

  Cell Migration Research Based on Organ-on-Chip-Related Approaches




Cell Migration Research Based on Organ-on-Chip-Related Approaches







Micromachines 2017, 8(11), 324; doi:10.3390/mi8110324




Review



Cell Migration Research Based on Organ-on-Chip-Related Approaches



Xiaoou Ren 1,2, David Levin 2 and Francis Lin 1,2,*[image: Orcid]





1



Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, MB R3T 2N2, Canada






2



Department of Biosystems Engineering, University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, MB R3T 2N2, Canada









*



Correspondence: Tel.: +1-204-474-9895







Received: 30 September 2017 / Accepted: 28 October 2017 / Published: 31 October 2017



Abstract:



Microfluidic devices have been widely used for cell migration research over the last two decades, owing to their attractive features in cellular microenvironment control and quantitative single-cell migration analysis. However, the majority of the microfluidic cell migration studies have focused on single cell types and have configured microenvironments that are greatly simplified compared with the in-vivo conditions they aspire to model. In addition, although cell migration is considered an important target for disease diagnosis and therapeutics, very few microfluidic cell migration studies involved clinical samples from patients. Therefore, more sophisticated microfluidic systems are required to model the complex in-vivo microenvironment at the tissue or organ level for cell migration studies and to explore cell migration-related clinical applications. Research in this direction that employs organ-on-chip-related approaches for cell migration analysis has been increasingly reported in recent years. In this paper, we briefly introduce the general background of cell migration and organ-on-chip research, followed by a detailed review of specific cell migration studies using organ-on-chip-related approaches, and conclude by discussing our perspectives of the challenges, opportunities and future directions.
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1. Introduction


The physical structure of cells is supported and organized by dynamic functions of the cytoskeleton. Dynamic remodeling of this structure enables cell movements in diverse biological contexts, such as cell–cell migratory interaction, wound healing and transmigration across tissue barriers [1]. The migratory abilities of cells is critically involved in a wide range of physiological activities, including embryogenesis, homeostasis, immune responses, tissue regeneration and axon guidance, as well as cancer metastasis [2,3,4,5,6,7,8]. In tissues, cell migration is guided by a wide range of environmental cues, such as chemical gradients, electric fields and mechanical stimulations [9,10,11,12]. Sensing environmental cues that guide cell migration, such as chemoattractants, typically involves coordinated regulation by the tissue-specific adhesion molecules and chemoattractants that interact with their counter-receptors on the migrating cells, followed by further processing of the chemotactic signals by downstream signaling pathways [13,14,15]. For example, upon inflammation, target tissues upregulate the expression of specific adhesion molecules and chemoattractants, which recruit immune cell subsets expressing the corresponding homing receptors [16]. Therefore, cell migration research requires the ability to configure and control complex cellular microenvironments. In-vivo animal models, such as homing assays or intravital imaging methods, directly provide the tissue microenvironment (Figure 1), and those approaches have been widely used for cell trafficking studies. However, those approaches are expensive, involve complicated procedures and require sacrificing animals [17]. Reduction and/or replacement of animal-based research is a high priority for both the research community and the public [18]. In addition, cell migration environments are poorly defined in animal experiments and observation of cell migration in vivo is greatly limited by the current state-of-the-art imaging capability. Ultimately, the applicability of results generated by animal studies for human healthcare applications is limited by significant variations between humans and experimental animals [19,20].


Figure 1. A schematic illustration of different cell migration research approaches to study this important and complicated process in humans. (A) Schematic presentation of human body and transendothelial migration of immune cells; (B) Schematic presentation of in-vivo animal models; (C) Schematic presentation of in-vitro cell migration assays; (D) An example of the organ-on-chip approach. Figure 1D was adapted from reference [35] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry. BM: basement membrane; EC: endothelial cell; ECM: extracellular matrices.
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In-vitro cell migration assays, such as transwell assays [21] and other real-time visualization chambers, are another broadly used research approach to study cell migration (Figure 1). Compared with animal studies, in-vitro cell migration assays are more cost-effective, easier to operate, and can directly test human cells. Nevertheless, although cell migration conditions are better defined in these assays, they are lacking the ability to precisely control the cell migration environment in space and time, and the conditions configured in these assays are over-simplified compared with the in-vivo situation.



Microfluidic devices were rapidly developed over the last two decades and these devices have been increasingly used for cell migration research (Figure 1) [22,23]. Microfluidic devices offer significant advantages in device miniaturization, precise configuration and flexible manipulation of cellular microenvironments such as stable chemical gradient generation, low reagent consumption, real-time observation of cell migration at the single-cell level and high-throughput experimentation [9,11,24,25]. On the other hand, the majority of the current microfluidic cell migration devices are only capable of producing much-simplified chemical fields and extracellular matrices (ECM) compared with tissue environments. Many of these devices focus on single cell types and ECM conditions, and thus do not capture the complex properties of tissues and organs in vivo. Additionally, although cell migration has high disease relevance and microfluidic devices have the potential to enable disease-oriented cell migration studies, very few microfluidic cell migration studies to date have involved testing clinical samples from patients to investigate the disease mechanism or for diagnostic assessment [26,27]. Therefore, there has been a growing trend to develop new microfluidic devices to better reconstitute the complex in-vivo microenvironment at the tissue or organ level, which is commonly referred to as “organ-on-chip” (Figure 1) [28,29,30].



Generally speaking, the construction of organ-on-chip systems is based on microfluidic cell-culture devices, which simulate the key activities and responses of certain tissues or organs. This approach integrates microfluidics technology with tissue engineering, permitting investigation of organ-specific physiological mechanisms and diseases. For example, some studies successfully established “liver-on-chip” and “kidney-on-chip” systems for studying hepatic or renal functions, respectively [31,32,33]. Similarly, a recent study constructed a biomimetic “skin-on-a-chip” model for drug toxicity testing and disease study [34]. Thus, organ-on-chip offers a novel and advanced research approach for cell migration study.



Indeed, in this direction, we have observed growing development of cell migration studies involving organ-on-chip-related approaches. In this paper, these studies are broadly defined as meeting one or more of the following criteria: (1) cell migration and interaction studies that involve reconstituting the physiological structures of specific organs using multi-cell co-culture in three-dimensional (3D) microfluidic models; (2) cell migration studies in microfluidic devices that configure complex chemical fields relevant to target organs; and (3) cell migration studies that test clinical cell or/and tissue samples for diagnostic assessment of organ-specific diseases. Under these selection criteria, the rest of this paper is organized to review organ-specific cell migration studies using organ-on-chip-related approaches including “tumor-on-chip”, “lung-on-chip”, “vessel-on-chip”, “lymph node (LN)-on-chip” and “brain-on-chip” (Table 1). We conclude by discussing our perspectives of the challenges, opportunities and future directions.



Table 1. Summary of cell migration studies using organ-on-chip-related approaches.







	
Organ Type

	
Comments

	
Ref.






	
Tumor-on-chip

	
Investigating endothelial barrier function during tumor cell intravasation;

	
[36]




	
Investigating immune surveillance of natural killer (NK) cells for tumors;

	
[37]




	
Investigating ECM activation during tumor progression;

	
[38]




	
Investigating the interactions between neurons and cancer cells during tumor perineural invasion.

	
[39]




	
Lung-on-chip

	
Investigating bacteria or inflammatory cytokine induced cell migration;

	
[40]




	
Investigating neutrophil chemotaxis with clinical samples for diagnosis of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD);

	
[26]




	
Rapid analysis of neutrophil chemotaxis;

	
[41]




	
Investigating neutrophil chemotaxis with clinical samples for asthma detection.

	
[27]




	
Vessel-on-chip

	
Investigating neutrophil transendothelial migration (TEM) during inflammatory process;

	
[35]




	
Investigating tumor transendothelial invasion (TEI);

	
[42]




	
Investigating tumor cell extravasation;

	
[43]




	
Investigating angiogenesis.

	
[44]




	
Lymph node-on-chip

	
Investigating the interaction between T cells and dendritic cells (DCs);

	
[45]




	
Evaluating DC chemotaxis and DC–T cell interaction;

	
[46]




	
Investigating differential chemotaxis of DCs to CCL21 and CCL19;

	
[47]




	
Studying the guidance of CCR7 ligands for T cell migration in Lymph Nodes (LNs);

	
[5]




	
Investigating differential chemotaxis of DCs through CCR7 and CXCR4 signaling.

	
[48]




	
Brain-on-chip

	
Investigating neuronal differentiation and chemotaxis;

	
[49]




	
Investigating neuronal migration;

	
[50]




	
Investigating human neural stem cell (hNSC) neurogenesis;

	
[51]




	
Investigating brain tumor metastasis.

	
[52]











2. Tumor-on-Chip


Cancer cell migration is a critical process during cancer progression and metastasis. During metastasis, tumor cells migrate from their initial locations to distant organs, leading to new tumor formation [53,54,55]. Cell–cell interaction and chemotaxis are two important biological processes that are involved in tumor metastasis [56,57]. However, the mechanism of tumor metastasis is far from being well-understood, in part hindered by the limitations of current cell migration research methods in controlling the complex physiological tumor microenvironments [58]. Organ-on-chip offers a promising new approach to tumor cell migration studies. Here we highlight some examples in this direction (Figure 2; Table 1).


Figure 2. Examples of tumor-on-chip cell migration study. (A) The 3D microfluidic model for investigating endothelial barrier function during tumor cell intravasation. The left panel shows the microfluidic device (green: endothelial cell channel; red: tumor channel; dark gray: 3D ECM channel; black arrow: Y junction); the upper-right panel shows a representative phase-contrast image of tumor cell (red) invasion through 3D ECM region (dark gray) to the endothelium (green); the bottom-right panel shows a 3D confocal image of the selective area in the white-dashed square (red: tumor cells; green: endothelium); (B) The ultrasonics-based 3D microdevice for studying immune surveillance of NK cells for specific tumors. The left panel illustrates the main components of the microfluidic system; the right panel shows some representative experimental images of NK–tumor interaction at different time points (orange: NK cells; green: solid tumors); (C) The breast-cancer-on-chip model to investigate ECM activation during tumor progression. The figure shows the microfluidic system and magnified view of the chip (green: stromal microtissues; red: tumor microtissues; blue arrow: fluid flow direction; white arrow: 3D microtissue injection direction); (D) The tumor-on-chip model to investigate the interactions between neurons and cancer cells during tumor PNI. The upper panel illustrates the microfluidic device; the bottom panel shows a representative image of tumor cell (red) migration behavior along the contacted neurites at different time points. Figure 2A was adapted from reference [36] with permission from the National Academy of Sciences; Figure 2B was adapted from reference [37] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry; Figure 2C was adapted from reference [38] with permission from John Wiley and Sons; Figure 2D was adapted from reference [39] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry.
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As one example, Kamm and coworkers developed a three-dimensional microfluidic model for investigating endothelial barrier function during tumor cell intravasation (Figure 2A) [36]. The device consists of two side microchannels for seeding of the tumor and endothelial cells (ECs), respectively, and these two channels were connected via a middle channel that was filled with 3D hydrogel. An endothelial monolayer was formed at all the 3D ECM–endothelial interface regions and enabled the observation of transmigrating tumor cells across the vascular lumen in real time. By using this tumor-on-chip approach, the 3D physiological tumor–vascular interface was reconstituted in vitro. These results demonstrated that cellular interaction with macrophages or stimulation with tumor necrosis factor alpha (TNF-α) increased endothelial permeability, resulting in endothelial barrier impairment and a higher tumor cell intravasation rate. In another recent study, this device was used to study anti-tumor efficacy of engineered TCR-T cells [59]. This system enabled the observation and analysis of specific T cell immune surveillance, including T cell directional migration to tumors and their subsequent tumor-killing function on the chip.



As another example, Wiklund and coworkers established an ultrasonics-based 3D microdevice for studying immune surveillance of natural killer (NK) cells for specific tumors (Figure 2B) [37]. Briefly, this device was comprised of a multi-well microplate and a ring-shaped ultrasonic transducer. The microplate was made of a silicon wafer with arrayed (10 × 10) wells in the center, which was bonded onto a glass slide. This multi-well microplate was surrounded by a polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) frame bonded to the top layer, providing a pool for cell medium injection. A cover slip was placed onto the PDMS frame in order to minimize evaporation. The ultrasonic transducer consisted of a ring-shaped piezoceramic plate and an open central hole for visualization under a microscope. By using controlled ultrasonic waves produced by the transducer under well-regulated environmental conditions, biomimetic 3D tumors composed of human hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) HepG2 cells were achieved simultaneously in each well of the microplate. This approach enabled the observation of NK cell migration and the interactions between NK cells with 3D solid tumors. In addition, the number of NK cells required for preventing tumor growth in the first day, or destroying a tumor in the following days, was determined using this system.



In another study, Imparato and coworkers developed a breast-cancer-on-chip model to investigate ECM activation during tumor progression (Figure 2C) [38]. This model consisted of two main components: (1) a syringe pump for continuous medium perfusion and metabolic waste removal at controlled flow rate; and (2) a microfluidic chip for mimicking the breast tumor microenvironment. Briefly, the chip had one main chamber and three connected channels. The main chamber was divided into a big stromal compartment and a small tumor compartment, respectively. Both compartments were loaded with 3D microtissues (μTP). Normal fibroblast microtissues (NF-μTP) or cancer-activated fibroblast microtissues (CAF-μTP) were injected into the stromal compartment, while malignant epithelial breast cancer cell microtissues (MCF7-μTP) were injected into the tumor compartment. Based on this tumor-on-chip approach, a 3D engineered tumor microenvironment was established. This system enabled monitoring and analysis of tumor–stromal interactions and tumor–ECM communications during tumor invasion toward the adjacent stromal compartment in real time. These results demonstrated that 3D fibroblast μTP can promote tumor cell invasion resulting from increased secretion of paracrine molecules in a 3D environment compared to a 2D environment.



Finally, Jiang and coworkers developed a tumor-on-chip model to investigate the interactions between neurons and cancer cells during tumor perineural invasion (PNI) (Figure 2D) [39]. The microfluidic chip consisted of two cell-culture channels that were interconnected by parallel arrayed microgrooves, bonded onto a culture dish. The left channel and the right channel were used for loading neurons and cancer cells, respectively. Primary hippocampal and cortical neurons from embryonic Sprague-Dawley (SD) rats and dorsal root ganglion (DRG) neurons from postnatal SD rats were used in the study. These neurons were mixed and cultured in the device. In addition, three different human cancer cell lines, including a prostate cancer cell line (PC-3), a pancreatic cancer cell line (Panc-1) and a breast cancer cell line (MCF-7), were selected according to their different levels of tumor PNI [60]. Co-culture of these physiologically relevant cells in the microfluidic chip mimicked the pathological microenvironment during cancer PNI. These results demonstrated that neurites facilitated cancer cell attachment and induced their directional migration. Moreover, cancer cells with high PNI levels (PC-3 and Panc-1) exhibited stronger migratory behavior along neurites than cancer cells with low PNI levels (MCF-7). Thus, interruption of neurites and blockade of the neuron–cancer interaction has the potential to inhibit cancer cell migration.




3. Lung-on-Chip


Neutrophils are the largest population among white blood cells, and their migration plays important roles in the human immune system [61]. Disordered neutrophil migration and recruitment can result in pulmonary inflammation and associated lung diseases, such as asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) [62,63]. Organ-on-chip technologies provide a useful approach to study cell migration in the mimicked lung microenvironment. In addition, testing cell migration using clinical samples from patients with lung diseases offers useful cell functional diagnostic assays. Here we review some examples of organ-on-chip cell migration studies related to either mimicking the lung microenvironment or pulmonary disease diagnosis (Figure 3; Table 1).


Figure 3. Examples of lung-on-chip cell migration study. (A) Microfluidics-based approach for investigating neutrophil chemotaxis with clinical samples for rapid diagnosis of COPD. The upper-left panel illustrates the microfluidic device; the upper-right panel shows a representative cell image in the device; the bottom-left panel shows cell migration test data using the microfluidic device (C.I.: chemotactic index); the bottom-right panel shows cell tracks from a representative experiment; (B) Microfluidics-based approach for investigating neutrophil chemotaxis with clinical samples for asthma detection. The upper panel illustrates rapid on-chip neutrophil isolation from blood; the bottom panel illustrates the microfluidic method for neutrophil chemotaxis test. Figure 3A was adapted from reference [26] with permission from PLOS; Figure 3B was reproduced from reference [27] with permission from the National Academy of Sciences. fMLP: N-formyl-methionyl-leucyl-phenylalanine.
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Ingber and coworkers engineered a biomimetic lung-on-chip microsystem, which replicated the alveolar–capillary structures of human lung, for investigating bacteria or inflammatory cytokine-induced cell migration. The microfluidic device consisted of two side chambers, and one main channel with two compartments separated by a porous ECM-coated PDMS membrane [40]. The upper compartment was an air-filled channel, which was used for seeding lung alveolar epithelial cells. The lower compartment was a microvascular channel, which was used for lining lung microvascular ECs. The mimicked human breathing activities were achieved by applying mechanical strain rhythmically from the side chambers. The integration of rhythmical mechanical stretching in the side chambers, cyclic air–liquid interflow within the membrane and regulated fluid flow in the microvascular channel enabled the patterning of epithelial cells and ECs onto the membrane for differentiation. This “breathing” lung-on-chip model enabled the investigation of lung-specific immune response to bacteria- or cytokine-induced inflammatory processes. In order to mimic pulmonary inflammation, TNF-α and Escherichia coli (E. coli) bacteria were injected into the alveolar epithelial cell layer, which rapidly activated ECs and increased the surface expression of intercellular adhesion molecule 1 (ICAM-1) in the microvascular channel. The results showed that this effect induced neutrophil recruitment to ECs, and stimulated their directional transmigration across the tissue barrier for immune surveillance. This system demonstrated a low-cost on-chip model for cell migration study and provided an alternative option to animal models for drug delivery and toxicity research.



Instead of mimicking the lung microenvironment, other studies focused on testing immune cell migration using clinical samples from patients with specific lung diseases for potential diagnostic applications. COPD is a type of lung disease associated with breathing difficulty, which is caused by narrowed airways [64]. A previous study had demonstrated the correlation between COPD and neutrophil chemotactic infiltration to the airways [65]. Thus, neutrophil chemotaxis has the potential to characterize and diagnose COPD. In this direction, Lin and coworkers developed a microfluidic device to study neutrophil chemotaxis to the supernatant gradient of sputum samples from healthy donors and COPD patients (Figure 3A) [26]. The results showed stronger neutrophil chemotaxis to the sputum of COPD patients than the sputum of healthy donors. In addition, the results confirmed the important chemical factors in COPD sputum for inducing neutrophil chemotaxis. More recently, the same group further developed an all-on-chip method for rapid analysis of neutrophil chemotaxis [41]. The novel device had a unique cell-docking structure that enabled cell alignment on one side of the gradient channel, permitting accurate and rapid chemotaxis readout without time-lapse cell tracking. In addition, neutrophils were directly isolated from a drop of blood using the on-chip magnetic separation method. In this study, a rapid and integrated neutrophil isolation and chemotaxis test to a known recombinant chemoattractant or clinical sputum from COPD patients was achieved in 25 min. These developments demonstrated the potential of a microfluidic-based cell migration test method for diagnosing inflammatory lung disease. As another example in a similar direction, Beebe and coworkers developed a microfluidic method to investigate chemotaxis of neutrophils from asthma patients for diagnostic application (Figure 3B) [27]. The device consisted of a lid part as the chemoattractant source, and a base part as the neutrophil capture sink. When the lid was placed onto the base, the chemoattractant diffused into a gradient in the microchannel to induce neutrophil chemotaxis. The results showed lower chemotaxis velocity of neutrophils in the samples from asthmatic patients compared to non-asthmatic patients, suggesting neutrophil chemotaxis can be potentially used for asthma diagnosis.




4. Vessel-on-Chip


Leukocyte transendothelial migration (TEM) from blood vessels to inflammatory sites is a critical process for human immune responses. This migration process is mediated by both physical and chemical cues through complex interactions between leukocytes and ECs [66,67]. Similarly, the transendothelial invasion (TEI) of cancer cells through blood vessels to target tissues (i.e., tumor extravasation) is an important process during tumor metastasis [58,68]. These relevant research topics require more advanced microfluidic systems to configure the complex in-vivo-like vascular microenvironment for investigating different cell types involved in transvascular migration (TVM) during various pathological processes. Here we describe some examples of vessel-on-chip for TVM and angiogenesis studies (Figure 4; Table 1)


Figure 4. Examples of vessel-on-chip cell migration study. (A) The vessel-on-chip model for investigating neutrophil TEM during the inflammatory process. The left panel shows the schematic presentation of neutrophil TEM under inflammatory conditions; the upper-right panel shows the dimensions of the microfluidic device; the bottom-right panel shows the schematic presentation of neutrophil TEM (side view); (B) The vessel-on-chip model for investigating tumor TEI. The upper-left panel shows the schematic presentation of tumor TEI; the bottom-left panel shows representative experimental images of tumor cells (red) during TEI; the upper-right panel shows the microfluidic device; the bottom-right panel shows representative experimental images of the selective area; (C) The vessel-on-chip model for investigating tumor cell extravasation. The left panel shows the microfluidic device and the detailed information of the selective area; the middle panel shows the magnified view of the selective area (green: microvascular network; red: tumor cells); the right panel shows representative experimental images of one transmigrating tumor cell in the white dashed box. Figure 4A was adapted from reference [35] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry; Figure 4B was adapted from reference [42] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry; Figure 4C was adapted from reference [43] with permission from Nature Publishing Group. PDMS: polydimethylsiloxane.
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Chung and coworkers developed a vessel-on-chip model for investigating neutrophil TEM during inflammatory processes (Figure 4A) [35]. The microfluidic device consisted of five connected channels, including two side channels, two ECM channels and one EC channel. The ECM layer and EC monolayer patterning were achieved by collagen injection and EC seeding within the ECM channels and EC channel, respectively. The EC channel was loaded with neutrophils, and side channels were injected with growth medium and chemoattractants, reconstituting in-vivo TEM under multiple inflammatory stimulations. Different concentrations of N-formyl-methionyl-leucyl-phenylalanine (fMLP) and interleukin-8 (IL-8) were tested for inducing neutrophil chemotaxis. In addition, the number and migration behavior (e.g., distance and velocity) of neutrophils that transmigrated through both the EC monolayer and ECM layer were measured. These results showed that fMLP gradients more strongly attracted neutrophils than IL-8 gradients, and that neutrophil–EC interactions were indispensable to neutrophil TEM during the inflammation process. Despite its utility in the cell migration study, this system can be used as a potential disease model for drug screening as well.



In another study, Qin and coworkers developed a biomimetic blood-vessel-on-chip model for investigating tumor TEI (Figure 4B) [42]. The model reconstituted the primary features of physiological blood vessels, including vessel lumen, endothelium and perivascular chemokine-containing ECM. The main channel connected with medium inlet and outlet and was filled with cancer cells and culture medium, serving as the lumen of blood vessels. The side channels connected to the main channel and matrix inlet and were filled with cultrex basement membrane extract (BME) and chemokines, mimicking the perivascular ECM. In addition, human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVECs) were seeded onto the BME surface to mimic endothelium. Based on this model, salivary gland adenoid cystic carcinoma (ACC) cell TEI was recorded and analyzed in real time under a well-controlled physiological microenvironment. The results demonstrated ACC TEI was induced by a C-X-C Motif Chemokine Ligand 12 (CXCL12) gradient, resulting in irreversible impairment of endothelial integrity. However, AMD 3100, an efficient CXCR4 antagonist, was able to inhibit this invasive process, but not inhibit the adhesion of ACC to the endothelium. This vessel-on-chip approach showed its feasibility for vasculature modeling and its potential for tumor TEI investigation.



As another example, Kamm and coworkers established a microvasculature-on-chip model for investigating tumor cell extravasation (Figure 4C) [43]. Briefly, the microfluidic device consisted of three hydrogel lumens, separated by medium channels in between, allowing chemical factor delivery and exchange. HUVECs–hydrogel and fibroblasts (FBs)–hydrogel mixtures were loaded into the middle and side hydrogel regions, respectively. The boundary between each hydrogel lumen and medium channel was made of an array of microposts that allow cell–hydrogel mixture expansion and paracrine interactions of HUVECs and FBs, simultaneously. After microvascular network (μVN) formation, tumor cells were injected through the HUVEC gel region for real-time observation. This vessel-on-chip model enabled multiple on-chip cell culture, mimicking of human vasculature reconstitution, and single cell tracking, allowing investigation of tumor TEM and micrometastases formation.



Besides these TVM-oriented studies, Neumann and coworkers developed a microvessel-on-chip model for investigating angiogenesis [44]. The device was made of two bonded PDMS stamps, embedded with two microfibers in between. The two parallel microchannels were interconnected by a main chamber. The chamber was injected by the mixture of collagen gel and human vascular pericytes. After gel formation, the microfibers were removed, and the top microchannel was perfused with growth factors, while HUVECs were introduced into the bottom microchannel. This model reconstituted the 3D features of in-vivo vasculature, including tubular vessel structure, multiple cell co-culture, mimicked ECM substrate and controlled chemical microenvironment. Based on this vessel-on-chip model, the angiogenesis process was studied by observing directional migration of pericytes toward the growth factor gradient. This approach provided a new method for organotypic vasculature establishment, which facilitated studying cell migration related vascular functions.




5. Lymph Node (LN)-on-Chip


Dendritic cells (DCs) are the most-potent antigen-presenting cells (APCs) in the immune system [69]. Generally, DCs reside in the peripheral tissues without activation and upon antigen activation they migrate to LNs through lymphatic vessels. In LNs, DCs and T cells interact to enable the secondary immune response [70,71,72]. Both DCs and T cells express the C-C chemokine receptor CCR7, and C-X-C chemokine receptor CXCR4 [73,74]. However, how these receptors and their specific ligands interact to regulate the migration of DCs and T cells and DC–T-cell communication within LNs is not well understood. An in-vitro model that faithfully mimics the LN microenvironment will greatly facilitate understanding DC and T cell migration and their interactions in LNs. In this direction, both 2D and 3D microfluidic models have been developed for immune cell migration studies in LNs (Figure 5; Table 1).


Figure 5. Examples of LN-on-chip cell migration study. (A) The LN-on-chip flow device for investigating the interaction between T cells and DCs. The upper-left and upper-right panels show the real microfluidic device and its schematic illustration, respectively; the bottom-left panel shows one representative 3D confocal image of the interaction between T cells (red) and DC monolayer (green); the bottom-right panel shows the schematic illustration of the microchannel in side view; (B) The LN-on-chip model for evaluating DC chemotaxis and DC–T cell interaction. The upper panel shows the microfluidic device; the bottom panel shows representative data of CCL19 gradient-induced mature DC (mDC) migration. (C) The 3D agarose-based microfluidic device for investigating differential chemotaxis of DCs to CCL21 and CCL19. The upper panel shows the schematic illustration of microfluidic device (side view) (S1&S2: chemokine/buffer loading channels; C: cell–gel mixture injection channel); the bottom panel shows representative data of the average velocity (Vx) of DCs in the competing gradients (dark columns: 1.5 mg/mL collagen plus 10% Matrigel; white columns: collagen alone); (D) The LN-on-chip model for studying the guidance of CCR7 ligands for T cell migration in LNs. The upper-left panel illustrates the microfluidic device and the method for data analysis; the bottom-left shows a mimicked LN model with complex chemokine gradients; the right panel shows the proposed combinatorial guiding mechanism for T cell trafficking in LN. Figure 5A was adapted from reference [45] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry; Figure 5B was adapted from reference [46] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry; Figure 5C was adapted from reference [47] with permission from the National Academy of Sciences; Figure 5D was adapted from reference [5] with permission from PLOS.
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For example, a mimetic LN-on-chip flow device was developed for investigating the interaction between T cells and DCs (Figure 5A) [45]. The device was made of PDMS with one main flow channel connected with two inlets and two outlets, and bonded onto a glass slide. Within the channel, the biomimetic LN tissue was generated by adding different layers: (1) an adsorbed fibronectin (FN) layer; (2) an APC monolayer (which consisted of a DC monolayer and a lipopolysaccharide (LPS) and peptide-major histocompatibility complex (pMHC) layer mimicking chemokine-induced immune response); and (3) a T cell layer. T cells were injected continuously with well-controlled shear stress into the main channel using syringe pumps. At low flow speed (6 μm/min), antigen-specific T cells migrated to the APC monolayer independently, regardless of the flow direction. Moreover, under this low shear condition, stable accumulation of antigen-specific T cells on DCs was observed. Compared to CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells showed longer and stronger interactions (attachment and detachment) with APCs under varying shear stress conditions. In addition, a much more stable DC–T cell interaction was found in the presence of specific antigen than unspecific antigen. This LN-on-chip model allowed the investigation of the pMHC–T cell receptor (TCR) bonding mechanism under controlled mechanical force.



In another example, Yarmush and coworkers developed a microfluidic device for evaluating DC chemotaxis and DC–T cell interaction (Figure 5B) [46]. Briefly, the device was made up of two PDMS layers, including the top layer for chemotaxis compartment and the bottom layer for T cell chamber. By recording DC chemotaxis to CCL19 gradient in the chemotaxis compartment, migration behavior of DCs was measured. The DC-promoted T cell activation was evaluated by calculating the calcium level of T cells in the T cell chamber. Based on this LN-on-chip model, mature DCs (mDCs) were shown to cause stronger T cell activation than immature DCs (iDCs). In addition, these results demonstrated the overall T cell activation was mediated by the level of DC migration. This approach allowed systematic investigation of complex immune responses between specific immune cells, such as DC migration and maturation and T cell activation.



In another study, Swartz and coworkers established a 3D agarose-based microfluidic device for investigating differential chemotaxis of DCs to CCR7 ligands CCL21 and CCL19 (Figure 5C) [47]. The device consisted of three main parallel microchannels, including one central channel and two side channels. The central channel was seeded with cell-matrix mixture, while the two side channels were injected with chemokines or buffers, which generated a chemokine gradient in the central channel through agarose. This approach enabled the recapitulation of physiological microenvironment in vitro with specific chemokine gradients, advancing the knowledge of DC homing within LNs. The results showed similar DC migration to both CCL21 and CCL19 gradients at concentrations less than 60 nM. Moreover, DC chemotaxis was enhanced with increasing concentrations of a single gradient of CCL21 or CCL19 with higher migration in CCL21 gradients. In addition, DCs showed stronger migration toward the CCL21 gradient in the presence of a competing CCL19 gradient configured in the opposite direction.



Similarly, Lin and coworkers used a microfluidic device to configure simple or complex co-existing chemical fields for studying the guidance of CCR7 ligands during T cell migration in LNs (Figure 5D) [5]. The “Y”-shaped flow device consisted of two inlets with external perfusion to generate a stable gradient in the main channel. Based on this device, they quantitatively tested the migratory behavior of activated human peripheral blood T cells (aHPBTs) in single CCL19 or CCL21 gradients, and different combinatorial CCL19/CCL21 gradients at physiological doses. The results showed that aHPBTs migrate to the CCL21 gradient alone, but not the CCL19 gradient at the physiological dose. Interestingly, aHPBTs showed repulsive migration from the CCL19 gradient at a low dose with a uniform background of high-dose CCL21, which mimicked the gradient condition at the periphery of the T cell zone (TCZ) in LN. This repulsive migration suggested the role of CCL19 in mediating T cell egress from LNs. Collectively, this model presented an interesting combinatorial guiding mechanism for T cell migration in LNs by CCR7 ligands.



Hammer and coworkers also attempted to reconstitute the complex chemical microenvironment in LNs based on a network-shaped microfluidic flow device for investigating differential DC chemotaxis through CCR7 and CXCR4 signaling [48]. Using this device, well-controlled single and/or competing chemokine gradients were established, which mimicked the complex chemotactic environment in LN tissues. This study showed that CCL19, CCL21 and CXCL12 can potently induce directional DC migration. However, in competing chemokine gradients, CCL19 attracted DCs more effectively than CCL21 or CXCL12, contradicting the results in the 3D microfluidic device, which suggested the different migration and gradient sensing mechanisms in 2D and 3D environments.




6. Brain-on-Chip


Neural cell migration is an essential process during early embryonic brain development and for the central nervous system (CNS). Neural cell migration is regulated by various chemotactic factors such as inflammatory chemokine CXCL12 [75]. Furthermore, under pathological conditions such as ischemia or tumor growth, CXCL12 can regulate directional migration of neural progenitor cells (NPCs) towards the damaged tissues [76,77]. Therefore, it is important to better understand NPC migration guided by chemical cues in brain tissues, and organ-on-chip offers valuable experimental tools for such studies. Here we review some representative studies in this direction (Figure 6; Table 1).


Figure 6. Examples of brain-on-chip cell migration study. (A) The brain-on-chip model for investigating neuronal differentiation and chemotaxis. The image shows the detailed information of the microfluidic system. (B) The brain-on-chip model for investigating neuronal migration. The upper-left & middle panels show the mouse embryonic brain explants (Cx: cortex; MGE: medial ganglionic eminence); the upper-right panel shows schematic presentation of the microfluidic device; the bottom panel shows representative experimental images of the selective areas. (C) The brain-on-chip model for investigating brain tumor metastasis. The image shows the schematic illustration of blood–brain barrier (BBB) and the microfluidic system with magnified views of selective regions. Figure 6A was adapted from reference [49] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry; Figure 6B was adapted from reference [50] with permission from Elsevier; Figure 6C was adapted from reference [52] with permission from Nature Publishing Group. BMECs: brain microvascular endothelial cells.
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A recent study generated a biomimetic brain-on-chip model for investigating neuronal differentiation and chemotaxis (Figure 6A) [49]. The device consisted of three PDMS layers. The top compartment was used to culture human brain microvascular endothelial cells (hBMECs) for modeling the blood vessels. The bottom compartment was used to culture glial cells and neuronal clusters for reconstituting the brain parenchyma. The top vascular and the bottom brain layers were separated by an intermediate porous membrane layer, which allowed the interactions of cells from both sides, mimicking the function of the blood–brain barrier (BBB). Using this approach, the differentiation of pluripotent human NTera2 clone D1 (hNT2) cells into mature neuronal and glial cells was achieved. Integration of this neuronal–glial environment with hBMECs enabled the reconstitution of CNS microenvironment in vitro. In addition, tissue-guided chemotaxis of human fetal neural progenitor cells (hNPCs) to different chemokine gradients, including CXCL12 and SLIT2, was also investigated. The results revealed enhanced hNPC chemotaxis in the “brain layer”, indicating the migration of hNPCs in vivo is dependent on the signals in the surrounding CNS tissues.



As another example, Nery and coworkers developed a microfluidic-based method for investigating neuronal migration in embryonic brain explants (Figure 6B) [50]. Briefly, the microfluidic device was made of PDMS, which consisted of two compartments interconnected by multiple capillary microchannels. The compartments and microchannels were injected with gel matrix, mimicking the complex tissue microenvironment in vivo. One mouse medial ganglionic eminence (MGE) explant and one cortical explant were cultured in the two compartments, respectively. Using this brain-on-chip model, individual neuron migration away from the MGE explant to the cortical explant through the capillary microchannels was observed, which demonstrated the long-distance migration of newborn neurons of embryonic MGE to the neocortex for brain development. In addition, this approach allowed observation of the distribution of cellular organelles within migratory neurons in real time, which enabled research to study neuronal migration and its related neurologic diseases.



In another study, Keenan and coworkers established a microfluidic-based method to investigate human neural stem cell (hNSC) neurogenesis [51]. Briefly, the PDMS microfluidic device consisted of two zygomorphic microchannels interconnected by three rectangular and three triangular gradient regions. All the gradient regions were selectively filled with hNSC suspension/Matrigel mixture to mimic the 3D brain ECM environment. The rectangular and triangular gradient regions were responsible for establishing linear and exponential gradients of fibroblast growth factor 2 (FGF-2), respectively. The results of this study demonstrated that the exponential FGF-2 gradient regulated the distribution of hNSCs, and correlated with hNSC neurogenesis, which promotes the development of the cerebral cortex.



In contrast to the above studies that focused on neuronal differentiation and migration, Qin and coworkers developed a mimetic organotypic microfluidic system that reproduced the principal structural, functional and mechanical features of the BBB in vivo, in order to investigate brain tumor metastasis (Figure 6C) [52]. The microfluidic device was made of PDMS, which consisted of 16 independent functional units interconnected by a microchannel network with a shared outlet. Each unit had four individual BBB regions, including one vascular channel for introducing fluidic flow; one gas valve for flow regulation; and four gel channels for loading ECM collagen or astrocytes. This approach reconstituted the key features and functionalities of BBB, including complex cellular interactions, diverse vascular cues, multiple barrier generation, cellular migration and 3D ECM establishment. Furthermore, it enabled real-time observation and analysis of BBB responses during brain tumor metastasis in a high-throughput manner. By using this brain-on-chip model, brain metastasis of human lung, breast and melanoma cells in the BBB microenvironment was investigated. The results demonstrated that the interactions between cancer cells and astrocytes has the potential to promote invasion of malignant tumors to the brain and vascular compartments.




7. Conclusions and Outlook


Understanding the mechanisms of cell migration and developing its applications are of great significance for fundamental research and are important targets for disease diagnosis and therapeutics. Organ-on-chip-related approaches offer a promising new concept, enabling technologies to study cell migration in biomimetic tissue or organ microenvironments and to permit clinical applications. These approaches stem from microfluidics and tissue engineering, but the integration of the two in a highly controlled manner is significantly beyond each individual technology or their simple combination. A considerable number of current cell migration studies using organ-on-chip-related approaches employed similar ideas and techniques to reconstitute various organ structures and environments, suggesting the natural emergence of diverse organ-specific applications into the same conceptual and technological framework. We have observed the active research development of this emerging field and we anticipate its continuing growth in the future.



On the other hand, current organ-on-chip technologies for cell migration research are still in their infancy and thus are facing many challenges. Firstly, precise presentation of guiding signals in space and time is an important building block of the organ microenvironment for cell migration. While 3D multi-cell co-culture microfluidic devices more closely mimic physiological tissue or organ microenvironments, the accompanied reduction in their ability to control and manipulate chemical gradients presents a significant drawback compared with 2D systems. In contrast, the 2D microfluidic approach is well established to study cell migration in precisely defined, simple and complex physiologically-relevant chemical fields. While these systems are fundamentally limited to mimic the real in-vivo situations, some cell types evidently show poor or very different migratory behaviors in the 2D systems compared with 3D systems. Therefore, developing organ-on-chip models that effectively integrate the respective advantages of 2D and 3D systems in a balanced manner sets one of the immediate future directions. For example, new techniques must be developed to enable advanced partition of 3D viscous gel zones and soluble flow zones within the microfluidic channels that would allow controlled flow transport over the gel environments. In this direction, 3D bio-printing technology offers a promising approach, owing to its unique ability for controlled and rapid reconstruction of different tissue structures. Recent studies have demonstrated the feasibility of integrating 3D printing with biocompatible micro/nanoparticles for biomimetic bone tissue engineering, which demonstrated the potential of 3D bio-printing for broad organ-on-chip applications [78,79,80]. Similarly, improved techniques are required to better pattern and partition multiple cell types in the device. Another approach can be to embed microcapsules or micro/nanoparticles into the 3D gel-based microfluidic systems to allow controlled chemical release and gradient generation in space and time.



Secondly, while the widely used PDMS microfluidic devices offer advantages in fast prototyping, low cost, biocompatibility and optical transparency, the interactions between various biomolecules and PDMS can be a significant issue for organ-on-chip applications, such as drug testing and ECM configuration. New alternative device fabrication materials are, therefore, being explored. For example, recent studies showed that other elastomers such as polyurethanes offer similar features of PDMS, but higher compatibility with small hydrophobic drugs [81]. Cell migration in microfluidic devices fabricated from these new materials should be tested toward enabling more advanced organ-on-chip applications.



Thirdly, increased complexity of organ-on-chip devices limits experimental throughput compared with simple devices. The throughput issue is also reflected by the isolated, single organ-on-chip approach for many current studies, which underscores the difficulty of accurately mimicking the complex properties of the interacting multi-organ environments in the body, wherein tightly regulated and highly dynamic cell migration and inter-organ trafficking occurs. Thus, innovative and optimized device designs to improve experimental throughput and advanced multi-organs-on-chip devices are highly desirable for future cell migration research. The work of Qin’s group that mimicked the structural, functional and mechanical features of the BBB is an excellent example of such integrated multiple organ-mimicking units with microchannel networks that are required for advanced on-chip cell migration monitoring and analysis [52].



Finally, mimicking disease conditions and testing diseased clinical samples will ultimately enable diagnostic and therapeutic applications of the organ-on-chip approaches. On the other hand, disease-oriented studies are facing significant scientific and technological challenges to faithfully recreate the pathological processes on the chip, which presents an important open question for microfluidics and cell migration researchers to address in the future.
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	3D
	three dimensional



	ACC
	adenoid cystic carcinoma



	aHPBTs
	activated human peripheral blood T cells



	APC
	antigen presenting cell



	BBB
	blood–brain barrier



	BME
	basement membrane extract



	CAF-μTP
	cancer–activated fibroblast microtissues



	CNS
	central nervous system



	COPD
	chronic obstructive pulmonary disease



	DC
	dendritic cell



	DRG
	dorsal root ganglion



	EC
	endothelial cell



	ECM
	extracellular matrices



	FB
	fibroblast



	FGF-2
	fibroblast growth factor 2



	fMLP
	N-formyl-methionyl-leucyl-phenylalanine



	FN
	fibronectin



	hBMECs
	human brain microvascular endothelial cells



	HCC
	hepatocellular carcinoma



	HEV
	high endothelial venule



	hNPC
	human fetal neural progenitor cell



	hNSC
	human neural stem cell



	HUVEC
	human umbilical vein endothelial cell



	ICAM-1
	intercellular adhesion molecule 1



	iDC
	immature DC



	IL-8
	interleukin-8



	LN
	lymph node



	LPS
	lipopolysaccharide



	mDC
	mature DC



	MGE
	medial ganglionic eminence



	NF-μTP
	normal fibroblast microtissues



	NK
	natural killer



	NPC
	neural progenitor cell



	PDMS
	polydimethylsiloxane



	pMHC
	peptide-major histocompatibility complex



	PNI
	perineural invasion



	TCR
	T cell receptor



	TCZ
	T cell zone



	TEI
	transendothelial invasion



	TEM
	transendothelial migration



	TNF-α
	tumor necrosis factor alpha



	TVM
	transvascular migration



	μTP
	microtissues



	μVNs
	microvascular networks







References


	1. 
Dupre, L.; Houmadi, R.; Tang, C.; Rey-Barroso, J. T lymphocyte migration: An action movie starring the actin and associated actors. Front. Immunol. 2015, 6, 586. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	2. 
Behar, T.N.; Schaffner, A.E.; Colton, C.A.; Somogyi, R.; Olah, Z.; Lehel, C.; Barker, J.L. Gaba-induced chemokinesis and NGF-induced chemotaxis of embryonic spinal cord neurons. J. Neurosci. 1994, 14, 29. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	3. 
Brinkman, C.; Peske, J.; Engelhard, V. Peripheral tissue homing receptor control of naïve, effector, and memory CD8 t cell localization in lymphoid and non-lymphoid tissues. Front. Immunol. 2013, 4. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	4. 
Gurdon, J.B.; Bourillot, P.Y. Morphogen gradient interpretation. Nature 2001, 413, 797–803. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	5. 
Nandagopal, S.; Wu, D.; Lin, F. Combinatorial guidance by ccr7 ligands for t lymphocytes migration in co-existing chemokine fields. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e18183. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	6. 
Askari, A.T.; Unzek, S.; Popovic, Z.B.; Goldman, C.K.; Forudi, F.; Kiedrowski, M.; Rovner, A.; Ellis, S.G.; Thomas, J.D.; DiCorleto, P.E. Effect of stromal-cell-derived factor 1 on stem-cell homing and tissue regeneration in ischaemic cardiomyopathy. Lancet 2003, 362, 697–703. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	7. 
Maness, P.F.; Schachner, M. Neural recognition molecules of the immunoglobulin superfamily: Signaling transducers of axon guidance and neuronal migration. Nat. Neurosci. 2007, 10, 19–26. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Müller, A.; Homey, B.; Soto, H.; Ge, N.; Catron, D.; Buchanan, M.E.; McClanahan, T.; Murphy, E.; Yuan, W.; Wagner, S.N. Involvement of chemokine receptors in breast cancer metastasis. Nature 2001, 410, 50–56. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	9. 
Lin, F.; Butcher, E.C. T cell chemotaxis in a simple microfluidic device. Lab Chip 2006, 6, 1462–1469. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
Lin, F.; Baldessari, F.; Gyenge, C.C.; Sato, T.; Chambers, R.D.; Santiago, J.G.; Butcher, E.C. Lymphocyte electrotaxis in vitro and in vivo. J. Immunol. 2008, 181, 2465–2471. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Li, J.; Lin, F. Microfluidic devices for studying chemotaxis and electrotaxis. Trends Cell Biol. 2011, 21, 489–497. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	12. 
Menon, S.; Beningo, K.A. Cancer cell invasion is enhanced by applied mechanical stimulation. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e17277. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	13. 
Diamond, M.S.; Springer, T.A. The dynamic regulation of integrin adhesiveness. Curr. Biol. 1994, 4, 506–517. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	14. 
Johnston, B.; Butcher, E.C. Chemokines in rapid leukocyte adhesion triggering and migration. Semin. Immunol. 2002, 14, 83–92. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	15. 
Fabbri, M.; Bianchi, E.; Fumagalli, L.; Pardi, R. Regulation of lymphocyte traffic by adhesion molecules. Inflamm. Res. 1999, 48, 239–246. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	16. 
Fu, H.; Ward, E.J.; Marelli-Berg, F.M. Mechanisms of t cell organotropism. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 2016, 73, 3009–3033. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	17. 
Yum, K.; Hong, S.G.; Healy, K.E.; Lee, L.P. Physiologically relevant organs on chips. Biotechnol. J. 2014, 9, 16–27. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	18. 
van den Broek, L.J.; Bergers, L.I.J.C.; Reijnders, C.M.A.; Gibbs, S. Progress and future prospectives in skin-on-chip development with emphasis on the use of different cell types and technical challenges. Stem Cell Rev. Rep. 2017, 13, 1–12. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	19. 
Seok, J.; Warren, H.S.; Cuenca, A.G.; Mindrinos, M.N.; Baker, H.V.; Xu, W.; Richards, D.R.; McDonald-Smith, G.P.; Gao, H.; Hennessy, L.; et al. Genomic responses in mouse models poorly mimic human inflammatory diseases. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 3507–3512. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	20. 
Mak, I.W.Y.; Evaniew, N.; Ghert, M. Lost in translation: Animal models and clinical trials in cancer treatment. Am. J. Transl. Res. 2014, 6, 114–118. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	21. 
Boyden, S. The chemotactic effect of mixtures of antibody and antigen on polymorphonuclear leucocytes. J. Exp. Med. 1962, 115, 453–466. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	22. 
van der Meer, A.D.; Poot, A.A.; Duits, M.H.G.; Feijen, J.; Vermes, I. Microfluidic technology in vascular research. J. Biomed. Biotechnol. 2009, 2009, 823148. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	23. 
Velve-Casquillas, G.; Le Berre, M.; Piel, M.; Tran, P.T. Microfluidic tools for cell biological research. Nano Today 2010, 5, 28–47. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	24. 
Lin, F. Chapter 15—A microfluidics-based method for analyzing leukocyte migration to chemoattractant gradients. In Methods in Enzymology; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2009; Volume 461, pp. 333–347. [Google Scholar]

	25. 
Wu, J.; Wu, X.; Lin, F. Recent developments in microfluidics-based chemotaxis studies. Lab Chip 2013, 13, 2484–2499. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	26. 
Wu, J.; Hillier, C.; Komenda, P.; Lobato de Faria, R.; Levin, D.; Zhang, M.; Lin, F. A microfluidic platform for evaluating neutrophil chemotaxis induced by sputum from copd patients. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0126523. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
Sackmann, E.K.-H.; Berthier, E.; Schwantes, E.A.; Fichtinger, P.S.; Evans, M.D.; Dziadzio, L.L.; Huttenlocher, A.; Mathur, S.K.; Beebe, D.J. Characterizing asthma from a drop of blood using neutrophil chemotaxis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2014, 111, 5813–5818. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	28. 
Bhatia, S.N.; Ingber, D.E. Microfluidic organs-on-chips. Nat. Biotechnol. 2014, 32, 760–772. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	29. 
Zheng, F.; Fu, F.; Cheng, Y.; Wang, C.; Zhao, Y.; Gu, Z. Organ-on-a-chip systems: Microengineering to biomimic living systems. Small 2016, 12, 2253–2282. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	30. 
Khademhosseini, A. Micro and Nanoengineering of the Cell Microenvironment: Technologies and Applications; Artech House: Norwood, MA, USA, 2008. [Google Scholar]

	31. 
Lee, P.J.; Hung, P.J.; Lee, L.P. An artificial liver sinusoid with a microfluidic endothelial-like barrier for primary hepatocyte culture. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 2007, 97, 1340–1346. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	32. 
Vernetti, L.A.; Senutovitch, N.; Boltz, R.; DeBiasio, R.; Ying Shun, T.; Gough, A.; Taylor, D.L. A human liver microphysiology platform for investigating physiology, drug safety, and disease models. Exp. Biol. Med. 2016, 241, 101–114. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	33. 
Jang, K.-J.; Mehr, A.P.; Hamilton, G.A.; McPartlin, L.A.; Chung, S.; Suh, K.-Y.; Ingber, D.E. Human kidney proximal tubule-on-a-chip for drug transport and nephrotoxicity assessment. Integr. Biol. 2013, 5, 1119–1129. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	34. 
Wufuer, M.; Lee, G.; Hur, W.; Jeon, B.; Kim, B.J.; Choi, T.H.; Lee, S. Skin-on-a-chip model simulating inflammation, edema and drug-based treatment. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 37471. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	35. 
Han, S.; Yan, J.-J.; Shin, Y.; Jeon, J.J.; Won, J.; Eun Jeong, H.; Kamm, R.D.; Kim, Y.-J.; Chung, S. A versatile assay for monitoring in vivo-like transendothelial migration of neutrophils. Lab Chip 2012, 12, 3861–3865. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	36. 
Zervantonakis, I.K.; Hughes-Alford, S.K.; Charest, J.L.; Condeelis, J.S.; Gertler, F.B.; Kamm, R.D. Three-dimensional microfluidic model for tumor cell intravasation and endothelial barrier function. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 13515–13520. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	37. 
Christakou, A.E.; Ohlin, M.; Onfelt, B.; Wiklund, M. Ultrasonic three-dimensional on-chip cell culture for dynamic studies of tumor immune surveillance by natural killer cells. Lab Chip 2015, 15, 3222–3231. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	38. 
Gioiella, F.; Urciuolo, F.; Imparato, G.; Brancato, V.; Netti, P.A. An engineered breast cancer model on a chip to replicate ecm-activation in vitro during tumor progression. Adv. Healthc. Mater. 2016, 5, 3074–3084. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	39. 
Lei, Y.; Li, J.; Wang, N.; Yang, X.; Hamada, Y.; Li, Q.; Zheng, W.; Jiang, X. An on-chip model for investigating the interaction between neurons and cancer cells. Integr. Biol. 2016, 8, 359–367. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	40. 
Huh, D.; Matthews, B.D.; Mammoto, A.; Montoya-Zavala, M.; Hsin, H.Y.; Ingber, D.E. Reconstituting organ-level lung functions on a chip. Science 2010, 328, 1662. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	41. 
Yang, K.; Wu, J.; Zhu, L.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, M.; Lin, F. An all-on-chip method for rapid neutrophil chemotaxis analysis directly from a drop of blood. J. Vis. Exp. JoVE 2017. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	42. 
Zhang, Q.; Liu, T.; Qin, J. A microfluidic-based device for study of transendothelial invasion of tumor aggregates in realtime. Lab Chip 2012, 12, 2837–2842. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	43. 
Chen, M.B.; Whisler, J.A.; Fröse, J.; Yu, C.; Shin, Y.; Kamm, R.D. On-chip human microvasculature assay for visualization and quantitation of tumor cell extravasation dynamics. Nat. Protoc. 2017, 12, 865. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	44. 
Tourovskaia, A.; Fauver, M.; Kramer, G.; Simonson, S.; Neumann, T. Brief communication: Tissue-engineered microenvironment systems for modeling human vasculature. Exp. Biol. Med. 2014, 239, 1264–1271. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	45. 
Moura Rosa, P.; Gopalakrishnan, N.; Ibrahim, H.; Haug, M.; Halaas, O. The intercell dynamics of t cells and dendritic cells in a lymph node-on-a-chip flow device. Lab Chip 2016, 16, 3728–3740. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	46. 
Mitra, B.; Jindal, R.; Lee, S.; Dong, D.X.; Li, L.; Sharma, N.; Maguire, T.; Schloss, R.; Yarmush, M.L. Microdevice integrating innate and adaptive immune responses associated with antigen presentation by dendritic cells. RSC Adv. 2013, 3, 16002–16010. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	47. 
Haessler, U.; Pisano, M.; Wu, M.; Swartz, M.A. Dendritic cell chemotaxis in 3D under defined chemokine gradients reveals differential response to ligands CCL21 and CCL19. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2011, 108, 5614–5619. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	48. 
Ricart, B.G.; John, B.; Lee, D.; Hunter, C.A.; Hammer, D.A. Dendritic cells distinguish individual chemokine signals through CCR7 and CXCR4. J. Immunol. 2010, 186, 53. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	49. 
Kilic, O.; Pamies, D.; Lavell, E.; Schiapparelli, P.; Feng, Y.; Hartung, T.; Bal-Price, A.; Hogberg, H.T.; Quinones-Hinojosa, A.; Guerrero-Cazares, H.; et al. Brain-on-a-chip model enables analysis of human neuronal differentiation and chemotaxis. Lab Chip 2016, 16, 4152–4162. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	50. 
Nery, F.C.; da Hora, C.C.; Yaqub, U.; Zhang, X.; McCarthy, D.M.; Bhide, P.G.; Irimia, D.; Breakefield, X.O. New methods for investigation of neuronal migration in embryonic brain explants. J. Neurosci. Methods 2015, 239, 80–84. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	51. 
Keenan, T.M.; Grinager, J.R.; Procak, A.A.; Svendsen, C.N. In vitro localization of human neural stem cell neurogenesis by engineered FGF-2 gradients. Integr. Biol. 2012, 4, 1522–1531. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	52. 
Xu, H.; Li, Z.; Yu, Y.; Sizdahkhani, S.; Ho, W.S.; Yin, F.; Wang, L.; Zhu, G.; Zhang, M.; Jiang, L.; et al. A dynamic in vivo-like organotypic blood-brain barrier model to probe metastatic brain tumors. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 36670. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	53. 
Nguyen, D.X.; Bos, P.D.; Massagué, J. Metastasis: From dissemination to organ-specific colonization. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2009, 9, 274. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	54. 
Steeg, P.S. Tumor metastasis: Mechanistic insights and clinical challenges. Nat. Med. 2006, 12, 895. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	55. 
Friedl, P.; Alexander, S. Cancer invasion and the microenvironment: Plasticity and reciprocity. Cell 2011, 147, 992–1009. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	56. 
Calvo, F.; Sahai, E. Cell communication networks in cancer invasion. Curr. Opin. Cell Biol. 2011, 23, 621–629. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	57. 
Roussos, E.T.; Condeelis, J.S.; Patsialou, A. Chemotaxis in cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2011, 11, 573–587. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	58. 
Gupta, G.P.; Massagué, J. Cancer metastasis: Building a framework. Cell 2006, 127, 679–695. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	59. 
Pavesi, A.; Tan, A.T.; Koh, S.; Chia, A.; Colombo, M.; Antonecchia, E.; Miccolis, C.; Ceccarello, E.; Adriani, G.; Raimondi, M.T.; et al. A 3D microfluidic model for preclinical evaluation of tcr-engineered t cells against solid tumors. JCI Insight 2017, 2. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	60. 
Bapat, A.A.; Hostetter, G.; Von Hoff, D.D.; Han, H. Perineural invasion and associated pain in pancreatic cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2011, 11, 695–707. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	61. 
Kolaczkowska, E.; Kubes, P. Neutrophil recruitment and function in health and inflammation. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 2013, 13, 159. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	62. 
Fahy, J.V. Eosinophilic and neutrophilic inflammation in asthma: Insights from clinical studies. Proc. Am. Thorac. Soc. 2009, 6, 256–259. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	63. 
Amulic, B.; Cazalet, C.; Hayes, G.L.; Metzler, K.D.; Zychlinsky, A. Neutrophil function: From mechanisms to disease. Annu. Rev. Immunol. 2012, 30, 459–489. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	64. 
Turato, G.; Zuin, R.; Saetta, M. Pathogenesis and pathology of copd. Respiration 2001, 68, 117–128. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	65. 
Yamamoto, C.; Yoneda, T.; Yoshikawa, M.; Fu, A.; Tokayama, T.; Tsukaguchi, K.; Narita, N. Airway inflammation in copd assessed by sputum levels of lnterleukin-8. Chest 1997, 112, 505–510. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	66. 
Middleton, J.; Patterson, A.M.; Gardner, L.; Schmutz, C.; Ashton, B.A. Leukocyte extravasation: Chemokine transport and presentation by the endothelium. Blood 2002, 100, 3853–3860. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	67. 
Woodfin, A.; Voisin, M.-B.; Imhof, B.A.; Dejana, E.; Engelhardt, B.; Nourshargh, S. Endothelial cell activation leads to neutrophil transmigration as supported by the sequential roles of ICAM-2, JAM-A, and PECAM-1. Blood 2009, 113, 6246–6257. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	68. 
Miles, F.L.; Pruitt, F.L.; van Golen, K.L.; Cooper, C.R. Stepping out of the flow: Capillary extravasation in cancer metastasis. Clin. Exp. Metastasis 2008, 25, 305–324. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	69. 
Randolph, G.J.; Angeli, V.; Swartz, M.A. Dendritic-cell trafficking to lymph nodes through lymphatic vessels. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 2005, 5, 617. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	70. 
Banchereau, J.; Steinman, R.M. Dendritic cells and the control of immunity. Nature 1998, 392, 245. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	71. 
Lanzavecchia, A.; Sallusto, F. Dynamics of t lymphocyte responses: Intermediates, effectors, and memory cells. Science 2000, 290, 92–97. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	72. 
Quaratino, S.; Duddy, L.P.; Londei, M. Fully competent dendritic cells as inducers of t cell anergy in autoimmunity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2000, 97, 10911–10916. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	73. 
Sallusto, F.; Palermo, B.; Lenig, D.; Miettinen, M.; Matikainen, S.; Julkunen, I.; Forster, R.; Burgstahler, R.; Lipp, M.; Lanzavecchia, A. Distinct patterns and kinetics of chemokine production regulate dendritic cell function. Eur. J. Immunol. 1999, 29, 1617–1625. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	74. 
Kim, C.H.; Broxmeyer, H.E. Chemokines: Signal lamps for trafficking of t and b cells for development and effector function. J. Leukoc. Biol. 1999, 65, 6–15. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	75. 
Wang, Y.; Li, G.; Stanco, A.; Long, J.E.; Crawford, D.; Potter, G.B.; Pleasure, S.J.; Behrens, T.; Rubenstein, J.L. Cxcr4 and cxcr7 have distinct functions in regulating interneuron migration. Neuron 2011, 69, 61–76. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	76. 
Stumm, R.K.; Rummel, J.; Junker, V.; Culmsee, C.; Pfeiffer, M.; Krieglstein, J.; Höllt, V.; Schulz, S. A dual role for the SDF-1/CXCR4 chemokine receptor system in adult brain: Isoform-selective regulation of SDF-1 expression modulates CXCR4-dependent neuronal plasticity and cerebral leukocyte recruitment after focal ischemia. J. Neurosci. 2002, 22, 5865–5878. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	77. 
Zagzag, D.; Esencay, M.; Mendez, O.; Yee, H.; Smirnova, I.; Huang, Y.; Chiriboga, L.; Lukyanov, E.; Liu, M.; Newcomb, E.W. Hypoxia-and vascular endothelial growth factor-induced stromal cell-derived factor-1α/CXCR4 expression in glioblastomas: One plausible explanation of scherer’s structures. Am. J. Pathol. 2008, 173, 545–560. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	78. 
Neufurth, M.; Wang, X.; Wang, S.; Steffen, R.; Ackermann, M.; Haep, N.D.; Schröder, H.C.; Müller, W.E.G. 3D printing of hybrid biomaterials for bone tissue engineering: Calcium-polyphosphate microparticles encapsulated by polycaprolactone. Acta Biomater. 2017. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	79. 
Hixon, K.R.; Melvin, A.M.; Lin, A.Y.; Hall, A.F.; Sell, S.A. Cryogel scaffolds from patient-specific 3D-printed molds for personalized tissue-engineered bone regeneration in pediatric cleft-craniofacial defects. J. Biomater. Appl. 2017. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	80. 
Gregor, A.; Filová, E.; Novák, M.; Kronek, J.; Chlup, H.; Buzgo, M.; Blahnová, V.; Lukášová, V.; Bartoš, M.; Nečas, A. Designing of pla scaffolds for bone tissue replacement fabricated by ordinary commercial 3D printer. J. Biol. Eng. 2017, 11, 31. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	81. 
Domansky, K.; Leslie, D.C.; McKinney, J.; Fraser, J.P.; Sliz, J.D.; Hamkins-Indik, T.; Hamilton, G.A.; Bahinski, A.; Ingber, D.E. Clear castable polyurethane elastomer for fabrication of microfluidic devices. Lab Chip 2013, 13, 3956–3964. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]





















© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







media/file4.png
Cross sectional view 1
450 ym

-

4
2mm 5um 2 mm

Cross sectional view 2
5 pm 15 pm
- -~

- <0 Mmin

- SO min
-

J

120 min

eee
.
"

et pooe
.
'3

160 m N

'_)Of') IT’.\I

(|






nav.xhtml


  micromachines-08-00324


  
    		
      micromachines-08-00324
    


  




  





media/file2.png
In-vivo animal model - In-vitro migration assays

D Organ-on-chip approach

BM Bacteria

Neutroihil ;

Growth medium Neutrophils





media/file13.png





media/file5.jpg





media/file3.jpg





media/file1.jpg
. Invivo animal model

8 o






media/file7.jpg





media/file10.png
Outl et Chemokine inlet

Chemotaxis channels

Va
Valve 1
T cells
loading

Time (minutes)

Direction of Flow

<
~

/ Input

S1C S2 Microfluidic i~~~ <
Channel -7 ¥~
3 — N inputz R CCRT CCRT

CCL19 ,
CCL21
cCL21 CCL21 o I CCL1O

1
'\04
JUBIPRIS) BUNOWAY)

> : HEV— TCZ 2, Periphery
- eriphery TCZ
b ———— ;Y
= ¥ o
- : Chemotactic Index (C.1.) = Ay/d
% 50:50 B i = S:oed':v;- diat Y
8 Lymph Node
O 100:100 4
8
(§ 100:50 D'_E_l T Cell Zone

Uniform
CCL19 &CCL21

Random navigation

s

:50 no MG EE—'***

05 00 05
Vx (Norm)

CCR7-CCL19

CCL19 Gradient
Uniform CCL21

.

Move away from CCL19






media/file12.png
Vascular layer

—_

\ \

AL
i

Access holes

A / for probing

membrane collapse

. . Brain microvascular
endothelial cells

E15 timed pregnant
57BL/6

250 pym coronal
vibratome sections

A

_astrocyte
QA " 2 gel channels
NI ~ —
£ ‘_‘f‘\‘ \\1“)(‘* \/

0:0
\ I;L\ Y X blood vessel

pericytes

brain microendothelial cells

P -
cells / collagen inlets -

gen inlets

cells [ colla





media/file9.jpg
ﬁgjmm

HC=Rr

Gomr-cozt
Back Front
coRr-colts

—
Move avay from CCL19






media/file0.png





media/file8.png
K» Blood '
{ vessel
m

EC "

Neutro |Is ,
Q

Bactena

4

)'\. "

Growth medium

Neutrophils

height:
l 150 pm

B _Blood vessel Perivascular matrix
@

.
)

Tumor cells

Endothelium

Fibrobl

ast

" HUVEC Fibroblast

BN

e

m_ !
Chemokine

Day?2

Intravascular

Ohr
Transmigrating

1hr
Transmigrating

Fully transmigrated

25 um






media/file11.jpg





media/file6.png
Neutrophil capture on Purify neutrophils with
= n P-selectin substrate laminar flow wash
g LAS G Oy &P - adade? ‘odade R

€
L
@

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
|l
1
-

0.454 2
s B Fzfcz
0.30- = iy § ©3 7
0.15 o. I T R e———— " )
Tl WTE &
0.00 o o i Automatically
0.15 S S €8 ' '
-0. 8 S §§ .o ' track cells
-0.301 g £ £ + for analysis
g 3 3 .
'0A45‘ E E  x | —
& 3 @ .
o T |
¢ - R T | AT T
= axi Sink
C.l Speed(um/s) Chemotaxis in





