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Abstract

:

The crystal and supramolecular structure of the bacterial cellulose (BC) has been studied at different stages of cellobiohydrolase hydrolysis using various physical and microscopic methods. Enzymatic hydrolysis significantly affected the crystal and supramolecular structure of native BC, in which the 3D polymer network consisted of nanoribbons with a thickness T ≈ 8 nm and a width W ≈ 50 nm, and with a developed specific surface SBET ≈ 260 m2·g−1. Biodegradation for 24 h led to a ten percent decrease in the mean crystal size Dhkl of BC, to two-fold increase in the sizes of nanoribbons, and in the specific surface area SBET up to ≈ 100 m2·g−1. Atomic force and scanning electron microscopy images showed BC microstructure “loosening“after enzymatic treatment, as well as the formation and accumulation of submicron particles in the cells of the 3D polymer network. Experiments in vitro and in vivo did not reveal cytotoxic effect by the enzyme addition to BC dressings and showed a generally positive influence on the treatment of extensive III-degree burns, significantly accelerating wound healing in rats. Thus, in our opinion, the results obtained can serve as a basis for further development of effective biodegradable dressings for wound healing.
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1. Introduction


Bacterial cellulose (BC) is known to be synthesized by several Gram-negative strains and one Gram-positive bacterial strain on the air-water interface [1,2]. It is a mechanically strong hydrogel built up with a nanofibril network of cellulose chains forming crystalline (up to 90% vol.) and amorphous (10% vol.) structural fragments (reviewed in [3]). In recent years, a new term “nanocellulose” has appeared, which is increasingly referred to bacterial cellulose, as well [3]. Cellulose produced by bacteria is similar to plant cellulose chemical structure but differs by the absence of such typical plant components as lignin, pectin, and hemicelluloses. The fine-fiber net structure of BC determines its important characteristics: high tensile strength, high flexibility, and elasticity, high water-holding capacity reaching up to 1000% of its dry weight, non-genotoxicity, non-carcinogenicity, and excellent biocompatibility with biological systems [1,3,4]. The high-purity three-dimensional structure of BC nanofibrils stabilized by inter- and intra-fibrillar hydrogen bonds forms a high-strength material. Its Young’s modulus for a single filament equals 118 GPa and is similar to steel and Kevlar®® materials [5]. Such exceptional mechanical characteristics of BC together with the ability to resemble soft tissues under tension [6], are due to decreased diameter of the fiber and increased surface area compared to those in plant cellulose. Over the past 12 years, the unique physicochemical and biological properties of BC have been used to develop hemostatic materials [7], implants [8], artificial blood vessels [9], artificial skin tissue engineering, and skin wound dressings [10,11].



The skin is the largest organ of the human body and performs a huge number of functions from body protection to biosynthesis and storage of various biomolecules (pigments, proteins, etc.) [12]. Therefore, effective therapeutic methods and new biomaterials are demanded for rapid recovery of skin after various damages. Currently, BC is being actively investigated and developed as both an independent and composite material for the treatment of wounds, burns, and ulcers [1,4,13,14]. Despite the obvious advantages of BC in skin tissue engineering and wound healing, its low biodegradability is one of limitations for its wide use as an effective wound dressing [6]. As H. Zhang et al. emphasized in their review [15], one of the key factors for the successful application of natural and synthetic materials in tissue engineering is their biodegradability. Moreover, it is important to control this process because used biomaterials should address variable requirements during the wound healing and tissue or born restoration process. This implies the need to understand the relationship between structure and physical and chemical properties of biomaterials and the necessity in tools that can affect their changes. A controlled technology based on enzymatic hydrolysis of the cellulose being a nature-like way to degrade the polysaccharide, seems to be a good solution to this shortcoming.



In nature, there is a wide range of various enzymes [16,17] that function synergistically to catalyze the disintegration of such a complex polymer as plant (ligno)cellulose-containing biomass consisting primary of lignin and hemicelluloses. In contrast, bacterial cellulose nanofibrils are composed of pure cellulose, therefore only enzymes capable of catalyzing the cleavage of β-1,4-bonds between glucosidic residues in the polymeric chain are required for its hydrolysis. All enzymes involved in this process have a common name “cellulases” and are subdivided onto endo- and exo-acting enzymes [17,18]. Endo-1,4-β-glucanases (or β-(1,4)-D-glucan-4-glucanohydrolases, EC 3.2.1.4) cleave off the cellulose molecule inside the chain in an unordered way forming a set of poly- and oligomeric fragments of various lengths. Exo-enzymes (β-D-glucosidase, EC 3.2.1.21 and cellobiohydrolase (or exo-1,4-β-glucanases, EC 3.2.1.91)) sequentially split off the terminal saccharide or disaccharide residues from poly- or oligosaccharide chains [18]. In the human body, there are no enzymes capable of catalyzing cellulose degradation, though they exist in nature and are well studied at present (reviewed in [18,19]). In 2011, Yang Hu and Jeffrey M. Catchmark reported the introduction of microbial cellulases and beta-glucosidase into the BC in order to develop a biodegradable wound dressing. They studied some practical aspects of the enzyme activity under wound conditions and the integration into BC [20,21]. Since this publication, we failed to find reported progress on the use of enzymatic modifications of BC materials in context with the biodegradation. Obviously, an approach for conducting controlled biodegradation of BC-based material for biomedical applications is necessary. New data on the evolution of the material structure during its hydrolysis could be a good basis for such a technology.



The structure of native bacterial cellulose has been studied in detail by a variety of methods: transmission [22] and scanning [22,23,24] electron microscopy, infra-red- and mass-spectroscopy [25], atomic force microscopy [24,26], X-ray scattering methods [27,28,29], and small-angle neutron scattering techniques [30,31,32]. However, to the best of our knowledge, no data on changes of crystalline and supramolecular structure of a polymer that has underwent enzymatic hydrolysis have been reported, so far. Therefore, the aim of our study was to provide an insight into structural changes that took place during the treatment of the BC material with the well-studied cellobiohydrolase from yeast-like fungus Scytalidium candidum 3C (CBHSc) [33]. Here we used a wide range of physical and microscopic techniques including small angle neutron scattering (SANS) and ultra-small angle neutron scattering (USANS), and X-ray diffraction (XRD) analysis as well as atomic force (AFM) and scanning electron microscopy (SEM) to study the CBHSc-catalyzed process of cellulosic nano-gel films degradation in detail. Finally, in order to show the feasibility of the enzyme-BC application in biological systems, we have established the safety of the CBHSc-treated BC in in vitro and in vivo experiments.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. BC Sample Production


To prepare samples of BC, the strain Gluconoacetobacter hansenii ATCC 10821 was cultured under static conditions in a 250-mL Erlenmeyer flask containing 100 mL of liquid HS medium [34] at 25 °C for 14 days. Then cell suspension was transferred to several flasks with a fresh medium and incubated at a constant temperature of 25 °C for 7 days. To remove bacterial cell debris, BC disks were washed three times with H2O, then with a 0.5 M solution of NaOH for 12 h at room temperature with shaking and left in 0.1 M NaOH solution at 60 °C until bleaching. Then the samples were autoclaved and stored in sterile water until use.




2.2. Isolation of Cellobiohydrolase from S. Candidum 3C, Activity Assays and Kinetics


Cellobiohydrolase from the fungus S. candidum 3C (formerly Geotrichum candidum 3C [35]) (CBHSc) that was used for the hydrolysis of BC samples, was purified according to the ref. [33].



Assessment of cellulase activity during protein purification was routinely performed as previously described [33]. CBHSc kinetics experiments were performed in triplicate with BC pieces with an equal size (20 × 20 × 1 mm3). To each BC fragment, 300 µL of the enzyme solution (0.5 mg/mL) in 0.1 M sodium acetate (pH 5.0) was added and the samples were kept at 37 °C for 6 h, removing aliquots (from 7 to 50 µL) of the reaction mixture each 15 min. The reaction was stopped by boiling for 5 min and the amount of released reducing sugar in each aliquot was determined with p-hydroxybenzoic acid hydrazide reagent as previously described [36], against glucose standards.




2.3. BC Samples Preparation for Structural Analysis


For the structural studies, the samples of BC treated with CBHSc were prepared as follows:




	
Identical disks of bacterial cellulose (diameter 10 cm, thickness 1 mm) were treated with the enzyme solution (0.5 mg/mL) at 37 °C for 120, 210, 240 min, and 24 h. Then, the hydrolysis was stopped by boiling for 5 min, the samples were washed with distilled water and left in 98% ethanol for 3 days, and alcohol solution was changed once a day.



	
The specific setup consisting of a high-pressure pump for CO2 (Supercritical 24 (SSI, State College, PA, USA)), a 50-mL steel reactor, and a back-pressure regulator BPR (Waters, Milford, MA, USA) was used for supercritical drying of the obtained BC samples. This drying method was used as the safest procedure to retain the BC supramolecular structure close to its wet-state arrangement [37]. The samples prepared as described above were washed sequentially with supercritical CO2 (15 MPa) at 20 °C for 2 h and at 50 °C for 2–2.5 h.









2.4. Analytical Methods


X-ray powder diffraction patterns were recorded with an EMPYREAN diffractometer (Malvern Panalytical B.V., Eindhoven, Netherlands) using CuKα incident radiation in the 2θ range 5–50° at a 2θ step of 0.025° and a counting time of 3.5 s per step. The mean particle size (coherent scattering domain size) for cellulose samples was estimated using Scherer equation. Instrumental broadening was established using standard sample LaB6.



The morphology of the supercritically dried samples of BC were analyzed by NTEGRA PRIMA microscope (NT-MDT Spectrum Instruments, Zelenograd, Russia). The measurements have been performed in the semi-contact microscopy mode in air at room temperature, fixed needle change of the cantilever NGS01Au (10-nm curvature radius) oscillation amplitude, which determines the surface topography. Images were taken continuously at a scan rate of 0.3 Hz.



The microstructure of supercritically dried BC samples was analyzed on a Carl Zeiss NVision 40 (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany) high-resolution scanning electron microscope equipped with an Oxford Instruments X-MAX (Oxford Instruments, Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany) (80 mm2) detector. SEM images were taken with an Everhart-Thornley detector (SE2) at 1 kV accelerating voltage. Before the measurements, the samples were not coated with a conductive layer and were analyzed as is.



The specific surface area SBET of the supercritically dried BC samples was measured by the low-temperature nitrogen adsorption method on a QuantaChrome Nova 1200B analyzer (Quantachrome Instruments, Boynton Beach, FL, USA). The samples were degassed at 45 °C in a vacuum for 17 h prior to analysis. Based on the data obtained, the specific surface area SBET for the samples was calculated using the Brunauer–Emmett–Teller model (BET) and the seven-points-method within the relative pressure range P/P0 = 0.07/0.25 (where P0 is the saturation pressure). The calculation of the pore size distribution was carried out on the basis of nitrogen adsorption and desorption isotherms according to the Barrett-Joyner-Halenda method (BJH).



Small angle and ultra-small angle neutron scattering (SANS and USANS) were measured on YuMO facility (IBR-2 pulsed reactor, Dubna, Russia) and KWS-3 facility (FRM_II reactor, Garching, Germany), respectively. The YuMO facility represents a time-of-flight spectrometer operating in a geometry close to point geometry. An incident neutron beam distribution provides an available wavelength range 0.05 ≤ λ ≤ 0.8 nm. The use of two ring wire He3-detectors [38] at distances of 4 m and 13 m from the sample position allowed measurement of the neutron scattering intensity IS(q) in the momentum transfer range 7 × 10−2 < q = (4π/λ)∙sin(θ/2) < 5 nm−1, where λ is the incident neutron wavelength and θ is the scattering angle. Standard data acquisition time per sample was approximately 40 min. The raw data treatment was done using the SAS software package [39]. The measured SANS spectra were corrected considering the scattering from the facility and direct beam, as well as the background, and converted to the absolute scale by normalization to the incoherent scattering cross section of standard vanadium sample. The final SANS curves are presented in the absolute scale with background subtraction [40].



The KWS-3 setup is a high-resolution small-angle diffractometer operating with the use of a toroidal focusing mirror, which allows high resolution of the momentum transfer range up to 1 × 10−3 nm−1 to be attained [41,42]. The measurements were conducted at a neutron wavelength of λ = 1.28 nm (Δλ/λ = 0.2). Use of the sample-detector distances SD equal to 1 and 10 m allowed the neutron scattering intensity in the range 2.5 × 10−3 < q < 1.4 × 10−1 nm−1 to be measured. Scattered neutrons were recorded with a 2D position-sensitive scintillation 6Li detector (active zone diameter of 8.7 cm with a spatial resolution of 0.36 × 0.39 mm2). The raw data were corrected using standard procedures [43] considering the scattering from the direct beam and the facility equipment as well as the background. The resulting 2D isotropic spectra were azimuthally averaged according to the efficiency of the detectors [43] and the sample thickness Ls. The preliminary analysis of USANS data was performed using the QtiKWS software (QtiKWS20-2019-05-06, Garching, Germany) package [44]. All measurements as SANS, and USANS, were carried out at room temperature.



Hence, the use of a combination of these methods (SANS and USANS) enable to obtain a complete pattern of scattering by the supercritical dried samples of BC in the momentum transfer range 2.5 × 10−3 < q < 5 nm−1, which corresponded to analysis of the structure in the range of characteristic dimensions from 1 nm to a few micrometers.




2.5. Cytotoxity Evaluation


MTT-tests were performed as described in [45]. A 1 mM stock solution of resazurin sodium salt (Sigma # R7017) diluted in PBS was prepared and sterilized by filtration (0.2 μm pore diameter). Stock solutions were stored at 4 °C for no more than 2 weeks. Working resazurin solutions (100 μM resazurin) were prepared on the same day of use by diluting 1:10 resazurin stock solutions (relative to the total volume) in standard culture media specific for cell type.



For the cell viability test, human glioblastoma primary cell line # 15 from the laboratory cell culture collection [46] was used. Cells were cultured in DMEM/F-12 (1:1) medium, containing L-glutamine and supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (BioWest, Nuaillé, France) without antibiotics in 5% CO2 at 37 °C. Cells were seeded in 4 parallel 96-well plates, seeding density was set at 1 × 104 cells per well. After 24 h, solid bacterial-derived cellulose (16 mm3 per well) and S. candidum 3C cellobiohydrolase (0.5 mg/mL) was added.



Statistical analysis was performed using Origin (OriginLab Corporation, Wellesley Hills, MA, USA. Data were analyzed using one- or two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA), followed by post-hoc Tukey multiple comparison. Data are presented as means ± standard error, and p < 0.05 was considered significant. Experiments were performed in triplicate and repeated at least three times independently.




2.6. Experiments In Vivo


Thirty-two Wystar‒Kyoto male rats (mass 200–250 g) were used in the research. Test subjects were divided into four groups (eight animals each): a group without treatment (control group); a group treated with BC with added CBHSc (BC+CBHSc); a group treated with the commercial Ag-impregnated carboxymethyl cellulose wound dressing purchased in ConvaTec, UK (Aquacel Ag+); a group treated with the same commercial wound dressing with added CBHSc (Aquacel Ag+ + CBHSc). BC dressings in (BC + CBHSc) and (Aquacel Ag+ + CBHSc) groups were treated with 0.25 mg/mL enzyme solution (0.6 mL/pc) and applied to the wound. The present in vivo studies were approved provisionally by the Local Ethics Committee of the Saint-Petersburg State Pediatric Medical University (Protocol #6/8 dated on 27 June 2019). Due to ethical reasons, experimental groups included the minimum amount of test subjects sufficient to obtain reliable results.



A third-degree burn (ICD-10) modeling followed by necrectomy and wound edges fixation with surgical sutures. The burn area was 16 cm2, which was about 10% from the overall animal body surface. The wound surface was covered with appropriate dressings. The animals were observed each 7 days for four weeks. All manipulations were performed in condition of diethyl ether general inhalation anesthesia in strict compliance with the provisions of European Convention for the Protection of Vertebrate Animals used for Experimental and other Scientific Purposes (ETS 123). Euthanasia was performed in strict compliance with the Recommendations for Euthanasia of Experimental Animals of European Commission [47,48]. To determine the speed and healing acceleration index, planimetric assessment of the wound surface was used. Healing indices were calculated by the following equation:


(S − Sn) × 100/(S × T),



(1)




where S is the previously observed surface area (cm2), Sn is the actual surface area (cm2), and T is the period between observations (days). The p-value was determined by Mann‒Whitney U-test calculations.





3. Results


The hydrolysis of bacterial cellulose by cellobiohydrolase from S. candidum 3C was monitored by time-dependent glucose equivalents release. As shown in Figure 1, the rate of the hydrolysis product release was constant during the first three hours, slowing down sharply between 3 and 5 h of treatment. About 6% of cellulose was degraded after 240 min and 15% after 24 h of the enzymatic treatment. When processing BC samples for 65 h, we achieved 90% conversion of the substrate (data not shown). No glucose equivalents were released in the control sample without the enzyme in the selected conditions.



To study changes of the supramolecular and crystalline structure of the partially hydrolyzed BC, samples were treated with the enzyme for 120, 210, 240 min, and 24 h that corresponds to different parts of the obtained curve: linear growth, the hydrolysis inhibition by product, and a plateau when little glucose equivalent release was observed.



3.1. XRD


Well resolved reflections at 2θ near 14.5°, 16.9°, 22.8°, 34° were seen in the diffraction pattern of cellulose samples without treatment (see Figure 2). According to these data, the structure of the samples can be attributed to highly crystalline cellulose I, most probably Iα allomorph [49]. To index the powder diffraction patterns of bacterial cellulose materials, we followed previously reported data [50,51], though different indexing is possible (see e.g., [52,53,54]).



The results of the deconvolution of the diffraction patterns of bacterial cellulose samples in the range of 10°–30° 2θ to four pseudo-Voigt functions are presented in Figure 3. The estimated mean crystal size Dhkl in the native cellulose sample was 7/8 nm for (101) and (002) reflections and 11 nm for (  10  1 ¯   ) reflection and remained virtually unchanged after 4 h of hydrolysis by CBHSc. The sample obtained after 24-h treatment demonstrated an approximately 1 nm decrease in the mean crystal size Dhkl along (101) and (002) planes.



The crystallinity index (CI) was estimated using various techniques [55], but in all the cases the CI was not lower than 90%, indicating the highly crystalline nature of all the materials.




3.2. Low Temperature Nitrogen Adsorption


Figure 4 shows nitrogen adsorption/desorption isotherms for supercritically dried samples of the native and CBHSc-treated BC. All presented adsorption/desorption isotherms appear to belong to type IV according to the IUPAC classification [56] and were characterized by type H3 hysteresis, usually associated with the presence of slit pores characteristic to materials consisting of lamellar particles. Type IV isotherms are characteristic of mesoporous materials containing pores where capillary condensation of the adsorbent can occur, which causes the appearance of hysteresis. However, the hysteresis value appeared to depend significantly on the duration of biodestruction. In the case of native BC, the hysteresis was weakly expressed and the hysteresis loop started closing at the relative pressures P/P0 > 0.3, which indicated a low content of micropores in this sample.



Full nitrogen adsorption-desorption isotherms for cellulose samples treated by CBHSc differed from the isotherm of the untreated sample. Upon the increase in treatment duration, the hystheresis loop became more pronounced. The adsorption branch of the full isotherm drifted down relative to the desorption branch and its slope decreased in the middle range of nitrogen partial pressures. The latter effect was obviously due to the changes in the porous structure of the material, namely to the decrease in the concentration of mesopores. The former effect was probably due to the formation of the pores with narrow necks.



The analysis of the changes in pore size distribution indicates (Figure 5) that the treatment by CBHSc resulted in a two-fold increase in the average pore diameter d along with almost the same decrease in the mesopore specific volume VP/P0→0.99 (from 0.86 to 0.42 cm3·g−1) and specific surface area SBET (from ≈260 to ≈100 m2·g−1).



The results of the analysis of all nitrogen adsorption-desorption isotherms for cellulose samples using BET and BJH models are presented in Table 1 and Figure 4 and Figure 5.




3.3. SANS and USANS


Diffraction and adsorption-based methods cannot provide comprehensive information on the structure of materials containing an amorphous phase. Size and shape of scattering inhomogeneities as well as structure of their surface can be obtained using USANS and SANS methods, which are widely used to access the mesostructure of various materials in the 1 nm–1 µm scale range.



Figure 6 shows the experimental log-log plot of neutron scattering cross sections dΣ(q)/dΩ versus the momentum transfer q for the supercritically dried samples of BC: native nano-gel film (NGF) and NGF treated by cellobiohydrolase from S. candidum 3C for 120, 210, 240 min, and 24 h.



The small angle neutron scattering pattern observed for the supercritically dried samples of BC was typical for the systems with a disordered structure consisting of randomly oriented non-spherical (anisodiametric) objects, for example, for strongly elongated (fibrils) or oblate (lamellas) particles. To describe scattering in the Guinier region, where scattering is determined by the characteristic size Rc and the shape of independently scattering inhomogeneities, regardless of their local structure, it is necessary to use the generalized expression [57]:


    d Σ  ( q )    d Ω   =  G   q s    × exp  (    −  q 2   R g 2    3 − s    )   



(2)




where the amplitude G is the Guinier pre-factor [58], while the parameter s is determined by the shape of the scattering inhomogeneities: s equals 0 for spherical objects, s equals 1 for one-dimensional particles (fibrils), and s equals 2 for two-dimensional inhomogeneities (lamellas) [57]. The values of the parameter s can not only be integer, but also fractional.



Since aspherical objects are determined by not only one characteristic size but two sizes (radius Rc and length L in the case of fibrils) or three sizes (thickness T, width W, and length L for lamella), the corresponding Guinier region can contain two or three ranges of momentum transfer q, which was entirely in line with the observed experimental data (Figure 6). For supercritically dried samples of BC treated by CBHSc for 0/120 min, three regions could be distinguished on the dependences of the scattering cross sections: the region related to the Porod regime, where scattering was determined by the local structure of scattering inhomogeneities and described by the power dependence; and two regions corresponding to the Guinier regime, where scattering was determined by the characteristic sizes of aspherical scattering inhomogeneities. In the samples of BC treated for 240 min and 24 h (see insert in Figure 6), only one region with the Guinier regime was observed in the corresponding scattering curves. This implies that the radius of gyration Rg2, and accordingly, the length L in the case of fibrils or width W for lamella, exceeds the maximum size of inhomogeneities Rmax, the scattering by which can be detected in the experiment at the given resolution of the setup, i.e., in our case Rg2 > Rmax ≈ 1150 nm.



The values of the power exponent n, determined from the slope of the linear parts of the SANS curves, were within the range from 3.37 to 3.63. The power law exponent in the range 3 < n ≤ 4 implies that scattering occurs on the fractal surface with the dimension 2 ≤ DS = 6 − n < 3 [58]. In this regard, the further analysis of scattering in the region q < qc was performed using the two-phase model (solid phase–pore) of the porous structure with the fractal surface of the phase interface [59]. According to this model, an object consists of inhomogeneities (pores) with a strongly developed surface, so that, if the total area of the inhomogeneity (pore) surface measured in the scale of the inhomogeneity (pore) surface size R is proportional to R2, the area of the surface of the scale r ≪ R is equal to R2(R/r) Δ, where 0 < Δ < 1 and n = 4 − Δ. In this case, the fractal dimension of the surface, DS = 2 + Δ, is larger than two.



For q > 1.5 nm−1, the scattering cross section dΣ(q)/dΩ ceases to depend on q and likely corresponds to incoherent scattering on hydrogen atoms in BC making it impossible to examine the scattering process in this region.



In view of this circumstance, to analyze scattering from supercritically dried samples of BC after the biodegradation over the entire q range under investigation, we use the generalized empirical Guinier-Porod model [60]:


        d Σ  ( q )    d Ω   =    G 2     q   s 2      · e x p  (    −  q 2   R   g 2   2    3 −  s 2     )    at   q <  q 2  ,         d Σ  ( q )    d Ω   =    G 1     q   s 1      ⋅ exp  (    −  q 2   R  g 1  2    3 −  s 1     )    at    q 2  <   q <  q 1  ,         d Σ  ( q )    d Ω   =    B 1     q  n 1     +  I  inc     at   q >    q 1  .      



(3)







Here, (3 − s1) is the dimensional factor; Rg1 and Rg2 are the characteristic sizes of aspherical scattering inhomogeneities (Rg1 < Rg2) (for fibrils with the radius R and length L: Rg2 = (L2/12 + R2/2)1/2, Rg1 = R/21/2; for lamella with the thickness T and width W: Rg2 = (W2/12 + T2/12)1/2, Rg1 = T/121/2); G2 and G1 are the Guinier coefficients [58]; B1 is a coefficient determined by the local structure of scattering inhomogeneities [59]; and Iinc is a constant determined by incoherent scattering on hydrogen atoms.



To obtain the final results, Equation (3) was convoluted with the instrumental resolution function. The experimental dependences of the differential scattering cross section dΣ(q)/dΩ were processed using the least squares method throughout the entire range under study. The results of the analysis are shown in Figure 6 and Table 2.



As follows from Table 2, all the samples of BC under study were porous systems consisting of anisodiametric inhomogeneities with the fractal surface of the phase interface, and the fractal dimension DS of their surface increases with the duration of enzymatic hydrolysis from 2.37 (t = 0 min) to 2.63 (t = 24 h). The value of parameter s1 was on the order of two (s1 = 1.98–2.26), which is indicative of the similarity of their shape to flat objects (ribbons). Estimates of the thickness T and width W of the nanoribbons in the native nano-gel film of bacterial cellulose were equal to 8.4 and 49 nm, respectively, which is consistent with the estimations of the sizes of nanoribbons obtained in [61,62,63]. The action of cellobiohydrolase led to significant changes in the parameters of the supramolecular structure of the nano-gel film of bacterial cellulose. So, as can be seen from the Table 2, after 24 h of the enzymatic hydrolysis, the thickness T of the nanoribbons increased from 8.4 to 13.8 nm, and the width W exceeded the maximum size of inhomogeneities, and the scattering that could be detected in the experiment at the given resolution of the setup, i.e., in the case of the treatment for 24 h W = (Rmax2/12 + (T/12)2)1/2 > 330 nm.




3.4. AFM and SEM


The surface micromorphology of supercritical dried samples of BC treated with cellobiohydrolase from S. candidum 3C was studied using AFM and SEM methods (Figure 7 and Figure 8, Table 3).



The morphology of the native nano-gel film of bacterial cellulose (Figure 7a,b and Figure 8a) was a typical 3D polymer network with clearly defined fibers (nanoribbons) with a width of 50/80 nm. Degradation beginning of the 3D polymer network initial structure was clearly seen for the sample treated with CBHSc for 120 min (Figure 7c,d and Figure 8b). Over the entire area of the AFM images, the roughness values had been reducing in comparison with those in the native BC nano-gel film (see the data in Table 3 for 0 and 120 min). However, for individual parts of the sample the Ra and Rq values (indicated in parentheses) differed significantly. The first value was determined at the bottom of the image where the fibril structure had been remained unchanged like in the untreated BC sample. The second one was taken from the top where the structure had significantly been affected by the enzyme, similarly to the sample treated by CBHSc for 24 h (1440 min) (Figure 7g,h). In the sample after 240 min of the reaction, the action of the enzyme extended to the entire surface (Figure 7e,f and Figure 8c). The micromorphology of nano-gel films of bacterial cellulose began changing noticeably. This was expressed, firstly, in a substantial, almost two-fold, broadening of the nanoribbons of the 3D polymer network, and secondly, in the formation of large inhomogeneities (aggregates) in the cells of the polymer network, apparently formed from products (various cellooligosaccharides) from the enzymatic hydrolysis. It is these aggregates that make a significant contribution to increasing the surface roughness. The enzymatic hydrolysis reaction led to an increase in the distance between the nanoribbons of bacterial cellulose, as well as to an increase in the number and size of polymer biodegradation products in 3D mesh cells, as can be clearly seen in the SEM image (Figure 8d). Thus, microscopic studies have confirmed our hypothesis about the “loosening” of the surface of native bacterial cellulose treated with CBHSc.




3.5. CBHSc-Toxicity Evaluation of CBHSc-Treatment of BC Samples In Vitro


To assess the toxic effects of CBHSc and mixture of BC and CBHSc on the cell line of primary human glioblastoma, an MTT-test was used in the experiments. MTT-test (resazurin assay, alamarBlue®® assay) provides a highly effective screening tool that can be used to assess the toxicity, viability, migration, and invasion of mammalian cells, both in early screening of compounds and in the study of the safety and toxicity of drugs and biomaterials [64,65]. We found no significant differences between selected groups (Figure 9) during four days of the observation. Therefore, we concluded that native BC, the solution of CBHSc enzyme, and the BC+CBHSc composition were biocompatible and not toxic in the selected dose range.




3.6. Experiments In Vivo


Neither positive nor negative differences between the control (without treatment) and BC + CBHSc group were observed (Figure 10). However, significant positive differences were seen when comparing the effect of BC + CBHSc and Aquacel Ag+ dressings on the wound surface area (Figure 10a). Analysis of the healing indices also revealed positive dynamics for the BC + CBHSc group at the 7th and maximum at the 14th day of the experiment, while for other groups it was observed closer to the 21st day. Comparison of data between groups with similar re-traumatization revealed an increase of healing process speed.





4. Discussion


The main goal of this study was to understand what changes occur in crystal and supramolecular structure of bacterial cellulose during the enzymatic treatment. In our opinion, such information can become the basis for both the development of new materials based on BC with an enzymatically changed structure or for wound dressings with controlled biodegradation. The actual requirements for wound dressing are quite extensive: it should provide a moist environment, thermal insulation and effective oxygen circulation, fluid drainage and epithelial migration, and assist in the absorption of wound exudate. The ideal dressing should protect wounds from primary and secondary bacterial infections. It should also be easily applied and removed painlessly, be biocompatible, and not cause allergic reactions [66,67]. An additional important requirement for biomaterials in tissue engineering is the ability to change their shape at a rate consistent with the formation of a new tissue [15]. Thus, control of the biodegradation speed is needed to avoid inhibition of wound healing and to damage a new epithelium.



Spontaneous cellulose hydrolysis can be achieved in several million years while well-documented enzymatic action on glycosidic linkages in polysaccharides accelerates degradation by up to 1017 times [68]. It mainly takes place under mild reaction conditions (neutral or near neutral pH and moderate temperature) [16,17,18,19]. However, traditionally the use of acids or alkalis is required for cellulose hydrolysis that is impossible under conditions of skin wound damage. On the other hand, enzyme action can be easily controlled using selected biocatalyst doses, temperature, or pH, depending on a goal. In this work, the conditions of CBHSc-catalyzed hydrolysis of BC pieces were selected based on the obtained kinetics and the requirements for models of wound healing considering clinical practice [69]. As expected, we did not observe the release of glucose equivalents in the untreated BC sample under selected conditions (data not shown) confirming the reported low biodegradability of BC in the absence of the enzyme.



We found that a change in the micromorphology of the surface of bacterial cellulose included the broadening of the nanoribbons comprising the 3D polymer network of BC, an increase in the distance between them, and formation and accumulation of submicron particles, apparently formed from the polysaccharide hydrolysis products, in the cells of the polymer network (Figure 7 and Figure 8, Table 3). These changes in the structural properties may have significant implications on the properties of BC-based material such as mechanical strength, elasticity, adhesion, permeability that are important for its use as a potential wound dressing.



One of the reasons why bacterial cellulose is actively used in the engineering of materials for skin and bone regeneration is its morphological similarity to collagen, which is the main protein of animal connective tissue with a three-dimensional nanoscale fibrillar structure [70]. However, the native collagen fibrils (95–175 nm in diameter and 300–500 nm in length) are larger than those of the native bacterial cellulose (8 nm thickness, 50 nm width) and have cylindrical shape [71,72]. The fibers of native BC have lamellar shape, as we confirm in this work by the combination of methods of SANS, USANS, and XRD. We showed that CBHSc-catalyzed hydrolysis affected the size of BC nanoribbons, increasing their thickness almost two-fold (up to 14 nm) and their width more than six-fold (up to 300 nm) after 24 h of treatment (according to SANS data, Table 2). These changes led to approaching the sizes of the components of BC polymer matrix to those of the natural collagen.



One of the most important criteria for choosing materials for wound dressing is permeability to steam and water, as well as variable adhesion to the skin, which is important to avoid repeated injury of the surface during wound healing [4,14,15,66,67]. We showed that enzymatic degradation of BC resulted in a substantial loosening of the polymer network, leading to a two-fold increase in the average pore diameter (from 2.2 to 4.7 nm) after 24 h of enzymatic treatment (Table 1). Such changes are expected to increase the permeability of the material to vapor and water, which may accelerate the regeneration process. At the same time, the specific surface of samples reduced by half relative to the native sample (from 260 to 100 m2·g−1, Table 1), which may lead to the change in the material adhesive properties, reducing its adhesion to the skin and thereby simplifying the use of BC-based dressings in regenerative medicine for the treatment of ulcers, burns, and wounds.



In this work, we used the fungal enzyme cellobiohydrolase for biodegradation of BC. We hypothesized that the inherent glycosylation of such proteins and hydrolytic product (cellobiose) release from BC into biological system may be factors in triggering an immune response [73]. For this reason, we tested the biocompatibility of the enzyme using primary human glioblastoma available in local cell collection [46]. Glioblastoma cell line was chosen due to its highest inherent sensitivity towards toxic effects of a wide compound panel checked previously (data not shown). Both cellobiohydrolase from Scytalidium candidum 3C used in our study and the hydrolysis products formed during biodegradation appear to be non-toxic (Figure 9). MTT-test showed no significant differences between the control, BC, CBHSc, and BC+CBHSc groups within four days. The data obtained in in vivo tests enable us to state that the standard treatment scheme (with weekly wound dressings replacement) did not lead to a sound atraumatic effect in all groups. However, the wound healing dynamics for the first two weeks and absolute surface area results were clearly better by the end of the second week and during further observation period differed significantly for the rats in BC+CBHSc group compared to the Aquacel Ag+ experimental group. No significant differences neither with the control group nor for the Aquacel Ag+ +CBHSc group were established. It should be noted that the control group did not receive any treatment, and as a result, was not traumatized during the wound healing.



In conclusion, the biodegradation catalyzed by cellobiohydrolase from S. candidum 3C affected both the crystalline and supramolecular structures (at the meso- and microscales) of bacterial cellulose. The addition of the enzyme to the BC samples did not lead to toxic effects in in vitro system and showed overall CBHSc-BC dressing safety in in vivo experiments. In our opinion, the results obtained can serve as a basis for further development of effective biodegradable dressings for the treatment of skin defects of various etiologies.







Author Contributions


Conceptualization, G.P.K. and A.A.K.; data curation, G.P.K., A.A.K., and E.V.Z.; funding acquisition, L.A.I., A.A.K., V.S.B., and N.A.V.; formal analysis, N.A.V., M.S.A., and A.S.S.; investigation, L.A.I., K.B.U., T.V.K., E.V.E., Y.E.G., N.V.T., V.S.B., A.S.S., M.S.A., and A.M.F.; methodology, G.P.K., A.Y.B., E.V.Z., and A.A.K.; visualization, L.A.I., A.Y.B., and G.P.K.; project administration, G.P.K. and A.A.K.; writing—original draft preparation and revision, L.A.I., G.P.K., A.Y.B., Y.E.G., A.S.S., and A.A.K. All authors have read and agreed to the submitted and revised versions of the manuscript.




Funding


This research was funded by the NRC “Kurchatov Institute” (project # 1363).




Acknowledgments


Authors are grateful to the Heinz Maier-Leibnitz Zentrum (Germany) for the possibility extended of the performance of the USANS experiment at reactor FRM-II (Garching, Germany). We would like to express special thanks to Vitaly Pipich (JCNS, Forschungszentrum Juelich GmbH, Outstation at MLZ, Garching, Germany) and Alexey Shvetsov (PNPI NRC KI, Gatchina, Russia) for support in performing the USANS experiment; Elena V. Zhurishkina (PNPI NRC KI, Gatchina, Russia) for the assistance in bacterium cultivation; Vitaly A. Turchenko (Frank Laboratory of Neutron Physics, Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Russia) for support in performing the XRD measurements; Ruslan Smyslov (Institute of Macromolecular Compounds RAS, St. Petersburg, Russia) for helpful discussions, and D.V. Lebedev for critically reading the manuscript. The SEM measurements were performed using shared experimental facilities supported by IGIC RAS state assignment.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Picheth, G.F.; Pirich, C.L.; Sierakowski, M.R.; Woehl, M.A.; Sakakibara, C.N.; de Souza, C.F.; Martin, A.A.; da Silva, R.; de Freitas, R.A. Bacterial cellulose in biomedical applications: A review. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2017, 104, 97–106. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wang, J.; Tavakoli, J.; Tang, Y. Bacterial cellulose production, properties and applications with different culture methods—A review. Carbohydr. Polym. 2019, 219, 63–76. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Xue, Y.; Mou, Z.; Xiao, H. Nanocellulose as sustainable biomass material: Structure, properties, present status and future prospects in biomedical applications. Nanoscale 2017, 9, 14758–14781. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bacakova, L.; Pajorova, J.; Bacakova, M.; Skogberg, A.; Kallio, P.; Kolarova, K.; Svorcik, V. Versatile application of nanocellulose: From industry to skin tissue engineering and wound healing. Nanomaterials 2019, 9, 164. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hsieh, Y.C.; Yano, H.; Nogi, M.; Eichhorn, S.J. An estimation of the Young’s modulus of bacterial cellulose filaments. Cellulose 2008, 15, 507–513. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Guo, J.; Catchmark, J.M. Surface area and porosity of acid hydrolyzed cellulose nanowhiskers and cellulose produced by Gluconacetobacter xylinus. Carbohydr. Polym. 2012, 87, 1026–1037. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wu, Y.D.; He, J.M.; Cheng, W.L.; Gu, H.B.; Guo, Z.H.; Gao, S.; Huang, Y.D. Oxidized regenerated cellulose-based hemostat with microscopically gradient structure. Carbohydr. Polym. 2012, 88, 1023–1032. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Huang, W.Y.; Yeh, C.L.; Lin, J.H.; Yang, J.S.; Ko, T.H.; Lin, Y.H. Development of fibroblast culture in three-dimensional activated carbon fiber-based scaffold for wound healing. J. Mater. Sci. Mater. Med. 2012, 23, 1465–1478. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Klemm, D.; Schumann, D.; Udhardt, U.; Marsch, S. Bacterial synthesized cellulose—Artificial blood vessels for microsurgery. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2001, 26, 1561–1603. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Park, S.N.; Kim, J.K.; Suh, H. Evaluation of antibiotic-loaded collagen-hyaluronic acid matrix as a skin substitute. Biomaterials 2004, 25, 3689–3698. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Saiz, E.; Zimmermann, E.A.; Lee, J.S.; Wegst, U.G.K.; Tomsia, A.P. Perspectives on the role of nanotechnology in bone tissue engineering. Dent. Mater. 2013, 29, 103–115. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wysocki, A.B. Skin anatomy, physiology, and pathophysiology. Nurs. Clin. N. Am. 1999, 34, 777–797. [Google Scholar]

	



De Oliveira Barud, H.G.; da Silva, R.R.; da Silva Barud, H.; Tercjak, A.; Gutierrez, J.; Lustri, W.R.; de Oliveira, O.B.; Ribeiro, S.L. A multipurpose natural and renewable polymer in medical applications: Bacterial cellulose. Carbohydr. Polym. 2016, 153, 406–420. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sulaeva, I.; Henniges, U.; Rosenau, T.; Potthast, A. Bacterial cellulose as a material for wound treatment: Properties and modifications. A review. Biotechnol. Adv. 2015, 33, 1547–1571. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, H.B.; Zhou, L.; Zhang, W.J. Control of scaffold degradation in tissue engineering: A review. Tissue Eng. 2014, 20, 492–502. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Béguin, P.; Aubert, J.P. The biological degradation of cellulose. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 1994, 13, 25–58. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kumar, R.; Singh, S.; Singh, O.V. Bioconversion of lignocellulosic biomass: Biochemical and molecular perspectives. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2008, 3, 5377–5391. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Annamalai, N.; Rajeswari, M.V.; Balasubramanian, T. Endo-1,4-β-glucanases: Role, applications and recent developments. Microb. Enzym. Bioconvers. Biomass 2016, 8, 37–45. [Google Scholar]

	



Sharma, A.; Tewari, R.; Rana, S.S.; Soni, R.; Soni, S.K. Cellulases: Classification, methods of determination and industrial applications. Appl. Biochem. Biotechnol. 2016, 179, 1346–1380. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hu, Y.; Catchmark, J.M. In vitro biodegradability and mechanical properties of bioabsorbable bacterial cellulose incorporating cellulases. Acta Biomater. 2011, 7, 2835–2845. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hu, Y.; Catchmark, J.M. Integration of cellulases into bacterial cellulose: Toward bioabsorbable cellulose composites. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. B Appl. Biomater. 2011, 97, 114–123. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Tayeb, A.H.; Amini, E.; Ghasemi, S.; Tajvidi, M. Cellulose nanomaterials-binding properties and applications: A review. Molecules 2018, 23, 2684. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Torres, F.; Commeaux, S.; Troncoso, O.P. Biocompatibility of bacterial cellulose based biomaterials. J. Funct. Biomater. 2012, 3, 864–878. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Qiu, Y.; Qiu, L.; Cui, J.; Wei, Q. Bacterial cellulose and bacterial cellulose-vaccarin membranes for wound healing. Mater. Sci. Eng. C Mater. Biol. Appl. 2016, 59, 303–309. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Revin, V.V.; Pestov, N.A.; Shchankin, M.V.; Mishkin, V.M.; Platonov, V.I.; Uglanov, D.A. A study of the physical and mechanical properties of aerogels obtained from bacterial cellulose. Biomacromolecules 2019, 20, 1401–1411. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kwaka, M.H.; Kima, J.I.; Goa, J.; Koha, I.K.; Songa, S.H.; Sona, H.J.; Kimb, H.S.; Yunc, Y.H.; Junga, Y.G.; Hwanga, D.Y. Bacterial cellulose membrane produced by Acetobacter sp. A10 for burn wound dressing applications. Carbohydr. Polym. 2015, 122, 387–398. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Nishiyama, Y.; Sugiyama, J.; Chanzy, H.; Langan, P. Crystal structure and hydrogen bonding system in cellulose Iα from synchrotron X-ray and neutron fiber diffraction. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002, 125, 14300–14306. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Klechkovskaya, V.V.; Baklagina, Y.G.; Stepina, N.D.; Khripunov, A.K.; Buffat, P.A.; Suvorova, E.I.; Zanaveskina, I.S.; Tkachenko, A.A.; Gladchenko, S.V. Structure of cellulose Acetobacter xylinum. Crystallogr. Rep. 2003, 48, 755–762. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tajima, H.; Penttilä, P.A.; Imai, T.; Yamamoto, K.; Yuguchi, Y. Observation of in vitro cellulose synthesis by bacterial cellulose synthase with time-resolved small angle X-ray scattering. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2019, 130, 765–777. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Smyslov, R.Y.; Ezdakova, K.V.; Kopitsa, G.P.; Khripunov, A.K.; Bugrov, A.N.; Tkachenko, A.A.; Angelov, B.; Pipich, V.; Szekely, N.K.; Baranchikov, A.E.; et al. Morphological structure of Gluconacetobacter xylinus cellulose and cellulose-based organic-inorganic composite materials. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 2017, 848, 613–628. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Martínez-Sanz, M.; Gidley, M.J.; Gilbert, E.P. Hierarchical architecture of bacterial cellulose and composite plant cell wall polysaccharide hydrogels using small angle neutron scattering. Soft Matter. 2016, 12, 1534–1549. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Volkov, V.V.; Klechkovskaya, V.V.; Shtykova, E.V.; Dembo, K.A.; Arkharova, N.A.; Ivakin, G.I.; Smyslov, R.Y. Determination of the size and phase composition of silver nanoparticles in a gel film of bacterial cellulose by small-angle X-ray scattering, electron diffraction, and electron microscopy. Crystallogr. Rep. 2009, 54, 169–173. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Borisova, A.S.; Eneyskaya, E.V.; Bobrov, K.S.; Jana, S.; Logachev, A.; Polev, D.E.; Lapidus, A.L.; Ibatullin, F.M.; Saleem, U.; Sandgren, M.; et al. Sequencing, biochemical characterization, crystal structure and molecular dynamics of cellobiohydrolase Cel7A from Geotrichum candidum 3C. FEBS J. 2015, 282, 4515–4537. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hestrin, S.; Schramm, M. Synthesis of cellulose by Acetobacter xylinum: Preparation of freeze-dried cells capable of polymerizing glucose to cellulose. Biochem. J. 1954, 58, 345–352. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Pavlov, I.Y.; Bobrov, K.S.; Sumacheva, A.D.; Masharsky, A.E.; Polev, D.E.; Zhurishkina, E.V.; Kulminskaya, A.A. Scytalidium candidum 3C is a new name for the Geotrichum candidum Link 3C strain. J. Basic Microbiol. 2018, 58, 883–891. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lever, M.; Powell, J.C.; Killip, M.; Small, C.W. A comparison of 4-hydroxybenzoic acid hydrazide (PAHBAH) with other reagents for the determination of glucose. J. Lab. Clin. Med. 1973, 82, 649–655. [Google Scholar]

	



Sai, H.; Fu, R.; Xing, L.; Xiang, J.; Li, Z.; Li, F.; Zhang, T. Surface modification of bacterial cellulose aerogels’ web-like skeleton for oil/water separation. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 7373–7381. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kuklin, A.I.; Islamov, A.K.; Gordeliy, V.I. Two-detector system for small-angle neutron scattering instrument. Neutron News 2005, 16, 16–18. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Soloviev, A.G.; Soloveva, T.M.; Stadnik, A.V.; Islamov, A.H.; Kuklin, A.I. The Package for small-angle neutron scattering data reatment. Version 2.4. In Long Wtite-Up and User’s Guide; Preprint JINR: Dubna, Russia, 2003; P10-2003-86. [Google Scholar]

	



Ostanevich, Y.M. Time-of-flight small-angle scattering spectrometers on pulsed neutron sources. Makromol. Chemie. Macromol. Symp. 1988, 15, 91–103. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Radulescu, A.; Kentzinger, E.; Stellbrink, J.; Dohmen, L.; Alefeld, B.; Rücker, U.; Heiderich, M.; Schwahn, D.; Brückel, T.; Richter, D. The new small-angle neutron scattering instrument based on focusing-mirror optics. Neutron News 2005, 16, 18–21. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Goerigk, G.; Varga, Z. Comprehensive upgrade of the high-resolution small-angle neutron scattering instrument KWS-3 at FRM II. J. Appl. Crystallogr. 2011, 44, 337–342. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wignall, G.D.; Bates, F.S. Absolute calibration of small-angle neutron scattering data. J. Appl. Crystallogr. 1987, 20, 28–40. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jülich Centre for Neutron Science, QtiKWS. Available online: http://qtisas.com/doku.php?id=downloads (accessed on 6 November 2019).

	



Uzarski, J.S.; Su, J.; Xie, Y.; Zhang, Z.J.; Ward, H.H.; Wandinger-Ness, A.; Miller, W.M.; Wertheim, J.A. Epithelial cell repopulation and preparation of rodent extracellular matrix scaffolds for renal tissue development. J. Vis. Exp. 2015, 120, 157–164. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Volnitskiy, A.; Shtam, T.; Burdakov, V.; Kovalev, R.; Konev, A.; Filatov, M. Abnormal activity of transcription factors gli in high-grade gliomas. PLoS ONE 2019, 14, 1–12. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Close, B.; Banister, K.; Baumans, V.; Bernoth, E.-M.; Bromage, N.; Bunyan, J.; Erhardt, W.; Flecknell, P.; Gregory, N.; Hackbarth, H.; et al. Recommendations for euthanasia of experimental animals: Part 1. Lab. Anim. 1996, 30, 293–316. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Close, B.; Banister, K.; Baumans, V.; Bernoth, E.-M.; Bromage, N.; Bunyan, J.; Erhardt, W.; Flecknell, P.; Gregory, N.; Hackbarth, H.; et al. Recommendations for euthanasia of experimental animals: Part 2. Lab. Anim. 1997, 31, 1–32. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zugenmaier, P. Crystalline Cellulose and Derivatives, 1st ed.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2008; pp. 101–103. [Google Scholar]

	



Hsieh, Y.L. Chemical structure and properties of cotton. In Cotton: Science and Technology, 1st ed.; Woodhead Publishing: Berlin, Germany, 2007; pp. 3–34. [Google Scholar]

	



Premjet, S.; Ohtani, Y.; Sameshima, K. X-ray diffraction diagram of the bacterial cellulose membrane produced by Acetobacter xylinum in the medium with lignosulfonate. Seni Gakkaishi 1996, 52, 169–174. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Vasconcelos, N.F.; Feitosa, J.P.; da Gama, F.M.; Morais, J.P.; Andrade, F.K.; de Souza Filho, M.S.; Rosa, M.F. Bacterial cellulose nanocrystals produced under different hydrolysis conditions: Properties and morphological features. Carbohydr. Polym. 2017, 155, 425–431. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lopes, T.D.; Riegel-Vidotti, I.C.; Grein, A.; Tischer, C.A.; Faria-Tischer, P.C. Bacterial cellulose and hyaluronic acid hybrid membranes: Production and characterization. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2014, 67, 401–408. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



French, A.D. Idealized powder diffraction patterns for cellulose polymorphs. Cellulose 2014, 21, 885–896. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Terinte, N.; Ibbett, R.; Schuster, K.C. Overview on native cellulose and microcrystalline cellulose i structure studied by X-ray diffraction (WAXD): Comparison between measurement techniques. Lenzing. Ber. 2011, 89, 118–131. [Google Scholar]

	



Thommes, M.; Kaneko, K.; Neimark, A.V.; Olivier, J.P.; Rodriguez-Reinoso, F.; Rouquerol, J.; Sing, K.S.W. Physisorption of gases, with special reference to the evaluation of surface area and pore size distribution (IUPAC Technical Report). Appl. Chem. 2015, 87, 1051–1069. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hammouda, B. A new Guinier–Porod model. J. Appl. Crystallogr. 2010, 43, 716–719. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Glatter, O.; Kratky, O. Small-Angle X-Ray Scattering; Academic Press: London, UK, 1982; Volume 20, pp. 155–157. [Google Scholar]

	



Teixera, J.; Stanley, H.E.; Ostrovsky, N. On Growth and Form. Fractal and Non-Fractal Patterns in Physics; Martinus Nijloff Publ.: Boston, MA, USA, 1986; pp. 145–146. [Google Scholar]

	



Beaucage, G. Approximations leading to a unified exponential/power-law approach to small-angle scattering. J. Appl. Crystallogr. 1995, 28, 717–728. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Brown, R.M., Jr. The biosynthesis of cellulose. J. Macromol. Sci. A 1996, 33, 1345–1373. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fink, H.P.; Purz, H.J.; Bohn, A.; Kunze, J. Investigation of the supramolecular stucture of never dried bacterial cellulose. Macromol. Symp. 1997, 120, 207–217. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Svensson, A.; Nicklasson, E.; Harrah, T.; Panilaitis, B.; Kaplan, D.L.; Brittberg, M.; Gatenholm, P. Bacterial cellulose as a potential scaffold for tissue engineering of cartilage. J. Biomat. 2005, 26, 419–431. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pace, R.T.; Burg, K.J.L. Toxic effects of resazurin on cell cultures. Cytotechnology 2015, 67, 13–17. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rezende, N.; Ceron Jayme, C.; Brassesco, M.S.; Claudio Tedesco, A.; de Oliveira, H.F. Standardization of a resazurin-based assay for the evaluation of metabolic activity in oral squamous carcinoma and glioblastoma cells. Photodiagn. Photodyn. Ther. 2019, 26, 371–374. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Homaeigohar, S.; Boccaccini, A.R. Antibacterial biohybrid nanofibers for wound dressings. Acta Biomater. 2020, 107, 25–49. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Shi, C.; Wang, C.; Liu, H.; Li, Q.; Li, R.; Zhang, Y.; Liu, Y.; Shao, Y.; Wang, J. Selection of appropriate wound dressing for various wounds. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 2020, 8, 182. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yip, V.L.; Withers, S.G. Nature’s many mechanisms for the degradation of oligosaccharides. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2004, 2, 2707–2713. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wilhelm, K.P.; Wilhelm, D.; Bielfeldt, S. Models of wound healing: An emphasis on clinical studies. Ski. Res. Technol. 2017, 23, 3–12. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bella, J. Collagen structure: New tricks from a very old dog. Biochem. J. 2016, 473, 1001–1025. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, Y.; Aparicio, C. Discerning the subfibrillar structure of mineralized collagen fibrils: A model for the ultrastructure of bone. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e76782. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Orgel, J.P.R.O.; Irving, T.C.; Miller, A.; Wess, T.J. Microfibrillar structure of type I collagen in situ. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2006, 103, 9001–9005. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wolfert, M.A.; Boons, G.-J. Adaptive immune activation: Glycosylation does matter. Nat. Chem. Biol. 2013, 9, 776–784. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Materials 13 02087 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Time-dependent glucose release from bacterial cellulose during the Scytalidium candidum 3C (CBHSc)-catalyzed hydrolysis. 
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Figure 2. X-ray diffraction patterns of untreated bacterial cellulose (1) and samples treated with CBHSc for 240 min (2) and 24 h (3). 
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Figure 3. Deconvolution of the diffraction patterns of bacterial cellulose samples to pseudo-Voigt functions. (a) an initial sample; (b) a sample treated by CBHSc for 4 h; (c) a sample treated for 24 h (circles are experimental data, green line is the baseline, red line is the deconvolution, blue line is peak fitting to pseudo-Voigt functions, black line is the difference curve). 
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Figure 4. Nitrogen adsorption/desorption isotherms for supercritically dried native nano-gel film (NGF) (a) and bacterial cellulose (BC) samples after the biodegradation under the action of cellobiohydrolase from S. candidum 3C for 120 (b), 240 (c) minutes, and 24 h (d). 
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Figure 5. Pore size distributions dV(D), obtained from the analysis of adsorption isotherms using the Barrett-Joyner-Halenda (BJH) model, for supercritically dried native NGF (1) and BC samples after the biodegradation by cellobiohydrolase from S. candidum 3C for 120 (2), 240 (3) minutes, 24 h (4). 
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Figure 6. Dependences of neutron scattering cross sections dΣ(q)/dΩ versus the momentum transfer q for the supercritically dried samples of BC: native nano-gel film (NGF) (1) and NGF treated by CBHSc for 120 (2), 210 (3), 240 (4) minutes, and 24 h (see insert). For better perception, the dΣ(q)/dΩ values for samples (2), (3), and (4) are multiplied by 5, 15, and 50, respectively. Solid lines are the data fitting in accordance with Equation (3). 
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Figure 7. Variation of AFM topologies of the supercritically dried samples of BC: native nano-gel film (a): 18 µm × 18 µm, (b): 3.2 µm × 3.2 µm, and samples treated by CBHSc for 120 min (c): 10 µm × 10 µm, (d): 2.5 µm × 2.5 µm, 240 min (e): 18 µm × 18 µm, (f): 3.2 µm × 3.2 µm and 1440 min (g): 18 µm × 18 µm, (h): 3.2 µm × 3.2 µm, respectively. 
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Figure 8. Variation of SEM topologies of the supercritically dried samples of BC: native nano-gel film (a) and treated by CBHSc for 120 (b), 240 min (c), and 24 h (d), respectively. 
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Figure 9. MTT-assay results on the cell proliferation for BC, CBHSc, and BC + CBHSc groups within four days. 
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Figure 10. Box-plot of planimetric assessment data of wound surface area after different periods of observation (a) and healing indices (b) for experimental and control groups. The p-values are provided for comparison between the highlighted and BC + CBHSc groups in the given day of observation. 
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Table 1. Texture parameters of supercritically dried native NGF and CBHSc–treated BC samples.
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	Time t of Biodegradation (min)
	0
	120
	210
	240
	1440





	SBET (m2·g−1)
	261 ± 29
	191 ± 8
	157 ± 6
	189 ± 8
	104 ± 4



	VP/P0→0.99 (cm3·g−1)
	0.86
	0.82
	0.50
	0.81
	0.42



	d (nm)
	2.24
	2.83
	3.32
	3.91
	4.69
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Table 2. Parameters of the mesostructure of the supercritically dried samples of BC after the biodegradation under the action of cellobiohydrolase from S. candidum 3C derived from the analysis of ultra-small angle neutron scattering (USANS) and small angle neutron scattering (SANS) data.
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	Time t of Biodegradation (min)
	0
	120
	210
	240
	1440





	G2·10−2, cm−1nm−s2
	11.1 ± 1.3
	7.3 ± 0.7
	14.4 ± 1.9
	-
	-



	s2
	1.65 ± 0.02
	1.64 ± 0.02
	1.57 ± 0.02
	-
	-



	W, nm
	49 ± 5
	56 ± 5
	64 ± 6
	-
	-



	G1·10−3, cm−1nm−s1
	3.0 ± 0.1
	4.3 ± 0.2
	4.9 ± 0.4
	9.3 ± 0.9
	12.4 ± 1.5



	s1
	2.26 ± 0.02
	2.10 ± 0.02
	2.12 ± 0.02
	2.02 ± 0.02
	1.98 ± 0.05



	T, nm
	8.4 ± 0.3
	10.1 ± 0.3
	10.8 ± 0.5
	12.6 ± 0.8
	13.8 ± 1.5



	B1·10−5, cm−1nm−n
	1.0 ± 0.14
	1.0 ± 0.16
	2.0 ± 0.2
	1.5 ± 0.2
	3.0 ± 0.4



	DS = 6 − n
	2.37 ± 0.03
	2.51 ± 0.03
	2.52 ± 0.02
	2.49 ± 0.05
	2.63 ± 0.04



	Iinc·10−2, cm−1
	2.6 ± 0.1
	1.6 ± 0.1
	2.2 ± 0.1
	2.9 ± 0.2
	3.3 ± 0.2
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Table 3. Roughness parameters obtained from AFM topologies.
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Critical Drying Time of BC, min




	

	
0

	
120

	
240

	
1440






	
Ra, nm

	

	

	

	




	
18 μm × 18 μm

	
19.83

	

	
33.38

	
12.34




	
10 μm × 10 μm

	

	
14.49

	

	




	
3.2 μm × 3.2 μm

	
11.15

	

	
13.37

	
5.81




	
2.5 μm × 2.5 μm

	

	
8.93 (11.13/6.08)

	

	




	
Rq, nm

	

	

	

	




	
18 μm × 18 μm

	
24.59

	

	
44.60

	
16.85




	
10 μm × 10 μm

	

	
19.00

	

	




	
3.2 μm × 3.2 μm

	
13.74

	

	
17.13

	
7.66




	
2.5 μm × 2.5 μm

	

	
11.30 (13.66/7.60)

	

	








Ra is the arithmetic average of the absolute values of the surface height deviations measured from the mean plane and Rq is the root mean square average of height deviation taken from the mean image data plane.
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