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Abstract: The most recent generation of bioengineered human skin allows for the efficient treatment
of patients with severe skin defects. Despite UV sunlight can seriously affect human skin, the optical
behavior in the UV range of skin models is still unexplored. In the present study, absorbance and
transmittance of the UGRSKIN bioartificial skin substitute generated with human skin cells combined
with fibrin-agarose biomaterials were evaluated for: UV-C (200–280 nm), -B (280–315 nm), and
-A (315–400 nm) spectral range after 7, 14, 21 and 28 days of ex vivo development. The epidermis
of the bioartificial skin substitute was able to mature and differentiate in a time-dependent manner,
expressing relevant molecules able to absorb most of the incoming UV radiation. Absorbance spectral
behavior of the skin substitutes showed similar patterns to control native skin (VAF > 99.4%), with
values 0.85–0.90 times lower than control values at 7 and 14- days and 1.05–1.10 times the control
values at 21- and 28-days. UV absorbance increased, and UV transmission decreased with culture
time, and comparable results to the control were found at 21 and 28 days. These findings support
the use of samples corresponding to 21 or 28 days of development for clinical purposes due to their
higher histological similarities with native skin, but also because of their absorbance of UV radiation.

Keywords: absorption; UV radiation; bioengineered skin; fibrin-agarose biomaterial

1. Introduction

The human skin is the largest and outermost organ of the human body and serves
as the external protective barrier between the organism and the environment. The skin
is composed of the epidermis, dermis and hypodermis, and they are functionally orches-
trated to fulfill a vast role in protection and resistance to environmental agents such as
microorganisms, chemical agents and ultraviolet light (UV) [1]. This protective function
is mainly provided by the epidermal layer, which forms a tight barrier that is essential to
prevent pathogen invasion, and to stop chemical agents from accessing the inner tissues
and regulate water loss. In addition, the epidermal barrier plays a major role in protecting
the cells and tissues from damage caused by incoming light. In fact, sunlight exposure may
have severe biological and clinical consequences on the skin, ranging from acute sunburn
reactions and tanning to long-term effects ranging from hyperpigmentation to photoaging
and photocancer [2–4]; most of these effects are caused by UV.

In general, sunlight consists of a mixture of visible and non-visible light, with UV
being among the most energetic wavelengths found in this radiation. Sunlight UV can be
classified as UV-C (200–280 nm), UV-B (290–320 nm) and UV-A radiations (320–400 nm) [3,5]
which can seriously affect the human skin dermis and epidermis. The potentially harmful
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UV-C radiation is normally absorbed by the ozone atmosphere. However, UV-B and UV-A
are able to reach the biosphere and can interact with the human skin. UV-B can directly
induce DNA lesions such as cyclobutene pyrimidine dimers or 6, 4 photoproducts [6].
UV-A radiation, on the contrary, is less energetic, but has higher penetration properties and
can reach the epidermal and dermal layers and generate reactive oxygen species (ROS) [7].
Protection against these effects of UV is one of the major functions of the skin barrier, and
strictly depends on the presence of different types of intercellular junctions and proteins
associated with this barrier [8].

As the outermost organ, the skin is subjected to multiple diseases and conditions,
with severe burns being a significant cause of pathology able to disrupt its barrier function.
Although localized lesions can be treated with autografts, severe cases are very difficult to
manage due to the lack of healthy donor areas and the limitations of this procedure [8,9].
Therefore, it is necessary to develop alternative approaches for the clinical treatment of
these patients.

In this context, tissue engineering approaches allow the generation of human skin
substitutes in the laboratory which can be used in clinical applications [10]. In recent
years, different skin substitutes have been engineered worldwide [11,12]. Although most
skin substitutes have been described for laboratory use and are still in a preclinical stage,
some substitutes were able to fulfill all the requirements for clinical use and have been
used clinically for the treatment of skin defects [13]. Numerous skin substitutes have been
developed at the preclinical level, with most of these models based on collagen, chitosan,
gelatin, alginate or other similar biomaterials [14]. In addition, very few skin substitutes
have been clinically evaluated in Europe as Advanced Therapy Medicinal Products (ATMP),
including a few commercial skin analogues [13,15]. However, the clinical usefulness of
most skin substitutes is still under validation [16–19].

Among the different skin substitutes showing results, a model of bioengineered human
skin originally generated at the University of Granada [20] called UGRSKIN demonstrated
to be potentially useful at the preclinical level [21–23]. UGRSKIN consists of a fibrin-
agarose dermal substitute containing human fibroblasts and a stratified epithelium on top
generated with autologous cultured keratinocytes. This skin model was approved by the
Spanish Medicines Agency for use in severely burnt patients as an ATMP in a specific
hospital in Spain using the hospital exception rule for this type of medicinal product [24].
The preliminary results in patients with large skin burns treated in the Andalusian Public
Healthcare System were promising, although the UGRSKIN model will still need to be
validated in larger cohorts of patients [25]. Despite the positive preliminary results, further
research is needed in order to better understand the properties of these bioartificial tissues
and thus improve their clinical efficiency. The UGRSKIN model consists of a biocompatible
fibrin-agarose biomaterial containing human dermal fibroblasts within the biomaterial,
and an epithelial layer on top generated with cultured human keratinocytes [20]. This skin
substitute was approved by the Spanish Medicines Agency for autologous clinical use and
is currently being applied for the treatment of severely burned patients [25].

A previous biomechanical and optical characterization of the UGRSKIN model showed
that this skin substitute shared several physical similarities with human native skin [21].
The analysis of the optical properties of UGRSKIN in the visible light range demonstrated
that the transmittance, absorption and scattering parameters were comparable to the native
skin, especially after specific periods of development in culture [21]. However, the optical
properties of the UGRSKIN model were not investigated in the UV range. As this is a very
important parameter of bioartificial skin substitutes, in the present work we have evaluated
the optical behavior of these substitutes in the UV-A, UV-B and UV-C ranges. Results will
contribute to the better characterization of this skin substitute and could allow further
optimization for future clinical use. The aim of this study is to determine the behavior of
the UGRSKIN model to contribute to its preclinical characterization as an ATMP for use
in severely burned patients. In addition, our objective was to demonstrate the usefulness
of this model as a protective barrier from the incoming sunlight, and to determine the
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development stage when the artificial tissue is able to protect the inner tissues from the
harmful UV light.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Tissue Samples and Cell Isolation

Primary cell cultures of human skin keratinocytes and fibroblasts were established
from small full-thickness skin biopsies obtained from healthy donors who underwent skin
surgery. Immediately after excision, skin samples were kept at 4 ◦C in Dulbecco’s Modified
Eagle’s Medium (DMEM; Merck, Darmstadt, Germany), supplemented with antibiotics
and antimycotics (100 U/mL penicillin G, 100 mg/mL streptomycin, and 0.25 mg/mL
amphotericin B; Merck, Darmstadt, Germany), and delivered to the laboratory. Biopsy
samples were then washed twice in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS), surgically prepared
to remove any remaining adipose tissue, and processed to establish primary cell cultures of
keratinocytes and fibroblasts. To obtain human skin keratinocyte cultures, biopsies were
carefully rinsed in 1× PBS and the explant technique was used to obtain small fragments
of epidermal tissue as previously described [26]. Tissue fragments were seeded into a
culture flask and incubated overnight at 37 ◦C with 1 mL of keratinocyte growth medium
to prevent cells from detaching. Subsequently, 1 mL of medium was added every day
until a final volume of 5 mL was reached. The keratinocyte growth medium consisted of a
3:1 mixture of DMEM and Ham’s F12 supplemented with 10% fetal calf serum, 100 U/mL
penicillin, 0.1 mg/mL streptomycin, and 0.25 g/mL amphotericin B, 24 µg/mL adenine,
0.4 mg/mL hydrocortisone, 5 mg/mL insulin, 10 ng/mL epidermal growth factor, and
1.3 ng/mL triiodothyronine (Merck, Darmstadt, Germany). To obtain skin fibroblast
cultures, dermal fragments were enzymatically digested using 2 mg/mL Clostridium
histolyticum collagenase I (Gibco-BRL, Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) at
37 ◦C for 6 h. Isolated fibroblasts were collected by centrifugation and expanded in culture
flasks containing basal cell culture medium (DMEM supplemented with 10% fetal bovine
serum, 100 U/mL penicillin, 0.1 mg/mL streptomycin, and 0.25 g/mL amphotericin B, all
from Merck) under standard cell culture conditions.

2.2. Generation of Human Skin Substitutes by Tissue Engineering

Once primary cell cultures of human skin keratinocytes and fibroblasts were obtained,
human skin substitutes were developed using fibrin-agarose based biomaterials as pre-
viously described [20,21]. In brief, a bioartificial dermal skin layer substitute was first
generated by mixing 760 µL of human plasma as a fibrin source, 75 µL of DMEM contain-
ing 140,000 cultured human fibroblasts, 15 µL of tranexamic acid—as an antifibrinolytic
agent—(Amchafibrin, Fides-Ecofarma, Valencia, Spain), 50 µL of a 2% solution of type VII
agarose (Merck, Darmstadt, Germany) melted in PBS, and 100 µL of 1% CaCl2 solution
(Merck, Darmstadt, Germany) per ml of mixture. This mixture was rapidly aliquoted
in Transwell cell culture inserts with 0.4 µm porous membranes and 24 mm of diameter
(Corning-Costar, Corning, NY, USA) and allowed to jellify at 37 ◦C for at least six h. Once
jellified, an epidermal layer was generated by subculturing human keratinocytes, which
were placed on top of the dermal substitute. Stratification and differentiation of the ep-
ithelial layer were promoted using the air-liquid culture technique. This technique was
performed by reducing the amount of culture medium in the porous inserts so that only the
stromal substitute remained submerged, whereas the developing epithelium was in direct
contact with air and received nutrition from the stromal layer [20,21]. The bioengineered
skin was kept for 7, 14, 21 and 28 days in a cell incubator, using standard cell culture
conditions (37 ◦C and 5% CO2). After each follow-up period, human skin substitutes were
subjected to plastic compression nanostructuration techniques as previously described [27].

2.3. Histological Analysis

Human skin substitutes and native human skin control samples were fixed in 4%
formaldehyde and embedded in paraffin to obtain 4 µm-thick histological sections. Tissue
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sections were dewaxed, rehydrated, and stained for histological analysis. To evaluate tissue
morphology and structure, sections were stained with hematoxylin-eosin (HE) (Panreac
AppliChem, Barcelona, Spain). Nuclear detection was performed with 4′,6-diamidino-
2-fenilindol (DAPI) (Vector laboratories, Burlingame, CA, USA). To evaluate epidermis
development and differentiation, tissue sections were subjected to immunohistochemi-
cal analysis for pancytokeratin (PANCK, a broad-spectrum marker of epithelial tissue),
cytokeratin 10 (CK10, a marker of epithelial stratification and maturation), cytokeratin 5
(CK5, a marker of epithelial cell proliferation) and filaggrin (FLG, a marker of epithelial
differentiation and skin barrier function). In brief, tissue sections were deparaffinized
and subjected to antigen retrieval with pH 8 EDTA buffer (25 min at 95 ◦C) for PANCK,
or with pH 6 citrate buffer (25 min at 95 ◦C) for CK10, CK5 and FLG, and endogenous
peroxidase was quenched with H2O2. Samples were then preincubated in a blocking solu-
tion containing horse serum and incubated with one of the following primary antibodies:
anti-PANCK (MAD-000755QD), anti-CK10 (MAD-000150QD), anti-CK5 (MAD-210651Q)
(all from Master Diagnostica, Granada, Spain, prediluted) and anti-FLG (ab221155, Abcam,
Cambridge, UK, dilution 1:5000). After washing in PBS, tissues were incubated in sec-
ondary anti-mouse or anti-rabbit antibodies labelled with peroxidase (ImmPRESS reagent
kit, Vector Laboratories; prediluted), washed in PBS, and incubated with diaminobenzi-
dine (DAB) (Vector laboratories, Newark, CA, USA). In all cases, positive and negative
control tissues were used, and samples were counterstained using Harry’s hematoxylin
and coverslipped. To histologically evaluate the dermis development, relevant extracellular
matrix components (ECM) were assessed by identifying collagen fibers and proteoglycans
using alcian blue (AB) and picrosirius red (PS) histochemistry, respectively, as previously
reported [28] (reagents from Panreac AppliChem, Barcelona, Spain). Normal human native
skin samples (CTR) were used as controls for all these analyses.

2.4. Optical Properties

The absorbance (A) and transmittance (T) of UV radiation propagating throughout
the human skin substitutes in the 200–400 nm spectral range were calculated from the
intensities measured using a spectrometer (Thorlabs CCS200/M, 200–1000 nm) with a
spectral light source (BDS130 Deuterium/Tungsten, 190–2500 nm) as:

A = log
I0

I
= log

1
T

(1)

where I0 is the incident light intensity and I is the transmitted light intensity. Its ratio
determines the inverse of light transmission T (Equation (1)).

Human skin substitutes were measured after 7, 14, 21 and 28 days of development
in culture. Native human skin samples considered as controls (CTR) underwent the same
measurement protocol. The thickness of all samples was measured using a Nikon Eclipse
90i light microscope.

The normalized absorbance (An) was also calculated, with normalization being per-
formed with respect to the control samples measurements. Optical properties were ana-
lyzed for: UV-C (200–280 nm), -B (280–315 nm) and -A (315–400 nm) spectral ranges [29].

2.5. Quantification of Histological Parameters and Statistical Analysis

To determine the histological development level of the epidermis upon the culture
time, we first quantified the thickness of the epidermis and the number of epithelial cell
strata found at day 7, 14, 21 and 28 of development. For the epidermal thickness, we used
the line selection tool of ImageJ software (National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD, USA)
and measured the height of the epithelium at 20 independent points in each image, using
the scale bar as a control. For the number of layers, we quantified the number of cell strata
found at 20 independent points of the epidermal layer. We then analyzed the presence of
the ECM components, the collagen and the proteoglycans. With this purpose, we used the
square tool ImageJ (25 µm × 25 µm squares) and quantified the average pixel intensity
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within each square, as previously described [30–33]. In each image, 20 independent areas
were randomly selected at the dermal substitute. For the immunohistochemical analysis,
expression was semiquantitatively assessed as negative (0), slightly positive (1), positive (2),
or strongly positive (3), as previously reported [34].

For the statistical analysis of the histological and optical parameters, we first analyzed
the normality of the distributions using the Shapiro-Wilk test and the homogeneity of
variances using a Levene’s test. As both tests demonstrated that the criteria required
for parametrical testing was not fulfilled, we used non-parametric statistical analysis. To
globally compare the results corresponding to several groups at the same time (for example,
A vs. An vs. T), we used the Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis of variance by ranks. For
pair-wise comparisons between two specific groups, we used the Mann-Whitney U test,
and the tau test of Kendall was used in correlation analyses. Comparisons were carried out
for each development time and for each UV range. For the optical parameters, the variance
accounted for value (VAF) was also calculated for each UV range as a determination of
the variation of the trend of spectral distribution of A, An and T during time in culture,
compared with the control sample.

VAF (%) =

(
∑

j
k=i akbk

)2(
∑

j
k=i a2

k

)(
∑

j
k=i b2

k

)
where ak is the value of the parameter to be studied (for each wavelength) and bk is the
equivalent for another measurement.

A Bonferroni-corrected p value of 0.001 was set, as multiple testing was performed.
The statistical analysis was performed using a standard statistical software package (SPSS
Statistics 20.0.0, IBM, Armonk, NY, USA).

3. Results
3.1. Histological Characterization of Human Skin Substitutes

We performed a histological analysis of the bioengineered human skin substitutes
kept in culture for 7, 14, 21 and 28 days. This analysis revealed the presence of a developing
epidermis on top of the fibrin-agarose dermal substitute that differed among the study
times (Figure 1). At day seven of follow-up, this epithelium was thin and consisted of
a single cell layer. However, the thickness and the number of layers of the epithelium
significantly increased over time, with a significant correlation between thickness and
time (p < 0.0001, r = 0.8049) and between cell number and time (p < 0.0001, r = 0.6510).
Global comparisons using the Kruskal-Wallis test revealed significant differences among
groups (p < 0.0001). When specific groups were compared using Mann-Whitney tests, we
found significant differences (p < 0.0001) between CTR samples and bioartificial tissues
corresponding to 7, 14 and 21 days of development, but not between CTR and 28-days
bioartificial tissues, which resulted in non-significance (p = 0.0227 for the epithelial thickness
and p = 0.0016 for the number of cell strata). Pair-wise comparisons between two specific
development times were always significant, except for the comparison of day 14 vs. day 21
and day 21 vs. day 28 for the number of cell layers (Figure 1).
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man skin consisted of a dense fibrillar biomaterial containing abundant fibroblasts im-
mersed within this biomaterial. Although this structure was partially analogue to the ex-
tracellular matrix found in CTR samples, blood vessels and the typical organization in 
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specializations, and the dermo-epithelial junction was rather flat (Figure 2). 

Figure 1. Histological evaluation of the epidermis of the human skin substitutes and native human
skin control. The histological features of the epidermis human skin substitutes developed after 7, 14,
21 and 28 days and human controls (CTR) were evaluated with Hematoxylin-Eosin (HE) and DAPI,
as well as with key epithelial markers using immunohistochemistry techniques for PANCK, CK5,
CK10 and FLG. The thickness of the epidermis, the number of epithelial cell strata and the immuno-
histochemical positive expression were quantified and shown accordingly. Statistically significant
differences between groups are labeled with asterisks (*), whereas non-significant differences are
labeled with “ns”. Scale bar = 200 µm and 26 µm in the insets.

In addition, we analyzed several key epithelial markers using immunohistochemistry.
As shown in Figure 1, our expression analysis first showed the intense expression of
PANCK and CK 5 and 10 in the CTR skin epidermis. We then found that bioengineered
human skin expressed increasing amounts of these markers, with a significant correlation
with the culture time (p = 0.0003 and r = 0.7106 for PANCK, p = 0.0016 and r = 0.6231
for CK5 and p = 0.0368 and r = 0.4224 for CK10). In general, the bioartificial skin kept in
culture for seven days showed low amounts of PANCK, CK5 and CK10. However, the
expression of these three markers tended to increase at days 14 and 21 and, especially,
at day 28 of ex vivo culture, although the expression levels found in CTR skin were not
reached. In general, the expression of PANCK tended to be higher than CK5, with the
lowest expression corresponding to CK10. For CK10, expression was found in scattered
epithelial cells, suggesting that specific cells could be committed to differentiation and
maturation. For the epithelial differentiation marker filaggrin, our results showed that
the bioartificial skin samples kept in culture expressed low amounts of this marker (slight
expression), with a moderate increase over time that did not reach the expression found in
CTR skin (Figure 1).
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In the second place, we analyzed the histological structure of the dermal layer of
the bioartificial skin samples and controls. In this regard, we found that the bioartificial
human skin consisted of a dense fibrillar biomaterial containing abundant fibroblasts
immersed within this biomaterial. Although this structure was partially analogue to the
extracellular matrix found in CTR samples, blood vessels and the typical organization in
papillary and reticular dermis of the CTR were not present in the bioartificial samples.
In fact, bioengineered human skin did not show the typical rete-ridges and papillae skin
specializations, and the dermo-epithelial junction was rather flat (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Histological evaluation of the dermis of the human skin substitutes and native human skin
control. The histological features of the dermis human skin substitutes developed after 7, 14, 21 and
28 days and human controls (CTR) were assessed using Alcian Blue (AB) and Picrosirius (PS) for
extracellular matrix components (ECM) evaluation, proteoglycans, and collagen fibers, respectively.
Proteoglycans and collagen fibers expression were quantified in AB and PS-stained sections; values
correspond to reaction intensity for each histochemical method. Statistically significant differences
between groups are labeled with asterisks (*), whereas non-significant differences are labeled with
“ns”. Scale bar = 200 µm.

When the composition of the dermal layer was analyzed using AB and PS histochem-
istry (Figure 2), we found significant differences associated to the sample type and develop-
ment time. On the one hand, the expression analysis of proteoglycans as determined by AB
revealed that bioengineered samples were significantly enriched in these non-fibrillar com-
ponents of the extracellular matrix compared to the CTR dermis (p < 0.0001). In addition,
the presence of proteoglycans tended to increase with culture time in bioengineered skin
samples, with a significant correlation with time (p < 0.0001 and r = 0.7980). Differences
between specific culture times were always statistically significant (p < 0.0001). For the
fibrillar components, our analysis showed that CTR samples contained significantly higher
amounts of fibers than the bioengineered skin (p < 0.0001), although the fibers content
tended to significantly increase with culture time (p = 0.0001 and r = 0.2168) without reach-
ing CTR levels. Differences between times were significant (p < 0.0001) except for the
comparison of day 14 vs. day 21 in bioartificial samples (p = 0.7600).

3.2. Optical Characterization of the Human Skin Substitutes

As shown in Figure 3, we analyzed the optical properties of the spectral behav-
ior of CTR and bioartificial skin in the 200–400 nm UV range (absorbance, normalized
absorbance and transmission) (Figure 3). Results showed that the absorbance spectral
behavior (Figure 3a) of the skin substitutes showed similar patterns to CTR skin at all
development times, with VAF values higher than 99.47% for all UV ranges. However, we
found that the absorbance values were significantly lower in seven- and 14-days bioengi-
neered skin samples than in CTR skin (p < 0.0001), whereas 21-days and 28-days samples
were significantly higher than CTR in the UV-C and UV-B ranges (p < 0.0001). In contrast,
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in the UV-A range, starting with approximately 370 nm, the CTR skin displayed slightly
higher absorbance values with statistically significant differences with the 21 and 28-days
of development in culture samples (p < 0.0001). Nevertheless, bioengineered skin samples
corresponding to 28 days of development did not differ from 21-days samples for the UV-C
and UV-A ranges (p = 0.0039 and p = 0.0028, respectively). These results were confirmed
when the absorbance values of the bioengineered skin samples were normalized to CTR
samples (Figure 3). After normalization, the spectral behavior of all bioengineered skin
samples was similar in all UV ranges at all periods of time (VAF > 99.66%).
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In addition, the bioengineered skin corresponding to seven and 14 days of develop-
ment displayed absorbance values 0.85–0.90 times lower than CTR, whereas 21- and 28-days
samples showed 1.05–1.10 times the CTR values. In fact, the analysis of the normalized
absorbance (Figure 3b) revealed statistically significant differences between samples kept
in culture for seven and 14 days and the 21- and 28-days samples (p < 0.0001). Moreover,
no statistically significant differences were found between 21- and 28-days samples for all
UV ranges studied (p = 0.0325, p = 0.0020 and p = 0.0064 for UV-C, B and A, respectively).

These results correlated with the values obtained for the UV light transmission
(Figure 3c). In short, our analysis showed that the highest transmission corresponded
to bioartificial skin kept in culture for seven and 14 days, whose values were significantly
higher than CTR values (p < 0.0001), although the spectral behavior of these samples
showed similar patterns with the control skin. (VAF > 96.08% in the UV-C, >98.95% in
the UV-B and >94.80% in the UV-A ranges). In contrast, transmission corresponding to
21- and 28-days bioengineered skin samples was significantly lower than CTR in the UV-C
and UV-B ranges (p < 0.0001). For the UV-A range, no statistically significant differences
were found between the 21-day samples and the CTR skin (p = 0.0129), and also the 21 and
28-days samples (p = 0.0034).

4. Discussion

A thorough characterization of novel bioartificial tissues generated in the laboratory
is one of the essential requirements of medical agencies for tissues intended for clinical
use [25,35]. Although our model of bioartificial skin has already been evaluated and
characterized at different levels [20,22,26], the optical behavior of the UGRSKIN model in
the UV range was not previously evaluated. Since one of the main functions of grafted skin
is protecting the patient’s inner tissues from UV light damage, a proper optical evaluation
of this ATMP would significantly contribute to establish the putative therapeutic potential
of this novel product.
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Among the main skin components playing a role in the absorption of incoming light,
melanin, opsins and hemoglobin pigments were shown to have a high capability to absorb
visible and UV light [36]. Other components of the normal skin such as cytokeratins
and collagen fibers are also able to absorb significant amounts of light [37]. In addition,
cells and their structural components: nuclei, organelles and other small particles, are
important structures of all human tissues that are able to prevent light from entering to
the inner structures by absorbing part of the incoming light [21,38]. Although both the
dermal fibroblasts and the epidermal keratinocytes can exert this function, it is thought that
keratinocytes play a major role in UV light absorbance due to the presence of cytokeratins,
opsins and possibly other molecules that are able to interact with UV radiation in the
cytoplasm of these cells [37,39].

In the present study, we demonstrated that the bioengineered skin model generated
in the laboratory was capable of absorbing most of the incident UV light, thus preventing
this highly energetic radiation to reach deeper tissues. In general, our results showed
that the UV optical properties and spectral behavior of the bioengineered human skin
substitutes cultured ex vivo tended to mimic those of the native human skin, especially in
the UV-A range, at the end of the follow-up period. In fact, UV absorbance increased, and
UV transmission decreased with culture time, coinciding with the important changes found
at the epidermal and dermal compartments of the skin substitutes, and became comparable
to CTR after 21 and 28 days of development. In fact, our findings showed that bioartificial
skin was initially histologically immature and tended to gradually differentiate in a time-
dependent manner. These results are in agreement with previous reports demonstrating
that both the epithelial and the stromal layer of bioartificial skin experience a sequential
process of development that correlates with time in culture [22,23]. As in these previous
reports, the epidermal layer of the bioengineered skin substitutes initially consisted of a
single stratum of cells which were able to proliferate and stratify with time in culture to
develop a stratified epithelium whose thickness and number of cell layers did not differ
from control skin at day 28. This increment in the number of cells found at the epithelial
layer coincided with the similar levels of UV light transmission and absorption found in
these samples and suggests that the main factor responsible for this phenomenon could be
the epidermal keratinocytes that developed on top of the bioengineering skin and became
very abundant at longer follow-up times. Interestingly, our analysis showed that the optical
behavior was very similar at 21 and 28 days, despite the fact that the number of cells and
the epithelial thickness was lower at day 21. It is likely that the number of cells found at
day 21 could be sufficient to achieve the UV absorption properties found in CTR skin.

In addition, the sequential epidermal maturation and differentiation of the bioengi-
neered skin was accompanied by a time-dependent expression of key epithelial markers
and dermal components, as expected [22,23]. At the epithelial level, our analysis showed
a significant correlation between time and the presence of PANCK, CK5 and CK10 in the
bioengineered skin epidermis, and samples corresponding to 21 and, especially, 28 days
of development had significant amounts of these epithelial components. Most likely, the
presence of these molecules was associated with the high UV absorbance found in these
samples, and we may hypothesize that the bioengineered human skin corresponding to
21 and 28 days could be able to prevent UV light from reaching the inner structures, thus
protecting these structures from non-specific cellular and tissular damage, as it is the case
of the native skin [1,40]. Interestingly, the levels of expression of most of these components
did not reach those found in normal, native skin, although this finding does not seem to
alter the optical properties of the bioengineered skin in the UV range. These results are
in agreement with previous reports suggesting that human bioengineered tissues kept in
culture are able to mature and differentiate until some extent, but terminal differentiation
will require in vivo grafting [22]. Despite the fact that samples were always kept ex vivo
and differentiation was partial, it is noteworthy that expression of PANCK and CK5 was
higher than CK10 and FLG. This finding is not surprising, since it is well known that CK10
and FLG, which are usually coexpressed, are markers of highly differentiated, cornified
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epithelia, whereas PANCK and CK5 are present in all epithelia, especially when epithelial
cells are proliferating [41]. Although found at low concentrations, FLG tended to be more
abundant at days 21 and 28 of development. Its presence has been associated to UV absorp-
tion through the formation of urocanic acid, which is, in turn, among the most important
non-melanin keratinocyte protectants [42–45].

Regarding the dermal compartment of the skin, we also found a correlation with
the time in culture in bioengineered skin substitutes, which confirms previous studies
demonstrating that the dermal layer experienced a progressive process of histological
maturation and differentiation in culture [20]. The fact that the dermis was likely capable
of protection from UV light is very relevant, especially for UV-A, as this radiation with a
longer wavelength can penetrate deeply in the skin and reach the dermal layer, whereas
UV-B are mostly absorbed by the most superficial structures and UV-C is quenched by
the atmosphere [1]. In this regard, we first found that the bioartificial skin tended to
synthesize increasing amounts of proteoglycans, which may be explained by the increasing
number of fibroblasts found at the dermal layer. The fact that the artificial skin shows
more proteoglycans than CTR skin could be associated with the nature of the biomaterial
used in the UGRSKIN model, which contains a natural polysaccharide such as the agarose,
which could contain proteoglycans. Our results then showed that the presence of collagen
fibers tended to increase with time, although levels were always lower than CTR skin, as
previously reported for bioartificial skin kept ex vivo [22,23]. Although the maturation
level of the dermal layer was lower than the epidermis, it is probable that the sequential
synthesis of dermal fibrillar and non-fibrillar components of the dermis may also play a
role in absorbing incoming UV light in bioengineered skin. As the sequential maturation of
the epidermis correlated with dermal development, we could state that an orchestrated
process of differentiation may be simultaneously occurring in both layers as a result of a
dermo-epidermal interaction, as it is the case with the developing skin [46].

5. Conclusions

In summary, the present work allowed us to characterize the UGRSKIN model of
bioengineered human skin regarding UV light behavior. On the one hand, we found that
the epidermal layer was able to mature and differentiate in a time-dependent manner. The
artificial skin developed a thick epithelium with several cell strata expressing relevant
epithelial proteins, and this epithelium was able to absorb most of the incoming UV light.
On the other hand, the fact that the dermis also showed sequential signs of maturation and
differentiation suggests that this layer could also play a role in UV light protection. These
findings support the use of samples corresponding to 21 or 28 days of development for
clinical purposes not only due to their higher structural similarities with native skin, but
also because of their optical properties in the UV range. Future studies should determine
the biological behavior of the skin substitutes subjected to continuous UV irradiation to
ascertain how these bioartificial tissues respond to the incoming light in a setting able to
reproduce the in vivo situation.

This study could contribute to the preclinical characterization of the UGRSKIN model,
as a thorough characterization is a key requirement of bioartificial tissues intended for
clinical use. The demonstration that the bioartificial skin could protect the patient’s inner
tissues from the incoming UV light supports the clinical use of the UGRSKIN model. The
suitability of this skin model should be compared with other types of skin substitutes
generated by 3D printing or other biofabrication methods [47,48].

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.M.I. and I.G.; methodology, J.C.C. and J.C.-A.; valida-
tion, J.C.C., J.C.-A. and I.G.; formal analysis, J.R.-L., J.C.C., A.M.I., J.C.-A.; investigation, J.R.-L., J.C.C.
and J.C.-A.; resources, M.M.P. and M.A.; data curation, J.R.-L., J.C.C., A.M.I., J.C.-A.; writing—original
draft preparation, J.R.-L., M.M.P., A.M.I. and J.C.-A.; writing—review and editing, J.C.C., I.G. and
M.A.; visualization, J.R.-L. and J.C.-A.; supervision, A.M.I. and I.G.; project administration, A.M.I.
and I.G.; funding acquisition, J.C.C., M.M.P., I.G. and M.A. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.



Biomedicines 2022, 10, 1640 11 of 13

Funding: This research was supported by grant PE-0395-2019 from Consejería de Salud y Familias,
Junta de Andalucía, Spain, grant B-CTS-450-UGR20 (proyectos de I+D+i en el marco del Programa
Operativo FEDER Andalucía 2014-2020, University of Granada and Consejería de Transformación
Económica, Industria, Conocimiento y Universidades), cofinanced by the European Regional De-
velopment Fund (ERDF) through the “Una manera de hacer Europa” program and by grant and
P20-00200 from Junta de Andalucía. Supported by the Spanish Ministry of Science, Innovation and
Universities (PGC2018-101904-A-100) and from University of Granada (A.TEP.280.UGR18).

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration
of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Research and Ethics Committee in Biomedical Research
of Granada (Comité Ético de Investigación, CEIM/CEI) with protocol code NanoGSkin and S1900527,
date of approval 31 January 2018 and 27 December 2019.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all persons involved in the study.

Data Availability Statement: All relevant data are shown in the manuscript. Additional data are
available on request from the corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest. The funders had no
role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of
the manuscript; or in the decision to publish the results.

References
1. D’Orazio, J.; Jarrett, S.; Amaro-Ortiz, A.; Scott, T. UV Radiation and the Skin. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2013, 14, 12222–12248. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
2. Bernerd, F.; Marionnet, C.; Duval, C. Solar Ultraviolet Radiation Induces Biological Alterations in Human Skin in Vitro: Relevance

of a Well-Balanced UVA/UVB Protection. Indian J. Dermatol. Venereol. Leprol. 2012, 78 (Suppl. S1), S15–S23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Mohania, D.; Chandel, S.; Kumar, P.; Verma, V.; Digvijay, K.; Tripathi, D.; Choudhury, K.; Mitten, S.K.; Shah, D. Ultraviolet

Radiations: Skin Defense-Damage Mechanism. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 2017, 996, 71–87. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Matsumura, Y.; Ananthaswamy, H.N. Toxic Effects of Ultraviolet Radiation on the Skin. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 2004, 195,

298–308. [CrossRef]
5. Shukla, A.; Mukherjee, S.; Sharma, S.; Agrawal, V.; Radha Kishan, K.V.; Guptasarma, P. A Novel UV Laser-Induced Visible Blue

Radiation from Protein Crystals and Aggregates: Scattering Artifacts or Fluorescence Transitions of Peptide Electrons Delocalized
through Hydrogen Bonding? Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 2004, 428, 144–153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Xu, G.; Marcusson, J.A.; Hemminki, K. DNA Photodamage Induced by UV Phototherapy Lamps and Sunlamps in Human Skin
in Situ and Its Potential Importance for Skin Cancer. J. Investig. Dermatol. 2001, 116, 194–195. [CrossRef]

7. Tyrrell, R.M.; Keyse, S.M. New Trends in Photobiology the Interaction of UVA Radiation with Cultured Cells. J. Photochem.
Photobiol. B 1990, 4, 349–361. [CrossRef]

8. Jensen, J.M.; Proksch, E. The Skin’s Barrier. G. Ital. Dermatol. Venereol. 2009, 144, 689–700.
9. MacNeil, S. Progress and Opportunities for Tissue-Engineered Skin. Nature 2007, 445, 874–880. [CrossRef]
10. Lazic, T.; Falanga, V. Bioengineered Skin Constructs and Their Use in Wound Healing. Plast. Reconstr. Surg. 2011, 127 (Suppl. S1),

75S–90S. [CrossRef]
11. Ijaola, A.O.; Akamo, D.O.; Damiri, F.; Akisin, C.J.; Bamidele, E.A.; Ajiboye, E.G.; Berrada, M.; Onyenokwe, V.O.; Yang, S.-Y.;

Asmatulu, E. Polymeric Biomaterials for Wound Healing Applications: A Comprehensive Review. J. Biomater. Sci. Polym. Ed.
2022, 1–53. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Berthiaume, F.; Hsia, H.C. Regenerative Approaches for Chronic Wounds. Annu. Rev. Biomed. Eng. 2022, 24, 61–83. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Nilforoushzadeh, M.A.; Amirkhani, M.A.; Khodaverdi, E.; Razzaghi, Z.; Afzali, H.; Izadpanah, S.; Zare, S. Tissue Engineering in
Dermatology-from Lab to Market. Tissue Cell 2022, 74, 101717. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Xu, J.; Zheng, S.; Hu, X.; Li, L.; Li, W.; Parungao, R.; Wang, Y.; Nie, Y.; Liu, T.; Song, K. Advances in the Research of Bioinks Based
on Natural Collagen, Polysaccharide and Their Derivatives for Skin 3D Bioprinting. Polymers 2020, 12, 1237. [CrossRef]

15. Final Report Summary-EUROSKINGRAFT (A Novel Generation of Skin Substitutes to Clinically Treat a Broad Spectrum of
Severe Skin Defects)|FP7. Available online: https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/279024/reporting (accessed on 4 July 2022).

16. Oliveira, A.; Simões, S.; Ascenso, A.; Reis, C.P. Therapeutic Advances in Wound Healing. J. Dermatol. Treat. 2022, 33, 2–22.
[CrossRef]

17. Holmes, J.H.; Schurr, M.J.; King, B.T.; Foster, K.; Faucher, L.D.; Lokuta, M.A.; Comer, A.R.; Rooney, P.J.; Barbeau, K.F.;
Mohoney, S.T.; et al. An Open-Label, Prospective, Randomized, Controlled, Multicenter, Phase 1b Study of StrataGraft Skin
Tissue versus Autografting in Patients with Deep Partial-Thickness Thermal Burns. Burns J. Int. Soc. Burn Inj. 2019, 45, 1749–1758.
[CrossRef]

18. Takami, Y.; Yamaguchi, R.; Ono, S.; Hyakusoku, H. Clinical Application and Histological Properties of Autologous Tissue-
Engineered Skin Equivalents Using an Acellular Dermal Matrix. J. Nippon Med. Sch. 2014, 81, 356–363. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms140612222
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23749111
http://doi.org/10.4103/0378-6323.97351
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22710109
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-56017-5_7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29124692
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2003.08.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.abb.2004.05.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15246870
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1747.2001.00228.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/1011-1344(90)85014-N
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature05664
http://doi.org/10.1097/PRS.0b013e3182009d9f
http://doi.org/10.1080/09205063.2022.2088528
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35695023
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-bioeng-010220-113008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35226819
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tice.2021.101717
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34973574
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym12061237
https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/279024/reporting
http://doi.org/10.1080/09546634.2020.1730296
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.burns.2019.07.021
http://doi.org/10.1272/jnms.81.356


Biomedicines 2022, 10, 1640 12 of 13

19. Oostendorp, C.; Meyer, S.; Sobrio, M.; van Arendonk, J.; Reichmann, E.; Daamen, W.F.; van Kuppevelt, T.H. Evaluation of
Cultured Human Dermal- and Dermo-Epidermal Substitutes Focusing on Extracellular Matrix Components: Comparison of
Protein and RNA Analysis. Burns 2017, 43, 520–530. [CrossRef]

20. Carriel, V.; Garzón, I.; Jiménez, J.-M.; Oliveira, A.-C.-X.; Arias-Santiago, S.; Campos, A.; Sánchez-Quevedo, M.-C.; Alaminos, M.
Epithelial and Stromal Developmental Patterns in a Novel Substitute of the Human Skin Generated with Fibrin-Agarose
Biomaterials. Cells Tissues Organs 2012, 196, 1–12. [CrossRef]

21. Ionescu, A.M.; Chato-Astrain, J.; Cardona Pérez, J.d.l.C.; Campos, F.; Pérez Gómez, M.; Alaminos, M.; Garzón Bello, I. Evaluation
of the Optical and Biomechanical Properties of Bioengineered Human Skin Generated with Fibrin-Agarose Biomaterials. J. Biomed.
Opt. 2020, 25, 055002. [CrossRef]

22. Garzón, I.; Miyake, J.; González-Andrades, M.; Carmona, R.; Carda, C.; Sánchez-Quevedo, M.d.C.; Campos, A.; Alaminos, M.
Wharton’s Jelly Stem Cells: A Novel Cell Source for Oral Mucosa and Skin Epithelia Regeneration. Stem Cells Transl. Med. 2013, 2,
625–632. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Martin-Piedra, M.A.; Alfonso-Rodriguez, C.A.; Zapater, A.; Durand-Herrera, D.; Chato-Astrain, J.; Campos, F.; Sanchez-Quevedo,
M.C.; Alaminos, M.; Garzon, I. Effective Use of Mesenchymal Stem Cells in Human Skin Substitutes Generated by Tissue
Engineering. Eur. Cell. Mater. 2019, 37, 233–249. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Cuende, N.; Boniface, C.; Bravery, C.; Forte, M.; Giordano, R.; Hildebrandt, M.; Izeta, A.; Dominici, M. Legal and Regulatory
Affairs Committee—Europe, International Society for Cellular Therapy the Puzzling Situation of Hospital Exemption for
Advanced Therapy Medicinal Products in Europe and Stakeholders’ Concerns. Cytotherapy 2014, 16, 1597–1600. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

25. Egea-Guerrero, J.J.; Carmona, G.; Correa, E.; Mata, R.; Arias-Santiago, S.; Alaminos, M.; Gacto, P.; Cuende, N. Transplant of
Tissue-Engineered Artificial Autologous Human Skin in Andalusia: An Example of Coordination and Institutional Collaboration.
Transplant. Proc. 2019, 51, 3047–3050. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Chato-Astrain, J.; Sánchez-Porras, D.; García-García, Ó.D.; Vairo, C.; Villar-Vidal, M.; Villullas, S.; Sánchez-Montesinos, I.;
Campos, F.; Garzón, I.; Alaminos, M. Improvement of Cell Culture Methods for the Successful Generation of Human Keratinocyte
Primary Cell Cultures Using EGF-Loaded Nanostructured Lipid Carriers. Biomedicines 2021, 9, 1634. [CrossRef]

27. Chato-Astrain, J.; Chato-Astrain, I.; Sánchez-Porras, D.; García-García, Ó.-D.; Bermejo-Casares, F.; Vairo, C.; Villar-Vidal, M.;
Gainza, G.; Villullas, S.; Oruezabal, R.-I.; et al. Generation of a Novel Human Dermal Substitute Functionalized with Antibiotic-
Loaded Nanostructured Lipid Carriers (NLCs) with Antimicrobial Properties for Tissue Engineering. J. Nanobiotechnology 2020,
18, 174. [CrossRef]

28. Sánchez-Porras, D.; Caro-Magdaleno, M.; González-Gallardo, C.; García-García, Ó.D.; Garzón, I.; Carriel, V.; Campos, F.;
Alaminos, M. Generation of a Biomimetic Substitute of the Corneal Limbus Using Decellularized Scaffolds. Pharmaceutics 2021,
13, 1718. [CrossRef]

29. Juzeniene, A.; Brekke, P.; Dahlback, A.; Andersson-Engels, S.; Reichrath, J.; Moan, K.; Holick, M.F.; Grant, W.B.; Moan, J. Solar
Radiation and Human Health. Rep. Prog. Phys. 2011, 74, 066701. [CrossRef]

30. Carriel, V.; Garzón, I.; Campos, A.; Cornelissen, M.; Alaminos, M. Differential Expression of GAP-43 and Neurofilament during
Peripheral Nerve Regeneration through Bio-Artificial Conduits. J. Tissue Eng. Regen. Med. 2017, 11, 553–563. [CrossRef]

31. Ortiz-Arrabal, O.; Carmona, R.; García-García, Ó.-D.; Chato-Astrain, J.; Sánchez-Porras, D.; Domezain, A.; Oruezabal, R.-I.;
Carriel, V.; Campos, A.; Alaminos, M. Generation and Evaluation of Novel Biomaterials Based on Decellularized Sturgeon
Cartilage for Use in Tissue Engineering. Biomedicines 2021, 9, 775. [CrossRef]

32. Rodriguez-Pozo, J.A.; Ramos-Lopez, J.F.; Gonzalez-Gallardo, M.C.; Campos, F.; Sanchez-Porras, D.; Oyonarte, S.; Oruezabal, R.I.;
Campos, A.; Martin-Piedra, M.A.; Alaminos, M. Evaluation of Myopic Cornea Lenticules. A Histochemical and Clinical
Correlation. Exp. Eye Res. 2020, 196, 108066. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Carriel, V.; Garzón, I.; Alaminos, M.; Campos, A. Evaluation of Myelin Sheath and Collagen Reorganization Pattern in a Model of
Peripheral Nerve Regeneration Using an Integrated Histochemical Approach. Histochem. Cell Biol. 2011, 136, 709–717. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

34. Vela-Romera, A.; Carriel, V.; Martín-Piedra, M.A.; Aneiros-Fernández, J.; Campos, F.; Chato-Astrain, J.; Prados-Olleta, N.;
Campos, A.; Alaminos, M.; Garzón, I. Characterization of the Human Ridged and Non-Ridged Skin: A Comprehensive
Histological, Histochemical and Immunohistochemical Analysis. Histochem. Cell Biol. 2019, 151, 57–73. [CrossRef]

35. Rico-Sánchez, L.; Garzón, I.; González-Andrades, M.; Ruíz-García, A.; Punzano, M.; Lizana-Moreno, A.; Muñoz-Ávila, J.I.;
Sánchez-Quevedo, M.D.C.; Martínez-Atienza, J.; Lopez-Navas, L.; et al. Successful Development and Clinical Translation of a
Novel Anterior Lamellar Artificial Cornea. J. Tissue Eng. Regen. Med. 2019, 13, 2142–2154. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Tsumura, N.; Haneishi, H.; Miyake, Y. Independent Component Analysis of Spectral Absorbance Image in Human Skin. Opt. Rev.
2000, 7, 479–482. [CrossRef]

37. Austin, E.; Geisler, A.N.; Nguyen, J.; Kohli, I.; Hamzavi, I.; Lim, H.W.; Jagdeo, J. Visible Light. Part I: Properties and Cutaneous
Effects of Visible Light. J. Am. Acad. Dermatol. 2021, 84, 1219–1231. [CrossRef]

38. Nguyen, J.; Hayakawa, C.K.; Mourant, J.R.; Spanier, J. Perturbation Monte Carlo Methods for Tissue Structure Alterations. Biomed.
Opt. Express 2013, 4, 1946–1963. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.burns.2016.10.002
http://doi.org/10.1159/000330682
http://doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.25.5.055002
http://doi.org/10.5966/sctm.2012-0157
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23817131
http://doi.org/10.22203/eCM.v037a14
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30924522
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcyt.2014.08.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25293816
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.transproceed.2019.08.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31627920
http://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines9111634
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-020-00732-0
http://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics13101718
http://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/74/6/066701
http://doi.org/10.1002/term.1949
http://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines9070775
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.exer.2020.108066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32439395
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00418-011-0874-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22038043
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00418-018-1701-x
http://doi.org/10.1002/term.2951
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31373143
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10043-000-0479-x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaad.2021.02.048
http://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.4.001946


Biomedicines 2022, 10, 1640 13 of 13

39. Castellano-Pellicena, I.; Uzunbajakava, N.E.; Mignon, C.; Raafs, B.; Botchkarev, V.A.; Thornton, M.J. Does Blue Light Restore
Human Epidermal Barrier Function via Activation of Opsin during Cutaneous Wound Healing? Lasers Surg. Med. 2019, 51,
370–382. [CrossRef]

40. Meyer, T.; Stockfleth, E. Light and Skin. Curr. Probl. Dermatol. 2021, 55, 53–61. [CrossRef]
41. Fernanda de Mello Costa, M.; Weiner, A.I.; Vaughan, A.E. Basal-like Progenitor Cells: A Review of Dysplastic Alveolar

Regeneration and Remodeling in Lung Repair. Stem Cell Rep. 2020, 15, 1015–1025. [CrossRef]
42. Cascella, R.; Strafella, C.; Germani, C.; Manzo, L.; Marsella, L.T.; Borgiani, P.; Sobhy, N.; Abdelmaksood, R.; Gerou, S.;

Ioannides, D.; et al. FLG (Filaggrin) Null Mutations and Sunlight Exposure: Evidence of a Correlation. J. Am. Acad. Der-
matol. 2015, 73, 528–529. [CrossRef]

43. Mildner, M.; Jin, J.; Eckhart, L.; Kezic, S.; Gruber, F.; Barresi, C.; Stremnitzer, C.; Buchberger, M.; Mlitz, V.; Ballaun, C.; et al.
Knockdown of Filaggrin Impairs Diffusion Barrier Function and Increases UV Sensitivity in a Human Skin Model. J. Investig.
Dermatol. 2010, 130, 2286–2294. [CrossRef]

44. Morrison, H. Photochemistry and Photobiology of Urocanic Acid. Photo-dermatology 1985, 2, 158–165. [CrossRef]
45. Zenisek, A.; Kral, J.A.; Hais, I.M. Sun-Screening Effect of Urocanic Acid. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1955, 18, 589–591. [CrossRef]
46. Ji, S.; Zhu, Z.; Sun, X.; Fu, X. Functional Hair Follicle Regeneration: An Updated Review. Signal Transduct. Target. Ther. 2021, 6, 66.

[CrossRef]
47. Antezana, P.E.; Municoy, S.; Álvarez-Echazú, M.I.; Santo-Orihuela, P.L.; Catalano, P.N.; Al-Tel, T.H.; Kadumudi, F.B.; Dolatshahi-

Pirouz, A.; Orive, G.; Desimone, M.F. The 3D Bioprinted Scaffolds for Wound Healing. Pharmaceutics 2022, 14, 464. [CrossRef]
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