
           
            International Journal of Scientific Research in Engineering and Management (IJSREM) 

                             Volume: 10 Issue: 07 | Jul - 2026                               SJIF Rating: 8.659                                      ISSN: 2582-3930                                                                                                                                               

 

© 2026, IJSREM      | https://ijsrem.com                                 DOI: 10.55041/IJSREM65851                                       |        Page 1 
 

From Para-Phenylenediamine (PPD) To Para-Toluenediamine (PTD): The 

Evolution of Safe Hair Dye Chemistry—A Comparative Review 

 

Bhavana Sharma1, Aran Kumar2, Satinder Kumar Juneja3 

1.Associate Professor of Chemistry, Government Degree College Kunjwani/Sainik  Colony, Jammu, JKUT, 

India 

2.Associate Professor of Chemistry, PSPS Govt College For Women , Gandhi Nagar, Jammu, JKUT, India. 

3.Associate Professor of Chemistry, Government MAM College, Jammu, JKUT, India 
 

Abstract 

Hair coloring has evolved from the use of naturally derived pigments to sophisticated oxidative dye systems capable of 

producing durable, natural-looking shades. Among oxidative dye intermediates, para-phenylenediamine (PPD) has 

remained the gold standard for more than a century because of its excellent color intensity, rapid oxidation kinetics, and 

superior permanence. However, the strong sensitizing potential of PPD has raised significant concerns regarding 

consumer safety, particularly its association with allergic contact dermatitis (ACD), occupational dermatitis among 

hairdressers, and severe systemic toxicity following accidental or intentional exposure. These concerns have prompted 

extensive research into alternative aromatic diamines, particularly para-toluenediamine (PTD), which possesses similar 

dyeing characteristics but exhibits a comparatively lower sensitization potential in selected populations. Although PTD 

has emerged as a promising substitute in many commercial hair dye formulations, complete replacement of PPD remains 

challenging due to differences in oxidation behavior, color spectrum, stability, cross-reactivity, and regulatory 

constraints. Recent advances in cosmetic chemistry have further focused on PPD-free formulations, biomimetic 

pigments, plant-derived colorants, and nanotechnology-assisted delivery systems aimed at improving safety without 

compromising performance. This review summarizes the evolution of oxidative hair dye chemistry from PPD to PTD 

with emphasis on chemistry, toxicology, immunology, regulatory status, and future perspectives. 
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1. Introduction 

Hair coloring is one of the oldest cosmetic practices known to humankind, with early use of natural dyes such as henna 

(Lawsonia inermis), indigo (Indigofera tinctoria), walnut extracts, saffron, and metallic salts in ancient civilizations [1]. 

However, these natural systems lacked durability and shade versatility [2]. 

The introduction of aromatic amines in the nineteenth century led to the development of oxidative hair dyes, with para-

phenylenediamine (PPD) emerging as the dominant precursor due to its efficient penetration into hair fibers and rapid 

oxidative polymerization into stable pigments [3,4]. PPD remains widely used in commercial formulations globally [5]. 

The oxidative hair dye mechanism involves alkaline swelling of hair fibers followed by oxidation of dye precursors 

using hydrogen peroxide, forming quinonediimine intermediates that couple with phenolic compounds to produce high 

molecular weight pigments trapped within the cortex [6]. 

Despite its effectiveness, PPD is a major cause of allergic contact dermatitis worldwide, affecting both consumers and 

occupationally exposed hairdressers [7–9]. Clinical reactions range from mild dermatitis to severe systemic 

hypersensitivity reactions [10]. 

To address safety concerns, para-toluenediamine (PTD) has been introduced as an alternative oxidative intermediate, 

differing from PPD by a methyl substitution that alters its reactivity and sensitization profile [11]. However, cross-

reactivity remains a major limitation [12,13]. 
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2. Chemistry of PPD 

PPD (1,4-diaminobenzene; C₆H₈N₂) is an aromatic diamine with para-positioned amino groups responsible for its high 

reactivity in oxidative systems [14]. It oxidizes readily under alkaline conditions to form quinonediimine intermediates, 

which subsequently participate in coupling reactions with dye modifiers such as resorcinol and m-aminophenol [6,15]. 

This results in polymeric chromophores that are insoluble and trapped within the hair cortex, ensuring permanent 

coloration [15,16]. 

However, oxidation also generates reactive intermediates capable of binding to skin proteins, forming hapten–protein 

complexes that trigger immune responses [17]. 

 

3. Emergence of PTD 

Para-toluenediamine (PTD; 2-methyl-1,4-diaminobenzene) differs structurally from PPD by a single methyl group, 

which increases steric hindrance and slightly modifies oxidation kinetics [11]. 

PTD undergoes similar oxidative coupling reactions but typically shows slower reaction rates, leading to more 

controlled pigment formation [18]. This contributes to improved shade modulation but does not eliminate allergenic 

potential. 

Clinical studies demonstrate reduced sensitization rates compared to PPD in general populations; however, significant 

cross-reactivity is observed in previously sensitized individuals [12,13]. 

 

4. Comparative Chemistry of PPD and PTD 

The methyl substitution in PTD increases electron density via hyperconjugation, influencing oxidation potential and 

intermediate stability [14]. 

Key differences include: 

• PPD: faster oxidation, higher intensity pigmentation  

• PTD: slower oxidation, more controlled color development  

Both compounds form similar polymeric dyes through oxidative coupling with phenolic couplers [15]. 

 

5. Toxicological Comparison 

5.1 Sensitization Potential 

PPD is among the most potent cosmetic allergens and a leading cause of allergic contact dermatitis globally [7–9]. PTD 

shows reduced but not negligible sensitization potential [12]. 

Cross-reactivity between PPD and PTD ranges from 40–80% in sensitized individuals [13]. 

 

5.2 Mechanistic Toxicology 

Both compounds act as pro-haptens requiring oxidation to reactive intermediates before protein binding [17]. These 

complexes activate T-cell-mediated Type IV hypersensitivity reactions [17,18]. 

PPD produces higher oxidative stress and ROS formation compared to PTD in keratinocyte models [19]. 
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5.3 Systemic Toxicity 

PPD ingestion is associated with severe systemic toxicity including rhabdomyolysis, acute kidney injury, cervicofacial 

edema, and metabolic acidosis [10]. 

PTD has similar but less extensively documented toxicity profiles [20]. 

 

6. Immunological Mechanisms 

PPD and PTD act as pro-haptens, forming reactive quinonediimine species that bind epidermal proteins [17]. These 

complexes are processed by dendritic cells and activate CD4+ T-cells, resulting in delayed hypersensitivity reactions 

[17,18]. 

Genetic predisposition, skin barrier integrity, and repeated exposure influence susceptibility [9]. 

 

7. Regulatory Perspectives 

In the European Union, oxidative hair dye ingredients are regulated under Regulation (EC) No 1223/2009, which 

restricts concentration levels and requires warning labeling for sensitizers such as PPD and PTD [21]. 

The Scientific Committee on Consumer Safety (SCCS) has issued multiple opinions confirming that both PPD and PTD 

require controlled use in hair dye formulations due to sensitization risks [22]. 

In the United States, hair dyes are regulated under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, with labeling requirements 

for coal-tar-based dyes [23]. 

Similar regulatory frameworks exist in Canada, India, and other regions [24–26]. 

 

8. Future Directions 

Future developments in hair dye chemistry focus on: 

• PPD/PTD-free oxidative systems  

• Plant-derived and biomimetic pigments  

• Enzyme-mediated dye formation  

• Nanocarrier-based delivery systems  

• AI-based allergenicity prediction models  

Green chemistry approaches aim to reduce toxicity and environmental impact while maintaining performance [27,28]. 

 

9. Conclusion 

The transition from PPD to PTD represents an important advancement in oxidative hair dye chemistry. While PTD 

offers reduced sensitization potential compared to PPD, it is not completely non-allergenic due to significant cross-

reactivity. Both compounds share similar oxidative and immunological mechanisms, differing mainly in intensity rather 

than fundamental toxicological behavior. Future progress in hair dye chemistry will depend on the development of safer, 

sustainable, and non-sensitizing alternatives. 
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