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This article presents recent progress in our laboratory on the interactions of Ru(II) polypyridyl
complexes with calf thymus DNA (CT-DNA). Mixed polypyridyl Ru(II) complexes
[Ru(L)4(AIP)]2þ and [Ru(L)4PyIP]

2þ, where L is 4-amino pyridine and pyridine (AIP¼ 2-(9-
anthryl)-1H-imidazo[4,5-f][1,10]phenanthroline; PyIP¼ 2-(1-pyrenyl)-1H-imidazo[4,5-f][1,10]
phenanthroline), have been synthesized and characterized by elemental analysis, and physico-
chemical methods such as ESI-MS, UV-Vis, IR, and NMR spectroscopic techniques. Electronic
absorption titrations, fluorescence spectroscopy, viscosity measurements, and salt-dependent
studies of CT-DNA in the presence of incremental amounts of all four Ru(II) complexes clearly
demonstrate that all four complexes bind to DNA by intercalation. The DNA-binding affinities
of these complexes follow the order [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)]

2þ4 [Ru(Py)4PyIP]
2þ4 [Ru(4-

APy)4(AIP)]2þ4 [Ru(Py)4AIP]2þ. Irradiation of pBR 322 DNA with these complexes results
in nicking of the plasmid DNA. All four complexes were screened for antimicrobial activity. All
complexes also exhibited DNA ‘‘light switch’’ properties. These results suggest that both
ancillary ligand and intercalative ligand influence the binding of these complexes to DNA.

Keywords: Ru(II) complexes; Polypyridyl ligand; Fluorescence; Light switch effect;
Photocleavage

1. Introduction

Recent trends in studies of metal complexes have focused on binding with DNA
through intercalation [1–6]. DNA interstrand cross-linking agents comprise an
extremely important class of clinical agents not only in the treatment of cancers, but
also for diseases, such as psoriasis and various anemias. A quantitative understanding
of factors that determine recognition of DNA sites would be valuable in the
development of sensitive diagnostics and chemotherapeutics [7–10]. Several ruthenium
complexes have developed as an alternative to Cisplatin (cis-diammine dichloro
platinum(II), cis-[PtCl2(NH3)2]) for potential use as therapeutic anticancer agents with
lower toxicity than the platinum counterparts [11–14]. Structure–activity relationships
of these complexes were studied in detail [15] giving new insight into understanding
cytotoxicity of a series of Ru(II) anti-tumor complexes. The strong absorbance caused
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by metal-to-ligand charge transfer (MLCT), luminescent characteristics, and their
perturbations upon binding to DNA of the Ru(II) complexes provide practical means

to explore their DNA-binding mechanisms. Ruthenium polypyridyl complexes are
promising DNA probes due to their intense MLCT luminescence and excited state
redox properties [16]. Certain other mixed-ligand ruthenium(II) complexes can be

modified in 3-D to adopt to the DNA helix [17–19].
The majority of work on Ru(II) complexes emphasized on more intercalative ligands

than ancillary ligands. However, a few works [20–23] have studied the role of ancillary
ligands in polypyridyl Ru(II) complexes for their interaction with DNA. The ancillary
ligand of polypyridyl ruthenium(II) complexes plays a key role in the spectral properties

and interaction with DNA [24].
In most of the compounds described so far, the Ru(II) is bound to bidentate aromatic

and polyaromatic ancillary ligands [25, 26]. Less attention has been paid to compounds
containing monodentate ancillary ligands. In this contribution, we report synthesis and

characterization of ruthenium polypyridyl complexes [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)]
2þ,

[Ru(Py)4PyIP]
2þ, [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)]2þ, and [Ru(Py)4AIP]2þ which contain monoden-

tate aromatic ancillary ligands. Their interactions with DNA were explored by

electronic absorption, emission-quenching studies, viscosity, and salt-dependent studies.
Effects of switching on and switching off light were also studied. This light switch effect
is quite remarkable and provides the basis for a valuable photo-physical probe of

nucleic acids. These complexes can intercalate into DNA base pairs and cleave the pBR
322 DNA with high activity upon irradiation. We have also tested all four complexes
for their antimicrobial activity.

2. Experimental

2.1. Materials

All reagents and solvents were purchased commercially and used as received unless

otherwise noted. RuCl3, 1,10-phenanthroline monohydrate and pyridines were
purchased from Merck. Calf thymus DNA (CT-DNA) was purchased from Aldrich
and supercoiled pBR 322 DNA was obtained from Bangalore Genie. Doubly distilled

water was used for preparing various buffers. Interactions of the complexes with DNA
were studied in tris-buffer (5mmol L�1 Tris-HCl, 50mmol L�1 NaCl, pH 7.2). The
DNA had a ratio of UV absorbance at 260 and 280 nm of about �1.9 : 1, indicating that

the DNA was sufficiently free of protein [27]. The concentration of DNA in nucleotide,
i.e. phosphates or bases was determined spectrophotometrically using molar absorp-
tivity of 6600 cm�1 (260 nm) [28, 29].

2.2. Synthesis and characterization

1,10-Phenanthroline-5,6-dione [30], AIP, PyIP [25], and [Ru(L)4Cl2] were synthesized

according to literature procedures [31]. Synthetic strategies of these ligands and their
Ru(II) complexes are shown in figure 1.
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2.2.1. Synthesis of [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)](ClO4)2 . 2H2O (1). [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)] was
synthesized using a mixture of [Ru(4-APy)4Cl2] � 2H2O (0.5mmol L�1) and AIP
(0.5mmol L�1) refluxed in 25mL ethanol and 15mL water for 8 h under nitrogen to
give a clear, red solution upon cooling; the solution was treated with a saturated
aqueous solution of NaClO4 to give a red precipitate. The red solid was collected and
washed with small amount of water, ethanol, and ether, then dried in vacuum. Yield:
76%. Anal. Calcd for C47H43N12O10Cl2Ru (%): C, 50.94; H, 3.88; N, 15.17. Found
(%): C, 50.89; H, 3.9; N, 15.2. ESþ-MS: calculated: 1107, found: 1108. IR (KBr) 3440
(broad) (N–H), 1655 (C¼N), 1546 (C¼C), 556 cm�1 (Ru–N). 1H-NMR (DMSO-d6,
400MHz): � 8.9 (d, 1H, H16), � 8.1 (m, 2H, H1, H3), � 7.9 (d, 1H, H17), � 7.7 (m, 1H, H9),
� 7.5 (m, 2H, H2, H11), � 7.3 (t, 1H, H12), � 7.1 (d, 1H, H10), � 6.9 (s, 1H, H14).

2.2.2. Synthesis of [Ru(Py)4(AIP)](ClO4)2 . 2H2O (2). This complex was obtained by a
similar procedure to that described above; [Ru(Py)4Cl2] � 2H2O (0.5mmol L�1) was used
in place of [Ru(4-APy)4Cl2] � 2H2O. Yield: 65%. Anal. Calcd for C47H39N8O10Cl2Ru
(%): C, 53.86; H, 3.72; N, 10.69. Found (%): C, 53.9; H, 3.8; N, 10.81. IR (KBr) 3450
(N–H), 1655 (C¼N), 1561 (C¼C), 550 cm�1 (Ru–N). 1H-NMR (DMSO-d6, 400MHz):
� 9.0 (m, 2H, H1, H16), � 8.9 (d, 1H, H3), � 8.2 (m, 2H, H17, H2), � 7.9 (m, 3H, H18, H10,
H9), � 7.8 (m, 2H, H8, H11), � 7.7 (s, 1H, H14).

13C[1H]-NMR (DMSO-d6, 400MHz):

Figure 1. Synthetic routes for ligand and 1–4.
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� 157 (1C, C1), � 155.7 (1C, C16), � 154.1 (1C, C3), � 150 (1C, C17), � 136.0 (2C, C6,7),

� 135 (1C, C18), � 130.5 (2C, C4,5), � 129.0 (2C, C8,13), � 128.0 (1C, C9), � 125.0

(1C, C2), � 124.6 (1C, C10), � 124.0 (1C, C12), � 123.0 (1C, C14), � 120.4 (1C, C11).

2.2.3. Synthesis of [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)](ClO4)2 . 2H2O (3). This complex was obtained
by a similar procedure to that described above; PyIP (0.5mmol L�1) was used in place of

AIP. Yield: 75%. Anal. Calcd for C49H44N12O10Cl2Ru (%): C, 51.94; H, 3.88; N, 14.84.

Found (%): C, 52.01; H, 3.92; N, 14.91. IR (KBr) 3360 (broad) (N–H), 1643 (C¼N),

1521 (C¼C), 552 cm�1 (Ru–N) 1H-NMR (DMSO-d6, 400MHz): � 9.7 (d, 1H, H1), � 9.6
(d, 1H, H24), � 9.4 (m, 2H, H2, H23), � 8.6 (d, 1H, H3), � 8.5 (m, 2H, H8,9), � 8.4 (m, 2H,

H11,19), � 8.3 (m, 2H, H12,18), � 8 (d, 1H, H14), � 6.6 (s, 1H, H16), � 6.4 (m, 1H, H15).

2.2.4. Synthesis of [Ru(Py)4(PyIP)](ClO4)2 . 2H2O (4). This complex was obtained by
a similar procedure to that described above, [Ru(Py)4Cl2] � 2H2O (0.5mmol L�1) was

used in place of [Ru(4-APy)4Cl2] � 2H2O. Yield: 75%. Anal. Calcd for

C49H41N8O10Cl2Ru (%): C, 54.85; H, 3.73; N, 10.44. Found (%): C, 54.93; H, 3.8;

N, 10.54. ESþ-MS: calculated: 1072, found: 1070. IR (KBr) 3368 (broad) (N–H), 1650

(C¼N), 1560 (C¼C), 545 cm�1 (Ru–N) 1H-NMR (DMSO-d6, 400MHz): � 9.4 (s, 1H,

H1), � 9.2 (m, 2H, H2, H3), � 8.7 (s, 1H, H23), � 8.5 (m, 2H, H24, H25), � 8.4 (m, 2H,

H8,11), � 8.2 (m, 1H, H15), � 8.1 (m, 1H, H16), � 7.9 (m, 2H, H9, H19), � 7.4 (s, 1H, H12),

� 7.2 (s, 1H, H18), 7.0 (s, 1H, H14).
13C[1H]-NMR (DMSO-d6, 400MHz): � 157.7 (1C,

C1), � 150.04 (1C, C24), � 136 (1C, C3), � 134.8 (1C, C25), � 132.15 (2C, C4,5), � 131.4 (2C,
C6,7), � 131.02 (2C, C21,22), � 129.1 (1C, C8), � 128.9 (1C, C9), � 127.7 (1C, C11), � 127.05
(1C, C12), � 125.9 (1C, C18), � 125.2 (1C, C19), � 124.9 (1C, C20), � 124.2 (2C, C14,15),

� 123.4 (1C, C16) (figure 2).

Figure 2. 13C[1H]-NMR spectra of [Ru(Py)4(PyIP)].

Review: Ru(II) molecular ‘‘light switch’’ complexes 477

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

R
en

m
in

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
C

hi
na

] 
at

 1
0:

43
 1

3 
O

ct
ob

er
 2

01
3 



2.3. Physical measurements

UV-Vis spectra were recorded with an Elico SL159 spectrophotometer. Infrared (IR)
spectra were recorded as KBr discs on a Perkin-Elmer FT-IR-1605 spectrometer.
1H and 13C NMR spectra were recorded on a Bruker 400MHz spectrometer with
DMSO as solvent at RT and TMS as the internal standard. Electrospray ionization
mass spectrometry (ESI-MS) mass spectra were recorded on an ESI-MSLCQ ion trap
(Thermo Finningan, San Jose, CA, USA) mass spectrometer. Microanalyses (C, H,
and N) were carried out with a Perkin-Elmer 240 elemental analyzer. Fluorescence
measurements were performed on an Hitachi F-2500 spectrofluorimeter. Viscosity
experiments were carried out on an Ostwald viscometer immersed in a thermostated
water bath maintained at 30� 0.1�C.

3. Results and discussion

3.1. Absorbance titration experiment

All four complexes were titrated with CT-DNA; the changes in spectral profiles during
titration of [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)]

2þ are shown in figure 3. As the DNA concentration
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Figure 3. Absorption spectra of [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] in tris-buffer upon addition of CT-DNA in the absence
(top) and presence of CT-DNA (lower) the [complex]¼ 10–15 mmolL�1. [DNA]¼ 0–120 mmolL�1. Inset:
plots of [DNA]/("a� "f) vs. [DNA] for the titration of Ru(II) complexes with DNA. The arrow shows change
in absorption with increasing DNA concentration.
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increased (at constant concentration of complex), [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)]
2þ,

[Ru(Py)4PyIP]
2þ, [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)]2þ, and [Ru(Py)4AIP]2þ show hypochromicity of

15.2, 12.5, 11.5, and 9.41%, respectively. Insignificant red shifts in the MLCT band at

471, 457, 481, and 451 of 1–4 were observed. To compare the DNA-binding affinities of
all four complexes quantitatively, their intrinsic binding constants Kb to DNA were
obtained by monitoring the changes of the MLCT absorbance at their respective

wavelengths, according to the following equation [32]:

½DNA�=ð"a � "fÞ ¼ ½DNA�=ð"b � "fÞ þ 1=Kbð"b � "fÞ,

where [DNA] is the concentration of DNA in nucleotides, "a, "f, and "b are the
extinction coefficient for the free Ru(II) complex, extinction coefficient of complex in

the presence of DNA, and the extinction coefficient of the Ru(II) complex in the fully
bound form, respectively. In plots of [DNA]/["a� "f] versus [DNA], Kb is given by the
ratio of slope to intercept. Intrinsic binding constants Kb for all four complexes

are given in table 1. The Kb values of all the complexes studied are in the order [Ru(4-
APy)4(PyIP)]

2þ4 [Ru(Py)4PyIP]
2þ4 [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)]2þ4 [Ru(Py)4AIP]2þ. As

PyIP possesses a greater planar area and extended � system, it penetrates more

deeply into DNA base pairs, hence PyIP has a higher hypochromicity than that of AIP,
and binding constants for 3 and 4 are higher than that of 1 and 2. The difference in
binding strengths of 1 and 2 or 3 and 4 is probably due to the difference in ancillary

ligands. The NH2 groups on pyridine in 1 and 3 may exert some additional interactions
(may be H-bonding) with DNA base pairs and hence have higher binding constants.
The Kb values of the complexes studied are smaller than that of Ru(II) complexes

reported in the literature, such as [Ru(Phen)2(AIP)] (Kb¼ 1.57� 106 (mol L�1)�1) and
[Ru(Phen)2PyIP] (Kb¼ 1.57� 106 (mol L�1)�1) [24]. This may also arise from larger
planarity of the ancillary ligands, phenanthroline compared to pyridines.

3.2. Luminescence spectroscopic studies

The luminescence titration experiment was carried out in Tris buffer at ambient
temperature [33]. Excitation peaks appeared at 475, 460, 485, and 456 nm and emission

peaks at 541, 539, 584, and 593 nm for 1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively, as shown in figure 4.
In all these complexes, emission intensity increases with the addition of CT-DNA.
These spectral changes provide direct evidence for the interaction between the positively

charged ruthenium complexes and the DNA polymer. Binding data were calculated
from Scatchard plots of r/Cf versus r, where r is the binding ratio Cb/[DNA] and Cf is

Table 1. DNA-binding (Ksv) data of Ru(II) complexes.

Complex
Absorption
�max (nm) Hypochromism

Absorption
binding constant
Kb ((mol L�1)�1)

Emission
binding
constant

(Ksv) Only
compþDNA

comp 1 : 50 1 : 200

[Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] 471, 367, 325 11.50% 7.6� 105 7.2� 105 826 542 130
[Ru(Py)4PyIP] 457, 382, 329 9.41% 6.41� 105 6.3� 105 752 379 101
[Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)] 481, 385, 307 16.20% 3.36� 105 3.5� 105 483 245 75
[Ru(Py)4AIP] 451, 398, 333 12.40% 2.5� 105 2.6� 105 432 211 45
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the free ligand concentration. The binding constants calculated are consistent with the
above absorption spectra results. The K values are given in table 1.

Hexacyanoferrate(II) is a suitable quencher to discriminate between differently
bound ruthenium species with DNA. In the absence of DNA, the quenching of the
fluorescence intensity of the Ru(II) complex by [Fe(CN)6]

4� is stronger, whereas in the
presence of DNA quenching is weaker. The bound ruthenium complex is protected
from the anionic quencher, since the highly negatively charged quencher is repelled by
the negatively charged phosphate backbone of DNA. Figure 5 shows Stern–Volmer
plots for luminescence quenching of 1–4 by hexacyanoferrate(II) in the absence and
presence of DNA, respectively. The Stern–Volmer quenching constant Ksv can be
determined by using the Stern–Volmer equation [34],

I0=I ¼ 1þ Ksv½Q�,

where I0 and I are the fluorescence intensities in the absence and presence of quencher,
respectively, Q is the concentration of the quencher and Ksv is a linear Stern–Volmer
quenching constant. In the quenching plot of I0/I versus [Q], Ksv is given by the slope.
Figure 4 shows the Stern–Volmer plots for free complex in solution and the complex in
the presence of increasing amounts of DNA. The Ksv values for all four complexes are
given in table 1.

The stronger the binding of complex to DNA, the greater is the emission
enhancement. Based on the emission enhancement data, the strength of complex
binding with DNA is in the order 25 15 45 3.

3.2.1. DNA light-switch behavior. Figure 6 gives the emission spectra of DNA-
[Ru(APy)4(PyIP)]

2þ in the absence and presence of Co2þ. From figure 6, after binding
to DNA (switch on), the emission of DNA-[Ru(APy)4(PyIP)] can be quenched by
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Figure 4. Emission spectra of [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] (a), [Ru(Py)4PyIP] (b) in Tris-HCl buffer at 25�C upon
addition of CT-DNA, [Ru]¼ 20 mmolL�1, [DNA]¼ 0–120 mmolL�1. The arrow shows the increase in
intensity upon increasing CT-DNA concentrations.
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Figure 5. Emission quenching of [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] (1), [Ru(Py)4PyIP] (2), [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)] (3),
and [Ru(Py)4AIP] (4) with K4[Fe(CN)6] in the absence (a) and presence (b) [Ru]¼ 20 mmolL–1, and excess
of DNA (c).
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Figure 6. Luminescence changes of 0.01mmol L�1 [Ru(PyIP)(APy)4] in the presence of 0.2mmolL�1 of
DNA (a) and in the absence of 0.2mmol L�1 DNA (b) (1), addition of 0.03mmolL�1 Co2þ (2), and addition
0.03mmolL�1 of EDTA (3).
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cobalt(II), thus turning the light switch off [35, 36]. The addition of Co2þ

(0.03mmol L�1) to the complex (0.01mmol L�1) bound to DNA (0.2mmol L�1) results

in loss of luminescence due to the formation of a Co2þ–[Ru(APy)4(PyIP)]
2þ

heterometallic complex.
As shown in figure 6, on adding EDTA to the buffer system containing Co2þ–

[Ru(APy)4(PyIP)]
2þ, the emission intensity of the complex is recovered again (light

switch on). This indicates that the heterometallic complex Co2þ–[Ru(APy)4(PyIP)]

becomes free again due to EDTA–Co2þ complex formation. In this experiment adding

0.03mmol L�1 of Co2þ decreased the intensity of [Ru(APy)4(PyIP)], and on adding

equimolar EDTA (0.03mmol L�1), the luminescence was recovered. Similar observa-

tions were obtained for all four complexes. The emission of the DNA-intercalated

complex (light switch on) can be quenched by transition metal ions, thus turning the

light switch off.

3.3. Salt-dependent studies

The polyelectrolyte theory quantitatively describes the thermodynamic linkage between

cation and charged ligand binding to the DNA lattice. Cation and positively charged

metal complex binding are thus thermodynamically linked and the binding of one

influences the binding of the other. The dependency of the complex-DNA binding

constant on cation concentrations is a manifestation of the thermodynamic linkage. As

the concentration of salt (NaCl) increases, the binding constant decreases.
From the record theory, the slope of the lines in figure 7 provides an estimate of Z ,

where  is the fraction of counter ions associated with each DNA phosphate ( ¼ 0.88

for double-stranded B-form DNA) and Z is the charge on the complex. The data in

figure 7 indicate that both Ru complexes carry a net charge of þ2. Consequently, the

slopes of the lines are greater than 1, �1.31, and �1.236 for 1 and 3, respectively. These

values are less than the theoretically expected value of Z ¼ 2� 0.88¼ 1.76. Such lower

values could arise from coupled anion release (from the ligand) or from changes in

ligand or DNA hydration upon binding. By increasing the Naþ concentration, the

a
b

Log [Na+]

Lo
g 

K
eq

Figure 7. Salt dependence of the equilibrium binding constants for [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] (a) and [Ru(4-
APy)4(AIP)] (b). Slopes are �1.315 and �1.216, respectively.
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relative binding affinities of the complexes decreased similar to that of proven
intercalators [37] like ethidium bromide (EB).

3.4. Viscosity measurements

The measurement of viscosity of DNA is regarded as the least ambiguous and the most
critical test of a DNA-binding model in solution in the absence of crystallographic
structural data [3, 38]. A classical intercalation model demands that the DNA helix
must lengthen as base pairs are separated to accommodate the binding ligand, leading
to increase in viscosity of the DNA solution [3, 38]. The effects of [Ru(4-
APy)4(PyIP)]

2þ, [Ru(Py)4PyIP]
2þ, [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)]2þ, [Ru(Py)4AIP]2þ, and EB on

the viscosity of rod-like DNA are shown in figure 8. As expected, EB increases the
relative specific viscosity for the lengthening of the DNA double helix resulting from
intercalation. The increased degree of viscosity may depend on the binding affinity to
DNA (figure 8). These results also suggest that all complexes intercalate between the
base pairs of DNA and parallel the results obtained by absorption, fluorescence, and
quenching measurements.

3.5. Antibacterial activity studies

Recent reports have shown that ruthenium-based complexes have catalytic activity and
also very good medicinal properties [39–42], so that synthesized ruthenium complexes
were screened in vitro for their microbial activity against Escherichia coli and
Neurospora crassa at 1.5mgmL�1 concentration by the standard disc method. The
results were expressed as inhibition zone diameter (in mm) versus control (DMSO). The
complexes were more effective against E. Coli. [Ru(A-Py)4(PyIP)] showed the highest
activity (20mm) (table 2). All these complexes showed less zone of inhibition with
fungal species. The antimicrobial activity increased as the concentration of the
compounds increased. Increase in the lipophilic character of the complex favors its

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.11

(h
/h

0)
1
/3

[Ru]/[DNA]

a

e
d
c

b

Figure 8. Effect of increasing amount of EB (a), [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] (b), [Ru(Py)4PyIP] (c), [Ru(4-
APy)4(AIP)] (d), and [Ru(Py)4AIP] (e) on relative viscosity of CT-DNA at 30� 0.1�C. The total
concentration of DNA is 0.25mmolL�1.
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permeation through the lipid layer of the bacterial membrane, and therefore shows
higher activity.

3.6. Cleavage of plasmid DNA by Ru(II) complexes

The ability of the present complexes to cleave DNA was studied by gel electrophoresis
using pBR 322 DNA. When circular plasmid DNA is subject to electrophoresis,
relatively fast migration will be observed for the intact supercoil form (Form-I).
If scission occurs on one strand (nicking), the supercoil will relax to generate a slower
moving open circular form (Form-II). If both strands are cleaved, a linear form
(Form-III) that migrates between Form-I and Form-II will be generated [43]. In figure 9
the gel electrophoresis pattern of pBR 322 DNA is shown after incubation with 1–4 and

Form-II
Form-III

Form-III
Form-I

Form-II
Form-I

Form-II

Form-I

Form-II

(a)

(d)

(c)

(b)

Form-I

2 3 4 510

Figure 9. Photoactivated cleavage of pBR 322 DNA in the presence of [Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] (a),
[Ru(Py)4PyIP] (b), [Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)] (c), and [Ru(Py)4AIP] (d) complexes after irradiation at 365 nm.
Lane 0 control plasmid DNA (untreated pBR 322), lanes 1–5 addition of complexes 20, 40, 60, 80, and
100 mmol L�1.

Table 2. Antibacterial activity of Ru(II) complexes.

Bacterial species Fungal species
E. coli N. crassa

DMSO Nil Nil
[Ru(4-APy)4(PyIP)] 20 17
[Ru(Py)4PyIP] 15 12
[Ru(4-APy)4(AIP)] 14 9
[Ru(Py)4AIP] 4 1
Ampicillin 23–28 18–22

Zone of inhibition of diameter in (mm).
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irradiation at 365 nm. No DNA cleavage was observed for the control in which a metal
complex was absent (lane 0). With increasing concentration of the Ru(II) complexes
(lanes 1–5), the amount of Form-I diminished gradually, whereas Form-II increased
and Form-III was also produced. Under comparable experimental conditions,
3 exhibits more effective DNA cleavage activity than the other complexes. This may
be related to the molecular structure of these complexes, which has been testified in
another case [44].

4. Conclusions

Four Ru(II) complexes have been synthesized and characterized. Binding of these
complexes to CT-DNA has been investigated by electronic absorption titration, steady
state emission, viscosity, and salt-dependent studies. The results suggest that all the
complexes bind to DNA in an intercalative mode. When irradiated at 365 nm, the four
Ru(II) complexes were efficient photocleavers. Our studies led us to conclude that, as all
four complexes are intercalators, they may be useful as a practical probe of DNA
sequence or conformation. All the complexes show effects of light being switched on
and switched off.
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