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ABSTRACT: As an alternative to complex and costly in vivo models, microfluidic in vitro models are being widely used to study
various physiological phenomena. It is of particular interest to study cell migration in a controlled microenvironment because of
its vital role in a large number of physiological processes, such as wound healing, disease progression, and tissue regeneration.
Cell migration has been shown to be affected by variations in the biochemical and physical properties of the extracellular matrix
(ECM). To study the combinatorial impact of the ECM physical properties on cell migration, we have developed a microfluidic
assay to induce migration of human bone marrow derived mesenchymal stem cells (hBMSCs) on polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS)
substrates with varying combinatorial properties (hydrophobicity, stiffness, and roughness). The results show that although the
initial cell adhesion and viability appear similar on all PDMS samples, the cell spreading and migration are enhanced on PDMS
samples exhibiting intermediate levels of hydrophobicity, stiffness, and roughness. This study suggests that there is a particular
range of substrate properties for optimal cell spreading and migration. The influence of substrate properties on hBMSC
migration can help understand the physical cues that affect cell migration, which may facilitate the development of optimized
engineered scaffolds with desired properties for tissue regeneration applications.

KEYWORDS: human-bone-marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells, extracellular matrix, cell migration and spreading,

substratum properties, roughness, stiffness, wettability

B INTRODUCTION

Tissue engineering is an integral part of regenerative medicine,
which involves the repair and regeneration of impaired tissues
or organs due to an injury or a disease. Stem cell mediated
tissue regeneration, especially for bone and cartilage repair,'
has been extensively studied in the past decade due to its
multipotent therapeutic capability. The stem cells are usually
introduced either as cell suspensions’ or are homed in
biodegradable scaffolds and implanted at the site of injury.””
For the latter technique, the scaffolds are critical because they
significantly influence the formation of extracellular matrix
(ECM) of the regenerated tissues. The effects of ECM on cell
behaviors, such as viability, spreading, migration, intercellular
communication and differentiation, have been discussed
extensively in the literature.””*

Among these cell behaviors, cell migration is of particular
interest and plays a vital role in many important physiological
processes, such as embryogenesis, disease progression, wound
healing and tissue regeneration.” The ECM comprises cell-
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secreted proteins and other biomolecules, providing physical
and chemical frameworks and cues to the surrounding cells.
The physical cues are induced by the inherent physical
properties of the scaffolds, including topography, stiffness,
hydrophobicity, as well as other properties exhibited at the cell-
scaffold interface. The chemical cues involve the biomolecular
composition of the ECM, such as surface-bound ligands,
adherent proteins and chemoattractant gradient, which activate
the biochemical receptors on the cell membrane and direct
their locomotion. Although these complex biophysical and
biochemical cues usually work in coordination to guide cell
migration and tissue development,”'” recent advances in micro-
and nanotechnologies have made it possible to explore the
effects solely due to a single or multiple physical cues."'™"* In
scaffold-based tissue regeneration using stem cells, it is
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important for the cells to migrate toward the site of injury,
proliferate and differentiate into the desired tissues. Consider-
ing the potential toxicity of introducing artificial biochemical
factors, it becomes particularly attractive to induce and
modulate cell migration by controlling the physical or
mechanical properties of biocompatible scaffold to achieve
effective therapeutics.' "

Conventionally, cell migration was studied using scratch
assay'® or Boyden’s chamber.'” Recently, microfluidics-based
lab-on-a-chip technology has found extensive applications in
many exploratory cell research in vitro.'®'" The major
advantages of lab-on-a-chip devices over conventional cell-
based assays include significantly reduced sample and reagent
consumption, high sensitivity, and rapid speed of assay. Some
microfluidic devices are able to precisely control fluid flow and
generate chemical gradient in microscale,””*" which is
extremely difficult in conventional migration assays such as
Boyden’s chamber. A large variety of microfluidic in vitro
models have been created and proved to be much more
advantageous than conventional in vitro models.”* Polydime-
thylsiloxane (PDMS) is a common molding material for
fabricating high-resolution micro- and nanostructures in lab-on-
a-chip devices owing to its chemical inertness, biocompati-
bility,”> permeability to gases,”* and optical transparency.
Moreover, the surface properties of PDMS, such as stiffness,
roughness and hydrophobicity, can be easily tuned by adjusting
the mixing ratio of the prepolymer to the cross-linker. These
teatures have made PDMS a capable tool to study the imgact of
different substrate physical properties on cell behaviors.”>~*’

Previously, the individual effects of surface property on cell
migration have been studied extensively. It was shown that
hydrophobic surfaces (contact angle = 98.5° + 2.3°) improved
endothelial cell migration as compared to hydrophilic surfaces
(contact angle <90°).*® Moreover, the collective migration of
HuH7 cancer cells was favored on a PDMS surface with root-
mean-square (RMS) roughness of 2 nm as compared to those
with RMS roughness of 60 nm.'> Additionally, NTH 3T3 cells
were observed to migrate from a softer surface toward a stiffer
surface owing to the lower cell traction force required on the
softer substrate, which also resulted in a faster migration rate on
the softer substrates.”” More relevant studies reported similar
phenomenon that the collective migration of fibroblast and
epithelial cells was promoted on substrates with lower ri(gidity,
suggesting the weaker integrin-cytoskeleton linka§es1 and
hence dynamic cell adhesion on less rigid surfaces.”’ Further
studies indicated that, for a specific surface ligand density, there
existed an optimal substrate rigidity at which cell migration
reached maximum level.’'—** As shown in these early
investigations, variation of a single aspect of surface properties
could affect cell migration profoundly. On the other hand, for
many common materials, the alteration of one particular
substrate property may cause the change of others. For
example, the stiffness of PDMS substrate can be changed by
adjusting the mixing ratio of prepolymer base to the cross-
linker,> which also alters the surface roughness as well as
hydrophobicity. However, these multiple aspects of substratum
properties, including hydrophobicity, roughness and stiffness,
and their combinatorial influence on cell migration remain to
be elucidated.

In this work, we aim to understand the combinatorial impact
of PDMS substrate properties on the migration of human bone
marrow derived mesenchymal stem cells (hnBMSCs), which are
a major type of stem cells that have important applications in

tissue engineering and regenerative medicine. BMSCs are
featured by their multipotency to differentiate into osteogenic,
chondrogenic, and adipogenic lineages for tissue and bone
regeneration.' > BMSCs can also be easily acquired from many
mesenchymal origins available from human and other
mammals. Therefore, BMSCs have become a popular cell
type to explore the emerging stem-cell based therapeutics.
Many researchers have also used BMSCs to culture organ-on-a-
chip as in vitro models to study various physiological
phenomena.’”® hBMSC migration is a vital process during
scaffold-based stem cell therapy, where the homing cells from
the scaffold migrate toward the damaged tissue and eventually
differentiate into specific tissues.” It is important to understand
the optimal physical cues that would allow for improved
hBMSC migration to optimize the therapeutic effect. In this
proof-of-concept study, a microfluidic migration assay is
developed using different PDMS substrates formulated with
various levels of cross-linking. Cell adhesion and proliferation
are first measured to characterize the biocompatibility of the
substrate, following which the cell spreading and migration in
the microfluidic chip are compared to elucidate the
combinatorial impact of the substratum physical properties.

B MATERIALS AND METHODS

Microfluidic Chip Preparation. A 3-compartment microfluidic
chip was designed comprising a central channel of 500 ym in width
and two side-channels of 800 ym in width (Figure 1). The three
compartments were separated from each other by rectangular pillar
(200 ym X 100 pm) arrays to control the liquid flow in specific
compartments and thus allow for selective cell seeding on the chip.
The chip was fabricated following soft lithography method.”” In brief, a
layer of negative photoresist SU8—2050 (MicroChem, MA, USA) was
spin-coated on a silicon wafer followed by soft baking at 95 °C for 45
min and exposure to UV radiation (365 nm) through a photomask.
The wafer was baked again at 95 °C for 15 min before being developed
in SUS8 developer (MicroChem, MA, USA). The thickness of the mold
was measured as 170 gm. PDMS prepolymer mixed with curing agent
at ratio of 10:1 by weight (Sylgard 184, Dow Corning, MI, USA) was
cast on the SU8 mold, followed by degassing and curing at 70 °C for 3
h. The inlets of the chip were created by punching holes in the PDMS
slab. PDMS of different base to curing agent ratio (5:1, 10:1, 20:1, and
40:1) were spin-coated on glass coverslips (22 mm X 22 mm) and
cured at 70 °C for 3 h to create the substrates with different physical
properties. The surfaces of the PDMS chips and substrates were
activated using a plasma cleaner (Harrick Plasma, NY, USA) before
they were bonded together. The sealed chip was further processed for
cell culture following the procedures as described previously.*® Briefly,
all three compartments inside the chip were coated with 20 pug/mL
fibronectin for 1 h at 37 °C, followed by washing with 1X PBS and
drying at 40 °C for 24 h. A second layer of fibronectin was coated on
two side-compartments only to enhance cell attachment and
proliferation.

Surface Characterization. The surface roughness, stiffness and
hydrophobicity of the PDMS substrates coated with fibronectin were
characterized using the following methods. An optical tensiometer
(Attension Theta, Sweden) was used to measure the surface
hydrophobicity by characterizing the water contact angle. Five
microliters of milli-Q water was dropped on the sample surface and
the profile of the water droplet was captured using a high resolution
camera. The contact angle was calculated by the drop shape analysis
software using the static sessile drop tangent method.

The surface roughness and stiffness of the PDMS substrates were
determined by atomic force microscopy (AFM, MFP-3D, Asylum
Research, CA, USA). The AFM probe with a silicon tip (radius 28 +
10 nm and spring constant 0.5—4.4 N/m) was used and the
measurements were performed in tapping mode. 20 gm X 20 pm
topographical images with resolution of 256 pixels were scanned at 0.8
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Figure 1. (a) Microfluidic chip design and size. (b) Schematic of cell
seeding from the side compartments. (c) 24 h after cell seeding, cell
culture medium was introduced into the central channel connecting
both side-compartments. (d) Cell migration into the central
compartment during subsequent culture.

Hz using a set point of 0.7 V. The probe used for stiffness
measurement was a modified silicon nitride AFM cantilever
(NovaScan, USA) (spring constant 0.01 N/m) with a polystyrene
spherical tip (4.5 pum in diameter). The details for the stiffness
measurement (elastic modulus) can be found in a previous report.”

Mesenchymal Stem Cell Culture and Seeding. hBMSCs were
expanded using Dulbecco’s modified eagle medium (DMEM)
supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS) and 1%
Penicillin-streptomycin in a culture flask at 37 °C in an incubator
with humidified atmosphere and 5% CO,. Once the cells reached 80%
confluence, they were resuspended using 0.25% EDTA-trypsin at
density of 10° cells per ml. Approximately 60 L of cell suspension was
introduced into the side-compartments of the microfluidic chip
(Figure 1b). The culture medium was changed every 24 h to replenish

nutrients on the chip. The cell culture was maintained in a static
environment throughout the experiment. All the culture reagents were
purchased from Life Technologies, Singapore.

Cell Adhesion and Proliferation. To determine the adhesion and
proliferation of the hBMSCs on different substrates, PDMS prepared
with different prepolymer to curing agent ratios were placed on 4-well
plates and coated with fibronectin. Cyquant cell proliferation assay
(Life Technologies, Singapore) was used to quantify the relative cell
adhesion across different fibronectin-coated PDMS substrates.
Approximately, 1 X 10* cells/cm”® were seeded onto the PDMS
substrates and cultured for 60 min at 37 °C in a humidified CO,
incubator. The cells were washed with 1X PBS twice and then frozen
at —80 °C overnight. The samples were thawed and incubated with
cell lysis buffer containing CyQUANTGR dye as per the
manufacturer’s instructions. The fluorescence was measured at
excitation of 485 nm and emission of 535 nm using a microplate
reader (Infinite M200 series, Tecan Asia, Singapore).

The cell proliferation was measured over 7 days using Prestoblue
cell viability assay. Briefly, 1 X 10* hBMSCs were seeded onto different
fibronectin-coated PDMS substrates. After 24 h, the cells were washed
and incubated with 10% Prestoblue reagent supplemented in DMEM
for 1 h. The cell viability was calculated based on the absorbance
measured at 570 and 600 nm using a microplate reader (Infinite M200
Pro, Tecan Asia, Singapore). The assay was repeated every alternate
day. All the reagents were acquired from Life Technologies, Singapore.

Cell Spreading and Migration. To investigate the influence of
substratum properties on cell spreading and migration, hBMSCs were
cultured and monitored in microfluidic chips sealed onto coverslips
that were precoated with PDMS of different cross-linking levels. The
cells were initially cultured in two side-compartments in this 3-
chamber microfluidic chip, while the central compartment was empty
without any culture medium (Figure 1b). After overnight culture,
medium was introduced to the central compartment hence connecting
both side-compartments (Figure 1c) and allowing for the cells to
migrate into the center of the chip (Figure 1d and Figure SI in
Supporting Information). At the end of day 7, the cells were stained
with DAPI (for nucleus) and TRITC-conjugated phalloidin (for F-
actin cytoskeleton). The cytoskeleton staining allowed for measuring
the spreading area of individual cells. The collective cell migration was
quantified by two methods: the nucleus staining enabled cell number
counting in the central channel, while the cytoskeleton staining could
help measure the entire area covered by all migrating cells in the
central compartment. Briefly, the cells were fixed with 10% formalin
(Sigma-Aldrich, Singapore) overnight, followed by washing with 1x
PBS thrice and staining with TRITC-conjugated phalloidin and DAPI
as per the manufacturer’s instructions. Both dyes were purchased from
Life Technologies, Singapore. The cell images were taken using a
fluorescence microscope (IX71, Olympus, Singapore). The areas
covered by individual cells and cell population in the central
compartment were analyzed using Image-Pro Plus (Media Cyber-
netics, Rockville, MD, USA).

Surface Protein Density. The density of fibronectin coated on
the PDMS substrates was determined using micro-BCA protein assay
(Thermo Scientific, Singapore). All PDMS substrates were coated with
20 pg/mL fibronectin for 1 h at 37 °C. The samples were then washed
thrice with 1X PBS and placed in a drying oven at 40 °C for 24 h. The
substrate protein density was then measured at 562 nm using a
microplate reader (Infinite M200 Pro, Tecan Asia, Singapore).

Quantitative Real Time Polymerase Chain Reaction (qRT
PCR). To understand the effects of different PDMS substrates on
hBMSC migration, the gene expressions of cellular adhesion proteins
that may influence cell migration, including paxillin and N-
cadherin,**' were quantified using QRT-PCR (StepOne Plus, Life
Technologies, Singapore). Briefly, cells were seeded in 4-well plates
containing different PDMS substrates precoated with fibronectin. After
S days of culture, the total cellular RNA was extracted using RNeasy
Mini Kit 250 (Qiagen, Singapore). Approximately, 100 ng of RNA of
each sample was reverse-transcribed into complementary DNA
(cDNA) using iScript Reverse Transcriptase Supermix (Bio-Rad,
Singapore). Quantitative real-time PCR assays of the target genes were
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Figure 2. Characterization of the surface properties of fibronectin-coated PDMS. (a—d) AFM images of the PDMS substrates made with mixing
ratio of S:1, 10:1, 20:1, and 40:1, respectively. (e) RMS roughness (**p < 0.0001, *p < 0.0S, n = S). (f) Water contact angle (**p < 0.0001, *p <

0.0, n = 4). (g) Surface stiffness (**p < 0.0001, *p < 0.05, n = 3).

performed using StepOne Plus on a 96-well optical reaction plate
(Bio-Rad, USA). Each well contained a mixture of 10 uL of Power
SYBR green PCR master mix (Life Technologies, Singapore), 0.24 uL
forward primer and reverse primer, and 10 uL of reverse transcribed
cDNA. The sequence of the primers is listed in Table S1 (Supporting
Information). All primers were purchased from IDT, Singapore. The
gene expression were normalized to GADPH mRNA level in the
corresponding samples and then to the expression level of the targeted

gene on PDMS substrate with mixing ratio of 5:1.

17098

Statistical Analysis. Student’s ¢ test was used for statistical analysis
of all experimental results. A p-value of less than 0.05 (p* < 0.05, n >
3) was considered to be statistically significant.

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this study, four different mixing ratios (5:1, 10:1, 20:1, and
40:1) of PDMS was used to change the level of cross-linking
and hence the surface properties. The AFM characterization
illustrated the surface topography (Figure 2a—d) of the PDMS
substrates and the RMS roughness increased as the mixing ratio
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Figure 3. (a) Cell adhesion at 1 h after seeding normalized against the data on 5:1 PDMS. (b) Cell viability assays over 7 days on different PDMS

substrates. **p < 0.0001, *p < 0.05, n = 3.

changed from S:1 (0.96 & 0.17 nm) to 40:1 (24.83 £ 0.76 nm)
(Figure 2e). The highest proportion of curing agent (S:1)
rendered the smoothest PDMS surface (Figure 2a) because of
higher level of cross-linking density. The water contact angle
measurement revealed that the PDMS surface became more
hydrophobic by increasing the base to cross-linker ratio (Figure
2f), which could be due to two important effects. First, the
hydrophobic methyl groups in the prepolymer increases with
the base proportion thus reducing the surface wettability.">*’
Second, the increased surface nanoroughness can further
reduce the wettability due to formation of air pockets between
the nanoridges.44’45 In addition, the surface stiffness has been
suggested to be more relevant to cell—substrate interactions
compared to bulk elastic modulus of the substrate material.*®
Therefore, we used AFM indentation method to measure the
compressive modulus of the treated PDMS surface. It was
observed that the PDMS surface stiffness decreased from 70.44
+ 9.166 to 13.8 & 2.315 kPa when increasing the polymer base
proportion, which was corresponding to a lower level of cross-
linking (Figure 2g).

The initial cell adhesion and proliferation is usually an
indicator of the surface biocompatibility, which depends on the
chemical composition at the cell—substrate interface such as the
type and density of surface ligands,””** and also on the physical
properties such as roughness, stiffness and hydrophobicity of
the substrate.*” > Therefore, we first characterized the initial
cell adhesion immediately after cell seeding and also monitored
the cell proliferation continuously for 7 days. Initially, variation
of the combinatorial PDMS surface properties showed no
significant short-term effect on cell adhesion (Figure 3a) or

proliferation (Figure 3b) at day 1, although the coated
fibronectin exhibited much higher concentration on 5:1
PDMS compared to other substrates (Figure S2, Supporting
Information). However, the long-term effect of PDMS
substrate properties on hBMSC proliferation became more
obvious starting from Day 3 (Figure 3b), which showed that
the proliferation rate was enhanced considerably on the PDMS
substrates with the highest level of cross-linking (base/curing
agent = 5:1). The statistical significance for Day 3 data was **p
< 0.0001, which was lower than those for days S and 7 data (*p
< 0.05). This observed reduction of statistical significance was
due to the increased standard deviations (error bars) for each
data group at later stages of culture because the inevitable
human errors during initial cell seeding (e.g., errors in seeding
density or volume) were magnified when the cells continued to
grow. On the other hand, the difference between the mean
values for 5:1 PDMS compared to other PDMS groups
increased obviously in the prolonged culture, although their
statistical significance was reduced. These results indicated that
the PDMS formulation influenced long-term hBMSC pro-
liferation although it did not affect the initial cell adhesion and
proliferation. It further suggested that the combinatorial effect
of higher stiffness, lower hydrophobicity and lower roughness
of the PDMS substrate enhanced hBMSC proliferation. These
observations were consistent with prior studies on the
individual effects of multiple surface properties, which reported
that stiffer,”>>> smoother,” or less hydrophobic™® surfaces
could promote the proliferation of multiple types of stem cells.

The spreading and migration of hBMSCs on fibronectin-
coated PDMS substrates was shown in Figure 4. It was
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Figure 4. Fluorescence staining for F-actin (red) and nucleus (blue) of the cell culture on different PDMS substrates at day 7: (a) S:1, (b) 10:1, (c)
20:1, and (d) 40:1. Scale bars: S0 um. (e) Individual cell spreading area. (f) The total area covered by the migrating cells with respect to the total

area of the central compartment. **p < 0.0001, *p < 0.05, n = S.

observed that most cells exhibited a typical spindle-like shape,
while more cells appeared with wider spreading area and
rounded shape on the PDMS substrates formulated with lower
proportion of cross-linker (Figure 4a—d). The quantitative
measurements (Figure 4e) by mapping the contour of
individual cells further revealed that the cell spreading was
optimum on the 20:1 PDMS substrate, which was featured by
roughness (4.37 + 0.72 nm) and stiffness (21.76 = 3.22 kPa) at
intermediate level among all the samples tested while remaining
slightly hydrophobic (contact angle = 105.08° + 3.21°).
Consistent with individual cell spreading, the total area
covered by the migrating cell population also reached
maximum on the 20:1 PDMS substrate at day 7 (Figure 4f).
Compared to many wound healing assays (e.g., scratch assay or
physical barrier assay) that induce fast wound closure, the 7-day
cell migration assay in this study took much longer time due to
some inherent differences. In a regular wound healing assay,

17100

there is an injury that is usually inflicted on a cell sheet either by
a mechanical scratch (scratch assay) or through removal of a
physical barrier (on the cells growing along the edge of the
barrier). These wounds stimulate the release of growth factors
that can promote fast closure of the wound. In the present
study, there was no such injury caused and we did not use any
chemokines for stimulation of expedited cell migration. This
was the major reason that the cell migration took much longer
time for about 6 days, excluding the initial day for cell
attachment and proliferation. In addition, it has been reported
that hBMSCs (passage 6) have a doubling time of about 72 h>°
Some prior works have further shown that the wound healing
assay of approximately S00 ym in width (comparable to the
central channel in this study) can take twice of the time cost for
the cells to double their quantity.”® Therefore, the time cost for
the hBMSC migration in our study was consistent with those
findings in the literature. Furthermore, the corresponding total
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number count of the migrating cells by nucleus DAPI staining
(Figure S3, Supporting Information) exhibited the same trend
as compared with the measured spreading area in Figure 4e—f.
On the other hand, the total area coverage of the migrating cells
was expected to be much higher considering the multiplication
effect (single cell spreading area X number counts). However,
the dense cell distribution on 20:1 PDMS led to a higher level
of cell overlap (Figure 4c). When the contour mapping
software computed the total cell coverage, it could not
differentiate the overlapping cells and thus could not take
these overlapped area into account. Therefore, the total cell
coverage as shown in Figure 4f was underestimated due to cell
overlap. In the literature, many previous studies showed that
changes of a single aspect of surface properties could have
either promotional or inhibitory effect on cell migration. For
example, it was reported that stiffer,”>7 roughened,sg’59 or
more hydrophilic>**® surfaces usually enhanced cell spreading,
However, the variations of PDMS cross-link levels led to
profound changes in many important aspects of surface
properties simultaneously, including stiffness, roughness, and
hydrophobicity (Figure 2), which had a combinatorial effect on
cell migration (Figure 4) that was different from those caused
by the changes of any individual aspect of surface properties. As
discussed above, the hBMSC spreading and migration were
most favored on 20:1 PDMS substrate, which exhibited
intermediate levels of roughness, stiffness and hydrophobicity.

To understand the observed change of cell migration on
different substrates at a molecular level, quantitative real time
PCR (qRT PCR) assay was performed to examine the gene
expression of typical adhesion protein markers that were
associated with cell migration behavior, including paxillin (cell—
substrate linkage) and N-cadherin (cell—cell junction). Paxillin
downregulation was shown to be associated with decreased cell
migration of hBMSCs.”" N-cadherin downregulation was
associated with increased cell migration in human hemato-
poietic progenitor cells and smooth muscle cells,">*® while N-
cadherin upregulation was associated with cell condensation

thus leading to reduced migration of hBMSC.5+%° Figure 5

indicated that the expression of paxillin and N-cadherin in the
hBMSCs on 20:1 PDMS substrates was substantially lower than
those on other substrates made with different mixing ratios,
while the cell spreading and migration reached optimum on
20:1 PDMS (Figure 4). These results were consistent with a
previous report that paxillin down-regulation caused a decrease
in N-cadherin expression thus resulting in enhanced migration
of Hela cells.® Furthermore, the gene expression of
proliferation marker Ki-67 (Figure S) revealed slightly higher
proliferation rate on the substrates with lower base proportions
(5:1 and 10:1), which was consistent with the results by cell
proliferation assay (Figure 3b). The proliferation assay and
gene analysis further suggested that the cell coverage in the
central channel on 20:1 PDMS was mainly due to cell
migration from the side channels rather than cell proliferation.

B CONCLUSIONS

This study has demonstrated an efficient way to study the
combinatorial impact of substratum properties on cell behavior
using a microfluidic migration assay. The physical properties of
PDMS, including hydrophobicity, surface roughness and
stiffness, can be easily tuned by varying the prepolymer to
curing agent ratio. It was observed that although the initial cell
adhesion and proliferation were similar on all PDMS substrates,
cell spreading and migration appeared to be most favored on
20:1 PDMS that exhibited an intermediate level of roughness,
stiffness and hydrophobicity. These findings indicated that
multiple aspects of surface properties had a combinatorial
impact on cell behavior, which was different from the effects
caused by the changes of any individual aspect of surface
properties. Since cell migration is a vital process during tissue
generation, this study may elucidate important physical cues
desirable in the development of scaffolds with enhanced cell
migration potential for stem cell based regenerative medicine.
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