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Abstract: Human skin needs additional protection from damaging ultraviolet radiation (UVR:
280–400 nm). Harmful UVR exposure leads to DNA damage and the development of skin can-
cer. Available sunscreens offer chemical protection from detrimental sun radiation to a certain extent.
However, many synthetic sunscreens do not provide sufficient UVR protection due to the lack of
photostability of their UV-absorbing active ingredients and/or the lack of ability to prevent the
formation of free radicals, inevitably leading to skin damage. In addition, synthetic sunscreens may
negatively affect human skin, causing irritation, accelerating skin aging and even resulting in allergic
reactions. Beyond the potential negative effect on human health, some synthetic sunscreens have
been shown to have a harmful impact on the environment. Consequently, identifying photostable,
biodegradable, non-toxic, and renewable natural UV filters is imperative to address human health
needs and provide a sustainable environmental solution. In nature, marine, freshwater, and terrestrial
organisms are protected from harmful UVR through several important photoprotective mechanisms,
including the synthesis of UV-absorbing compounds such as mycosporine-like amino acids (MAAs).
Beyond MAAs, several other promising, natural UV-absorbing products could be considered for the
future development of natural sunscreens. This review investigates the damaging impact of UVR on
human health and the necessity of using sunscreens for UV protection, specifically UV-absorbing
natural products that are more environmentally friendly than synthetic UV filters. Critical challenges
and limitations related to using MAAs in sunscreen formulations are also evaluated. Furthermore, we
explain how the genetic diversity of MAA biosynthetic pathways may be linked to their bioactivities
and assess MAAs’ potential for applications in human health.

Keywords: mycosporine-like amino acids; antioxidants; ultraviolet-absorbing compounds; sunscreen;
bioactivity; bioproduct screening; omics; green technology

1. Introduction

The levels of ultraviolet (UV) radiation have continued to increase over the past
century [1]. Excessive exposure to UV radiation has been associated with the development
of the majority of skin cancers [2,3]. Based on epidemiologic data, the development of
melanoma and basal cell carcinoma (BCC) was associated with excessive sun exposure
resulting in sunburns [4]. On the other hand, the development of squamous cell carcinoma
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(SCC) has been associated with a lifetime of prolonged sun exposure, as seen in the example
of occupational sun exposure [5]. The negative UVR effect on the skin occurs via mutagen
impact on DNA, resulting in the formation of dimeric photoproducts between pyrimidine
bases (so-called cyclobutane pyrimidine dimers (CPDs)), leading to DNA base damage [6].
However, different components of UV radiation have varying impacts on the skin, with
longer wavelength ultraviolet A (UVA) having a higher penetrance, reaching the dermis
skin layer. Alternatively, shorter wavelength ultraviolet B (UVB) mainly impacts the
epidermal layer [7]. Importantly, both UV components, UVA and UVB, that reach the
Earth’s surface can damage DNA directly and indirectly via reactive oxygen species (ROS),
although UVB has a higher mutagenic and carcinogenic impact [3,8].

In nature, organisms have developed different mitigation strategies to protect from
damaging UV radiation. Natural products such as mycosporine-like amino acids (MAAs)
are major UV-protective agents found in various species living in marine and freshwater
environments, including symbiotic and nonsymbiotic species [8–14]. Marine organisms
exposed to severe changes in light irradiance can adapt via photoacclimation [15,16],
although they become more susceptible to additional external stressors such as tempera-
ture and acidification [15,16]. The mitigation strategies of organisms like corals and sea
urchins included the accumulation of more MAAs in tissues exposed to higher UVR [17].
MAAs are UV-absorbing secondary metabolites, which are found to be most commonly
represented among aquatic species. These small molecules are involved in photoprotec-
tion and reducing UV-induced damage and osmoregulation, and they show promising
therapeutic potential [18]. The photoprotective capacities of MAAs are based upon their
ability to absorb light in the UV range, including UVA in the range of 315–400 nm and
UVB in the range of 280–315 nm, with absorption maxima occurring in the range of
310–362 nm [19–21]. There are substantial variations in the composition of MAAs, result-
ing in variability in species’ UV-absorbing profile [22–24], indicating diversity in their
UV-absorbing capacity, which is also influenced by seasonal UV fluctuations [25–27], envi-
ronmental stress [20,28–30], and nutrient, specifically nitrogen, availability [31–34].

MAAs are characterized by a high molar extinction coefficient of ε = 28,100–50,000 M−1

cm−1 and the ability to disperse absorbed radiation as heat without the production of free
radicals [12,35,36]. Beyond the photoprotective role, MAAs demonstrate antioxidative
capacity and can scavenge ROS produced in cells to prevent further DNA damage [37–42].
Antioxidants (synthetic or coming from natural resources) are commonly used in modern
medicine as bioactive compounds due to their ability to decrease the number of free radicals
in cells and tissues [43]. Furthermore, MAAs demonstrate additional biotechnological po-
tentials, including anti-inflammatory, anti-proliferative, and anti-aging properties [44–46].
The promising pharmacological properties of MAAs could be further utilized in various
biotechnological applications, such as more efficient skin UV protection, which is important
for improved skin cancer prevention.

2. Fitzpatrick Phototype and UV Protection Strategies

The skin is the largest organ in the human body, representing approximately 16%
of body mass [3]. Higher levels of UV exposure have been associated with increased
skin cancer prevalence in humans [47]. Therefore, besides internal UV protection, human
skin requires additional external mechanisms to reduce sun-induced DNA damage and
potential skin cancer formation. A number of UV-absorbing compounds (i.e., UV-absorbing
pigments and other molecules) were found to provide internal UV protection, including
additional mechanisms such as increased epidermal thickness, DNA repair mechanisms,
and the accumulation of antioxidants [32,48]. For example, the human pigment melanin has
a major photoprotective role in reducing sun-induced cancer and function as an antioxidant
by scavenging free radicals produced during UVR exposure [48–50]. This pigment has two
main forms: eumelanin, which is highly UV-protective, and pheomelanin, which has a
lower UV-protective capacity [48]. Though the pigment melanin has a strong UV-protective
capacity, it does not provide complete protection, but protecting against approximately
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50–70% of UVR [48]. People with less eumelanin are more UV-sensitive [3]. Differences in
skin pigmentation that impact UV risks are scaled based on the Fitzpatrick scale (Table 1).
The Fitzpatrick skin type scale evaluates UV risk and UV exposure tolerance levels, in-
dicating differences in required skin protection. Skin complexion is recognized as one
of the most important determinants of UV sensitivity and the risk of developing skin
cancer [3]. He and colleagues [51] described the Fitzpatrick skin phototype (skin, eyes, and
hair pigmentation) classification system as the most common method to assess sunburns
and the subsequent risk of developing skin cancer, primarily basal cell carcinoma (BCC)
and malignant melanoma [52]. Consequently, different external sun protection strategies
have been recommended depending on the skin phototype (Table 1) [3].

Table 1. Skin cancer risk based upon Fitzpatrick skin type.

Fitzpatrick
Skin Type Typical Features Tanning Ability and Sensitivity Skin Cancer

Risk *

I

Unexposed skin: white
Eyes: blue or green
Frequent freckling
Northern European or British

Always burns with minimal
UV exposure
Peels
Never tans

4

II

Unexposed skin: white
Eyes: blue, hazel or brown
Hair: red, blonds or brown
European or Scandinavian

Burns easily
Peels
Tans minimally

3–4

III
Unexposed skin: fair
Eyes: brown; Hair: dark
Southern or Central European

Burns moderately
Average tanning ability 3

IV
Unexposed skin: light brown
Eyes: dark; Hair: dark
Mediterranean, Asian, or Latino

Burns minimally
Tans easily 2

V

Unexposed skin: brown
Eyes: dark; Hair: dark
East Indian, Native American,
Latino, or African

Rarely burns
Tans easily and substantially 1

VI
Unexposed skin: black
Eyes: dark; Hair: dark
African or Aboriginal

Almost never burns
Tans readily and profusely 0.5

Note: * 1 is the lowest risk, 4 is the highest risk.

As internal mechanisms for UV protection are often insufficient to prevent UV skin
damage, a number of external strategies are used. Different types of strategies are often
applied to increase the amount of protection from damaging UVR, including chemical
barriers (i.e., sunscreens) and physical barriers (i.e., UV protection clothing, hats, and shade).
A large-scale randomized control study with 1600 participants completed in Australia found
that the incidence of squamous cell carcinoma and melanoma was significantly reduced
in individuals who used sunscreen daily as compared to individuals who used sunscreen
on a discretionary basis [53]. Daily use of sunscreen reported a significant decrease (rate
ratio 0.62) in actinic keratosis, which is a precursor to the development of squamous cell
carcinoma, as compared to controls [54]. Sunscreens were found to be more efficient in
reducing skin cancer prevalence compared to UV-protective clothing [55,56], although in
some cases, UV-protective clothing was the preferred option [57].

3. Natural UV-Absorbing Compounds

Current chemical protection from UVR is inadequate because synthetic sunscreen
products contain active ingredients that may lack photostability [58–60]. The photostability
of many commonly used chemical UV filters (e.g., oxybenzone, benzophenone-3, which is
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permitted up to 6% in sunscreen formulations [30]) was tested individually and in combi-
nation with other active ingredients [61]. The majority of these compounds showed poor
photostability due to photochemical reactions, such as trans-cis isomerization or keto-enol
tautomerism, or due to reactions with other UV filters, which produce byproducts [61,62].
Synthetic sunscreens can also negatively impact human health, causing photosensitiza-
tion and photo irritation, resulting in allergic reactions, free radical formation leading
to skin damage, skin irritation, and skin aging acceleration [58–60]. Several approaches
have been applied during the last decade to improve the photostability of synthetic UV
filters, including the use of antioxidants, encapsulation, and the addition of quenching
molecules to the sunscreen formulation [63]. For example, avobenzone, a commonly used
UVA filter with a very high number of photodegradation products, showed improved
photostability in the presence of Vitamins A and C and ubiquinone within the formulation,
resulting in an improved SPF value [64]. However, negative environmental impact coming
from the application of different synthetic sunscreens remains a problem, as reported
in animal and human studies, including the neurotoxic effect of some sunscreen active
ingredients [59], endocrine disruption, malformations, coral bleaching, and other detrimen-
tal impacts on ecosystems [63,65]. The major issue for these UV filters is their long retention
in the environment, slow degradation, and possibly toxicity [58,59]. Consequently, there
has been a shift in industry interest toward the use of natural, environmentally friendly
UV-absorbing products as UV filters that are biocompatible, biodegradable, and have no
toxic properties [63,66].

Natural products (NPs) have become increasingly popular in the development of
sunscreens due to their ability to provide a broad spectrum of UV protection and their
advantages over synthetic compounds. These small molecules are derived from natural
sources such as medicinal plants, herbs, fungi, and marine organisms, and they possess
unique photoprotective properties [67–71]. Some commonly used natural products in
sunscreens (Table 2) include flavonoids, polyphenols, terpenoids, melanins, and MAAs,
which have been found to have photoprotective and other biological properties [19,67,68,72].
MAAs are highly profuse secondary metabolites found in many marine, freshwater, and
terrestrial species [8,9]. Rich sources containing different NPs involved in UV protection
are provided, including a number of examples specifically for MAAs (Table 2). More
comprehensive details about additional MAAs, their chemical structures, and specific
features and resources have been provided in MAA databases and reviews [9,44].

Natural products that are considered UV sunscreens should possess several essential
features. One of these key elements is the ability to absorb UV radiation effectively and
provide broad-spectrum protection; this means that the compounds should be able to
absorb both UVA and UVB radiation. Additionally, the stability of the natural products in
the presence of UV light is crucial, as any degradation or decomposition of the compound
can lead to a loss of protection [73,74]. The ability to demonstrate a high efficacy even at low
concentrations is also desirable as it allows for the practical incorporation of the compounds
into sunscreen formulations. Safety is another critical factor that should be considered,
as the candidates should not cause adverse effects on the skin, such as cytotoxicity or
irritations, and should demonstrate minimal permeation into the systemic circulation [75].
When exploring the photoprotective properties of NPs, various types of models were used,
including in vitro human skin keratinocytes (HaCaT cells) when assessing quercetin [76],
in vivo mouse models when testing myricetin [77], and cell-free assays when evaluating
tannic acid bioactivities [78]. Mycosporine-glycine antioxidant activity was assessed using
the DPPH radical scavenging assay to investigate in vivo ROS quenching processes [79],
while in vitro human keratinocytes were used for the evaluation of the antioxidant activity
of palythine [80].

The solubility of the NP candidate in the solvent system used for the sunscreen for-
mulation is essential to ensure that it can be easily incorporated and evenly distributed
throughout the product [81]. MAAs have a high water solubility that allows for their
distribution within the cell cytoplasm. There were concerns regarding whether MAA
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water solubility could present an additional challenge when using these molecules within
sunscreen formulations for UVR protection during aquatic activities [18]. However, the
main component of all sunscreens is water, and it is critical to have appropriate solubi-
lization of these UV filters [82]. For example, other sunscreen formulations successfully
used water-soluble synthetic UV filters such as benzophenone-4 [83], indicating that the
hydrophilic nature of MAAs should not prevent their use in sunscreen products.

In summary, natural products offer a promising avenue for the development of safe
and effective UV sunscreens. By possessing key features such as UV-absorbing properties,
broad-spectrum protection, photostability, high efficacy, safety, and solubility, natural prod-
uct compounds can be considered viable candidates for sunscreen formulations. Nonethe-
less, a single compound may not be sufficient for adequate skin protection. Instead, it is
recommended to consider a combination of various natural substances [70]. Although
numerous products with natural ingredients are readily available in the market, none so
far have fulfilled all consumer expectations. Hence, the primary focus of new product de-
velopment should be on addressing these gaps by aiming to identify and characterize more
natural product candidates that can help provide effective sun protection and minimize
potential health risks.

Table 2. Photoprotective natural products with the potential to be used as sunscreen agents due to their
UV-absorbing capacities and/or antioxidant properties capable of reducing UV-mediated damage.

UV-Protective Natural Products Chemical Structure Key Features/Bioactive
Properties Source of the Compounds

Flavonoids

Quercetin
(C15H10O7)
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Table 2. Cont.

UV-Protective Natural Products Chemical Structure Key Features/Bioactive
Properties Source of the Compounds
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Table 2. Cont.

UV-Protective Natural Products Chemical Structure Key Features/Bioactive
Properties Source of the Compounds
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4. Limitations and Challenges in Using UV-Absorbing MAAs in Sunscreens

Commercially used sunscreens contain synthetic organic and inorganic UVR filters
covering a broad range of UVR spectra [18]. Organic UV filters are capable of absorbing
UVR, accompanied by inorganic filters such as titanium dioxide (TiO2) and zinc oxide
(ZnO), which are also responsible for UVR reflection and scattering [18]. As many synthetic
UV filters have a low photostability and a negative effect on the environment, the search
for an improved, new generation of UV filters has been ongoing over the last decade [63].
Hundreds of compounds with photoprotective properties were explored, and natural
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products gained a special interest due to the shift towards environmental safety and raising
consumer consciousness [63,125]. MAAs are photoprotective NPs with a supreme potential
for use in the new generation of sunscreens due to their abundant presence in marine
species, broad UV absorption spectra, and additional roles in actions against osmotic,
thermal, and desiccation stress [19,20,30]. MAAs stand out from other photoprotective NPs
because of their additional therapeutic properties and ability to accomplish antioxidant,
anti-cancer, and anti-inflammatory activities [45]. In addition, the unique ability to perform
activation of the Keap1-Nrf2-ARE pathway stimulates cytoprotective gene expression,
which is essential for reducing UV-induced damage [38]. Furthermore, MAA mycosporine-
2-glycine downregulated gene expression of oxidative stress-induced Cu/Zn-superoxide
dismutase 1 and catalase acting on the molecular level and attenuating UVR cellular
damage [42].

Some of the most abundant MAAs found in nature, including shinorine, porphyra-
334, palythine, and mycosporine-glycine (Table 2), have been used in several cosmetic
applications as natural sun protection agents. There are 48 patents reported covering the
production and/or specific use of MAAs [44]. The sunscreen product Helioguard ®365 con-
tains two MAAs, shonorine and porphyra-334, which were isolated from the red seaweed
Porphyra umbilicalis [126]. In Helionori®, palythine, porphyra-334, and shinorine, also iso-
lated from P. umbilicalis, were used in the sunscreen formulation. However, the proportion
of MAAs in these formulations was low and also provided more protection in the UVA
region (Figure 1) [44]. This critical gap would need to be covered by other UV filters as
the skin damage coming from UVB is 1000x higher than that from UVA [127]. As the most
abundant MAAs have absorption maxima in UVA, including another abundant MAA with
a UVB absorption maximum (such as mycosporine-glycine) into the sunscreen formulations
would be highly beneficial. Furthermore, to obtain an improved photoprotective capacity,
an increase in the extracted MAA concentration dry weight (DW) content is needed [18,128].
An exponential rise in sun protection factor (SPF) values was observed with the increase in
the MAA content (containing palythine, asterina-330, shinorine, porphyra-334, and palythi-
nol) isolated from the red algae Hydropuntia cornea and Gracilariopsis longissima, reaching
SPF 7.5 at the highest MAA yield (13.9 mg DW of algae per cm−2) [128]. The total MAA
content in H. cornea was 0.8 ± 0.1 mg MAAs g−1 DW, with the main MAA being palythinol
(49.2% of the total MAAs), while in G. longissima, there was 1.6 ± 0.1 mg MAAs g−1 DW
with dominant MAA Asterina-330 (42.9% of all MAAs). Furthermore, in red macroalgae
Gracilaria gracilis, which was exposed to different light conditions, the highest total MAA
content was reached under UV lights (133.03± 41.54 mg MAAs g−1 DW), demonstrating
an increase of 162% compared to the control (cultures exposed to actinic yellow light at
590 nm) [129]. Interestingly, light quality influenced the composition of MAAs, with the
highest content of palythine accumulated in the presence of red light (620–670 nm), while
the addition of UV (280–400 nm) or blue (400–450 nm) resulted in the highest content of
shinorine. Others have also observed the impact of the modulation of UV and visible light
on MAA yield and profile [130–133]. Obviously, obtaining a higher MAA content and
specific MAA profiles will improve SPF levels, allowing them to be more competitive with
other synthetic UV filters. Manipulating the light conditions further can reveal improved
ways to direct the MAA production towards desired MAA compounds in more controlled
ways in the future.

To enable the widespread use of MAAs, it is also important to successfully apply
heterologous expression systems [9]. The limited success here was one of the reasons
preventing extensive industry use of MAAs, combined with low extraction yields from
natural resources. These existing limitations prompted attempts at chemical synthesis,
producing a number of synthetic MAA analogues, which are promising candidates for use
in commercial products but have resulted in restricted biological activities compared to the
variety of MAAs [10].
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5. Investigation of the Efficacy of Natural Products for Use as Sunscreens

Natural products, or novel compounds inspired by natural products, hold enormous
potential for developing new sunscreens due to their wide structural diversity. The testing
methods for the assessment of the effectiveness of the photoprotection of sunscreens
applied topically are indicated by a regulatory norm (ISO24444:2019), which determines
the sun protection factor (SPF) [29]. However, the true effectiveness of sunscreens is
more variable in practice due to differences in skin phenotype (Table 1), geographical
location, meteorological considerations, and, most importantly, the amount and frequency
of sunscreen application. A key value for determining SPF is the minimal erythemal dose
(MED), defined as the dose of solar radiation that produces sunburn [29]. In fact, the ratio of
MED with and without sunscreen is the number reflected by the SPF value. An additional
important factor is the UVA protection factor (UVA-PF), obtained on UVA transmittance
from in vitro measurements (ISO24443:2020). While formal assessment of the efficacy of
new sunscreens is well defined, the development of agents with potential photoprotective
properties can occur through a series of pre-clinical models [30].

Several models are available to assess the potential for and efficacy of natural prod-
ucts, such as sunscreens, for human use (Table 3). Each of these different models has
advantages and disadvantages. The simplest and most cost-effective model is in vitro
testing of the compound for protection against UV-induced cell killing or other biologi-
cal output in cultured human keratinocytes or immortalized keratinocyte lines (such as
HaCaT) [134,135]. While these in vitro assays are easy to perform with equipment usually
found in a majority of laboratory settings, they do not reflect the true situation in which
keratinocytes are protected by the overlying stratum corneum, which is the outermost
layer of the epidermis [136]. Previous work has aimed to address these differences and use
a more realistic solar spectrum than that seen at the basal layer of the skin [137]. Other
in vitro models use reconstructed human skin or human skin explants. The reconstructed
human skin model relies on cultured primary keratinocytes and fibroblasts self-organizing
into a structure reminiscent of normal skin [138,139]. Melanocytes, the pigment-producing
cells within the skin, may also be included. While this reconstructed skin is closer to human
skin, the strata are generally thinner, and the model can be technically challenging. Human
skin explants are realistic models [140], but they must be used soon after being excised
and require human ethics approval. All in vitro models have the additional advantage of a
reduction in the number of animals used for research purposes.

A number of in vivo models have been used to test the photoprotection capacity of
sunscreens. Prevention of the ear swelling response of the hairless albino mouse using
sunscreen was the work-horse model for a period of time [141]. Other murine models,
including the Skh:Hr1 mouse [142], the HGF/SF mouse [143], and various transgenic
animals (i.e., BRAF V600E [144], XPA knockout [145]) have also been used. Depending on
the model, the readout showing the effect of the compound being tested for photoprotection
can be easy and rapid, as in the case of the ear swelling model, or experimentally laborious,



Mar. Drugs 2023, 21, 253 10 of 18

as in the case of detecting Tp53 induction or DNA damage in the BRAF or HGF/SF mice,
respectively. However, in general, mouse skin lacks the layers of strata that are seen in
human skin. Therefore, mouse skin does not represent a perfect model for determining
sunscreen efficacy. An additional model that has been used is the porcine skin model.
Various different sites on the pig have been tested, including the ear and back [146,147].
Again, the layers of strata vary significantly across the pig, so care must be taken to
match the human skin as closely as possible. The porcine models are generally hard to
access and expensive in comparison to the murine models. Testing novel sunscreens is
most appropriate using the skin of healthy human volunteers [148]. However, accessing
volunteers for the testing of new sunscreens requires human ethics approval, clinical
support, and specialist equipment that is validated and safe for use in humans, leading to
expensive testing. Clearly, the use of pre-clinical models has a place in the development of
novel, natural product sunscreens.

Table 3. Advantages and disadvantages of various models to test novel sunscreen efficacy.

Model Advantages Disadvantages

In vitro

Cell culture—
primary/immortalized
keratinocytes [134,135]

• Inexpensive
• Equipment found in most

laboratories

• Unrealistic—no strata
• Difficult to translate data to

alternative models

Reconstructed skin [138,139] • Mixture of cells
• Unrealistic—thin strata
• Technically challenging

Skin explants [140] • Real human skin
• Requires ethics approval
• Immediate use

In vivo

Murine models [141–143] • Relatively straightforward
• Well characterized

• Unrealistic—thin strata
• Output can be time-consuming

Porcine models [146,147] • More realistic • Variable strata depending on the site
• Expensive, difficult to access

Human volunteers [148] • Realistic

• Requires ethics approval
• Clinical support
• Specialist equipmen
• Expensive

6. Genetics of Marine Organisms Producing MAAs

MAAs are heterologous groups of over 30 small (<400 Da), colorless, hydrophilic
molecules with a core structure made of a cyclohexanone or cyclohexenimine ring that is
conjugated with an additional radical group [12,149–151]. These additional groups added
to the MAA core, including further carboxylation and demethylation changes, may alter
MAA UV absorption properties [12]. The diversity in the MAAs’ composition and yield,
including the UV-absorbing capacity, was detected in various species [12,13,22,122]. MAAs
are produced via enzymes encoded by genetically diverse complex enzyme pathways.
MAA biosynthesis occurs via two pathways, i.e., the shikimate pathway [17] and/or
pentose phosphate pathway, leading to the same MAA precursor 4-deoxygadusol (4-DG),
known as a direct precursor of MAAs [152,153]. From 4-DG, MAA biosynthesis leads to
the creation of different primary and secondary MAAs (Figure 1) [153,154].

Using genome mining approaches [45,155–157], the discovery of MAA biosyn-
thetic pathways occurred through the identification of the gene counterparts in differ-
ent Gram-positive bacteria [154], cyanobacteria [150,152,156,158,159], and microalgae
Symbiodiniaceae [160,161]. All species capable of MAA synthesis were found to have highly
similar sequences corresponding to genes from the MAA shikimate or pentose phosphate
pathways [160]. The presence of genetic diversity within genes from MAA pathways among
marine species indicated the potential for the differential regulation of MAA biosynthetic
processes [19,150,156]. Species capable of generating MAAs contained genes from the mys
clyster, including dehydrogenase (encoded gene dehydroquinate synthase; DHQS) or a ho-
molog of 2-epi-5-epi-valiolone synthase (EVS; gene mysA) and the oxidoreductase-encoded
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gene O-methyltransferase (O-MT; gene mysB), needed for the production of 4-DG [152]. Simi-
larly, in the cyanobacterium, Anabaena variabilis ATCC 29413, the existence of certain mys
genes resulted in the capacity to generate specific MAAs [152]. For example, the presence of
nonribosomalpeptide synthetase (NRPS; encoded by gene mysE) enabled the production of
mycosporine-glycine, while the presence of a full 4-gene cluster that included the ATP-grasp
homolog gene (mysC) led to the production of shinorine. However, there are levels of vari-
ability detected in the order of the genes encoding the enzymes from the MAA biosynthetic
cluster [150,154]. In addition, some species were with or without mysE and D-Ala-D-
Ala ligase (encoded by gene mysD) from the Nostoc-type mys cluster [162] and were also
characterized by multiple copies of specific genes within MAA biosynthetic gene clusters
(BGCs) [45,154,156]. The link between the genetic variability of MAA BGC and the func-
tional profile of synthesized MAAs was recently discussed in Brazilian cyanobacteria [150].
However, from 10 analyzed cyanobacterial strains, the only MAAs successfully quantified
were shinorine and porphyra 334 and only in two strains, while the levels of these MAAs
were influenced by the media used and UV conditions [150]. Simultaneous exposure to
photosynthetically active radiation (PAR: 400–700 nm) and UV lights (16 h PAR + UVR: 8 h
dark photocycle over 12 days) resulted in the successful induction of MAA production in
Antarctic red macroalgae naturally living in shallow waters and the up to 10-fold increase in
the MAA yield [163]. Others also reported the variation in the MAA content was impacted
by seasonal variation and nutrient conditions [20,25,26,33,122,164–168]. However, a clear
link regarding the regulatory processes affecting the MAA biosynthesis, their BGCs up-
and down-regulation, and corresponding MAA composition is still missing.

7. Conclusions

Commercially available sunscreens containing synthetic UV filters lack photostability
and can result in allergic reactions and inadequate skin protection from damaging UVR.
Furthermore, these UV filters pollute our environment and negatively affect living organ-
isms’ delicate balance. Therefore, using natural UV filters should be further explored for
the future shift towards sustainable green technologies. MAAs are exceptional candidates
among these UV-absorbing compounds, offering skin UVR protection and cosmetic benefits
while being ecologically sustainable. A better understanding of regulatory processes and
conditions impacting MAA biosynthesis via abiotic factors is critical for the improved and
controlled production of MAAs in heterologous expression systems or even when har-
vesting from the natural environment. Utilizing the advanced pharmacological properties
of MAAs and their UV protective capacities may provide additional skin sun protection,
creating a new generation of environmentally friendly sunscreens. However, multiple
challenges remain unresolved. Substantial knowledge gaps still exist, including the best
ways to stimulate and regulate MAA biosynthesis to obtain higher yields and produce
targeted MAAs absorbing in both the UVA and UVB ranges. Consequently, further studies
are needed to enable controlled MAA production in vivo and in vitro and to improve the
amalgamation of MAAs in sunscreen formulations to enhance their future use in UVR
protection and skin cancer prevention.
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structure relationship. J. Enzym. Inhib. Med. Chem. 2016, 31, 674–683. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

97. OyetakinWhite, P.; Tribout, H.; Baron, E. Protective Mechanisms of Green Tea Polyphenols in Skin. Oxid. Med. Cell. Longev. 2012,
2012, 560682. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

98. Kim, H.-S.; Quon, M.J.; Kim, J.-A. New insights into the mechanisms of polyphenols beyond antioxidant properties; lessons from
the green tea polyphenol, epigallocatechin 3-gallate. Redox Biol. 2014, 2, 187–195. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

99. Nair, H.H.; Alex, V.V.; Anto, R.J. 14—Significance of nutraceuticals in cancer therapy. In Evolutionary Diversity as a Source for
Anticancer Molecules, Srivastava, A.K., Kannaujiya, V.K., Singh, R.K., Singh, D., Eds.; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA,
2021; p. 309.

100. Robles, H. Tannic Acid. In Encyclopedia of Toxicology, 3rd ed.; Wexler, P., Ed.; Academic Press: Oxford, UK, 2014; p. 474.
101. Chan, C.-M.; Huang, C.-H.; Li, H.-J.; Hsiao, C.-Y.; Su, C.-C.; Lee, P.-L.; Hung, C.-F. Protective Effects of Resveratrol against

UVA-Induced Damage in ARPE19 Cells. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2015, 16, 5789–5802. [CrossRef]
102. Li, Z.; Chen, X.; Liu, G.; Li, J.; Zhang, J.; Cao, Y.; Miao, J. Antioxidant Activity and Mechanism of Resveratrol and Polydatin

Isolated from Mulberry (Morus alba L.). Molecules 2021, 26, 7574. [CrossRef]
103. Weiskirchen, S.; Weiskirchen, R. Resveratrol: How Much Wine Do You Have to Drink to Stay Healthy? Adv. Nutr. 2016, 7, 706–718.

[CrossRef]
104. Kolb, C.A.; Kopecký, J.; Riederer, M.; Pfündel, E.E. UV screening by phenolics in berries of grapevine (Vitis vinifera). Funct. Plant

Biol. 2003, 30, 1177–1186. [CrossRef]
105. Deng, H.; Wan, M.; Li, H.; Chen, Q.; Li, R.; Liang, B.; Zhu, H. Curcumin protection against ultraviolet-induced photo-damage in

Hacat cells by regulating nuclear factor erythroid 2-related factor 2. Bioengineered 2021, 12, 9993–10006. [CrossRef]
106. Adusumilli, N.C.; Mordorski, B.; Nosanchuk, J.; Friedman, J.M.; Friedman, A.J. Curcumin nanoparticles as a photoprotective

adjuvant. Exp. Dermatol. 2021, 30, 705–709. [CrossRef]
107. Saleh, M.M.; Lawrence, K.P.; Jones, S.A.; Young, A.R. The photoprotective properties of α-tocopherol phosphate against long-wave

UVA1 (385 nm) radiation in keratinocytes in vitro. Sci. Rep. 2021, 11, 22400. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
108. Keen, M.A.; Hassan, I. Vitamin E in dermatology. Indian Dermatol. Online J. 2016, 7, 311–315. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.3390/cosmetics4020015
https://doi.org/10.3390/cosmetics9030060
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(02)01411-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12456118
https://doi.org/10.1007/s43630-021-00140-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2020.112483
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20092148
https://doi.org/10.3390/ph15101284
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13765-016-0150-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2020.103825
https://doi.org/10.1158/1940-6207.CAPR-11-0397
https://doi.org/10.3109/14756366.2015.1057723
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26147349
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/560682
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22792414
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.redox.2013.12.022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24494192
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms16035789
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26247574
https://doi.org/10.3945/an.115.011627
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP03076
https://doi.org/10.1080/21655979.2021.1994720
https://doi.org/10.1111/exd.14282
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-01299-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34789788
https://doi.org/10.4103/2229-5178.185494
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27559512


Mar. Drugs 2023, 21, 253 16 of 18

109. Astley, S.B. ANTIOXIDANTS|Role of Antioxidant Nutrients in Defense Systems. In Encyclopedia of Food Sciences and Nutrition,
2nd ed.; Caballero, B., Ed.; Academic Press: Oxford, UK, 2003; p. 282.

110. Catanzaro, E.; Bishayee, A.; Fimognari, C. On a Beam of Light: Photoprotective Activities of the Marine Carotenoids Astaxanthin
and Fucoxanthin in Suppression of Inflammation and Cancer. Mar. Drugs 2020, 18, 544. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

111. Aneesh, P.; Ajeeshkumar, K.; Lekshmi, R.; Anandan, R.; Ravishankar, C.; Mathew, S. Bioactivities of astaxanthin from natural
sources, augmenting its biomedical potential: A review. Trends Food Sci. Technol. 2022, 125, 81–90. [CrossRef]

112. Tominaga, K.; Hongo, N.; Fujishita, M.; Takahashi, Y.; Adachi, Y. Protective effects of astaxanthin on skin deterioration. J. Clin.
Biochem. Nutr. 2017, 61, 33–39. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

113. Dunlap, W.C.; Yamamoto, Y. Small-molecule antioxidants in marine organisms: Antioxidant activity of mycosporine-glycine.
Comp. Biochem. Physiol. Part B Biochem. Mol. Biol. 1995, 112, 105–114. [CrossRef]

114. Portwich, A.; Garcia-Pichel, F. A novel prokaryotic UVB photoreceptor in the cyanobacterium Chlorogloeopsis PCC 6912.
Photochem. Photobiol. 2000, 71, 493–498. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Sommaruga, R.; Garcia-Pichel, F. UV-absorbing mycosporine-like compounds in planktonic and benthic organisms from a
high-mountain lake. Fundam. Appl. Limnol. 1999, 144, 255–269. [CrossRef]

116. Ehling-Schulz, M.; Bilger, W.; Scherer, S. UV-B-induced synthesis of photoprotective pigments and extracellular polysaccharides
in the terrestrial cyanobacterium Nostoc commune. J. Bacteriol. 1997, 179, 1940–1945. [CrossRef]

117. Karsten, U.; Sawall, T.; Wiencke, C. A survey of the distribution of UV-absorbing substances in tropical macroalgae. Phycol. Res.
1998, 46, 271–279.

118. Karsten, U.; Sawall, T.; West, J.; Wiencke, C. Ultraviolet sunscreen compounds in epiphytic red algae from mangroves. Hydrobiolo-
gia 2000, 432, 159–171. [CrossRef]

119. Obermüller, B.; Karsten, U.; Abele, D. Response of oxidative stress parameters and sunscreening compounds in Arctic amphipods
during experimental exposure to maximal natural UVB radiation. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 2005, 323, 100–117. [CrossRef]

120. Ngoennet, S.; Nishikawa, Y.; Hibino, T.; Waditee-Sirisattha, R.; Kageyama, H. A Method for the Isolation and Characterization of
Mycosporine-Like Amino Acids from Cyanobacteria. Methods Protoc. 2018, 1, 46. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Kedar, L.; Kashman, Y.; Oren, A. Mycosporine-2-glycine is the major mycosporine-like amino acid in a unicellular cyanobacterium
(Euhalothece sp.) isolated from a gypsum crust in a hypersaline saltern pond. FEMS Microbiol. Lett. 2002, 208, 233–237.

122. Waditee-Sirisattha, R.; Kageyama, H.; Sopun, W.; Tanaka, Y.; Takabe, T. Identification and upregulation of biosynthetic genes
required for accumulation of mycosporine-2-glycine under salt stress conditions in the halotolerant cyanobacterium Aphanothece
halophytica. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2014, 80, 1763–1769. [CrossRef]

123. Shick, J.M.; Dunlap, W.C.; Pearse, J.S.; Pearse, V.B. Mycosporine-like Amino Acid Content in Four Species of Sea Anemones in
the Genus Anthopleura Reflects Phylogenetic but Not Environmental or Symbiotic Relationships. Biol. Bull. 2002, 203, 315–330.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

124. Sommaruga, R.; Whitehead, K.; Shick, J.M.; Lobban, C.S. Mycosporine-like Amino Acids in the Zooxanthella-Ciliate Symbiosis
Maristentor dinoferus. Protist 2006, 157, 185–191. [CrossRef]

125. Kim, S.; Seock, Y.-K. Impacts of health and environmental consciousness on young female consumers’ attitude towards and
purchase of natural beauty products. Int. J. Consum. Stud. 2009, 33, 627–638. [CrossRef]

126. Schmidt, E.W. An enzymatic route to sunscreens. ChemBioChem 2011, 12, 363–365. [CrossRef]
127. Meinhardt, M.; Krebs, R.; Anders, A.; Heinrich, U.; Tronnier, H. Wavelength-dependent penetration depths of ultraviolet radiation

in human skin. J. Biomed. Opt. 2008, 13, 044030. [CrossRef]
128. Álvarez-Gómez, F.; Korbee, N.; Casas-Arrojo, V.; Abdala-Díaz, R.T.; Figueroa, F.L. UV Photoprotection, Cytotoxicity and

Immunology Capacity of Red Algae Extracts. Molecules 2019, 24, 341. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
129. Ben Ghedifa, A.; Vega, J.; Korbee, N.; Mensi, F.; Figueroa, F.L.; Sadok, S. Effects of light quality on the photosynthetic activity and

biochemical composition of Gracilaria gracilis (Rhodophyta). J. Appl. Phycol. 2021, 33, 3413–3425. [CrossRef]
130. Schneider, G.; Figueroa, F.L.; Vega, J.; Avilés, A.; Horta, P.A.; Korbee, N.; Bonomi-Barufi, J. Effects of UV–visible radiation

on growth, photosynthesis, pigment accumulation and UV-absorbing compounds in the red macroalga Gracilaria cornea
(Gracilariales, Rhodophyta). Algal Res. 2022, 64, 102702. [CrossRef]

131. Kräbs, G.; Bischof, K.; Hanelt, D.; Karsten, U.; Wiencke, C. Wavelength-dependent induction of UV-absorbing mycosporine-like
amino acids in the red alga Chondrus crispus under natural solar radiation. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 2002, 268, 69–82. [CrossRef]

132. Bonomi-Barufi, J.; Figueroa, F.L.; Korbee, N.; Momoli, M.M.; Martins, A.P.; Colepicolo, P.; Van Sluys, M.-A.; Oliveira, M.C.
How macroalgae can deal with radiation variability and photoacclimation capacity: The example of Gracilaria tenuistipitata
(Rhodophyta) in laboratory. Algal Res. 2020, 50, 102007. [CrossRef]

133. Franklin, L.A.; Kräbs, G.; Kuhlenkamp, R. Blue light and uv-a radiation control the synthesis of mycosporine-like amino acids in
Chondrus crispus (florideophyceae). J. Phycol. 2001, 37, 257–270. [CrossRef]

134. Gulston, M.; Knowland, J. Illumination of human keratinocytes in the presence of the sunscreen ingredient Padimate-O and
through an SPF-15 sunscreen reduces direct photodamage to DNA but increases strand breaks. Mutat. Res. 1999, 444, 49–60.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

135. Duale, N.; Olsen, A.-K.; Christensen, T.; Butt, S.T.; Brunborg, G. Octyl Methoxycinnamate Modulates Gene Expression and
Prevents Cyclobutane Pyrimidine Dimer Formation but not Oxidative DNA Damage in UV-Exposed Human Cell Lines. Toxicol.
Sci. 2010, 114, 272–284. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.3390/md18110544
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33143013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2022.05.004
https://doi.org/10.3164/jcbn.17-35
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28751807
https://doi.org/10.1016/0305-0491(95)00086-N
https://doi.org/10.1562/0031-8655(2000)071&lt;0493:ANPUPI&gt;2.0.CO;2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10824604
https://doi.org/10.1127/archiv-hydrobiol/144/1999/255
https://doi.org/10.1128/jb.179.6.1940-1945.1997
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1004046909810
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2005.03.005
https://doi.org/10.3390/mps1040046
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31164584
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.03729-13
https://doi.org/10.2307/1543574
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12480722
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.protis.2006.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1470-6431.2009.00817.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201000709
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.2957970
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24020341
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30669361
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-021-02496-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.algal.2022.102702
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0981(01)00380-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.algal.2020.102007
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1529-8817.2001.037002257.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1383-5718(99)00091-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10477339
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfq005


Mar. Drugs 2023, 21, 253 17 of 18

136. Menon, G.K. New insights into skin structure: Scratching the surface. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 2002, 54, S3–S17. [CrossRef]
137. Schuch, A.P.; Moraes, M.C.S.; Yagura, T.; Menck, C.F.M. Highly Sensitive Biological Assay for Determining the Photoprotective

Efficacy of Sunscreen. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2014, 48, 11584. [CrossRef]
138. Bernerd, F.; Vioux, C.; Asselineau, D. Evaluation of the protective effect of sunscreens on in vitro reconstructed human skin

exposed to UVB or UVA irradiation. Photochem. Photobiol. 2000, 71, 314–320. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
139. Bernerd, F.; Vioux, C.; Lejeune, F.; Asselineau, D. The sun protection factor (SPF) inadequately defines broad spectrum photopro-

tection: Demonstration using skin reconstructed in vitro exposed to UVA, UVBor UV-solar simulated radiation. Eur. J. Dermatol.
2003, 13, 242–249. [PubMed]

140. Mouret, S.; Bogdanowicz, P.; Haure, M.-J.; Castex-Rizzi, N.; Cadet, J.; Favier, A.; Douki, T. Assessment of the Photoprotection
Properties of Sunscreens by Chromatographic Measurement of DNA Damage in Skin Explants. Photochem. Photobiol. 2010, 87,
109–116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

141. Cole, C.A.; Forbes, P.D.; Ludwigsen, K. Sunscreen testing using the mouse ear model. Photo-dermatology 1989, 6, 131–136.
142. Ley, R.D.; Fourtanier, A. Sunscreen protection against ultraviolet radiation-induced pyrimidine dimers in mouse epidermal DNA.

Photochem. Photobiol. 1997, 65, 1007–1011. [CrossRef]
143. Klug, H.L.P.; Tooze, J.A.; Graff-Cherry, C.; Anver, M.R.; Noonan, F.; Fears, T.R.; Tucker, M.A.; De Fabo, E.C.; Merlino, G. Sunscreen

prevention of melanoma in man and mouse. Pigment. Cell Melanoma Res. 2010, 23, 835–837. [CrossRef]
144. Viros, A.; Sanchez-Laorden, B.; Pedersen, M.; Furney, S.J.; Rae, J.; Hogan, K.; Ejiama, S.; Girotti, M.R.; Cook, M.; Dhomen, N.; et al.

Ultraviolet radiation accelerates BRAF-driven melanomagenesis by targeting TP53. Nature 2014, 511, 478–482. [CrossRef]
145. Horiki, S.; Miyauchi-Hashimoto, H.; Tanaka, K.; Nikaido, O.; Horio, T. Protective effects of sunscreening agents on photocarcino-

genesis, photoaging, and DNA damage in XPA gene knockout mice. Arch. Dermatol. Res. 2000, 292, 511–518. [CrossRef]
146. Duracher, L.; Blasco, L.; Abdel Jaoued, A.; Vian, L.; Marti-Mestres, G. Irradiation of skin and contrasting effects on absorption of

hydrophilic and lipophilic compounds. Photochem. Photobiol. 2009, 85, 1459–1467. [CrossRef]
147. Wu, J.; Liu, W.; Xue, C.; Zhou, S.; Lan, F.; Bi, L.; Xu, H.; Yang, X.; Zeng, F.-D. Toxicity and penetration of TiO2 nanoparticles in

hairless mice and porcine skin after subchronic dermal exposure. Toxicol. Lett. 2009, 191, 1–8. [CrossRef]
148. Liardet, S.; Scaletta, C.; Panizzon, R.; Hohlfeld, P.; Laurent-Applegate, L. Protection against pyrimidine dimers, p53, and 8-

hydroxy-2’-deoxyguanosine expression in ultraviolet-irradiated human skin by sunscreens: Difference between UVB + UVA and
UVB alone sunscreens. J. Investig. Dermatol. 2001, 117, 1437–1441. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

149. Cardozo, K.H.; Guaratini, T.; Barros, M.P.; Falcão, V.R.; Tonon, A.P.; Lopes, N.P.; Campos, S.; Torres, M.A.; Souza, A.O.; Colepicolo,
P.; et al. Metabolites from algae with economical impact. Comp. Biochem. Physiol. Part C Toxicol. Pharmacol. 2007, 146, 60–78.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

150. Dextro, R.B.; Delbaje, E.; Geraldes, V.; Pinto, E.; Long, P.F.; Fiore, M.F. Exploring the Relationship between Biosynthetic Gene
Clusters and Constitutive Production of Mycosporine-like Amino Acids in Brazilian Cyanobacteria. Molecules 2023, 28, 1420.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

151. Milito, A.; Castellano, I.; Damiani, E. From Sea to Skin: Is There a Future for Natural Photoprotectants? Mar. Drugs 2021, 19, 379.
[CrossRef]

152. Balskus, E.P.; Walsh, C.T. The genetic and molecular basis for sunscreen biosynthesis in cyanobacteria. Science 2010, 329, 1653–1656.
[CrossRef]

153. Portwich, A.; Garcia-Pichel, F. Biosynthetic pathway of mycosporines (mycosporine-like amino acids) in the cyanobacterium
Chlorogloeopsis sp. strain PCC 6912. Phycologia 2003, 42, 384–392.

154. Miyamoto, K.T.; Komatsu, M.; Ikeda, H. Discovery of gene cluster for mycosporine-like amino acid biosynthesis from Actino-
mycetales microorganisms and production of a novel mycosporine-like amino acid by heterologous expression. Appl. Environ.
Microbiol. 2014, 80, 5028–5036. [CrossRef]

155. Rosic, N. Genome Mining as an Alternative Way for Screening the Marine Organisms for Their Potential to Produce UV-Absorbing
Mycosporine-like Amino Acid. Mar. Drugs 2022, 20, 478. [CrossRef]

156. D’Agostino, P.M.; Woodhouse, J.N.; Liew, H.T.; Sehnal, L.; Pickford, R.; Wong, H.L.; Burns, B.P.; Neilan, B.A. Bioinformatic,
phylogenetic and chemical analysis of the UV-absorbing compounds scytonemin and mycosporine-like amino acids from the
microbial mat communities of Shark Bay, Australia. Environ. Microbiol. 2019, 21, 702–715. [CrossRef]

157. Ambrosino, L.; Tangherlini, M.; Colantuono, C.; Esposito, A.; Sangiovanni, M.; Miralto, M.; Sansone, C.; Chiusano, M.L.
Bioinformatics for Marine Products: An Overview of Resources, Bottlenecks, and Perspectives. Mar. Drugs 2019, 17, 576.
[CrossRef]

158. Mogany, T.; Kumari, S.; Swalaha, F.M.; Bux, F. In silico analysis of enzymes involved in mycosporine-like amino acids biosynthesis
in Euhalothece sp.: Structural and functional characterization. Algal Res. 2022, 66, 102806. [CrossRef]

159. Llewellyn, C.A.; Greig, C.; Silkina, A.; Kultschar, B.; Hitchings, M.D.; Farnham, G. Mycosporine-like amino acid and aromatic
amino acid transcriptome response to UV and far-red light in the cyanobacterium Chlorogloeopsis fritschii PCC 6912. Sci. Rep.
2020, 10, 20638. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

160. Rosic, N.N. Phylogenetic analysis of genes involved in mycosporine-like amino acid biosynthesis in symbiotic dinoflagellates.
Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2012, 94, 29–37. [CrossRef]

161. Shoguchi, E. Gene clusters for biosynthesis of mycosporine-like amino acids in dinoflagellate nuclear genomes: Possible recent
horizontal gene transfer between species of Symbiodiniaceae (Dinophyceae). J. Phycol. 2022, 58, 1–11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-409X(02)00121-7
https://doi.org/10.1021/es503721a
https://doi.org/10.1562/0031-8655(2000)071&lt;0314:EOTPEO&gt;2.0.CO;2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10732449
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12804982
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.2010.00834.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21091484
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.1997.tb07961.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-148X.2010.00756.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13298
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004030000164
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.2009.00599.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2009.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0022-202x.2001.01580.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11886505
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2006.05.007
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16901759
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules28031420
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36771087
https://doi.org/10.3390/md19070379
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1193637
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00727-14
https://doi.org/10.3390/md20080478
https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-2920.14517
https://doi.org/10.3390/md17100576
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.algal.2022.102806
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-77402-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33244119
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-3925-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpy.13219
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34699617


Mar. Drugs 2023, 21, 253 18 of 18

162. Gao, Q.; Garcia-Pichel, F. An ATP-Grasp Ligase Involved in the Last Biosynthetic Step of the Iminomycosporine Shinorine in
Nostoc punctiforme ATCC 29133. J. Bacteriol. 2011, 193, 5923–5928. [CrossRef]

163. Hoyer, K.; Karsten, U.; Wiencke, C. Induction of sunscreen compounds in Antarctic macroalgae by different radiation conditions.
Mar. Biol. 2002, 141, 619–627.

164. Ingebrigtsen, R.A.; Hansen, E.; Andersen, J.H.; Eilertsen, H.C. Light and temperature effects on bioactivity in diatoms. J. Appl.
Phycol. 2016, 28, 939–950. [CrossRef]

165. Waditee-Sirisattha, R.; Kageyama, H.; Fukaya, M.; Rai, V.; Takabe, T. Nitrate and amino acid availability affects glycine betaine
and mycosporine-2-glycine in response to changes of salinity in a halotolerant cyanobacterium Aphanothece halophytica. FEMS
Microbiol. Lett. 2015, 362, fnv198. [CrossRef]

166. Nishida, Y.; Miyabe, Y.; Kishimura, H.; Kumagai, Y. Monthly Variation and Ultraviolet Stability of Mycosporine-like Amino Acids
from Red Alga Dulse Palmaria palmata in Japan. Phycology 2021, 1, 119–128. [CrossRef]

167. Weiss, E.L.; Cape, M.R.; Pan, B.J.; Vernet, M.; James, C.C.; Smyth, T.J.; Ha, S.Y.; Iriarte, J.L.; Mitchell, B.G. The distribution of
mycosporine-like amino acids in phytoplankton across a Southern Ocean transect. Front. Mar. Sci. 2022, 9, 2133. [CrossRef]

168. Jofre, J.; Celis-Plá, P.S.M.; Figueroa, F.L.; Navarro, N.P. Seasonal Variation of Mycosporine-Like Amino Acids in Three Subantarctic
Red Seaweeds. Mar. Drugs 2020, 18, 75. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.05730-11
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-015-0631-4
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsle/fnv198
https://doi.org/10.3390/phycology1020009
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.1022957
https://doi.org/10.3390/md18020075
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31991623

	University of Sydney, Australia
	From the SelectedWorks of A/Professor Mike Climstein
	April, 2023

	#1_marinedrugs-21-00253 PUBLISHED April 2023.pdf
	Introduction 
	Fitzpatrick Phototype and UV Protection Strategies 
	Natural UV-Absorbing Compounds 
	Limitations and Challenges in Using UV-Absorbing MAAs in Sunscreens 
	Investigation of the Efficacy of Natural Products for Use as Sunscreens 
	Genetics of Marine Organisms Producing MAAs 
	Conclusions 
	References

