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Table S1 DNA binding parameters for the ligands

aDNA binding constant by UV–vis spectral method.  bStern–Volmer Quenching constant for CT–DNA–EB complex. cthe 

apparent DNA binding constant.

Ligands 
Binding Constant 

(Kb) a (M–1)

Stern–Volmer Quenching 

Constant (KSV) (M–1) b
Kapp (M–1)c

HL1 5.50 × 103 5.01 × 102 3.02 × 105

HL2 5.20 × 103 5.80 × 102 3.60 × 105

HL3 1.80 × 103 9.28 × 102 6.70 × 105

H2L4 7.00 × 103 4.50 × 102 2.69 × 105
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