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Introduction
Pharmaceuticals and personal care products as pollutants (PPCPs) 

have been identified in the environment for decades. But until recently, 
these mainly manmade chemicals are first called as PPCPs, which 
comprise bioactive substances such as therapeutic drugs, diagnostic 
agents, fragrances, cosmetics, and sun screen products. The major 
concerns with the ecotoxicities of PPCPs come from prescription 
and over-the-counter medications due to their specific targets on 
living tissues. Antibiotics have long been studied for the development 
of antibiotic resistant bacteria in the environment [1]. Endocrine 
disrupting compounds are examples of PPCPs that influence the sexual 
behavior and reproduction of aquatic organisms [2].

Anticancer agents, according to their mechanisms of action, are 
classified into alkylating agents, antimetabolites, cytotoxic antibiotics, 
natural products, topoisomerase inhibitors, endocrine therapies, 
other antineoplastic agents as well as newly developed tyrosine kinase 
inhibitors, and biologics. All of these agents achieve the antitumor 
effects through direct DNA damage, inhibition of cell proliferation, 
mitosis, DNA synthesis or promotion of cell apoptosis. However, these 
agents, not surprisingly, can also attack normal fast-growing cells such 
as gastrointestinal epithelia and hematopoietic stem cells, which are 
the origin of side effects during chemotherapy. In addition, due to the 
mode of action, some anticancer agents are themselves carcinogens 
capable of damaging and transforming all eukaryotic cells, especially 
the teratogenicity at low concentration [3]. When released into the 
environment, these agents, although present at nanogram per liter 
concentration, can often accumulate in aquatic organisms due to their 
hydrophobicity [4]. 

Cancer is generally a disease of old people. With the increase of 
aging population, more and more anticancer agents are consumed and 
thus released into the environment. Taking capecitabine as an example, 
its consumption in France increased one fold from the year 2004 to 
2008. Correspondingly, the predicted environmental concentration 
increased approximately one fold from 1.8 ng/L to 3.5 ng/L [5]. The 
total delivered amount of anticancer agents as pollutants comes from 
hospital sewage and municipal wastewater due to improper disposal by 
the patients [6]. A Swiss study using a mass flow analysis of cytostatic 
compounds demonstrated that only 1.1-3.7% of the excreted amount 
of these compounds was found in the hospital effluent [7]. This result is 
consistent with the input pathways for anticancer drugs in the aquatic 
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environment based on the French data, where only 13.8% of the total 
amount of anticancer agents in urban wastewater treatment plants 
(WWTP) comes from hospital effluents; the rest is directly from the 
municipal wastewater system due to outpatient consumption [5].

For this review, we searched the relevant keywords in the English 
literature indexed in ISI Web of Knowledge, PubMed, and hazardous 
substances data bank from U.S. national library of medicine [8]. We 
also browsed through US EPA bibliographic database of publications 
relevant to PPCPs [9]. In the following sections, we focus on the 
properties of common anticancer agents, their occurrence in the 
aquatic environment, ecotoxicology, and reported strategies for their 
inactivation and removal. Analytical methods developed for the 
measurement of anticancer agents as pollutants in various waterbodies 
are thoroughly reviewed elsewhere [10], thus not included in this 
review.

Classical Alkylating Agents (Nitrogen Mustards): Cy-
clophosphamide, Ifosfamide, Chlorambucil, Melphalan 

Cyclophosphamide, ifosfamide, chlorambucil, melphalan are 
cytotoxic alkylating agents, structurally similar to mustard gas. (Table 
1) Chemically, they all have the bis (2-chloroethyl) amine group, which
is able to form aziridinium through intramolecular displacement
of chloride by the nitrogen. The aziridinium group nonspecifically
alkylates the N7 of the guanine bases to form interstrand crosslinks
in DNA [11]. This type of DNA damage blocks DNA replication
and transcription, thus is highly cytotoxic. Clinically, this group of
alkylating agents is widely used as the chemotherapy backbones for
lymphoma, leukemia, and several solid tumors.

Alkylating agents in this class are polar compounds with small 
octanol-water partition coefficient (Kow) and large solubility in water 

Abstract
Anticancer agents as water contaminants belong to a general class of pharmaceuticals and personal care products 

as pollutants (PPCPs) that are widely present in the environment. They are less studied compared to other PPCPs 
in the past two decades. However, the cytotoxicity, genotoxicity, and endocrine disruption of these agents mar more 
concerning adverse effects on the environment and human health. Here, we review different classes of anticancer 
agents as emerging water contaminants, their occurrence in various waterbodies, the ecotoxicology, and the strategies 
for their treatment.

Journal of Environmental &
Analytical ToxicologyJo

ur
na

l o
f E

nv
iro

nmental &Analytical Toxicology

ISSN: 2161-0525



Citation: Xie H (2012) Occurrence, Ecotoxicology, and Treatment of Anticancer Agents as Water Contaminants. J Environ Anal Toxicol S2:002. 
doi:10.4172/2161-0525.S2-002

Page 2 of 11

 J Environ Anal Toxicol         Emerging Water Contaminants and Treatment              ISSN:2161-0525 JEAT an open access journal

as shown in table 1 [8]. Thereby, they are less likely to be absorbed by 
sewage sludge or sediments as determined using LC/tandem MS and 
GC/MS. The concentration of both cyclophosphamide and ifosfamide in 
the WWTP sludge is less than 20 ng/g [12]. Thus these alkylating agents 
pass unchanged through WWTP to the surface water. On the other 
hand, cyclophosphamide and ifosfamide have limited biodegradability, 
which was demonstrated by Kümmerer et al. [13] using modified Zahn-
Wellens test and a test simulating biological sewage treatment. When 
human metabolites are not counted, an average sized hospital can 
produce 1-10 µg/L cyclophosphamide or ifosfamide [14]. This number 
goes down to < 43 ng/L in WWTP effluent [13]. Steger-Hartmann 
et al. [15] using similar methods reported that the concentration of 
cyclophosphamide in hospital effluent ranged from 19 ng/L to 4.5 
µg/L depending on when the sample was collected. As expected, the 
concentration went down to < 17 ng/L in WWTP effluent. Buerge 
et al. [16] studied the occurrence and fate of cyclophosphamide and 
ifosfamide in surface waters using solid-phase extraction and tandem 
LC/MS. They did not observe the direct photolysis of these compounds 
in natural conditions of surface water. But hydroxyl radical formed 
from photochemical processes can degrade them to some extent. The 
concentration of cyclophosphamide and ifosfamide is < 0.2 ng/L.

The major concern with this type of alkylating agents is its 
ecotoxicity and genotoxicity. However, previous studies indicated that 
cyclophosphamide alone posed minimal risk to aquatic organisms 
and human health. Zounková et al. [17] assessed the ecotoxicity of 
cyclophosphamide using bacterial growth inhibition assay, algal growth 
inhibition assay, and D. magna acute immobilization assay. They also 
assessed genotoxicity using SOS-chromo test and GreenScreen assay. 
The 50% effective concentration (EC50) of cyclophosphamide in these 
assays was at or above mg/L magnitude. It was significantly less toxic 
compared to other cytotoxic compounds such as 5-flurouracil in the 
same study, which was consistent with the findings from a previous 
report using ecotoxicological structural activity relationship screening 
[18]. This conclusion was also supported by a study from Kümmerer 
et al. [19]. They estimated that the relative risk of secondary cancer 
due to a life time intake of cyclophosphamide in surface water was 
approximately 10-6 times less than the secondary cancer risk caused by 
the therapeutic intake of cyclophosphamide.

Several strategies have been reported to inactivate this class of 
alkylating agents. Chemical degradation methods in harsh conditions 
[20] such as HCl or NaCO3 pretreatment followed by Ni-Al alloy in 
KOH were demonstrated to be successful. More recently, some milder 
chemical degradation conditions [21] such as NaOCl, H2O2, and 

Fenton reagent were compared [22]. All of these methods were able 
to effectively degrade cyclophosphamide, ifosfamide, and melphalan 
and completely remove their mutagenicity. NaOCl (5.25%) proved to 
be the most efficient and readily available approach. In another study 
[23], NaOCl was generated by electrolyzing 0.9% NaCl solution, which 
was more cost effective than the dilution method to treat wastewater. 
In addition, the oxidative degradation of cyclophosphamide was 
also studied by Garcia-Ac et al. using ozone [24]. Compared to 
methotrexate, ozone was less effective to remove cyclophosphamide. 
Additional oxidant concentration and contact time were required. In 
addition to chemical degradation, new technologies such as membrane 
bioreactor were experimented. However, it suffered from extracellular 
polymeric substance formation when cyclophosphamide was present in 
the wastewater [25,26]. The membrane bioreactor effluent was carried 
on for advanced treatment with nanofiltration and reverse osmosis 
membranes. Efficiency of cyclophosphamide removal by reverse 
osmosis membrane was much higher than that by nanofiltration 
membrane [27]. This finding was confirmed in the treatment of hospital 
effluent that contained multiple targeted pharmaceutical compounds 
[28].

Nonclassical Alkylating Agents (Platinum Compounds): 
Cisplatin, Carboplatin

Cisplatin and carboplatin are square planar Pt (II) complexes (Table 
2). They are classified as non-classical alkylating agents because they do 
not have or form electrophilic alkyl groups such as those in nitrogen 
mustards. However, they have similar mechanism of action in DNA 
damage. After the replacement of chloride or carboxylate ligands by 
water molecules, the platinum ion preferably binds the guanine bases 
in DNA. The second chloride or carboxylate ligands are subsequently 
displaced to form interstrand DNA crosslinks, which severely interfere 
with DNA replication and transcription. These compromises lead to 
mitosis arrest and apoptosis [29]. Platinum compounds are among the 
oldest chemotherapeutic agents and are still the main components of 
treatment regimens for lung cancer and ovarian cancer.

Cisplatin, similar to cyclophosphamide, is a very polar compound 
with low log Kow and easily soluble in water [8]. The platinum input to 
environment from hospital effluent is not the main source compared 
to catalytic converter and some manufacturing industries. Using 
adsorptive voltammetry, Kümmerer et al. [30] determined the platinum 
concentration in hospital effluent ranging from 38 to176 ng/L, which 
was consistent with the annual consumption data. Kiffmeyer et al. [6] 
estimated the biodegradability of cisplatinum using a standard 21 day 

Features Cyclophosphamide Ifosfamide Chlorambucil Melphalan

Chemical structure

Physical property 
[8] log Kow: 0.6, solubility: 4×104 mg/L log Kow: 0.9, solubility: 4×103 

mg/L log Kow: 1.7, solubility: 1×104 mg/L log Kow: -0.5, solubility: 46 mg/L

Environmental 
occurrence [14-16]

hospital effluents: 10 µg/L, surface 
water: 0.2 ng/L

hospital effluents: 4.5 µg/L, 
surface water: 0.2 ng/L --- ---

Ecotoxicology [17] EC50 > 1000 mg/L in various 
assays --- --- ---

Treatment strategy 
[20-23, 27]

Ni-Al in KOH, NaOCl, reverse 
osmosis membrane

Ni-Al in KOH, NaOCl, reverse 
osmosis membrane Ni-Al in KOH Ni-Al in KOH, NaOCl

Table 1: Summary of classical alkylating agents (nitrogen mustards).
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(Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development) OECD 
screening test. Similar to cyclophosphamide, the biodegradation rate 
of cisplatin is close to zero.

The potential genotoxicity of cisplatin and carboplatin was 
evaluated by Ferk et al. [31] they used Salmonella/microsome assay 
and single-cell gel electrophoresis with rat hepatocytes to assess the 
induction of DNA damage caused by platinum compounds in hospital 
sewage. The results revealed that cisplatin and carboplatin only caused 
significant DNA damage in the single-cell gel electrophoresis assay 
when the concentration is > 1 mg/L.

Benvenuto et al. [21] investigated several chemical degradation 
methods for various antineoplastic agents. They found that the 
mutagenicity of cisplatin and carboplatin was completely removed 
by sodium diethyldithiocarbamate. More recently, Hirose et al. [32] 
applied an electrolytic treatment using two platinum electrodes 
at 100 mA to cisplatin. After two hours’ electrolysis, the 50% 
cytotoxicity concentration against human lymphoblastoid cells 
reduced approximately 80%. Lenz et al. [33] subjected cisplatin and 
carboplatin in hospital wastewater to a membrane bioreactor system 
simulating WWTP and achieved 51-63% elimination efficiency. 
Similarly, membrane filtration method provided a 62-77% reduction 
in genotoxicity of cisplatin and carboplatin [31].

Other Alkylating Agents (Nitrosoureas, Methylhydra-
zines, and Tetrazines): Carmustine, Lomustine, Procar-
bazine, Dacarbazine, Temozolomide

Carmustine and lomustine are dialkylating agents (Table 3). 
Similar to cyclophosphamide and cisplatin, they are able to damage 
DNA by generating interstrand crosslinks between N1 guanine and 
N3 cytosine. Both procarbazine and dacarbazine are alkylating agents 
that induce DNA damage and subsequent cell apoptosis. However, 
the mechanism of action is not fully elucidated. Temozolomide is a 

prodrug of monomethyl triazeno imidazole carboxamide, which can 
readily methylate N7 or O6 positions of guanine residues and lead to 
tumor cell apoptosis [34]. Carmustine, lomustine, and temozolomide 
are hydrophobic and able to cross the blood brain barrier. Thus they are 
often used to treat brain tumors such as medulloblastoma and glioma 
[35]. Dacarbazine and procarbazine are traditionally used for the 
treatment of melanoma and glioma, respectively. However, their uses 
have been gradually replaced by newer regimens with better efficacy 
and toxicity profiles. Procarbazine is still an important component of 
combination therapy for Hodgkin’s lymphoma [36].

Carmustine and lomustine are less polar than procarbazine, 
dacarbazine, and temozolomide. There is scarce information available 
for the concentration of these compounds in natural waterbodies 
except procarbazine. Its concentration is < 5 ng/L in hospital effluent 
collected from a number of hospitals in China [37]. In addition, no 
report so far indicated the effective removal of temozolomide from 
wastewater by sludge adsorption [38]. The estimated concentration of 
temozolomide in WWTP effluent was less than 0.4 ng/L based on the 
maximum annual temozolomide consumption and excretion [3]. The 
bioconcentration factor of lomustine was estimated to be 34 in fish, 
which suggested its moderate accumulation in aquatic organisms [39].  

Besides the apparent mutagenicity present at therapeutic 
concentration, scare information for their ecotoxicology is available 
in the literature. However, some chemical degradation methods were 
developed for their removal. Reductive degradation of dacarbazine and 
procarbazine using Ni-Al alloy in KOH was superior to KMnO4 or 
photolysis [40]. Conversely, the best chemical degradation conditions 
for carmustine and lomustine are acidic conditions with HBr in acetic 
acid [20]. Acidic KMnO4 can also eliminate the chemical integrity of 
carmustine and lomustine. But the mutagenicity were still present [21]. 
As to temozolomide, the only reported method of degradation was 0.5 
mol/L NaOH hydrolysis and oxidation with 10% H2O2 [38].  

Table 2: Summary of nonclassical alkylating agents (platinum compounds).

Features Cisplatin Carboplatin

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] log Kow: -2.2, solubility: 3×103 mg/L solubility: soluble in water
Environmental occurrence [30] hospital effluents: 38-176 ng/L ---
Ecotoxicology [31] no mutagenicity at the concentration in natural water ---

Treatment strategy [21, 31-33] sodium diethyldithiocarbamate, electrolysis, membrane 
bioreactor, membrane filtration

sodium diethyldithiocarbamate, membrane bioreactor, 
membrane filtration

Table 3: Summary of other alkylating agents (nitrosoureas, methylhydrazines, and tetrazines).

Features Carmustine Lomustine Procarbazine Dacarbazine Temozolomide

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] log Kow: 1.5, solubility: 4×103 
mg/L

log Kow: 2.8, solubility: 111 
mg/L

log Kow: 0.1, solubility: 1.4×103 
mg/L

log Kow: -0.2, solubility: 
1×103 mg/L

log Kow: -0.2, solubility: 
5×103 mg/L

Environmental 
occurrence [3, 36] --- --- hospital effluent: < 5ng/L --- WWTP effluent: < 0.4 

ng/L*
Ecotoxicology --- --- --- --- ---
Treatment strategy [20, 
38, 38] HBr in acetic acid HBr in acetic acid Ni-Al in KOH Ni-Al in KOH NaOH, H2O2
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concentrations and measured environmental concentrations data 
concluded that no significant risk for 5-fluorouracil and capecitabine 
was present for the environment. Concerns with the ecotoxicity of 
5-flurouracil and capecitabine were demonstrated in several studies 
where the concentration of them is much higher than that in natural 
waterbodies. Backhaus et al. [49] used a long-term bioluminescence 
inhibition assay with V. fischeri and found that the EC50 for 
5-fluorouracil is 0.12 mg/L. DeYoung et al. [50] demonstrated that 
the minimal concentration for 5-fluorouracil to inhibit growth of 
fathead minnow P. promelas was as high as 20 mg/L. In addition, the 
genotoxicity study [31] of 5-fluorouracil on eukaryotic yeast revealed 
that the minimal genotoxic concentration was 0.02 mg/L, which was six 
orders of magnitude higher than the concentration detected in hospital 
effluent [31]. Similar studies on potential ecotoxicity have been done for 
other pyrimidine antimetabolites. Capecitabine inhibited crustacean 
D. magna reproduction with an EC50 >850 mg/L [44]. Cytarabine had 
a similar effect on D. magna with a minimal concentration of 3.7 mg/L 
[51]. Gemcitabine inhibited D. magna reproduction and mobilization 
at a minimal concentration > 1 mg/L.[51] Its 50% lethal concentration 
for P. promelas and O. mykiss is > 1000 mg/L [52]. In summary, 
pyrimidine antimetabolites at the concentration < 40 ng/L in natural 
waterbodies are unlikely to cause acute ecological adverse effects [3].   

Both 5-fluorouracil and cytarabine can be degraded by photolysis 
in the presence of hydroxyl radical. In the case of 5-fluorouracil, direct 
photolysis is not effective [8], while this process was accelerated by the 
treatment of ozone to generate hydroxyl radicals in the aqueous medium 
[53]. In a similar fashion, UV radiation [54] or gamma radiation [55] 
alone cannot effectively remove cytarabine from wastewater samples. 
However, when they are treated with H2O2 or K2S2O8, the generation 
of hydroxyl radical and sulfate radical anion significantly accelerated 
the removal rate of cytarabine. Other methods such as membrane 
bioreactor systems [43] were also tested and proved to be effective to 
eliminate 5-fluorouracil in hospital wastewater.

Antimetabolites (Folate Acid Analogues and Purines): 
Methotrexate, Azathioprine

Methotrexate is structurally similar to folic acid, but has 
approximately 103 times higher affinity to dihydrofolate reductase 
(Table 5). As a competitive inhibitor, methotrexate blocks the de novo 
pathway of thymidine synthesis, which is crucial for DNA synthesis 
[56]. Methotrexate is most widely used in the chemotherapy of leukemia 
and lymphoma. Azathioprine, a prodrug of 6-mercaptopurine, inhibits 

Antimetabolites (Pyrimidines): Cytarabine, Gemcitabi-
ne, 5-Fluorouracil, Capecitabine

Cytarabine, gemcitabine, 5-fluorouracil, and capecitabine are 
pyrimidine analogues (Table 4). They are structurally similar to the 
pyrimidine bases in DNA. Thus they interfere with DNA synthesis 
in the S phase of cell cycle. In addition, they inhibit certain enzymes 
that are crucial for DNA replication. Cytarabine inhibits both DNA 
and RNA polymerase and nucleotide reductase. Gemcitabine targets 
ribonucleotide reductase larger subunit irreversibly [41]. 5-Fluorouracil 
and capecitabine as a prodrug of 5-fluorouracil are shown to inhibit 
exosome complex [42]. This group of antimetabolites is widely used for 
the chemotherapy of leukemia, colorectal, pancreatic, and lung cancer.

As shown in table 4, all these pyrimidine analogues have low log 
Kow, which means they are polar compounds and readily soluble in 
water. Therefore, they are less likely to be adsorbed onto sewage sludge 
and sediments [43,44]. They often pass through the WWTP and are 
released unchanged to the surface water [43]. The higher polarity and 
water solubility pose a challenge to the analysis of low concentrations 
of these compounds in wastewater. Kovalova et al. [45] developed a 
method combining solid phase extraction and HPLC-MS/MS for 
the hospital effluent samples. The concentration of gemcitabine and 
5-fluorouracil ranged from < 0.9 ng/L to 38 ng/L and from < 5 ng/L 
to 27 ng/L, respectively. Tauxe-Wuersch et al. [46] applied a similar 
analytical method to measure the concentration of 5-fluorouracil in 
municipal and WWTP effluent, which turned out to be less than the 
detection limit of 6-15 ng/L. In general, pyrimidine antimetabolites 
have very good biodegradability. Kümmerer et al. [47] using the closed 
bottle test and Zahn-Wellens test found that the biodegradation for 
gemcitabine was 42%. The initial biodegradation of cytarabine was 
only 50%, which increased to 80% after additional 40 days under test 
conditions. Surprisingly, 5-fluorouracil was not biodegradable in both 
tests, which was likely inhibited by antibiotics present in hospital 
wastewaters. An improved method similar to OECD 309 used by Yu 
et al. [48] demonstrated an approximately 50% biodegradation of 
5-fluorouracil. This finding was further supported by Mahnik et al. 
[43] adopting a method using membrane bioreactor and radio-labelled 
substances. In addition, as a prodrug, capecitabine can be enzymatically 
converted to 5-fluorouracil in the cell. Its biodegradation profile was 
proved to be similar to 5-fluorouracil [44].

The combined risk assessment for 5-fluorouracil and capecitabine 
by Straub [44] using the calculated predicted environmental 

*predicted concentration in wastewater treatment plant effluent

Table 4: Summary of antimetabolites (pyrimidines).

Features Cytarabine Gemcitabine 5-Fluorouracil Capecitabine

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] log Kow: -2.5, solubility: 2×105 
mg/L

log Kow: -1.2, solubility: 5×104 
mg/L

log Kow: -1, solubility: 1×104 
mg/L log Kow: 0.6, solubility: 3×104 mg/L

Environmental occurrence 
[43, 44] --- hospital effluent: 38 ng/L hospital effluent: 27 ng/L, 

WWTP effluent: < 15 ng/L ---

Ecotoxicology [31, 42, 47-50] EC50 > 1 mg/L in various 
assays

EC50 > 1 mg/L in various 
assays

EC50 > 0.1 mg/L in various 
assays EC50 > 1 mg/L in various assays

Treatment strategy [41, 
51-53] oxidative radiolysis --- oxidative photolysis, 

membrane reactor ---



Citation: Xie H (2012) Occurrence, Ecotoxicology, and Treatment of Anticancer Agents as Water Contaminants. J Environ Anal Toxicol S2:002. 
doi:10.4172/2161-0525.S2-002

Page 5 of 11

 J Environ Anal Toxicol         Emerging Water Contaminants and Treatment              ISSN:2161-0525 JEAT an open access journal

normal purine synthesis in the cell. Lymphocytes are mostly affected 
by the inhibition of purine synthesis. Thus azathioprine is often used in 
the treatment of lymphoma, leukemia, certain autoimmune diseases as 
well as post-transplant immunosuppression [57].  

Methotrexate is a weak acid with pKa 4.7. It is present in 
an ionic form in natural waterbodies. Thus it is unlikely to be 
adsorbed by wastewater sludge or sediments. Aherne et al. using a 
radioimmunoassay measured the concentration of methotrexate in 
hospital effluent as 1 µg/L and in river water as < 6.25 ng/L [58]. The 
concentration of methotrexate in WWTP effluent was 12.6 ng/L using 
solid phase extraction and HPLC/MS [59]. The apparent concentration 
gradient of methotrexate from hospital wastewater to surface water 
could be explained by its high biodegradability and direct degradation 
by photolysis [8]. In contrast to methotrexate, azathioprine is insoluble 
in water and is largely adsorbed by sewage sludge or sediments. The 
azathioprine in hospital effluent is only 15 ng/L [37]. 

Henschel et al. [60] did extensive assessment of the potential 
ecotoxicological effect for methotrexate. They found that the EC50 in 
a bioluminescence inhibition test and D. magna mobilization test was 
above 1000 mg/L. The EC50s of methotrexate in other assays including 
S. subspicatus, T. pyriformis, and B. rerio growth and survival tests were 
all above 10 mg/L. Considering the concentration of methotrexate 
in river water < 6.25 ng/L, methotrexate is unlikely to pose acute 
ecotoxicological effects on the environment.

Chemical degradation strategies were first adopted to eliminate 

methotrexate in hospital wastewater. Oxidation with KMnO4 or 
5.25% NaOCl completely degraded methotrexate and removed 
its mutagenicity [21] The disposal process could be effectively 
monitored by HPLC or a bioluminescence assay developed by Wren 
et al.[61] Alternative to chlorine-based treatment, ozone was also 
utilized to efficiently remove methotrexate in drinking water [24]. 
Compared to chemical degradation methods, electrolysis using two 
platinum electrodes at 100 mA current was able to eliminate 99% of 
the cytotoxicity from methotrexate in 2 hours [32]. Regarding the 
degradation of azathioprine, Barek et al. [62] compared 5% NaOCl, 
30% H2O2, and Fenton reagent. They found that both NaOCl and 
Fenton reagent effectively eliminated 99% of azathioprine and its 
mutagenicity.

Natural Products (Vinca Alkaloids and Taxanes): Vin-
blastine, Vincristine, Paclitaxel

Vinblastine and vincristine are vinca alkaloids that bind to tubulin 
dimers and thus inhibit the assembly of microtubules, essential 
components of mitotic spindle and kinetochore (Table 6). The direct 
consequence of this inhibition is the inability for cells to undergo 
mitosis; instead they either stay in G phase or undergo apoptosis 
[63]. Conversely, paclitaxel, a member of taxane family, stabilizes 
the microtubule polymer and stops it from disassembly. The direct 
effect on cell is the same with vinca alkaloids. Cells are unable to 
undergo chromosomal segregation and cell division [64]. Vincristine 
and vinblastine are the backbone of combination chemotherapy 

Table 5: Summary of antimetabolites (folate acid analogues and purines).

Features Methotrexate Azathioprine

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] pKa: 4.7, log Kow: -1.8, solubility: 3×103 mg/L log Kow: 0.1, solubility: insoluble in water
Environmental occurrence [36, 56] hospital effluent: 1 µg/L, river water: < 6.2 ng/L hospital effluent: 15 ng/L
Ecotoxicology [58] EC50 > 10 mg/L in various assays ---
Treatment strategy [21, 24, 32, 59, 60] KMnO4, NaOCl, O3, electrolysis NaOCl, Fenton reagent

Table 6: Summary of natural products (vinca alkaloids and taxanes).

Features Vinblastine Vincristine Paclitaxel

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] log Kow: 3.7, solubility: 0.04 mg/L log Kow: 2.8, solubility: 2.3 mg/L solubility: insoluble in water
Environmental occurrence 
[36] --- hospital effluent: < 20 ng/L ---

Ecotoxicology [64] --- --- EC50 > 0.74 mg/L in D. magna immobilization 
assay

Treatment strategy [32] electrolysis electrolysis electrolysis
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for lymphoma. Paclitaxel is often used for the treatment of lung and 
ovarian cancer.

Vinca alkaloids have a high log Kow and low water solubility. The 
latter is true for paclitaxel as well. Therefore, they are easily adsorbed 
by sewage sludge and sediments. The concentration of vincristine in 
hospital effluent was < 20 ng/L [37]. Al-Ahmad et al. [65] studied the 
biodegradability of vinca alkaloids in the aqueous media and found 
that the biodegradability of these vinca alkaloids was < 30% even after a 
prolonged period of time, which was not considered as biodegradable. 
As to the ecotoxicity, a retrospective review of ecotoxicity data from 
FDA center for drug evaluation and research revealed that EC50 of 
paclitaxel to immobilize crustacean D. magna is > 0.74 mg/L [66]. 
Therefore, it is unlikely to cause any acute harm to aquatic organisms 
in natural waterbodies.

Vinca alkaloids are prone to direct photolysis in natural 
environment and this processes is accelerated by hydroxyl radicals [8]. 
Their structural integrity and cytotoxicity can be completely eliminated 
by 4-hour electrolysis using two platinum electrodes at a current of 
100 mA. The same method also applied to paclitaxel for its complete 
degradation [32]. 

Topoisomerase Inhibitors: Etoposide, Irinotecan
Irinotecan is a topoisomerase I inhibitor to prevent DNA from 

unwinding. Etoposide is a topoisomerase II inhibitor and also binds 
DNA to form a complex (Table 7). This complex prevents DNA from 
relegation [67]. The interference with DNA replication by irinotecan 
and etoposide causes DNA damage and promotes cell apoptosis. 
Irinotecan is most often used as a component of combination therapy 
for colorectal cancer. Etoposide is used in combination for lymphoma 
and several solid tumors.

Etoposide is not readily water soluble. It is not considered as a 
biodegradable compound. However, it can undergo direct photolysis 
in natural waterbodies and indirect photolysis accelerated by hydroxyl 
radicals [8]. The concentration of etoposide in hospital effluent is 
approximately 42 ng/L [37] The ecotoxicological study on etoposide by 
Zounková et al. [17] revealed that the EC50 to inhibit the growth of P. 
Putida was 630 mg/L; the EC50 to inhibit the growth of P. subcapitata 
was 250 mg/L; the EC50 to inhibit the mobilization of D. magna was 30 
mg/L. These results, when compared to the concentration in hospital 
effluent, indicate the unlikelihood of acute ecotoxicity from etoposide. 
Oxidative degradation using KMnO4 or 5.25% NaOCl was effective for 

the complete removal of etoposide [21]. Hirose et al. [32] reported that 
72% cytotoxicity of irinotecan was eliminated by electrolysis using two 
platinum electrodes with 100 mA electric current for 4 hours. 

Cytotoxic Antibiotics (Anthracycline): Doxorubicin, 
Epirubicin, Daunorubicin

Anthracyclines are made up of the planar aromatic moiety and 
the daunosamine moiety (Table 8). The aromatic portion intercalates 
between two base pairs, while the daunosamine residue is able to form 
a complex with the adjacent base pairs at the minor groove [68]. This 
type of interaction between anthracyclines and DNA can effectively 
block DNA replication and prevent DNA religation by stabilizing 
topoisomerase II. Other mechanisms of action are also proposed such 
as disruption of cell membrane, plasma protein complexation, and 
free radical generation. All these effects inevitably lead to cell death. 
Anthracyclines have been widely used against human malignancies. 
They are essentially components of the induction therapy for acute 
leukemia and combination therapy for lymphoma. In addition, they 
also play important role in solid tumor chemotherapy.

Anthracyclines are relatively nonpolar molecules with log Kow 
greater than 1. In addition, compared to other antineoplastic agents, 
their solubility in water is quite low. Therefore, anthracyclines in 
wastewater are easily adsorbed onto sewage sludge and sediments 
[69]. Mahnik et al. [43] studied the fate of anthracyclines in hospital 
wastewater using a membrane bioreactor system and radio-labelled 
substances. They found that 90% of anthracyclines were removed from 
aqueous phase and the radioactivity was detected in the suspended 
solid phase. In contrast to 5-fluorouracil with radioactivity found in 
the gaseous phase, anthracyclines have no biodegradability and are 
effectively eliminated by adsorption onto sewage sludge. The same 
group of investigators also developed an analytical method using 
reverse-phase-HPLC with fluorescence detection to determine the 
concentration of anthracyclines in hospital wastewater samples. They 
found that the concentration of doxorubicin and epirubicin ranged 
from 0.1 to 0.5 µg/L; the concentration of daunorubicin is < 0.1 µg/L 
[70]. 

Anthracyclines only demonstrated ecotoxicity and genotoxicity at 
relatively high concentrations in a spectrum of species. The EC50 of 
doxorubicin in P. putida bacterial growth inhibition test, P. subscapitata 
inhibition test, and crustacean D. magna immobilization test was > 1000 
mg/L, 13 mg/L, and 30 mg/L, respectively. In genotoxicity evaluation, 

Table 7: Summary of topoisomerase inhibitors.

Features Etoposide Irinotecan

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] log Kow: 0.6, solubility: 59 mg/L ---
Environmental occurrence [36] hospital effluent: 42 ng/L ---
Ecotoxicology [17] EC50 > 10 mg/L in various assays ---
Treatment strategy [21, 32] KMnO4, NaOCl electrolysis



Citation: Xie H (2012) Occurrence, Ecotoxicology, and Treatment of Anticancer Agents as Water Contaminants. J Environ Anal Toxicol S2:002. 
doi:10.4172/2161-0525.S2-002

Page 7 of 11

 J Environ Anal Toxicol         Emerging Water Contaminants and Treatment              ISSN:2161-0525 JEAT an open access journal

the minimum genotoxic concentration of doxorubicin in bacterial 
SOS-chromotest and yeast GreenScreen assay was approximately 0.1 
mg/L and 2.8 mg/L, respectively [17].

As discussed earlier, anthracyclines can be effectively eliminated 
by membrane bioreactor system. In addition, Castegnaro et al. [71] 
compared several chemical degradation methods and measured the 
residual mutagenicity using Ames test. They found that 5.25% NaOCl 
was the most efficient and cost effective method for anthracycline 
degradation. Hirose et al. [32] applied their electrolysis method using 
platinum electrodes at 100 mA to the degradation of epirubicin. 100% 
of epirubicin and its cytotoxicity, mutagenicity and antibacterial 
activity were eliminated after 6-hour electrolysis.

Endocrine Therapy: Tamoxifen, Letrozole, Anastrozole, 
Flutamide

Endocrine disrupting compounds are chemicals structurally similar 
or dissimilar to natural hormones. They are known to interfere with 
endocrine system and cause disorders or defects in reproduction system. 
Their ecological adverse effects also extend to behavioral disorders 
as well as cancers [72]. Endocrine disrupting compounds have been 
extensively studied since the ear of dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane 
(DDT) use. In this review, we will focus on the major endocrine 
modulatory compounds used for the treatment of breast cancer and 
prostate cancer. Tamoxifen is a prodrug of 4-hydroxytamoxifen and 
N-desmethyl-4-hydroxytamoxifen. They are competitive inhibitors 
of estrogen receptor and subsequently inhibit the transcription of 
estrogen responsive genes, which are responsible for the proliferation of 
estrogen receptor positive breast cancer cells [73]. Estrogen is produced 

through the conversion of androgens by aromatase in the peripheral 
tissues. Both letrozole and anastrozole are aromatase inhibitors, 
thus are able to block estrogen synthesis [74]. They are mostly used 
for the treatment of estrogen responsive breast cancer. Flutamide 
is a competitive androgen receptor inhibitor. It prevents prostate 
epithelial cells from being stimulated to proliferate by testosterone and 
dihydrotestosterone. Flutamide is used for the treatment of androgen 
responsive prostate cancer.   

Tamoxifen, letrozole, anastrozole, and flutamide are lipophilic 
compounds. The first three as shown in table 9 have high log 
Kow and low water solubility. These properties indicate that these 
endocrine therapeutic agents are likely to be absorbed by the sewage 
sludge and sediments. Liu et al. [75] systematically measured ten 
hormone antagonists in hospital and WWTP wastewater samples. 
The concentration of tamoxifen in hospital effluent, WWTP effluent, 
and surface water [76] was 0.2-8.2 ng/L, < 0.1 ng/L, and < 5.8 ng/L, 
respectively. The concentration of letrozole in hospital effluent and 
WWTP effluent was 0.2-2.4 ng/L and 0.3-0.6 ng/L, respectively. The 
concentration of anastrozole in hospital effluent and WWTP effluent 
was 0.3-3.7 ng/L and 0.3 ng/L, respectively. 

Ecotoxicology of these endocrine disrupting and highly lipophilic 
compounds has been extensively studied, especially considering the 
possibility of bioaccumulation. Williams et al. found that the lowest 
observed effect concentration of tamoxifen was 5.6 µg/L on the changes 
of histology, reproduction, and growth of fathead minnows [77]. 
Andersen et al. revealed that the EC50 of tamoxifen to inhibit naupliar 
development was 49 µg/L [78]. Fertilized eggs of Japanese medaka 
were exposed to tamoxifen for 14 days. Adverse effects on hatchability 

Table 8: Summary of cytotoxic antibiotics (anthracycline).

Features Doxorubicin Epirubicin Daunorubicin

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] log Kow: 1.3, solubility: 93 mg/L log Kow: 1.8, solubility: 93 mg/L log Kow: 1.8, solubility: 39 mg/L
Environmental occurrence [68] hospital effluent: 0.5 µg/L hospital effluent: 0.5 µg/L hospital effluent: 0.1 µg/L
Ecotoxicology [17] EC50 > 0.1 mg/L in various assays --- ---

Treatment strategy [32, 41, 69] membrane bioreactor, 5.25% NaOCl, 
electrolysis membrane bioreactor, 5.25% NaOCl membrane bioreactor, 5.25% NaOCl

Table 9 Summary of endocrine therapy.

Features Tamoxifen Letrozole Anastrozole Flutamide

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] log Kow: 6.3, solubility: 17 mg/L log Kow: 2.2, solubility: 102 mg/L log Kow: 2.4, solubility: 500 
mg/L ---

Environmental occurrence 
[73, 74]

hospital effluent: 8.2 ng/L, surface 
water: < 5.8 ng/L hospital effluent: 2.4 ng/L hospital effluent: 3.7 ng/L ---

Ecotoxicology [2, 75-80] EC50 > 5 µg/L in various assays --- --- minimal effective concentration 
> 1 µg/L in various assays

Treatment strategy --- --- --- ---
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and the time required to hatch were only found at a concentration 
of at least 125 µg/L [79,80]. After released into the wastewater, 
tamoxifen is able to undergo photolysis after prolonged exposure to 
sunlight radiation. DellaGreca et al. evaluated the chronic toxicities of 
tamoxifen and photolysis derivatives on model aquatic organisms and 
found the EC50 > 0.1 mg/L [81]. In summary, the endocrine disrupting 
effect of tamoxifen is only apparent at a much higher concentration 
than that in natural waterbodies. The same conclusion is reached 
for the antiandrogen compound flutamide. Preston et al. [82] built a 
reproductive assay using freshwater rotifer B. calyciflorus and found 
that the inhibition effect of flutamide on fertilization was observed at 
a concentration of 1 µg/L. The behavioral changes of male stickleback 
including nest building and courting to the female occurred at 100 µg/L 
of flutamide [2]. 

Scare information is available for treatment strategies specifically 
for tamoxifen, letrozole, anastrozole, and flutamide. The likely reason 
of this gap is the extremely low concentration of these compounds that 
can be detected in natural waterbodies. However, many methods have 
been developed for the general treatment of other endocrine disrupting 
compounds. These methods include microfiltration and reverse 
osmosis systems [83], chemical degradations [84], aerobic granular 
biomass reactors [85], photolysis, and ultrasonic irradiation [86]. 

Other Antineoplastics (Cytotoxic Antibiotics and Ty-
rosine Kinase Inhibitor): Bleomycin, Mitomycin, Erlo-
tinib

Bleomycin is a glycopeptide antibiotic able to form a complex with 
metal ions. In vivo, the complex of bleomycin and iron-containing 
enzymes generates hydroxyl radical and superoxide from a reaction 
with O2. These reactive oxygen species not only damage cellular 
components but also break DNA [87]. Bleomycin is an important 
component of combination chemotherapy for Hodgkin’s lymphoma 
and testicular cancer. Mitomycin is an aziridine-containing natural 
product, which can crosslink DNA bases by dialkylation in a similar 
fashion to the classical alkylating agents. Mitomycin is often used 
for certain upper gastrointestinal cancer treatment and the topical 
treatment of bladder cancer [88]. Erlotinib is a targeted cancer therapy 
inhibiting epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) tyrosine kinase. It 
blocks the growth signal of cells transducing through EGFR pathway. 

Erlotinib is mainly used for the treatment of EGFR positive non-small 
cell lung cancer.

Bleomycin and mitomycin are polar compounds and are freely 
soluble in water (Table 10). Aherne et al. [89] was able to enrich 
bleomycin in various water samples by lyophilization and determined 
that the concentration of bleomycin in WWTP effluent and river 
water is 11-19 ng/L and 5-17 ng/L, respectively. The ecotoxicological 
information for erlotinib is available from the Swedish medicine 
information engine [52]. The no observed effect concentration of 
erlotinib for S. capricornutum growth is 0.14 mg/L, for D. manga 
reproduction is 0.7 mg/L, and for O. mykiss is 0.02 mg/L. Regarding 
treatment strategies for these compound, mitomycin along with its 
cytotoxicity and mutagenicity can be removed completely by 6-hour 
electrolysis at 100 mA [32]. Oxidative degradation methods using 
KMnO4 and 5.25% NaOCl are effective for 100% elimination of 
mitomycin [21]. 

Conclusion
In this review article, we introduced the mechanisms of action and 

physical properties of common antineoplastic agents. We focused on the 
discussion of environmental occurrence, ecotoxicology, and treatment 
strategies for these compounds. For the majority of these compounds, 
the concentration gradient is present in various waterbodies. The 
hospital effluent has higher amount of antineoplastic agents, while 
the concentration of these compounds is usually at nanogram per liter 
level in surface water. The ecotoxicological studies on these agents 
using various aquatic animal models are available. The results indicate 
no acute adverse effect on environment or human health because the 
concentration required for observing such effect is at least three orders 
of magnitude higher than the concentration of these agents present 
in natural waterbodies. Thus no special treatment of wastewater 
containing these compounds is routinely needed. However, data on 
chronic ecotoxicity of these antineoplastic agents are still scarce, which 
should be a direction of future research. 

References

1. Al-Ahmad A, Haiss A, Unger J, Brunswick-Tietze A, Wiethan J, et al. (2009) 
Effects of a realistic mixture of antibiotics on resistant and nonresistant sewage 
sludge bacteria in laboratory-scale treatment plants. Arch Environ Contam 
Toxicol 57: 264-273.

2. Sebire M, Allen Y, Bersuder P, Katsiadaki I (2008) The model anti-androgen 

Table 10: Summary of other antineoplastics (cytotoxic antibiotics and tyrosine kinase inhibitors).

Features Bleomycin Mitomycin Erlotinib

Chemical structure

Physical property [8] freely soluble in water log Kow: -0.4, soluble in 
water ---

Environmental 
occurrence [87] WWTP effluent: 19 ng/L, river water: 17 ng/L --- ---

Ecotoxicology [50] --- --- no observed effect concentration > 0.02 mg/L 
in various assays

Treatment strategy --- electrolysis, KMnO4, NaOCl ---

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19039514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19039514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19039514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19039514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18809216


Citation: Xie H (2012) Occurrence, Ecotoxicology, and Treatment of Anticancer Agents as Water Contaminants. J Environ Anal Toxicol S2:002. 
doi:10.4172/2161-0525.S2-002

Page 9 of 11

 J Environ Anal Toxicol         Emerging Water Contaminants and Treatment              ISSN:2161-0525 JEAT an open access journal

flutamide suppresses the expression of typical male stickleback reproductive 
behaviour. Aquat Toxicol 90: 37-47.

3. Johnson AC, Jürgens MD, Williams RJ, Kümmerer K, Kortenkamp A, et al. 
(2008) Do cytotoxic chemotherapy drugs discharged into rivers pose a risk to 
the environment and human health? An overview and UK case study. J Hydrol 
348: 167-175.

4. Arnot JA, Gobas FA (2006) A review of bioconcentration factor (BCF) and 
bioaccumulation factor (BAF) assessments for organic chemicals in aquatic 
organisms. Environ Rev 14: 257-297.

5. Besse JP, Latour JF, Garric J (2012) Anticancer drugs in surface waters: what 
can we say about the occurrence and environmental significance of cytotoxic, 
cytostatic and endocrine therapy drugs? Environ Int 39: 73-86.

6. Kiffmeyer T, Götze H-J, Jursch M, Lüders U (1998) Trace enrichment, 
chromatographic separation and biodegradation of cytostatic compounds in 
surface water. Fresenius J Anal Chem 361:185-191.

7. Weissbrodt D, Kovalova L, Ort C, Pazhepurackel V, Moser R, et al. (2009) 
Mass Flows of X-ray Contrast Media and Cytostatics in Hospital Wastewater. 
Environ Sci Technol 43:4810-4817.

8. U.S. National Library of Medicine. TOXNET: Hazardous Substances Data Bank 
(HSDB) Access on 5/30/2012.

9. Daughton C, Scuderi M (2012) Pharmaceuticals and Personal Care Products 
(PPCPs): Relevant Literature. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Las 
Vegas, NV

10. Kosjek T, Heath E (2011) Occurrence, fate and determination of cytostatic 
pharmaceuticals in the environment. Trends Analyt Chem 30: 1065-1087.

11. Guainazzi A, Schärer OD (2010) Using synthetic DNA interstrand crosslinks 
to elucidate repair pathways and identify new therapeutic targets for cancer 
chemotherapy. Cell Mol Life Sci 67: 3683-3697.

12. Ternes TA, Bonerz M, Herrmann N, Löffler D, Keller E, et al. (2005) Determination 
of pharmaceuticals, iodinated contrast media and musk fragrances in sludge by 
LC/tandem MS and GC/MS. J Chromatogr A 1067: 213-223.

13. Kümmerer K, Steger-Hartmann T, Meyer M (1997) Biodegradability of the anti-
tumour agent ifosfamide and its occurrence in hospital effluents and communal 
sewage. Water Res 31: 2705-2710.

14. Steger-Hartmann T, Kümmerer K, Schecker J (1996) Trace analysis of the 
antineoplastics ifosfamide and cyclophosphamide in sewage water by two 
step solid-phase extraction and gas chromatography-mass spectrometry. J 
Chromatogr A 726: 179-184.

15. Steger-Hartmann T, Kümmerer K, Hartmann A (1997) Biological degradation 
of cyclophosphamide and its occurrence in sewage water. Ecotoxicol Environ 
Saf 36: 174-179.

16. Buerge IJ, Buser H-R, Poiger T, Müller MD (2006) Occurrence and Fate of 
the Cytostatic Drugs Cyclophosphamide and Ifosfamide in Wastewater and 
Surface Waters. Environ Sci Technol 40: 7242-7250.

17. Zounková R, Odráska P, Dolezalová L, Hilscherová K, Marsálek B, et al. (2007) 
Ecotoxicity and genotoxicity assessment of cytostatic pharmaceuticals. Environ 
Toxicol Chem 26: 2208-2214.

18. Sanderson H, Johnson DJ, Wilson CJ, Brain RA, Solomon KR (2003) 
Probabilistic hazard assessment of environmentally occurring pharmaceuticals 
toxicity to fish, daphnids and algae by ECOSAR screening. Toxicol Lett 144: 
383-395.

19. Kümmerer K, Al-Ahmad A (2010) Estimation of the cancer risk to humans 
resulting from the presence of cyclophosphamide and ifosfamide in surface 
water. Environ Sci Pollut Res Int 17: 486-496.

20. Lunn G, Sansone EB, Andrews AW, Hellwig LC (1989) Degradation and 
disposal of some antineoplastic drugs. J Pharm Sci 78: 652-659.

21. Benvenuto JA, Connor TH, Monteith DK, Laidlaw JL, Adams SC, et al. (1993) 
Degradation and inactivation of antitumor drugs. J Pharm Sci 82: 988-991.

22. Hansel S, Castegnaro M, Sportouch MH, De Méo M, Milhavet JC, et al. (1997) 
Chemical degradation of wastes of antineoplastic agents: cyclophosphamide, 
ifosfamide and melphalan. Int Arch Occup Environ Health 69:109-114.

23. Kobayashi T, Hirose J, Sano K, Hiro N, Ijiri Y, et al. (2008) Evaluation of an 
electrolysis apparatus for inactivating antineoplastics in clinical wastewater. 
Chemosphere 72:659-665.

24. Garcia-Ac A, Broséus R, Vincent S, Barbeau B, Prévost M, et al. (2010) 
Oxidation kinetics of cyclophosphamide and methotrexate by ozone in drinking 
water. Chemosphere 79:1056-1063.

25. Avella AC, Delgado LF, Görner T, Albasi C, Galmiche M, et al. (2010) Effect 
of cytostatic drug presence on extracellular polymeric substances formation 
in municipal wastewater treated by membrane bioreactor. Bioresour Technol 
101: 518-526.

26. Delgado LF, Faucet-Marquis V, Schetrite S, Pfohl-Leszkowicz A, Paranthoen 
S, et al. (2010) Effect of cytostatic drugs on the sludge and on the mixed liquor 
characteristics of a cross-flow membrane bioreactor: Consequence on the 
process. J Memb Sci 347: 165-173.

27. Wang L, Albasi C, Faucet-Marquis V, Pfohl-Leszkowicz A, Dorandeu C, et al. 
(2009) Cyclophosphamide removal from water by nanofiltration and reverse 
osmosis membrane. Water Res 43:4115-4122.

28. Beier S, Köster S, Veltmann K, Schröder H, Pinnekamp J (2010) Treatment of 
hospital wastewater effluent by nanofiltration and reverse osmosis. Water Sci 
Technol 61:1691-1698.

29. Rosenberg B, VanCamp L, Trosko JE, Mansour VH (1969) Platinum 
compounds: a new class of potent antitumour agents. Nature 222: 385-386.

30. Kümmerer K, Helmers E (1997) Hospital effluents as a source for platinum in 
the environment. Sci Total Environ 193: 179-184.

31. Ferk F, Misík M, Grummt T, Majer B, Fuerhacker M, et al. (2009) Genotoxic 
effects of wastewater from an oncological ward. Mutat Res 672: 69-75.

32. Hirose J, Kondo F, Nakano T, Kobayashi T, Hiro N, et al. (2005) Inactivation of 
antineoplastics in clinical wastewater by electrolysis. Chemosphere 60:1018-
1024.

33. Lenz K, Koellensperger G, Hann S, Weissenbacher N, Mahnik SN, et al. (2007) 
Fate of cancerostatic platinum compounds in biological wastewater treatment 
of hospital effluents. Chemosphere 69:1765-1774.

34. Newlands ES, Stevens MF, Wedge SR, Wheelhouse RT, Brock C (1997) 
Temozolomide: a review of its discovery, chemical properties, pre-clinical 
development and clinical trials. Cancer Treat Rev 23: 35–61.

35. Ewend MG, Brem S, Gilbert M, Goodkin R, Penar PL, et al. (2007) Treatment of 
single brain metastasis with resection, intracavity carmustine polymer wafers, 
and radiation therapy is safe and provides excellent local control. Clin Cancer 
Res 13: 3637-3641.

36. Casasnovas O, Coiffier B (2012) Escalated BEACOPP in advanced Hodgkin’s 
lymphoma. Lancet 379: 1767-1768.

37. Yin J, Shao B, Zhang J, Li K (2010) A preliminary study on the occurrence of 
cytostatic drugs in hospital effluents in Beijing, China. Bull Environ Contam 
Toxicol 84: 39-45.

38. Saravanan G, Ravikumar M, Jadhav MJ, Suryanarayana MV, Someswararao 
N, et al. (2007) A stability-indicating LC assay and degradation behavior of 
temozolomide drug substances. Chromatographia 66: 291-294.

39. Franke C, Studinger G, Berger G, Böhling S, Bruckmann U, et al. (1994) The 
assessment of bioaccumulation. Chemosphere 29: 1501-1514.

40. Lunn G, Sansone EB (1987) Reductive destruction of dacarbazine, procarbazine 
hydrochloride, isoniazid, and iproniazid. Am J Hosp Pharm 44: 2519-2524.

41. Jordheim LP, Sève P, Trédan O, Dumontet C (2011) The ribonucleotide 
reductase large subunit (RRM1) as a predictive factor in patients with cancer. 
Lancet Oncol 12: 693-702.

42. Longley DB, Harkin DP, Johnston PG (2003) 5-fluorouracil: mechanisms of 
action and clinical strategies. Nat Rev Cancer 3: 330-338.

43. Mahnik SN, Lenz K, Weissenbacher N, Mader RM, Fuerhacker M (2007) Fate of 
5-fluorouracil, doxorubicin, epirubicin, and daunorubicin in hospital wastewater 
and their elimination by activated sludge and treatment in a membrane-bio-
reactor system. Chemosphere 66: 30-37.

44. Straub JO (2010) Combined environmental risk assessment for 5-fluorouracil 
and capecitabine in Europe. Integr Environ Assess Manag 6: 540-566.

45. Kovalova L, McArdell CS, Hollender J (2009) Challenge of high polarity and 
low concentrations in analysis of cytostatics and metabolites in wastewater 
by hydrophilic interaction chromatography/tandem mass spectrometry. J 
Chromatogr A 1216: 1100-1108.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18809216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18809216
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169407005549
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169407005549
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169407005549
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169407005549
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/nrc/er/2006/00000014/00000004/art00004
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/nrc/er/2006/00000014/00000004/art00004
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/nrc/er/2006/00000014/00000004/art00004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22208745
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22208745
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22208745
http://www.springerlink.com/content/fw8pqv8lda91dahe/
http://www.springerlink.com/content/fw8pqv8lda91dahe/
http://www.springerlink.com/content/fw8pqv8lda91dahe/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19673269
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19673269
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19673269
http://toxnet.nlm.nih.gov/cgi-bin/sis/htmlgen?HSDB
http://toxnet.nlm.nih.gov/cgi-bin/sis/htmlgen?HSDB
http://cat.inist.fr/?aModele=afficheN&cpsidt=24412329
http://cat.inist.fr/?aModele=afficheN&cpsidt=24412329
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20730555
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20730555
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20730555
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15844527
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15844527
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15844527
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0043135497001218
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0043135497001218
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0043135497001218
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0021967395010637
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0021967395010637
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0021967395010637
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0021967395010637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9126435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9126435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9126435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17180973
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17180973
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17180973
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17867890
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17867890
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17867890
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12927355
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12927355
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12927355
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12927355
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19548016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19548016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19548016
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jps.2600780811/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jps.2600780811/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jps.2600821003/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jps.2600821003/abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9001917
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9001917
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9001917
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18423519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18423519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18423519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20403630
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20403630
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20403630
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19747822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19747822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19747822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19747822
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0376738809007509
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0376738809007509
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0376738809007509
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0376738809007509
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19592068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19592068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19592068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20371926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20371926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20371926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5782119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5782119
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048969796053314
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0048969796053314
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19084077
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19084077
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15993148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15993148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15993148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17624406
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17624406
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17624406
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9189180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9189180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9189180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17575228
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17575228
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17575228
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17575228
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22480757
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22480757
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19795089
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19795089
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19795089
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/004565359490281X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/004565359490281X
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3687991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3687991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21163702
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21163702
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21163702
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12724731
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12724731
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16839587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16839587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16839587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16839587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19958049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19958049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19135206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19135206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19135206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19135206


Citation: Xie H (2012) Occurrence, Ecotoxicology, and Treatment of Anticancer Agents as Water Contaminants. J Environ Anal Toxicol S2:002. 
doi:10.4172/2161-0525.S2-002

Page 10 of 11

 J Environ Anal Toxicol         Emerging Water Contaminants and Treatment              ISSN:2161-0525 JEAT an open access journal

46. Tauxe-Wuersch A, De Alencastro LF, Grandjean D, Tarradellas J (2006) 
Trace determination of tamoxifen and 5-fluorouracil in hospital and urban 
wastewaters. Int J Environ Anal Chem 86: 473-485.

47. Kümmerer K, Al-Ahmad A (1997) Biodegradability of the Anti-tumour Agents 
5-Fluorouracil, Cytarabine, and Gemcitabine: Impact of the Chemical Structure 
and Synergistic Toxicity with Hospital Effluent. Acta Hydrochim Hydrobiol 
25:166-172.

48. Yu JT, Bouwer EJ, Coelhan M (2006) Occurrence and biodegradability studies 
of selected pharmaceuticals and personal care products in sewage effluent. 
Agr Water Manage 86: 72-80.

49. Backhaus T, Altenburger R, Boedeker W, Faust M, Scholze M, et al. (2000) 
Predictability of the toxicity of a multiple mixture of dissimilarly acting chemicals 
to Vibrio fischeri. Environ Toxicol Chem 19: 2348-2356.

50. DeYoung DJ, Bantle JA, Hull MA, Burks SL (1996) Differences in Sensitivity to 
Developmental Toxicants as Seen in Xenopus and Pimephales Embryos. Bull 
Environ Contam Toxicol 56:143-150.

51. Zounkova R, Kovalova L, Blaha L, Dott W (2010) Ecotoxicity and genotoxicity 
assessment of cytotoxic antineoplastic drugs and their metabolites. 
Chemosphere 81: 253-260.

52. FASS. The Swedish medicines information engine. Läkemedelsfakta: 
Miljöinformation Access 5/30/2012.

53. Pérez Rey R, Padrón AS, García León L, Martínez Pozo M, Baluja C (1999) 
Ozonation of Cytostatics in Water Medium. Nitrogen Bases. Ozone-Sci Eng 
21: 69-77.

54. Ocampo-Pérez R, Sánchez-Polo M, Rivera-Utrilla J, Leyva-Ramos R (2010) 
Degradation of antineoplastic cytarabine in aqueous phase by advanced 
oxidation processes based on ultraviolet radiation. Chem Eng J 165:581-588.

55. Ocampo-Pérez R, Rivera-Utrilla J, Sánchez-Polo M, López-Peñalver JJ, 
Leyva-Ramos R (2011) Degradation of antineoplastic cytarabine in aqueous 
solution by gamma radiation. Chem Eng J 174:1-8.

56. Rajagopalan PTR, Zhang Z, McCourt L, Dwyer M, Benkovic SJ, et al. (2002) 
Interaction of dihydrofolate reductase with methotrexate: ensemble and single-
molecule kinetics. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 99: 13481-13486.

57. Maltzman JS, Koretzky GA (2003) Azathioprine: old drug, new actions. J Clin 
Invest 111: 1122-1124.

58. Aherne GW, English J, Marks V (1985) The role of immunoassay in the analysis 
of microcontaminants in water samples. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf  9: 79-83.

59. Castiglioni S, Bagnati R, Calamari D, Fanelli R, Zuccato E (2005) A multiresidue 
analytical method using solid-phase extraction and high-pressure liquid 
chromatography tandem mass spectrometry to measure pharmaceuticals of 
different therapeutic classes in urban wastewaters. J Chromatogr A 1092: 206-
215.

60. Henschel KP, Wenzel A, Diedrich M, Fliedner A (1997) Environmental hazard 
assessment of pharmaceuticals. Regul Toxicol Pharmacol 25: 220-225.

61. Wren AE, Melia CD, Gamer ST, Denyer SP (1993) Decontamination methods 
for cytotoxic drugs. 1. Use of a bioluminescent technique to monitor the 
inactivation of methotrexate with chlorine–based agents. J Clin Pharm Ther 
18:133-137.

62. Barek J, Cvacka J, de Méo M, Laget M, Michelon J, et al. (1998) Chemical 
degradation of wastes of antineoplastic agents amsacrine, azathioprine, 
asparaginase and thiotepa. Ann Occup Hyg 42: 259-266.

63. Nouët JC, Kujas M (1986) Topographic distribution of mitoses in the adrenal 
cortex of the rat. C R Seances Soc Biol Fil 180: 625-628.

64. Bharadwaj R, Yu H (2004) The spindle checkpoint, aneuploidy, and cancer. 
Oncogene 23: 2016-2027.

65. Al-Ahmad A, Kümmerer K (2001) Biodegradation of the antineoplastics 
vindesine, vincristine, and vinblastine and their toxicity against bacteria in the 
aquatic environment. Cancer Detect Prev 25: 102-107.

66. FDA Center for Drug Evaluation and Research (1996) Retrospective review of 
ecotoxicity data submitted in environmental assessments.

67. Hande KR (1998) Etoposide: four decades of development of a topoisomerase 
II inhibitor. Eur J Cancer 34: 1514-1521.

68. Frederick CA, Williams LD, Ughetto G, van der Marel GA, van Boom JH, et al. 

(1990) Structural comparison of anticancer drug-DNA complexes: adriamycin 
and daunomycin. Biochemistry 29: 2538-2549.

69. Kummerer K (2004) Pharmaceuticals in the Environment: Sources, Fate, 
Effects and Risks. Springer Verlag.

70. Mahnik SN, Rizovski B, Fuerhacker M, Mader RM (2006) Development of an 
analytical method for the determination of anthracyclines in hospital effluents. 
Chemosphere 65: 1419-1425.

71. Castegnaro M, De Méo M, Laget M, Michelon J, Garren L, et al. (1997) 
Chemical degradation of wastes of antineoplastic agents. 2: Six anthracyclines: 
idarubicin, doxorubicin, epirubicin, pirarubicin, aclarubicin, and daunorubicin.
Environ Health 70: 378-384.

72. el-Gabalawy HS, Keillor J (1992) Immunohistologic study of T-cell receptor 
delta-chain expression in rheumatoid synovial membranes. Semin Arthritis 
Rheum 21: 239-245.

73. Wang D-Y, Fulthorpe R, Liss SN, Edwards EA (2004) Identification of estrogen-
responsive genes by complementary deoxyribonucleic acid microarray 
and characterization of a novel early estrogen-induced gene: EEIG1. Mol 
Endocrinol 18: 402-411.

74. Simpson ER (2003) Sources of estrogen and their importance. J Steroid 
Biochem Mol Biol 86:225-230.

75. Liu X, Zhang J, Yin J, Duan H, Wu Y, et al. (2010) Analysis of hormone 
antagonists in clinical and municipal wastewater by isotopic dilution liquid 
chromatography tandem mass spectrometry. Anal Bioanal Chem 396: 2977-
2985.

76. Coetsier CM, Spinelli S, Lin L, Roig B, Touraud E (2009) Discharge of 
pharmaceutical products (PPs) through a conventional biological sewage 
treatment plant: MECs vs PECs? Environ Int 35: 787-792.

77. Williams TD, Caunter JE, Lillicrap AD, Hutchinson TH, Gillings EG, et al. (2007) 
Evaluation of the reproductive effects of tamoxifen citrate in partial and full life-
cycle studies using fathead minnows (Pimephales promelas) Environ Toxicol 
Chem 26: 695-707.

78. Andersen HR, Wollenberger L, Halling-Sørensen B, Kusk KO (2001) 
Development of copepod nauplii to copepodites-a parameter for chronic toxicity 
including endocrine disruption. Environ Toxicol Chem 20: 2821-2829.

79. Sun L, Zha J, Spear PA, Wang Z (2007) Toxicity of the aromatase inhibitor 
letrozole to Japanese medaka (Oryzias latipes) eggs, larvae and breeding 
adults. Comp Biochem Physiol C Toxicol Pharmacol 145: 533-541.

80. Sun L, Zha J, Spear PA, Wang Z (2007) Tamoxifen effects on the early life 
stages and reproduction of Japanese medaka (Oryzias latipes). Environ 
Toxicol Pharmacol 24: 23-29.

81. DellaGreca M, Iesce MR, Isidori M, Nardelli A, Previtera L, et al. (2007) 
Phototransformation products of tamoxifen by sunlight in water. Toxicity of the 
drug and its derivatives on aquatic organisms. Chemosphere 67: 1933-1939.

82. Preston BL, Snell TW, Robertson TL, Dingmann BJ (2000) Use of freshwater 
rotifer Brachionus calyciflorus in screening assay for potential endocrine 
disruptors. Environ Toxicol Chem 19: 2923-2928.

83. Al-Rifai JH, Khabbaz H, Schäfer AI (2011) Removal of pharmaceuticals and 
endocrine disrupting compounds in a water recycling process using reverse 
osmosis systems. Sep Purif Technol 77: 60-67.

84. Auriol M, Filali-Meknassi Y, Tyagi RD, Adams CD, Surampalli RY (2006) 
Endocrine disrupting compounds removal from wastewater, a new challenge. 
Process Biochem 41: 525-539.

85. Balest L, Lopez A, Mascolo G, Di Iaconi C (2008) Removal of endocrine 
disrupter compounds from municipal wastewaterby an innovative biological 
technology. Water sci technol 58: 953: 956.

86. Belgiorno V, Rizzo L, Fatta D, Della Rocca C, Lofrano G, et al. (2007) Review 
on endocrine disrupting-emerging compounds in urban wastewater: occurrence 
and removal by photocatalysis and ultrasonic irradiation for wastewater reuse. 
Desalination 215: 166-176.

87. Pazdur R, Wagman LD, Camphausen KA, Hoskins WJ, editors. (2008) Cancer 
Management: A Multidisciplinary Approach. 11th ed. Cmp United Business 
Media.

http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/03067310500291502
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/03067310500291502
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/03067310500291502
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378377406001958
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378377406001958
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378377406001958
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/etc.5620190927/abstract?deniedAccessCustomisedMessage=&userIsAuthenticated=false
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/etc.5620190927/abstract?deniedAccessCustomisedMessage=&userIsAuthenticated=false
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/etc.5620190927/abstract?deniedAccessCustomisedMessage=&userIsAuthenticated=false
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9026148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9026148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9026148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20624627
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20624627
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20624627
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01919519908547260
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01919519908547260
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01919519908547260
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S138589471000906X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S138589471000906X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S138589471000906X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1385894711008448
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1385894711008448
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1385894711008448
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12359872
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12359872
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12359872
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12697731
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12697731
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3987593
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3987593
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199227
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0273230097911028
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0273230097911028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8458881
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8458881
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8458881
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8458881
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9713249
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9713249
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9713249
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2952225
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2952225
http://www.nature.com/onc/journal/v23/n11/abs/1207374a.html
http://www.nature.com/onc/journal/v23/n11/abs/1207374a.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11270417
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11270417
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11270417
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9893622
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9893622
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2334681
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2334681
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2334681
http://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=A3GQsHZCmdsC&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=Pharmaceuticals+in+the+Environment:+Sources,+Fate,+Effects+and+Risks.+Springer+Verlag.&ots=IspbjaJRSt&sig=eX01O6mkvGiuPNvgBIe3lHc1j6A#v=onepage&q=Pharmaceuticals in the Enviro
http://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=A3GQsHZCmdsC&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=Pharmaceuticals+in+the+Environment:+Sources,+Fate,+Effects+and+Risks.+Springer+Verlag.&ots=IspbjaJRSt&sig=eX01O6mkvGiuPNvgBIe3lHc1j6A#v=onepage&q=Pharmaceuticals in the Enviro
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9439983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9439983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9439983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9439983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1533291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1533291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1533291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14605097
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14605097
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14605097
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14605097
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960076003003601
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960076003003601
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20195582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20195582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20195582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20195582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19201471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19201471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19201471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17447554
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17447554
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17447554
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17447554
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11764166
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11764166
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11764166
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17383942
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17383942
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17383942
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21783785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21783785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21783785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17239925
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17239925
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17239925
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1383586610004855
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1383586610004855
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1383586610004855
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359511305004162
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359511305004162
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359511305004162
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18776635
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18776635
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18776635
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0011916407004080
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0011916407004080
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0011916407004080
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0011916407004080


Citation: Xie H (2012) Occurrence, Ecotoxicology, and Treatment of Anticancer Agents as Water Contaminants. J Environ Anal Toxicol S2:002. 
doi:10.4172/2161-0525.S2-002

Page 11 of 11

 J Environ Anal Toxicol     Emerging Water Contaminants and Treatment            ISSN:2161-0525 JEAT an open access journal

This article was originally published in a special issue, Emerging Water 
Contaminants and Treatment handled by Editor(s). Dr. Xiaoliang Cheng, 
Lawrence Berkeley Lab, USA.

88. Danshiitsoodol N, de Pinho CA, Matoba Y, Kumagai T, Sugiyama M (2006) 
The mitomycin C (MMC)-binding protein from MMC-producing microorganisms 
protects from the lethal effect of bleomycin: crystallographic analysis to 
elucidate the binding mode of the antibiotic to the protein. J Mol Biol 360: 398-
408.

89. Aherne GW, Hardcastle A, Nield AH (1990) Cytotoxic drugs and the aquatic 
environment: estimation of bleomycin in river and water samples. J Pharm 
Pharmacol 42: 741-742.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16756991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16756991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16756991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16756991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16756991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1707456
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1707456
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1707456

	Title
	Abstract
	Corresponding author
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Classical Alkylating Agents (Nitrogen Mustards): Cyclophosphamide, Ifosfamide, Chlorambucil, Melphal
	Nonclassical Alkylating Agents (Platinum Compounds): Cisplatin, Carboplatin 
	Other Alkylating Agents (Nitrosoureas, Methylhydrazines, and Tetrazines): Carmustine, Lomustine, Pro
	Antimetabolites (Pyrimidines): Cytarabine, Gemcitabine, 5-Fluorouracil, Capecitabine 
	Antimetabolites (Folate Acid Analogues and Purines): Methotrexate, Azathioprine 
	Natural Products (Vinca Alkaloids and Taxanes): Vinblastine, Vincristine, Paclitaxel 
	Topoisomerase Inhibitors: Etoposide, Irinotecan 
	Cytotoxic Antibiotics (Anthracycline): Doxorubicin, Epirubicin, Daunorubicin 
	Endocrine Therapy: Tamoxifen, Letrozole, Anastrozole, Flutamide 
	Other Antineoplastics (Cytotoxic Antibiotics and Tyrosine Kinase Inhibitor): Bleomycin, Mitomycin, E
	Conclusion
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	Table 5
	Table 6
	Table 7
	Table 8
	Table 9
	Table 10
	References



