological changes in OSCC cells.

High concentrations of ASP induced morpho-
logical changes in OSCC cells. The lowest concen-
tration of ASP (0.01μg/mL) did not alter the OSCC 
cells’ confluence, their shape or their capacity to 
adhere to the culture plate, as for the OSCC cells 
stimulated with 1.0, 10, and 100μg/mL, Notable 
alterations were observed: a lower confluence than 
in the control group, multiple floating round cells, 
shrinkage or size reduction, Nuclear fragmentation 
or condensation, membrane blebbing as well as pro-
trusions, and cytoplasmic vacuolations. However, 
no significant morphological changes were detected 
in OSCC treated with 0.1 μg/mL of ASP compared 
to control cells (unstimulated) (Fig. 2,3)

Fig. (1) In vitro assessment of the cytotoxic effect of serial 
concentrations of ASP on OSCC cells after 48 hours 
(** p < 0.01, and **** p < 0.0001).

Fig. (2). Morphological changes induced by ASP solution in OSCC cells: (a). Control and b, c, cells were stimulated with increasing 
concentrations (0.01,0.1) μg/mL of ASP in PBS for 48 h. Nuclear fragmentation or condensation (yellow arrow), and 
detached floating cells (yellow circle). 

Fig. (3). Morphological changes induced by ASP solution in OSCC cells: d, e, and f cells were stimulated with increasing 
concentrations (1.0, 10, and 100 μg/mL of ASP in PBS for 48 h. Nuclear fragmentation or condensation (yellow arrow), 
membrane blebbing or protrusions (green arrow), cytoplasmic vacuolations and cell shrinkage (blue circle), and detached 
floating cells (yellow circle). 
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3- Cell migration assessment.

In this experiment, cells were treated with 
the calculated IC50 (15.66 μg/mL) for 48 hrs. 
The results showed a significant decline in cell 
migration and invasion at 15.66 μg/mL of ASP (p < 
0.01). However, control cells exhibited the highest 
migration rate (Table 2 and Fig. 4,5). 

TABLE (2) Descriptive analysis for the OSCC cell 
migration after treatment with IC50 of 
ASP for 48 hours

Cell viability (%) Relative wound 
density (%)

wound area 
(μm2)

OSCC (untreated) 68.3±12.6 
(55.0 – 80.0)

16.0±5.29  
(10.0 – 20.0)

OSCC treated with 
15.66μg/mL of ASP

24.0±8.54 
(15.0 – 32.0)

85.0±5.00  
(80.0 – 90.0)

Statistics (Unpaired 
t-test)

t: 5.04, 
p=0.0072

t: 16.42, 
p<0.0001

Fig. (4). In vitro assessment of the migration inhibitory effect of ASP (15.66μg/mL) on OSCC cells after 48 hrs. The results are 
presented as (a) relative wound density (%), and (b) wound area μm2, compared to untreated control cells. Results are 
expressed as mean values and SD of three measurements (**** p < 0.0001).

Fig. (5). Photomicrographs illustrate the cytotoxic effect of ASP at the IC50 concentration on the invasion of OSCC cell lines. 
Untreated OSCC cells showed a narrow gap between the two edges of the scratch, compared to the effect on cells cultured 
in DMEM supplemented with 15.66 μg/mL of ASP for 48 hours. 



EFFECT OF ASPARTAME ON VIABILITY, MORPHOLOGY AND MIGRATION IN ORAL SQUAMOUS (3247)

DISCUSSION 

The association of ASP and potential of cancer 
development is still substantially controversial. 
According to recent studies, using ASP for longer 
periods of time and at larger consumption levels 
has been linked to a higher risk of developing 
malignancies [13].

Our research reviewed ASP cytotoxicity on 
OSCC cell lines and revealed significant differences 
in cell viability at high concentrations (10 and 100 
μg/mL) when compared to unstimulated cells. 
While low concentrations (0.01 μg/mL) showed no 
significant difference.  

These findings were in agreement with several 
studies as Susan et al, whose findings showed that 
ASP doses starting at 10 µM led to a dose-dependent 
reduction in cell viability of SCC cells,  [24].

Additionally, ASP research done on several 
tumor types revealed analogous results to our 
findings including Van Eyk, who studied the effect 
of several artificial sweeteners including ASP 
on colorectal adenocarcinomas, where exposure 
to doses as high as 10 mM decreased the cell 
viability[25]. Additionally, Pandurangan et al. studied 
the effect of ASP on human cervical cancer cells and 
found that following 48 hrs of exposure to several 
concentrations of  ASP, cell viability dramatically 
decreased [13]. 

Similarly, Cadrici et al, stated that ASP caused 
human blood cells’ viability to decline in a 
concentration-dependent way [26]. Moreover, Horio 
et al. reported a severe decrease in cell vitality of 
PC12 cells (neural cells) at concentrations greater 
than 1 μg/mL of  ASP [27].

 These findings were explained by a study 
that highlighted the ASP induction of substantial 
alterations in the human colorectal cancer cell’s 
mRNA expression of apoptotic genes, up-regulating 
of the expression of bcl-2 and tumor suppressor 
gene p53, indicating that ASP causes apoptosis  [13]. 

Another study done on fibroblasts and endothe-
lial cells revealed that ASP produces more reactive 

oxygen species linked to cytotoxicity,  raises the 
level of the inflammatory mediator IL-6  and, has a 
pro-angiogenic impact at low doses via stimulating 
the MAPK pathway [28]. 

Regarding morphological changes in OSCC cells 
our results recorded that the lowest concentration of 
ASP (0.01μg/mL) did not alter the OSCC cells, as 
for the cells stimulated with 0.1, 1.0, 10, and 100μg/
mL, significant changes were noticed compared 
to control cells. Compatible results were found by 
Susan et al in their study which was done on normal 
keratinocytes as well as OSCC [24]. 

Additional study done on colorectal carcinoma 
showed that the HT-29 cells’ confluence, ability to 
stick to the culture plate, or morphology were unaf-
fected by the lowest ASP concentrations. Regard-
ing the cells stimulated with high concentrations 
showed remarkable alterations: cellular debris, sev-
eral spherical cells floating around, and a lower con-
fluence in comparison to control cells [18].

 The influence of ASP on cell morphology was 
explained by several studies which suggested that 
actin filaments mediate adhesion between cells as 
well as cells and substrates. ASP alter these cellular 
connections and consequently their morphology [13].

An additional aspect that was investigated in 
our study was the influence of ASP IC50 (15.66 μg/
mL) for 48 hrs on the migratory potential of OSCC 
cells. The acquired results demonstrated a notable 
decrease in cell invasion and migration. Similarly, 
ASP was found to hinder colorectal cancer cells’ 
migration in a another study [18].

Sawadsopanon et al demonstrated similar 
outcomes in their investigation of human intestinal 
epithelial cells and provided an explanation of the 
potential mechanism of ASP on cell migration and 
proliferation. These results were obtained by Western 
blotting the expression of regulating proteins, which 
revealed that integrins Akt, FAK, Cav-1, Rac1-GTP 
and RhoA-GTP proteins were down-regulated by 
ASP, inhibiting cell migration [29].
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CONCLUSION 

The results of our study regarding influence 
of ASP at high concentrations in OSCC cells, 
revealed a reduction in percentage of viable cells, 
migration capability as well as induction cellular 
morphological changes. These findings support 
the cytotoxicity of ASP in OSCC cells at high 
concentrations; consequently, they may serve as a 
foundation for future research efforts to clarify the 
mechanism of action of ASP in OSCC as well as on 
normal epithelial cells.

REFERENCES

1.	 K. R. Tandel, “Sugar substitutes: Health controversy over per-
ceived benefits,” J. Pharmacol. Pharmacother., vol. 2, no. 4, 
pp. 236–243, Oct. 2011, doi: 10.4103/0976-500X.85936.

2.	 D. Harpaz et al., “Measuring artificial sweeteners toxicity 
using a bioluminescent bacterial panel,” Molecules, vol. 
23, no. 10, Sep. 2018, doi: 10.3390/molecules23102454.

3.	 O. O. Ibrahim, “High intensity sweeteners chemicals struc-
ture, properties and applications,” Nat. Sci. Discov., vol. 1, 
no. 4, p. 88, Dec. 2015, doi: 10.20863/nsd.97334.

4.	 Q. Yang, “Gain weight by ‘going diet?’ Artificial sweeten-
ers and the neurobiology of sugar cravings Neuroscience 
2010,” 2010.

5.	 C. Medical, R. Edmund, B. Merz, J. Richard, G. D. Searle, 
and S. Laboratories, “FDA approves Aspartame Disability 
evaluation : a fledgling science ? Although,” 2015.

6.	 F. Belpoggi, M. Soffritti, M. Padovani, D. D. Esposti, M. 
Lauriola, and F. Minardi, “Results of long-term carcino-
genicity bioassay on Sprague-Dawley rats exposed to as-
partame administered in feed,” in Annals of the New York 
Academy of Sciences, Blackwell Publishing Inc., 2006, 
pp. 559–577. doi: 10.1196/annals.1371.080.

7.	 A. K. Choudhary and E. Pretorius, “Revisiting the safety 
of aspartame,” Nutr. Rev., vol. 75, no. 9, pp. 718–730, Sep. 
2017, doi: 10.1093/nutrit/nux035.

8.	 X. Li, L. Staszewski, H. Xu, K. Durick, M. Zoller, and 
E. Adler, “Human receptors for sweet and umami taste,” 
2002. [Online]. Available: https://www.pnas.org

9.	 P. Shankar, S. Ahuja, and K. Sriram, “Non-nutritive sweet-
eners: Review and update,” Nutrition, vol. 29, no. 11–12, 
pp. 1293–1299, 2013, doi: 10.1016/j.nut.2013.03.024.

10.	 B. A. Magnuson et al., “Aspartame: A safety evaluation 
based on current use levels, regulations, and toxicologi-
cal and epidemiological studies,” Critical Reviews in 
Toxicology, vol. 37, no. 8. pp. 629–727, Sep. 2007. doi: 
10.1080/10408440701516184.

11.	 I. Finamor et al., “Chronic aspartame intake causes chang-
es in the trans-sulphuration pathway, glutathione depletion 
and liver damage in mice,” Redox Biol., vol. 11, pp. 701–
707, Apr. 2017, doi: 10.1016/j.redox.2017.01.019.

12.	 A. Sharma, S. Amarnath, M. Thulasimani, and S. Ramas-
wamy, “Artificial sweeteners as a sugar substitute: Are 
they really safe?,” Indian J. Pharmacol., vol. 48, no. 3, pp. 
237–240, 2016, doi: 10.4103/0253-7613.182888.

13.	 M. Pandurangan, G. Enkhtaivan, and D. H. Kim, “Cyto-
toxic effects of aspartame on human cervical carcinoma 
cells,” Toxicol. Res. (Camb)., vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 45–52, 
2015, doi: 10.1039/c5tx00269a.

14.	 L. Haighton, A. Roberts, T. Jonaitis, and B. Lynch, “Evalu-
ation of aspartame cancer epidemiology studies based on 
quality appraisal criteria,” Regulatory Toxicology and 
Pharmacology, vol. 103. Academic Press Inc., pp. 352–
362, Apr. 01, 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.yrtph.2019.01.033.

15.	 M. Soffritti, M. Padovani, E. Tibaldi, L. Falcioni, F. Man-
servisi, and F. Belpoggi, “The carcinogenic effects of as-
partame: The urgent need for regulatory re-evaluation,” 
Am. J. Ind. Med., vol. 57, no. 4, pp. 383–397, 2014, doi: 
10.1002/ajim.22296.

16.	 E. M. Mahfouz, R. R. Sadek, W. M. Abdel-Latief, F. A. 
H. Mosallem, and E. E. Hassan, “The role of dietary and 
lifestyle factors in the development of colorectal cancer: 
Case control study in Minia, Egypt,” Cent. Eur. J. Public 
Health, vol. 22, no. 4, pp. 215–222, 2014, doi: 10.21101/
cejph.a3919.

17.	 J. S. Gift, J. C. Caldwell, J. Jinot, M. V. Evans, I. Cote, 
and J. J. Vandenberg, “Scientific considerations for evalu-
ating cancer bioassays conducted by the ramazzini insti-
tute,” Environ. Health Perspect., vol. 121, no. 11–12, pp. 
1253–1263, 2013, doi: 10.1289/ehp.1306661.

18.	 A. L. Maghiari et al., “High concentrations of aspartame 
induce pro-angiogenic effects in ovo and cytotoxic effects 
in ht-29 human colorectal carcinoma cells,” Nutrients, vol. 
12, no. 12, pp. 1–15, 2020, doi: 10.3390/nu12123600.

19.	 I. Hiroyuki, “Incidence of brain tumors in rats fed aspar-
tame,” Toxicol. Lett., vol. 7, no. 6, pp. 433–437, 1981, doi: 
10.1016/0378-4274(81)90089-8.



EFFECT OF ASPARTAME ON VIABILITY, MORPHOLOGY AND MIGRATION IN ORAL SQUAMOUS (3249)

20.	 F. Belpoggi, M. Soffritti, M. Padovani, D. D. Esposti, M. 
Lauriola, and F. Minardi, “Results of long-term carcino-
genicity bioassay on Sprague-Dawley rats exposed to as-
partame administered in feed,” Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci., vol. 
1076, pp. 559–577, 2006, doi: 10.1196/annals.1371.080.

21.	 D. Jong and L. Oncology, “Carcinogenicity of aspartame, 
methyleugenol, and isoeugenol TLO – Confidential Draft,” 
pp. 0–7, 2023.

22.	 S. Chen, H. Hu, S. Miao, J. Zheng, Z. Xie, and H. Zhao, 
“Anti-tumor effect of cisplatin in human oral squamous 
cell carcinoma was enhanced by andrographolide via up-
regulation of phospho-p53 in vitro and in vivo,” Tumor 
Biol., vol. 39, no. 5, p. 101042831770533, 2017, doi: 
10.1177/1010428317705330.

23.	 A. Grada, M. Otero-Vinas, F. Prieto-Castrillo, Z. Obagi, 
and V. Falanga, “Research Techniques Made Simple: 
Analysis of Collective Cell Migration Using the Wound 
Healing Assay,” J. Invest. Dermatol., vol. 137, no. 2, pp. 
e11–e16, 2017, doi: 10.1016/j.jid.2016.11.020.

24.	 R. Susan et al., “The influence of some synthesis com-
pounds on healthy and tumoral oral cell lines: PGK, HGF 
and ScC4,” Rev. Chim., vol. 69, no. 11, pp. 3160–3163, 
2018, doi: 10.37358/rc.18.11.6703.

25.	 A. D. Van Eyk, “The effect of five artificial sweet-
eners on Caco-2, HT-29 and HEK-293 cells,” Drug 
Chem. Toxicol., vol. 38, no. 3, pp. 318–327, 2015, doi: 
10.3109/01480545.2014.966381.

26.	 K. Çadirci, Ö. Özdemır Tozlu, H. Türkez, and A. 
Mardınoğlu, “The in vitro cytotoxic, genotoxic, and oxida-
tive damage potentials of the oral artificial sweetener as-
partame on cultured human blood cells,” Turkish J. Med. 
Sci., vol. 50, no. 2, pp. 448–454, 2020, doi: 10.3906/sag-
2001-113.

27.	 Y. Horio, Y. Sun, C. Liu, T. Saito, and M. Kurasaki, “As-
partame-induced apoptosis in PC12 cells,” Environ. Toxi-
col. Pharmacol., vol. 37, no. 1, pp. 158–165, 2014, doi: 
10.1016/j.etap.2013.11.021.

28.	 R. Alleva et al., “In vitro effect of aspartame in angiogen-
esis induction,” Toxicol. Vitr., vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 286–293, 
2011, doi: 10.1016/j.tiv.2010.09.002.

29.	 T. Sawadsopanon, K. Meksawan, and P. Chanvorachote, 
“Aspartame inhibits migration of human intestinal epithe-
lial cells,” J. Food Biochem., vol. 41, no. 3, pp. 1–9, 2017, 
doi: 10.1111/jfbc.12341.


