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ABSTRACT

Cell viability is defined as the number of living cells and the proliferation of cells. It is a vital indicator for
understanding mechanisms of action and cytotoxicity that involve cell survival or cell death following exposure
to agents, including crude extract, pure compounds and drugs. A broad spectrum of cytotoxicity assay is cur-
rently used to estimate toxicology and pharmacology. In fact, methods used to determine viability are typical
for the detection of cell growth and cell proliferation. Therefore, cytotoxicity assays are essentially utilized for
agent screening to detect whether the test molecules affect cell proliferation or directly display cytotoxic ef-
fects. Accumulating evidence demonstrated that regardless of the cell-based assay being used, it is crucial to
know how many viable cells remain at the end of the experiment. There are various assay methods based on
various functions, such as evaluating structural cell damage (non-invasive and invasive) by cell counting assay,
measuring cellular metabolism activity, and determining deoxyribonucleic acid and adenosine triphosphate contents.
However, there is no conclusion on whether any method is most accurate and appropriate. Since every research
has differentiations and limitations, choosing the proper viability assay, the cell type, the constituent molecule of
the substance, concentration and even the extraction method should be considered. This particular review aims
to provide information on different cytotoxicity assays together with their own advantages and disadvantages.
Additionally, it may be possible to select the appropriate agent concentration, have no false-positive results, and

increase the reproducibility of their research design.

Keywords: cell viability; cytotoxicity; in vitro study
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(cell counting) TANANTTULNATUDATUYDILTAA (metabolic

activity) dananssuvaseulaineluisas  (enzyme
activity) i’mm’mﬁu’%maummmaa‘ (cell proliferation) Lag
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cleicacid (DNA) measurement) ’-gmgwmwmmi NUNIU
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1. MFIANINTTUNAUDRTUVBITAR (metabolic
activity)

1.1 NNFIANANITHINANUDRTNYDILTARINNG
fou tetrazolium 1un1sInmnuiiinvesaasniesend
Tasuanutlousgrsunsvany arunsanilevaieis u
3-(4,5-Dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bro-
mide (MTT)
(WST-8)"°

ay tetrazolium dye reduction assays

1.1.1MTT assay Lﬂﬁ%‘ﬁlﬁmmlmﬂ Mosmann
el o/ 1983 ndnNsANFI0I MTT assay An N30
U52ANDNIWYDY mitochondrial succinate dehydrogenase
Tu cytochrome b UWa¢ cytochrome c¢ YDILTARNTIN
ﬁﬁﬂ?quﬂquqﬁﬂluﬂqﬁﬁ@LLﬂﬂ’NLLV'Ju tetrazole VL(;]/ "?']ﬂﬂfu
MTT azgn reduced #n8 mitochondrial reductase NlH
LinnsiUasuulasd (colorimetric assay) aNAMansvas
MTT

wiausnazanelali  dimethyl

formazan ﬁvl,aiazmﬂﬂw
(DMSO)

dlﬂl @ s ! A ldl
msa:awaﬂm%gmmmmi@mnauum (absorbance)

MTT LJuNANFNI92DS

sulfoxide

ANEMAAYL 570 wiluuas IaguSunamesdniiniuaz
Wudaaiulagaseny enzymatic reduction 283 tetrazo-
lium salt AYIUBNAANTINNSEINAYAT BLUAUBATY
209LTAE NUINLTRATTTIA mﬁw%tymmwnaa"l,ulﬁa
Aaunw  uazanuduisssadnnatsmagey’ MTT
assay "fml,ﬁumiwmamﬁaaﬁu (primary screening) ﬁ
mldmsiuanudntusesarsnageuildiiuivaosas
(non-lethal dose) WAZNIILAN inhibitory concentration
(IC_) 7o ﬂ"]mmLﬁuiuéiﬁqmﬁ'ﬁﬂﬁl,ﬁmmwmﬂuﬁwia
\mad 50% natinsanwlunananaans (in vitro study)
WUININARBUANUDURBYBIANTNATOUADITARLNY
A89dedE MTT anansaldaianisainisidentaiitngm
[SSTGIRHIEIES Tdunsnshresivianisiesldotns
WNUSIWADEIlSAPNNNNSANENYBY  Karakas  WATADLE
(2017)"® wudwmﬁwmaummLﬂuﬂmmaguvlwsﬁaﬁm
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ANIANHDUAT®T UaNAINT W5189uIBNWLIN MTT
£ " = dld o Qs

arnsanszguieuladilysfiieaniunumaidnglunis
aeradTaanadlusunsily wu caspase-8, caspase-3
= 1 QI/ lﬂl b2 6 Qs dl 71 =S

#3B19IN15v0 B aanas nUABUliduNEN
formazan® 9314 LANUNITUN MTT 1iednandduine
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31 udednslsfiony MTT assay somailumediailasy
ANNHeNuazdInndun1snsInInTgIugega  (gold
standard) Tun1snaaauAmNUduNEAITAR®

1.1.2 Tetrazolium dye reduction assays
(WST-8) 38 WST-8/1-mPMS lgns1agauanuiidinuas
Aansdunsdaraalugdinmunin® Huasalasumnu
ﬁwmnﬁqwﬁﬁmwm NAD(P)H Tunistadnuanioas
WAZNITAARIVDI tetrazolium salt lagt NAD (P)H Masuly
\JuUNAn formazan Lﬂuﬁﬁamﬁﬁmﬁﬁhmmmamﬁugaqm
7 450 wilwuas nsAnsAirIuL wudh wsT-8
anulhy Tesanzd pH 1unane” wazagnlslunisdn
dguniwaesianssuenlainglaa-6-weanaslalas
AUR (Glucose-6-Phosphate Dehydrogenase; G6PD) an
fe'?

1.2 MFIANAINIIINANUDATUYDITARINNFE DY
neutral red DUN1TIAANNITINVDITARAILNITNAFDU
MSIIUIBITAaRRILNILAS BUsHLAuNSINIIUID
Talolay 195l a1ns209 neutral red Az@11150F Rl
Twlaleloule lneundlalalonvemaanidinaziani:
WWunsa mldia pH gradient ﬁ'”l,ﬁ neutral red FeuLd 14
wazazaNettu lysosome yuzimaameazldifinfanssy
f9nail  wanamNREInvesTasenensInAInIg
AANAULES"

1.3 MFIANANIIUNMUBATNYRITARINNUT
witnneluoas (adenosine triphosphate; ATP detec-
tion assay) ATP f® ms%'ﬂ:uLaqaﬁﬁmﬁwﬁﬂmmm
WAIUTOITRANTTIN HunvmaAnylunisauaNnig
WIHANQYIRLTAa T N1TasaviUsuins ATP Jadudn
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leﬂl a aaa L2 QI
Fnmmzanlun1sUsuivanuiddinvedasas N
UIVTAR LATANNTUNBADLTARNFNTNAFDY DeN
ldlun1syszifiuanndasnien199agning1zesanin
WIndaNTeIlsInEIIIanIegea NI Baaansnin
Usuna ATP mslumaale 2 35 A9 luminescent WAy
colorimetric/fluorometric 994} (1) luminescent 1unng
Sasunnw  ATP  lwaaantesuldunduwnaiuiunazld
| aaa o . . . A
UINNINITNNIFIAWUY  colorimetric/fluorometric  Lagid
L = 1 G| o Qldl 2 L2 dl 1
wanmsfe MadesusevnlviberuiaduanineUandase
ATP 20011 ueIMNSLa8maa  InaLANAITIUES
ATPase activity nUunIN1sindsunas ATP lasinis
T9Uhn3engdmEu gaulisa tulegiiuaioud (luciferin-
luciferase bioluminescence reaction) NN MALAAN5LIUAS
L&Y bioluminescence 8BNHNY TIRINITOIAUSNIDLLES
A a £ o = . .
NNAYUAIYLAIBDY  microplate-based luminometer (2)
colorimetric/fluorometric 1Tun153aUsu s ATP Tuinaa
TagonAe phosphorylation of glycerol NANTOINAIAIE
an 4 4 s
3% colorimetric NAMNLIIARYL 570 WIWLNAT WALATD
fluorometric  M1TIN1TRANAULEY  (excitation)/A1EUEY
(emission) A8 535/587 UNLULNAT
ada Qs 1 qﬂ/n | =1 dl = £
AEnsasnaninitaineiinnnliginazizeiels
MTT

WasnnilauandAUAINNITYNTUNIL UaLlNaANA

wnnIdalSauisuAuN1ISNaFIUAE assay
aa ‘d‘ L a =)
NNSNAFDUANNTINVDIGAAN VT ALINLTIALNANN MTT
16 a‘; dg/ a e’d'dda @ 2
assay'® NIRUANILUNRDAANNTINALASI9AINITOFS9
Wasu ATP egaasaial waazldazanlimelugaa
TuUSuausnnawiuly weziaainanssungesld ATP
agjmaam’;m L1 sodium-potassium adenosine triphos-
phatase (Na'/K-ATPase) 1u1.§aﬁwnaa‘ (cell membrane
%38 plasma membrane) HPINNTAMITLAUANNANIFANE
TWrszrIsnalulsaataznisusnaas buan1znldi
ﬂ@’%’ﬁlmﬂuaﬂmnﬁzﬁu (resting membrane potential)
3, £ s Qi; £2 L dl l:?‘ = 1 dg/l =
dudu asidanududuges ATP Ageaudssaind
° A Aaa = o A o
raaniTIngauu lunnssnudinansiieaals
Q/ < = E2 2 v L™ dd‘
Suuataunsalnanieazasny ATP letlesas waznuin
WAAANEUTUIUNNTES1 ATP 22anaI0819590157 A9t
Uunos ATP Mialaluaaainiziass 39dunssoiivsuen

oV e o saaa 17
mvlmﬂmmw LAZAMUINLTAQ/NTIN
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1.4 N1FIANANTTUNAUDATUAI8ID Resazurin
reduction assay LWBARTBNANIDHANTINUABLIAAN
a = Aaa &
WiRANN MTT assay NNSNAFDLANNAANNITINYDILTAA
=Y 1 6 & = <, =
LASNHUDIRITNARDUADLTARAIE PrestoBlue a9t1dn
as & A ~ It
ATRUINLURUNZHN LUBIAIN PrestoBlue LWUUa15U5zN0U
. a 1 2 1 & a l 4
resazurin Ag1Rsnrudgsaalalaeliiduisdesas
M Fa L9 TALUY kinetic assay 16 SINDITRAN D
JALAIFINITDBINININITNARDIAD LA’ TagdNann15AD
1UN199AEN1IE reduction environment (mitochondrial
L3 [ ada Qs lﬂl = 1
reductase) 1RITAALALLUWITUANNITIUALUUUAIR LTU
WEINWAL MTT assay 9lliilaansazaig PrestoBlue
Liﬁgjmaa‘ 924N reduced @38 mitochondrial reductase
lﬂl a0 [ A = a
LAZLUASUINAITALANEFUINTUANTITDILAIALAY 138N
| . | < o a A ,
79 resorufin - ag9lsnANANNENYRIRLAIN LAz L TN
daaulaensenUan1Ie  reducing VRITAR  NILIUBN
ANMNIATINVDILTARUALAANTTHLNANUD AT UYDILTAR LY
FeUSunn RednagidudeliU3suaes PrestoBlue Ao
HANNANWILNZRPINVEARNTIA  iHBINITaanIY
azldaunsnasuanssenay resazurin LU resorufin
¥ =K 1 a L A ; 18
lo JeldiiadyyusSesuasdu
2. NMSIANTSLASYIDILTAR (cell growth) WAZNIS
WANAIULTAR (cell proliferation)

2.1 NMSHUAMUIULTAA (cell counting assay)
WHUATAUFIUA NS UATIEaUANUNTInT0 L TaaLUD
NATI NSHUNUIULTAATN LAAI8NNTEaNMIBE trypan
blue lABMANNITUAL trypan blue @1NNTOUNIENULED
Wagaanmoudd LAty 33a13sntuuenuIULLaa
Wunsewaanelamedlalalailines (hemocytometer)
ﬁaqﬁuﬁ%%miﬁumaa‘iﬁﬁmmiﬁﬁmwLLLiuﬁwmn%u
a &£ P Y ¢ o wa
89791 lasnisldesestumaaomlulf  (automated cell
counter)'#?

e a 6 a v dlﬁ o 1

2.2 MyIansasapiTasnnatenniudnaiu
AUIamaalagsId WL IaUSuialdsAuee  sulforho-
damine B (SRB) ##3a3inUSu1as DNA ¢2e CyQuant cell
proliferation assay

2.2.1 Sulforhodamine B (SRB) \3uiin15ld
aanell 19907 wazldagnaunsvans WuIsn15inUSuos

TsAunmeluaamedndu anionic protein stain lag
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luianavesdil sulfonic group 2 vy Nauldsauluane
A l aad o v o I3 a
mdunsaseu q Bdamnsadszenaldlinasaainiziia
(adherent cell) WALLEIAAWUIUABE (suspended cell)??
1AgNAINNATITARAIE trichloroacetic Acid (TCA) Waz
YNy SRB U acetic acid ¥AIAINNUUAIFFIULAUDDN
neldliudisudadndnivegivlysiunisluigasnie
tris base buffer JAANANNINVRIFNANNENIAAY 495
PWITULNAT  NIRAMMLTNURIRTH AN NFNAUS A UAMNA
FINUDILTAALALNITHN NI UIBYDILTAR UBNAINT, SRB
v & adadq o a a
gardudsnlelunisyssiiunisuaninanaaddiuann
NNSAN®IA283T5 knockdown %38 mIiRNA @an1sIAN
NUIULTARS
2.2.2 CyQuant cell proliferation assay Tu
NSMNAITNAFDUNIDENUNITRANNATUNIUNTEUIUNS
a L2 o -2 éll 1
LANUDRTHYDILTARLALDIANIARNANITNARDIN LA LT
a = | o o a a < PRI
ANNNEBINTINTB b nABINTTAUTII AU NLNNTY
¢ @ A 2 aaa o o o
Aelutgaatdudnuiaisna uIsanysHUnsINuNY
ANMUNTINVDILTARLATUDNDATINITIANINUIUYDILTAR
lalagassuaziianugndesnign laun CyQuant cell
proliferation assay pldnannisvae green fluorescent
FIGNNTORNIUD LA bARazIHBIUA LA 82RIRLBULe
o v a 2 = a P a
wMiiANsEauau  YSinuanudureidngee-
ISaEuANNaT AR dUlansINUUSIN DNA content
TULARL LT AR LA UIUBNUS NI MUDILT AR NLANINUINTY
dgld = 1 =
UBNINRANITANWINLINT CyQuant  HAMNUANIZAN
fanulgelunisldaansesaidiunianisdiuauuin
Turaeanaands® 35U NN NS ULTAA D ALNNE
(adherent cell) WNNAINTARLVIUADE (suspended cell)
= a & A v o o |
\Wosnnangessaiduandanduny DNA luausousn
ANMHLANAILADENITALAUTEUINITAANTIN WAL TARAE)
LATBIUADUNITIAFINITOVIALTAAANLDDNIINDINT
\ABdgaaneunadeUmeingaaisaidud CyQUAN NF

19 (@15199 1)

G

ANMILIMIUITTUNTTH Ladaagiiinisasiasey
ANTUREABEaaaINa1TNAFRL  tAeNISIANaNgsN
AU RTNYDILTARYDITARINTEON tetrazolium LU

acd o P < | P | P= o |
Einlding siss mldanglidge wasaeliold edls

©

= a a ¢ A & Y
Anandsz@nsninzesenleiinauedTnausy iy
AIMUTHINHNEY  1TU TRAVDITAR  TLOSIIANVDING
negey snsanaasayulng Junatazdinananis
NPV ITARLAZNITIANINUIUIDITAR LS 1UIUENNNT
A5IIAUS I ATP assay Neluleaa %3 CyQuant @9
Widsndenuuduinlunisiadsunns DNA asluaoaa
LABIIITADINTTUUNDIBIAUTZNAUVBIANITNAFDLADE
1 _a = = dl o

WY USHNasn3uwazlUsAuneNasuMIBAINANAIZLANZAS
9299N15A523U5 118 DNA tJuau  adduAlIsiaan
ABnsAnw IiMuIzaNAUEN 1T AU IUTDILTAAEIS

%3 6 = = £ =

naaeuLaringUszaIAzaInIsAne AsagUla nisiden
AFNAFIUAM NI UNEADLTAR NI AL UNADANAAD
anaazsipslinnnimildisineliliundsdeyadsz@ansnin
= @ A '3 aa A A oA P
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