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Prolonged exposure to environmental respirable toxicants can lead to the
development and worsening of severe respiratory diseases such as asthma,
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) and fibrosis. The limited
number of FDA-approved inhaled drugs for these serious lung conditions has
led to a shift from in vivo towards the use of alternative in vitro human-relevant
models to better predict the toxicity of inhaled particles in preclinical research.
While there are several inhalation exposure models for the upper airways, the
fragile and dynamic nature of the alveolar microenvironment has limited the
development of reproducible exposure models for the distal lung. Here, we
present a mechanistic approach using a new generation of exposure systems,
the Cloud α AX12. This novel in vitro inhalation tool consists of a cloud-based
exposure chamber (VITROCELL) that integrates the breathing AXLung-on-chip
system (AlveoliX). The ultrathin and porous membrane of the AX12 plate was used
to create a complex multicellular model that enables key physiological culture
conditions: the air-liquid interface (ALI) and the three-dimensional cyclic stretch
(CS). Human-relevant cellular models were established for a) the distal alveolar-
capillary interface using primary cell-derived immortalized alveolar epithelial cells
(AXiAECs), macrophages (THP-1) and endothelial (HLMVEC) cells, and b) the upper-
airways using Calu3 cells. Primary human alveolar epithelial cells (AXhAEpCs) were
used to validate the toxicity results obtained from the immortalized cell lines. To
mimic in vivo relevant aerosol exposures with the Cloud α AX12, three different
models were established using: a) titanium dioxide (TiO2) and zinc oxide
nanoparticles b) polyhexamethylene guanidine a toxic chemical and c) an anti-
inflammatory inhaled corticosteroid, fluticasone propionate (FL). Our results
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suggest an important synergistic effect on the air-blood barrier sensitivity,
cytotoxicity and inflammation, when air-liquid interface and cyclic stretch
culture conditions are combined. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
time that an in vitro inhalation exposure system for the distal lung has been
described with a breathing lung-on-chip technology. The Cloud α AX12 model
thus represents a state-of-the-art pre-clinical tool to study inhalation toxicity risks,
drug safety and efficacy.

KEYWORDS

lung-on-chip, inhalation therapeutics, nanoparticles, aerosolized drug delivery, cyclic
stretch, air-liquid interface, COPD, toxicity assessments

Introduction

Inhalation is a major route of airborne toxicant exposure, in
which the lung epithelial barrier serves as the main portal of entry
into the systemic circuit for the human body. This may lead to
progressive and perpetual inflammation of the epithelium leading to
development of chronic respiratory conditions such as asthma,
COPD, ARDS and interstitial lung diseases (ILD) (Baumgartner
et al., 2000; Sokol et al., 2013; Assad et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2019;
Peng et al., 2020; Shima et al., 2022). Inhaled toxicants are
ubiquitous across the globe and come from a variety of sources
ranging from organic pollution to industrial chemicals and
consumer-related products (Adeola, 2021; Naidu et al., 2021).
Therefore, it is crucial to understand the harmful effects of these
inhaled substances, especially in the lungs, being the primary point
of contact. Inhaled toxicants are known to trigger microinjuries
which lead to epithelial barrier damage (Carlier et al., 2021),
activation of alveolar macrophages (AMs) (Hamilton et al., 2008;
Kuroda et al., 2016) and differentiation and translocation of the
circulating monocytes into the alveolar space (van Eeden et al., 2001;
Bliss et al., 2018).

To assess the impact of inhaled substances, human exposure
data are still considered as the “gold standard” to identify and
understand potential risk factors. However, controlled human
exposure and epidemiologic studies for respirable substances are
generally very costly, of long duration and when suspected to be
toxic, non-ethical (London et al., 2010). Therefore, toxicity tests have
mainly been carried out in animals, typically rats to fill this
knowledge gap. . Inhalation testing using animals is still a
regulatory requirement in most jurisdictions including Canada,
the United States of America (United States of America), and the
European Union (E.U.) for substances such as chemicals, plant
production products or pharmaceuticals (Stucki et al., 2022).
However, due to scientific and ethical concerns, and to adhere to
the 3R principles (Ehrhardt & Kim, 2008) to reduce, refine and
replace the use of animals in science, regulations worldwide are
being amended and new approaches are being developed.

For example, the Senate of Canada passed the “Bill S-5” in June
2022 (Bill S-5.44-1, 2022), an act to amend the Canadian
Environmental Protection Act to strengthen the importance of
alternatives to animal testing. The FDA Modernization Act
2.0 was signed into U.S. law by President Biden in December
2022, amending and deleting wording from 1938 in the Food,
Drugs, and Cosmetics Act that required all drugs to be tested on
animals before conducting clinical trials (Animal Wellness Action,

2022). In addition, the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
has also set out new proposals for its New Alternative Methods
Programs in June 2022 (Nuwer, 2022). In November 2022, the
European Commission and European Chemicals Agency
announced its commitment to modernize alternative non-animal
in vitro testing strategies and to develop a roadmap to phase-out
animal testing (EPAA, 2022). Furthermore, international efforts are
going on to develop robust and efficient processes to establish
scientific confidence in new approaches and to facilitate the
timely uptake into regulatory application of alternatives to animal
testing (van der Zalm et al., 2022).

Several alternative in vitro approaches for inhalation toxicity
testing have been developed in the past years (Clippinger et al., 2018;
Singh et al., 2021). Until a few years ago, most inhalation testing with
these approaches were typically performed by exposing the cells or
tissues to the substance by pipetting (Ramanarayanan et al., 2022;
OECD case no. 367). However, previous studies have demonstrated
that nebulization of chemicals and drugs to mimic realistic aerosol
exposure has resulted in faster (about 12 folds higher) uptake of
inhaled compounds (Lenz et al., 2014). Also, observations made by
comparing transepithelial barrier (TER) measurements, oxidative
stress and cytotoxic effects of nebulized compounds in air-liquid
interface (ALI) correlated better with in vivo readouts (Fizeșan et al.,
2018; Stewart et al., 2012; H; Wang H. et al., 2018) compared to
submerged cells where the compound is instilled. Moreover,
submerged cell cultures lack proper physiological representation
because aerosols generally sediment on the air-filled bronchial and
alveolar epithelium (Fröhlich et al., 2013). The polarity of the
epithelial cells and the presence of mucus or surfactant (SP) on
the cell layer also plays a vital role in simulating the in situ
environment of the epithelium which is only achieved through
ALI culture conditions (Hobi et al., 2012; Schleh et al., 2013;
Lock et al., 2018). Furthermore, multicellular co-culture models
contribute to make particle translocation models more predictable
and realistic (Rothen-Rutishauser et al., 2005). In particular, alveolar
epithelial cells covering the distal airspace act as a gateway keeper for
the systemic circulation of inhaled particles. Hence, a complex
mixture of AT1 and AT2 cells is required to accurately model
the alveoli in vitro (Sanches-Zuttion et al., 2022). In addition,
immune cells like macrophages play a vital role for triggering a
proper inflammatory cascade in response to infection (Artzy-
Schnirman et al., 2021) as well as nebulized toxicants (Ji et al.,
2018) in the alveoli.

Although ALI cell cultures capture the complicated nature of the
lung epithelium with a high degree of precision, yet the slow
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development of inhalation therapy reflects the lack of efficient
aerosol delivery systems compatible with medium to high
throughput biomimetic technologies. Rats and mice have been
popularly used as surrogate animals so far for lung inhalation in
vivo (Kolanjiyil et al., 2019; S. Y; Lee et al., 2008; Lewis et al., 2013)
and ex vivo (Hess et al., 2016; Cidem et al., 2020) studies. The lungs
with its exclusive functionality provide a unique opportunity to
target it directly via inhalation therapy and thus reduce systemic
side-effects. However, the small number of approved inhaled drugs
and in general the very high attrition rate of respiratory drugs
(Barnes et al., 2015) shows the difficulty of developing such drugs as
well as the lack of standardized predictive pre-clinical models. One
of the major limitations for developing inhalation exposure system is
the substantially higher amount (30 folds) of expensive testing drug
requirement (where 10 mg/kg in oral = 1.7 g v/s approximately 50 g
for inhalation) in efficacy studies (Resources, Charles River 2022).
Moreover, until now, the pharma companies were not so much
invested in inhaled therapy, therefore the lack of interest and
demand has substantially affected the growth of preclinical tools
for studying inhaled medicines. As of today, “inhaled therapeutics”

have gained considerable momentum, hence current research trends
focus on the development of advanced in vitro (Abaci & Shuler,
203315) and in silico platforms (Antonio et al., 2016; Walenga et al.,
2019) to address the limitations with animal models. These
advanced in vitro models are able to provide reliable tools that
combine human-relevant inhalation exposure systems including
particle diffusion and sedimentation kinetics with in-vivo-like
features of the lung epithelium barrier, macrophage-assisted
clearance, multicellular communication and differentiation (He
et al., 2022).

Earlier, traditional cell exposure devices used ultrasonic or jet
nebulizers (Schreier et al., 1998; Bur et al., 2009; Cooney & Hickey,
2011) which required longer experimental duration, complicated
handling and most importantly had poor aerosol-to-cell ratio.
However, modern cloud-based exposure solutions employ
vibrating mesh nebulizers that have overcome these limitations
and are efficiently delivering aerosols to cells in ALI cultures
(Lenz et al., 2014). Several research groups have successfully
utilized commercially available systems like Vitrocell-CLOUD
6 and 12 (VITROCELL Systems GmbH) to predict the fate of

FIGURE 1
Overview of the Cloud α AX12 platform (A) An illustration showing the alveolar barrier in situ. The alveolar epithelial cells are situated on a thin
basement membrane and are in close contact with the endothelial cells (ECs) on the basal side. The alveolar epithelium is comprised of squamous and
thin alveolar type 1 (AT1) and cuboidal alveolar type 2 (AT2) cells alongwith resident alveolarmacrophages (AMs). Inhaled toxic particles are represented as
black and grey spheres. Inhalation of such airborne toxic particles result in lung inflammation, toxicity and progression to COPD. (B) Schematic
representation of the AXLung-on-chip (including AXBreather, AXExchanger, AXDock platform and the lung-on-chip consumable AX12) and Cloud α
AX12 platform to model healthy and inflamed alveolar barrier in vitro. Primary and immortalized cells isolated from human sources were used in the
model. Inflammation on-chip was mimicked using nebulized compounds with the Cloud α AX12. Created with BioRender.com.
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aerosolized nanoparticles on transwell ALI cell cultures (Leibrock
et al., 2019; Ding et al., 2020; Leroux et al., 2022). These systems have
also been used to develop screening platforms for inhaled protein
formulations (Röhm et al., 2017) and profile toxic aerosolized
biocidal agents like Carbendazim (Tollstadius et al., 2019).
Although these advanced transwell ALI exposure models can be
well used for upper airways, they are not suited to model the
dynamic microenvironment of the distal alveolar space where
cyclic stretch plays an imminent role in alveolar cell
differentiation and lung disease progression (Desai et al., 2008;
Wu et al., 2018; Sehlmeyer et al., 2020). Exposing lung cells to
ALI culture conditions along with physiological levels of cyclic
stretch has been recently established to affect particle uptake
(Doryab et al., 2021), maintain alveolar characteristics (Sengupta
et al., 2022) and contribute to lung inflammation (Wu et al., 2013).
However, due to the lack of proper exposure systems, the relevance
and importance for including cyclic stretch (CS) with ALI culture
conditions has not been studied in depth for inhalation studies.

With the rapid advances in microfluidics, lung-on-chip platforms
offer the possibility of integrating biologically relevant cell
microenvironment including a soft extracellular matrix (ECM)
substrate, bio-relevant breathing motions and flow conditions
(Huh et al., 2010; Stucki et al., 2015; Stucki et al., 2018;
Zamprogno et al., 2021). Recently an airway-on-chip model with
an integrated bronchial tree was utilized to successfully predict in situ
deposition outcomes for inhaled airborne particles (about 2 µm in
size) in the upper respiratory tract. The authors reported significant
increase in cytotoxicity along with reduced expression of the tight
junction protein, Zonula Occludens 1 (ZO-1) after exposure to the
streamed aerosol particles (Fishler et al., 2015; Elias-Kirma et al.,
2020).Moreover, recent advances in airway on-chip technologies have
led to the development of models that mimic chronic lung injuries.
Specifically, two studies have used on-chip models to replicate the
effects of cigarette smoke-induced lung injury (Benam et al., 2016) and
electronic cigarette or vaping product-associated lung injury (Kaiser
et al., 2021). These studies demonstrate the relevance and potential of

microfluidic technology in reproducing in vivo conditions and
studying the mechanisms of chronic lung injuries in a controlled
and precise manner. There are a few advanced lung-on-chip models
for the lower airways that are currently available which can
recapitulate crucial features of the native alveolar in vivo milieu
like topography (Huang et al., 2021) and breathing motion (Huh
et al., 2010; Stucki et al., 2018; Sengupta et al., 2022). However,
adequate inhalation-based lung-on-chipmodels for the distal lung are
largely missing (Artzy-Schnirman et al., 2021).

Occupational exposure to nanosized titanium dioxide (TiO2)
and zinc oxide (ZnO) NPs has been reported to cause severe lung
toxicity, inflammation, and lead to emphysema development in vivo
in animal studies and in human volunteers (Chen et al., 2006;
Gustafsson et al., 2011; Monsé et al., 2019; Abdulnasser et al.,
2020). Lung cells exposed to these NPs have also resulted in
toxicity and inflammatory cytokines production (Remzova et al.,
2019; Freire et al., 2021). For toxic chemical inhalation applications,
a compound used in humidifier disinfectant, polyhexamethylene
guanidine (PHMG) was used. PHMG inhalation was recently
established in several studies to induce serious lung toxicity and
fibrosis development (Kim et al., 2015; Park J. et al., 2019). To negate
the inflammation caused by PHMG induction, a corticosteroid,
fluticasone propionate (FL) was used. FL is included within the
treatment regimen for severe COPD and asthma cases (Molino et al.,
2018; NHS-choices. uk). Therefore, to establish a realistic anti-
inflammatory drug treatment course, FL was included in our
studies after PHMG-induction.

We report here a next-generation inhalation in vitro platform
(Cloud α AX12) that seamlessly integrates the cutting-edge
breathing AXLung-on-chip technology with a cloud-based aerosol
exposure chamber (Figure 1) to assess relevant physiological
outcomes after toxicant or drug inhalation. Homogeneous and
consistent cloud generation and aerosol dose distribution on-chip
were initially tested using fluorescent tracer molecules. Three proof-
of-concept studies (Table 1) were carried out with this system to
determine a) NPs-induced inflammation (TiO2 and ZnO) in ALI

TABLE 1 Choice of environment-related substances used in the study.
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FIGURE 2
Homogenous dose distribution using the Cloud α AX12 (A) Design of the Cloud α AX12 comprised of a stainless-steel base module maintained at
37°C containing the AX12 plate placed on top covered by a steel plate. The holes on the steel base-plate are aligned to the wells within the AX12 plate. The
QCM6 placed inside the polycarbonate removable exposure hood quantify real-time cell delivered dose and are recorded and analyzedwith the Vitrocell
software. The nebulizer on top relies on a piezoelectric vibrating mesh to form a consistent aerosol cloud from the solubilized substance nebulized.
(B) Detailed closer inspection of the orientation and placement for the AX12 plate and the QCM 6 sensor. (C) Comparison between deposited mass as
measured from the QCM 6 readings (in green) and theoretically calculated (in blue). (D)O.R. (mL/min) was measured for different volumes (100–500 µL)
for two SBLs (0.9% NaCl in distilled water and 1% PBS in distilled water) (n = 3). Data shown as mean ± SEM. (E) PHMG compound was dissolved in NaCl
suspension base liquid as a reference. O.R. wasmeasured for SBLwithout andwith compound dilution using the Cloud α AX12 (n = 3). (F)Dose distribution
measured from fluorescence signals [A.U.] of nebulized Fluorescein deposited on-chip. Signals from each well depicted in color scheme (white to blue;
low fluorescence signal to high) from two individual rounds in AX12 plates (N = 2; n = 12).
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and ALI + CS co-cultures on-chip, b) inhaled chemical inflammation
and cytotoxicity triggered by PHMG, and c) inhaled corticosteroid
treatment (FL) to reduce PHMG-induced inflammation. Given the
unmet need for bio-relevant aerosol exposure setup for the alveolar
space, the Cloud α AX12 represents a valuable tool for inhalation
toxicology and drug safety and efficacy testing.

Methods

AXLung-on-chip

As described previously in Stucki et al., 2018 and Sengupta et al.,
2022, the AXLung-on-chip system (AlveoliX AG, Switzerland)
comprises of the Lung-on-Chip (AX12) consumable along with
two electro-pneumatic devices (AXExchanger and AXBreather), and
the interface platform (AXDock) (Figure 1B). Cell seeding and
medium exchanges were performed as recommended by the
manufacturer (AlveoliX AG). To initiate the breathing
mechanism, AX12 plate is positioned within the AXDock within
the incubator. Then, three-dimensional (3D) CS (8% linear strain,
0.2 Hz) is initiated through a touchscreen control on the
AXBreather, which deflects the microdiaphragm by generating
negative cyclic pressure. CS and non-CS conditions are possible
to run simultaneously on one AX12 plate, as the two chips are
controlled independently.

Operation of the cloud α AX12

The Cloud α AX12 was used to perform the nebulization of
chemicals and NPs on cells cultured inside the AX12, consumable of
the AXLung-on-chip.

The Cloud α AX12 uses a liquid aerosol nebulizer (Aerogen,
Ireland) to produce cloud aerosol from solutions or suspensions.
The nebulizer relies on a vibrating mesh technology (VMT) to form
the aerosol (Figure 2A). Hereby, the nebulizer generates a high-
frequency mechanical vibration from a piezoelectric element. This
vibration is then transmitted to the mesh, a thin perforated
membrane in contact with the solution. The vibratory movement
of the mesh then creates a micro-pumping action that expulses
droplets through the apertures (normally 4–6 μm in diameter, but
other size ranges are available) and generates the aerosol. In the
exposure chamber of the Cloud αAX12, the generated aerosol settles
according to the principles of cloud settling and single droplet
sedimentation. The cloud gets equally diverted and forms a
symmetric pattern of vortices, to establish a spatially uniform
sedimentation near the bottom of the chamber (Lenz et al.,
2009). A homogeneous deposition is a crucial parameter to
receive reproducible and consistent exposures of cells cultured in
the AX12 plate under ALI conditions (Figure 2B).

A quartz crystal microbalance (QCM 6, VITROCELL, Germany) is
integrated into the Cloud α AX12 allowing precise measurement of the
deposited mass at the bottom of the exposure chamber (Ding et al.,
2020). TheQCM6 consists of a piezoelectric quartz crystal oscillating at
its resonance frequency by an electric oscillator (Figure 2B). The typical
deposition profile was recorded by the QCM6 during each nebulization
step (Supplementary Figure S1A). The deposition profile can be divided

into three phases (as described before in Ding et al., 2020): Phase I)
Nebulization Phase: the nebulizer is activated and a dense cloud rapidly
forms in the exposure chamber. The first droplets are deposited on the
QCM 6 surface, leading to an increase of the QCM 6 signal. Phase II)
Deposition Phase: 300 µL of the liquid suspension is completely
nebulized and the cloud gradually settles to the bottom of the
exposure chamber resulting in a steep increase in the QCM 6 signal.
Next, the deposition signal reaches a maximum and the evaporation
rate starts to increase, significantly reducing the QCM 6 signal and
causing a plateau phase in which the saturated air inside prevents
evaporation and stops aerosol deposition. Phase III) Evaporation Phase:
the exposure chamber is opened and the QCM 6 is allowed to dry
completely. This causes an abrupt rise in the QCM 6 signal, which
stabilizes to the “true”mass deposition on theQCM6 surface after a few
seconds. It is important to note that only at this stage the QCM 6 signal
represents the true deposited mass. Since the deposition values are
measured at the end of evaporation phase for the toxicants, it is crucial
that the QCM 6 signal remains stable over time since a shift in the
baseline would affect reproducibility. Therefore, the baseline signal of
theQCM6must be verified. After 5 min (mins) (300 s) of recording, the
signal of the QCM 6 was consistent across three different experiments
(average SD: 21.3 ng/cm2) (Supplementary Figure S1B).

Before each experiment the exposure chamber was cleaned
with 70% EtOH and heated to 37°C. To remove residues from
previous usage, the nebulizer was dismounted and thoroughly
cleaned according to the user manual. To pre-condition the
exposure chamber, 300 μL of the suspension base liquid (SBL)
(either 1% PBS or 0.9%NaCl) was nebulized. After cleaning, the
AX12 was placed inside the heated compartment at the bottom
of the exposure chamber as shown in Figure 2B. The AX12 is
protected by a cover to ensure that the aerosol is deposited only
within the cell wells and not on the remaining surfaces of the
chip. Before starting the nebulization with the test substance,
the exposure chamber was closed, and the microbalance zeroed.
The nebulization was initiated by a touchscreen control on the
Cloud α AX12. After the initiation of the nebulization, the cloud
settled for 5–6 min. Hence the QCM 6 cannot measure liquid
mass, it is important that only solid deposits remain (Ding et al.,
2020). Therefore, the exposure chamber was then opened to
evaporate the remaining liquid from the QCM 6 surface. Since
deposition measurements usually take 5–10 min it is crucial to
check that the QCM 6 signal does not drift during this period
(Supplementary Figure S1B).

Dose distribution measurements in cloud α
AX12

To check consistent depositions in the cell wells, initial
experiments were performed with a reference substance
(fluorescein) measuring deposition with the QCM 6.
Fluorescein is a water-soluble fluorescent tracer (fluorescein
sodium salt, SIGMA, F6377-100G). To determine the accuracy
of the QCM 6, different concentrations of fluorescein (25.00,
12.50, 6.25, 3.13, 1.56, and 0.78 mg/mL) were dissolved in saline
solution (0.9% NaCl) and nebulized. The aerosol output rate
(O.R.), in mL/min, was then calculated by measuring the time
needed for the whole solution to pass through the mesh nebulizer.
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Ideally, the entire nebulized suspension reaches the bottom of
the exposure chamber where the cells are placed. This ratio is
referred to as deposition factor (Eq. 1):

Deposition factor (fdep)
Vneb represents the nebulized liquid volume and Vdep refers to the

liquid aerosol volume deposited at the bottom of the exposure
chamber (base steel plate).

fdep � Vdep

Vneb
(1)

300 μL from each fluorescein concentrations were nebulized
consecutively. Additionally, 300 μL of pure PBS was nebulized as a
control. The deposition factor was based on the fluorescein dose
obtained from the QCM 6 (exposed area of the quartz crystal:
3.8 cm2). According to the nebulization protocol, the QCM
6 surface was rinsed with 300 μL 1X PBS in order to collect
residual fluorescein. The fluorescence intensity result was then
measured by plate reader type, absorption, wavelength (excitation
wavelength: 483 nm; emission wavelength: 525 nm) and extrapolated
to the entire surface area of the exposure chamber (200.75 cm2).
Between each fluorescein nebulization, the nebulizer mesh was
washed with 300 μL 1X PBS solution to avoid any bias in
subsequent depositions. Finally, by comparing the fluorescence
intensities between different exposed wells, the spatial uniformity
of the aerosol deposition was assessed. For the evaluation of the
theoretical mass deposition, the Vneb plays a role as described in Eq. 2:

Theoretical mass deposited (m)
Vneb represents the nebulized liquid volume, m signifies the

expected mass deposited in µg and c is the initial concentration
(in µg/mL) of the test substance added to the nebulizer.

m � c*Vneb (2)
Additional experiments were performed to check the stability of

the QCM 6 signal over time. Since exposure experiments typically
last 5–10 min, it is important to check whether the QCM 6 idle
values do not drift. To this end, the QCM 6 was gently and
thoroughly wiped with an ethanol wetted tissue and the exposure
chamber was warmed to 37°C. Once the QCM 6 was dry, the
chamber was closed, and the microbalance was reset to 0. No
substances were nebulized in this experiment; only the values
given by the microbalance were recorded for 9 min
(Supplementary Figure S1A). The sequence of a nebulization
experiment using Fluorescein followed. The exposure chamber
was opened after 5 min, and 2 more mins were recorded to
mimic the drying phase of the QCM 6. Between each run the
QCM 6 and the chamber were cleaned with a tissue soaked in
70% EtOH like for a normal nebulization experiment.

Cell culture

The alveolar epithelial cell line (AXiAECs) used in this study was
procured from AlveoliX (Switzerland). It was derived from primary
human alveolar epithelial cells (AECs) that were isolated from resected
lung tissue, and subsequently immortalized through the application of

InscreeneX’s CI-Screen technology (described in Lipps et al., 2018). This
cell line represents a valuable tool for in vitro toxicity studies, as it is
derived from primary human cells and retains some of their
characteristics. These cells were cultured according to manufacturer
instruction as previously described and characterized (Sengupta et al.,
2022).

Human primary alveolar type II cells (AXhAEpCs) were procured
fromAlveoliX (Switzerland). These cells were freshly isolated from lung
tissue resections obtained with patient’s informed consent and ethical
approval.

On AX12 plates, the AXiAECs were maintained in AX Alveolar
Epithelial Barrier medium supplemented with 1% penicillin-
streptomycin (Thermo Fischer Scientific, Switzerland) and the
AXhAEpCs in AX Alveolar Epithelial Medium (AlveoliX, Switzerland).
After closing the chips, wells were filled with the respective mediums
using the initial feed option. For mono-culture studies AXiAECs and
AXhAEpCswere seeded on the apical side of themembrane at a density of
4 × 105 cells per cm2 in medium. AXiAECs or AXhAEpCs apical cell
seeding is always considered as day 0 in all the studies.

Calu3 cells purchased from ATCC® (Germany) was used as a
human bronchial epithelial cell line. These cells were maintained
in DMEM F-12 (Gibco; 21127-022) medium supplemented with
1% L-Glutamate, 10% fetal calf serum and 1% penicillin-
streptomycin. For mono-culture studies Calu3 cells were
seeded on the apical side of the membrane at a density of
1.9 × 105 cells per cm2 in medium.

The THP-1 monocytes (ATCC; TIB-202) are immortalized
monocyte-like cell line, derived from the peripheral blood of an
acute monocytic leukemia case. These cells were cultured in RPMI
(21875-034, Gibco) medium supplemented with 10% fetal calf serum
and 1% penicillin-streptomycin in flasks. THP-1 monocytes were
differentiated into macrophage-like cells using 8 nM and 200 nM
phorbol 12-myristate 13-acetate (PMA; Sigma) and incubated for
48 h h) following previously established protocol (Kletting et al.,
2018). Following incubation, the differentiated THP-1 (d-THP1s)
macrophages were allowed to rest in PMA-free medium for further
24 h prior to seeding on-chip. For co-culture (AXiAECs/d-THP1s; 5:1 cell
density ratio) experiments on-chip, the d-THP1s were added apically in
equal parts of AX Alveolar Epithelial Barrier and RPMI medium.

Human Lung Microvascular Endothelial Cells (HLMVECs)
purchased from PromoCell were expanded in flasks using AX
Endothelial Medium. For the triple-cell culture model on-chip
(AXiAECs/d-THP1s/HLMVECs; 5:1:2 cell density ratio), equal
parts of AX E2 Alveolar Barrier Medium with RPMI were used.
The HLMVECs were seeded on the basolateral side of each
membrane, followed by a 2 h incubation and then by apical
AXiAECs seeding on day0. Cells were then maintained at 37°C,
5% CO2, and the medium was replaced every 2 days.

All cell lines were routinely monitored for mycoplasma
contamination using a mycoplasma detection kit (MycoStrip,
InvivoGen).

TER measurement

To determine barrier formation, transbarrier electrical resistance
(TER) measurements were taken every 2 days, starting 48 h after cell
seeding as discussed previously (Sengupta et al., 2022). In brief, a
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commercially available 96-well plate electrode (STX100MC96; World
Precision Instruments) and an Epithelial Volt/Ohm Meter (EVOM3;
World Precision Instruments) was used. TER was measured in mono,
co-culture and triple-cell culture conditions for up to 25 days. Before
taking a reading, the electrodes were carefully sterilized using 70% v/v
ethanol for 5 min and then rinsing them in distilled water for another
5 min at room temperature (RT). The “TER measurement” option
was initiated on the AX Exchanger while taking readings. For cells
kept in ALI, pre-warmed 1X sterile PBS was added 15 min prior to the
measurements and then later re-equilibrated after TER readings. The
background TER (ohm) data was obtained from a porous membrane
having no cells. For analysis, the background subtracted TER (ohm)
values were multiplied by the surface area of each cell culture well
(0.071 cm2 on-chip) to obtain the final TER reading in ohm-cm2.

Cloud α AX12 exposures

The Cloud α AX12 Exposure System (developed by Vitrocell
GmbH. and AlveoliX AG.) was used for exposure of cell cultures to
control nebulized aerosols at ALI. ZnO NPs (uncoated NM-110
from the European Commission’s Joint Research Centre - JRC; Ding
et al., 2020) and TiO2 NPs (NM-105, CAS 13463-67-7) were kindly
provided by Vitrocell. All NPs were diluted in 0.9% NaCl solution
with a final volume of 300 µL. Prior to nebulization all NP-
suspensions were sonicated in an ultrasonic bath (VWR #142-
0084) for 15 min at 37°C to prevent agglomeration. Next, 100 μg/
mL of the initial concentration of ZnO NPs were added to the
nebulizer. Unless specified otherwise, high concentration studies of
TiO2 NP, employed 100 μg/mL as initial concentration. The actual
dose deposited on cells was calculated from the QCM 6 readings as
0.21 μg/cm2 for both ZnO and TiO2 NPs. For experiments with
combination of NPs, 50 μg/mL of ZnO NPs and 50 μg/mL of
TiO2 NPs initial concentration (final deposited concentration:
0.10 μg/cm2 TiO2 and 0.10 μg/cm2 ZnO) were added for
nebulization. Exposure to NPs was performed always at day 21.

PHMG (Boc Sciences #CAS 89697-78-9) was diluted in 0.9%
NaCl solution to a final volume of 300 µL to receive an initial
concentration of 1.84 mg/mL. A final deposition of 2.7 µg/cm2 was
measured on the cells. Fluticasone propionate (Fl; GlaxoSmithKline,
#F9428) corticosteroid was diluted in 0.5% DMSO in sterile 1X PBS.
Treatment experiments with Fl in 96-well plate were performed with
initial concentrations ranging from 100 to 1000 nM (final deposition
concentrations from 0.0747 to 0.747 µg/cm2). On-chip, 100 nM
(0.0747 ng/cm2) and 500 nM (0.374 ng/cm2) Fl was nebulized
24 h after PHMG treatment.

All untreated cells were nebulized only with the vehicle
control (0.9% NaCl solution). Control (CTRL) samples were
maintained within the same AX12 plate (for example, Chip A
nebulized with control solvent and chip B with test substance) to
remove bias effects of handling.

qRT-PCR

Total RNA was isolated separately from apical and basal chamber
and subsequently purified using the Direct-zol™ RNA Microprep kit
(Zymo Research, Switzerland) using the manufacturer protocol. Purity

and concentration of RNA was analyzed using a Nano-Drop
Spectrophotometer (Thermo Fischer Scientific, Switzerland). Next,
cDNA was transcribed using the Super Script III Reverse
Transcriptase kit (Life Technologies, Switzerland). Finally, qRT-PCR
reactions were performed in triplicates with SYBR® Select Master Mix
(Thermo Scientific) in an ABI7500 Fast (Applied Biosystems) real-time
PCR system. Target gene expression was normalized to housekeeping
gene expression (HPRT). The primer sequences are provided in
Supplementary Table S1.

Immunofluorescence staining and imaging

Cells on-chip were fixed using 4% paraformaldehyde in
distilled PBS- (PBS without calcium and magnesium).
“Medium exchange” function on the AX Exchanger was used
to fix the cells within the basal chamber. Chips were unscrewed
and opened using the AXDisassembly tool (AlveoliX, Switzerland)
prior to staining and mounting.

Cells were first permeabilized using 0.1% Triton X-100 (Sigma-
Aldrich, Germany) dissolved in PBS- for 15 min at RT and then
blocking buffer (2% BSA in sterile PBS) was added. The cells were
incubated for 1 h at RT with the blocking buffer. The primary
antibodies used for the study are mouse anti-ZO-1 antibody (1:
100 dilution; C# 33-9100, Fisher T Scientific), rabbit anti-α-SMA
antibody (1:200 dilution; #SAB5500002; Sigma-Aldrich). The primary
antibodies were diluted in 2% BSA/PBS and incubated overnight at
4°C. Secondary antibodies were used as follows: donkey anti-mouse
Alexa Fluor 488 (1:200 dilution; C# A21202, Invitrogen), donkey anti-
rabbit Alexa Fluor 568 (1:200 dilution; C# A10042, Invitrogen), were
diluted 1:2000 in 2% BSA/PBS and incubated 2 h at RT. Nuclei were
stained with Hoechst (1:1000 dilution; 33342, Invitrogen). The actin
cytoskeleton was visualized using the conjugated Alexa Fluor
647 phalloidin stain (1:300 dilution; C# PHDN1-A, Cytoskeleton,
Inc.). Lastly, the stained membranes were sealed between two glass
coverslips using a mounting medium (C# F6182, Sigma-Aldrich).

Images were obtained using a confocal laser scanning
microscope (Zeiss LSM 710) using appropriate filter settings.
Zen Blue software v2.1 (Zeiss) was used for fluorescent intensity
calculation to obtain background-corrected mean fluorescence
intensity (MFI) for each channel of interest. To obtain
comparable results from different areas of interest on the
membrane, identical settings for the optical and digital gain,
area of focus, and laser intensity were maintained. Finally, the
mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) of the test channel (red,
αSMA and for Phalloidin) was normalized with the MFI of
the nuclei channel in blue (stained with Hoechst).

LDH cytotoxicity assay

Collected supernatants from the cells on-chip were analyzed for
Lactate Dehydrogenase (LDH) release. The LDH cytotoxicity
detection kit (Roche, #1164479301) was used according to the
manufacturer’s protocol. Briefly, for each sample equal volumes
of supernatant to LDH reaction buffer was prepared and then
transferred into 96-well plates in triplicate. The respective cell
culture medium was taken as the “blank” control. Healthy
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untreated cells were considered as “negative” control for the assay,
whereas cells treated with 1% Triton X-100 for 4 h were considered
as the “positive” control for maximum LDH release. 30 min after
incubation with the LDH reaction mixture at RT, absorbance at
490 nm and a reference wavelength at 600 nm was measured using a
microplate reader (Tecan Reader M1000).

Cellular ROS assay

To measure reactive oxygen species (ROS) from NPs exposed
cells, the DCFDA/H2DCFDA cellular ROS assay kit (Abcam;
ab113851) was used according to the manufacturer’s instructions.
In summary, the cell culture medium was aspirated out from the
wells and the cells were washed with 1X Buffer (provided in the kit).
Next, 100 μL of DCFDA solution was added to each well and
subsequently incubated for 4 h protected from light at RT. The
DCFDA solution was then carefully aspirated out and replaced with
100 μL 1X Buffer. A blank or negative control (well with no cells)
was included to normalize the background for subtraction. A
positive maximal ROS control was prepared with Ter-butyl
hydrogen peroxide (TBHP) at a concentration of 150 μM in 1X
buffer. DCF on-chip was then finally detected at Ex/Em = 485/
535 nm in a fluorescence microplate reader (Tecan Reader M1000).

Statistical analysis

All data are presented as mean ± standard error of the mean (SEM)
unless specified otherwise. For AX12 plate experiments, “N” represents
the experimental repetitions, and “n” represents the number of
individual wells estimated for all experiments with mRNA and cell
supernatants, two wells were pooled into 1 and referred to as n = 1. All
statistical tests were performed using t-tests, one-way or two-way
analysis of variance (ANOVA) with p values adjusted for multiple
comparisons using Tukey’smultiple comparisons test, *p< 0.0332, **p<
0.0021, ***p < 0.0002, ****p < 0.0001. GraphPad Prism v8.0 software
was used for data analysis. The exact number of repeats performed for
each experiment is indicated in the corresponding figure legends.

Results

The cloud α AX12 system

To estimate theQCM6precision in the Cloud αAX12, theoretically
calculatedmass deposition (using Eq. 2, inMethods) was comparedwith
the measured QCM 6 signals (actual mass deposited) for fluorescein
concentrations. Here an average difference of 15% was found, which
indicated that the actual mass deposition determined from the QCM
6 signal was 85% (SD: 5%) of the theoretically estimatedmass deposition
(Figure 2C). Thereafter, the spatially uniform and homogeneous dose
distribution in the wells of the AX12 plate were assessed using a
fluorescein concentration of 15 μg/mL.

The nebulization volume and the choice of base liquid have a major
effect on the toxicant deposition and on their distribution in the
exposure chamber. Hence, we tested two SBL, namely, 1% PBS in
distilled water (PBS) and 0.9% NaCl in distilled water (NaCl) with

nebulization volume ranging from 100 to 500 µL. The output rate (O.R.)
of the nebulizer for the SBL is a key parameter, ideally staying between
0.2 and 0.4 mL/min, ensuring uniform cloud formation, which is
essential for the homogeneity of aerosol deposition. The O. R is
significantly affected by the choice of SBL used and the solubility of
the test compounds within the SBL. It is calculated by measuring the
time needed for the liquid (volume nebulized) to pass through the mesh
nebulizer. Our results confirmed that there were no significant
differences in the O.R. of the two SBLs used (Figure 2D). Hence,
0.9% NaCl was chosen as the SBL for all the consecutive studies
(Table 1). Consistency of O.R. was tested by using different solutions
are mixed with test compounds, PHMGwas mixed with NaCl solution.
A drastic reduction from 0.4 (NaCl only) to 0.2 mL/min (NaCl with
PHMG) in O.R. was observed (Figure 2E), which was expected due to
the increased viscosity of the liquid suspension used for nebulization.
However, the values werewithin themanufacturer recommended range.
Lastly, the fluorescence intensities of nebulized fluorescein measured by
a plate reader showed a variation of ±8.5% fluorescein deposition within
the AX12 plate (Figure 2F), which is within an acceptable range (up to
15%) according to the manufacturer (Vitrocell).

Nanoparticles (NPs)-induced
inflammation on-chip

Cyclic stretch combined with ALI increased
sensitivity of lung epithelial barrier to NPs

For the first proof-of-concept study mimicking physiologically
relevant environmental cues, TiO2 and ZnO NPs were used. We
investigated the inflammatory potential of ZnO NPs (0.21 μg/cm2)
on bronchial (Calu3; Supplementary Figure S2A) and alveolar
(AXiAECs; Figure 3A) mono-cell culture on-chip. One of the
most critical parameters for toxicity studies in vitro is the
existence of a tight and functional lung epithelial barrier (Derk
et al., 2015). Hence, the barrier integrity for Calu3 cells cultured on-
chip in healthy conditions was investigated and found to be around
1000 to 3000Ω-cm2 between Day D)7–14 under both ALI and ALI
+ CS conditions (Supplementary Figure S2B). Barrier disruption was
assessed before (at 0 h) exposure and 6 h and 24 h after nebulization
with ZnO NPs for Calu3 cells on-chip. We found that aerosolized
ZnO NPs exerted significant barrier gaps in Calu3 cells
(Supplementary Figure S2C) reducing the TER values 3-folds at
6 h and around 7-folds at 24 h after exposure under ALI + CS
conditions. Furthermore, significant increase in cytotoxicity levels
was observed under ALI + CS conditions at 24 h (Supplementary
Figure S2D). AXiAECs monoculture on-chip showed similar barrier
disruption upon exposure to ZnO NPs at 24 h (45% reduction) and
48 h (62% reduction) but only under ALI + CS conditions
(Figure 3B). In addition, LDH release was found to be almost 2-
times higher under ALI + CS condition than under ALI condition
alone in AXiAECs on-chip (Figure 3C). qPCR studies (measured in
Fold change; fc) revealed increased levels of inflammation-
associated genes notably interleukin 2 (IL2; fc in Calu3 21.46;
AXiAECs 1.60) and TNFα (fc in Calu3 17.98; AXiAECs 1.98)
among others in both AXiAECs and Calu3 cells on-chip under
ALI + CS conditions when exposed to ZnO NPs (Figures 3D,
Supplementary Figure S2E). In favor of an active inflammation,
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FIGURE 3
Nanoparticles (NPs)-induced inflammation and barrier disruption in AXiAECs mono-culture on-chip (A) The brown dotted corner bracket suggests the
distinction between different trigger-inducedmodels. On day 21 of themono culture experiment, the AXiAECswere exposed to the ZnONPs on-chip. Timeline
and schematic provide further details of the experiment. (B) TER values (normalized to 0 h timepoint) for ALI and ALI +CS cell cultures exposed to ZnONPs (n =
3/condition/timepoint). (C) Relative LDH release (NPs exposed with respect to Control; CTRL) shown for 48 h timepoint for ALI and ALI + CS cells (n = 4).
(D) mRNA was isolated from CTRL and ZnO exposed cells (ALI + CS) at 48 h exposure timepoint. qPCR studies were performed with n = 4/conditions and
exposure significance were measured in relation to CTRL expression levels. (E) Results for AXiAECs mono-cell culture model with TiO2 NPs is denoted by
opening another brown dotted corner bracket. Timeline and schematic of TiO2 NPs nebulization on day 21 inmonoculture (AXiAECs) on-chip. (F) Absolute TER
values (Ohm-cm2) compared pre-TiO2 NPs exposure (at 0 h) with 24h and 48 h after exposure (N = 2; n = 6). (G) Significance for cytotoxicity was calculated
relative to respective ALI or ALI+CSCTRL. Cytotoxicitywas calculated from LDH release at 24h and48 h after TiO2NPs nebulization fromboth ALI and ALI +CS
samples (N = 2; n = 4/time-point). (H) ROS generation was measured using the H2-DCFDA assay (N = 2; n = 4). Fluorescence intensity for exposed cells were
normalized with respective healthy CTRL. (I) Representative immunofluorescence staining for alveolar barrier after 48 h of TiO2 NPs exposure. Cells were
probed for tight junction, ZO1 (green) and nuclei with Hoechst (blue). Scale bar is 20 µm. Data are shown as mean ± SEM.
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FIGURE 4
TiO2 NPs-induced inflammation and barrier disruption in triple-cell culture model on-chip (A) Overview of the timeline for cell seeding and NPs
exposure on-chip. (B) Representative immunofluorescent (maximum projection intensity) images for alveolar apical and basal endothelial barrier stained
with ZO1 (in green) and nuclei with Hoechst (in blue) under ALI + CS. Scale bar here is 20 µm. (C) TER (Ohm-cm2) measured before at 0 h and after
TiO2 NPs exposure at 24 h and 48 h (N = 2; n = 6). (D) LDH release was measured from 24 h to 48 h samples in ALI and ALI + CS conditions (N = 2;
n = 4/conditions/time-point). Significancewasmeasured relative to the respective ALI or ALI+CSCTRL. (E)mRNAwas harvested at 48 h time-point. Gene
expression for epithelial, inflammation and macrophage related markers were measured in both ALI and ALI + CS conditions (N = 2, n = 4/conditions).
Data are shown as mean ± SEM.

Frontiers in Pharmacology frontiersin.org11

Sengupta et al. 10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739


reduced expression of epithelial associated genes such as aquaporin
5 (AQP5), caveolin 1 (CAV1) in AXiAECs (Supplementary Figure
S2G) and tight junction protein 1 (TJP1) and e-cadherin (ECAD)
were observed in Calu3 cells (Supplementary Figure S2F)
confirming a strong effect on their epithelial characteristics.

Next, AXiAECs on-chip were nebulized apically with TiO2 NPs
(Figure 3E). Exposure to nebulized TiO2 NPs (0.21 μg/cm2)
demonstrated significant barrier damage in AXiAECs as revealed
from their TER values after 48 h under ALI (38% decrease) and
from 24 h under ALI + CS (24 h: 64%; 48 h: 75%) conditions
(Figure 3F). Consistent with this, immunofluorescent stainings of
ZO1 revealed substantial tight junction disruptions (Figure 3I) along
with reduced proportion of actin filaments compared with healthy
control cells (Supplementary Figure S1C). Nebulized high concentration
of TiO2 NPs (0.21 μg/cm2) showed increased cytotoxicity (15.3 folds)
under ALI + CS cells from 48 h (Figure 3G), whereas low concentration
of TiO2NPs (0.021 μg/cm2; 10-fold diluted) were unable to demonstrate
any cytotoxic effect (Supplementary Figure S1D) either under ALI or
ALI + CS conditions. Previous studies have shown that TiO2 NPs are a
known trigger for the generation of reactive oxygen species (ROS) in
lung cells and this increased ROS production plays a direct role in lung
inflammation (Sayes et al., 2006; Horváth et al., 2018). Consistent with
published literature, a high concentration of TiO2 NPs (0.21 μg/cm2)
nebulized with the Cloud α AX12 significantly increased ROS
production in the alveolar cells after 48 h under ALI + CS
conditions (Figure 3H). Further qPCR studies in AXiAECs revealed
deregulation of inflammatory genes like interleukin 6 (IL6; fc: for ALI
1.13; ALI + CS 1.85), tumor necrosis factor α (TNFα; fc: for ALI 1.03;
ALI + CS 2.25) and intercellular adhesion molecule 1 (ICAM1; fc: for
ALI 0.95; ALI + CS 2.86) which displayed a strong trend towards
increased activation when exposed to high concentration of TiO2 NPs
(Supplementary Figure S1E).

In our alveolar and bronchial mono-cell culture model on-chip,
ALI combined with CS conditions showed increased barrier
sensitivity and thus increased inflammatory potential of NPs
nebulized with the Cloud α AX12.

Higher inflammatory potential of TiO2 NPs
under ALI + CS established using a triple-cell
culture model on-chip

To reproduce a complex and physiologically relevant in vitromodel
of the alveolar-capillary barrier, a triple (tri)-cell culture was established
on-chip with AXiAECs and differentiated THP1 (d-THP1)macrophages
on the apical side of the cell-seeding membrane and HLMVEC
endothelial cells on the basal side under ALI (Supplementary Figure
S3A, B) and ALI + CS (Figures 4A, B). Interestingly, both the apically
exposed alveolar cells and the basal indirectly exposed endothelial
barriers revealed disrupted tight junction proteins when exposed to
TiO2NPs under ALI + CS state (Figure 4B). TERmeasurements before
(0 h) and after exposure revealed significant decrease in barrier health at
48 h (80% reduction) under ALI + CS conditions (Figure 4C). In line,
increased cytotoxicity from 48 h under both ALI (43% cytotoxicity) and
ALI + CS (59% cytotoxicity) conditions (Figure 4D) was observed.
Comprehensive gene expression analysis revealed activation of pro-
inflammatory markers like IL6 (fc under ALI 4.95; ALI + CS 3.47) and
interferon gamma (IFNg; fc under ALI 1.96; ALI + CS 11.14) under

both ALI and ALI + CS states. Moreover, increased expression of
Mucin1 (MUC; fc under ALI 2.21; ALI + CS 3.34) and Wnt inhibitory
factor 1 (WIF1; fc under ALI + CS 5.65) along with deregulated levels of
CD38 (fc under ALI 2.39; ALI + CS 3.47) and CD206 (fc under ALI
1.74; ALI + CS 3.41) suggest epithelial and macrophage activation
respectively (Figure 4E).

In summary, exposure to TiO2 NPs (approximate in vivo dose
correlation, see Supplementary Section S1) resulted in significantly
reduced alveolar barrier integrity along with inflammation and
cellular damage.

Nebulized NPs individual or in combination
reproduced barrier gaps and inflammation in
primary human alveolar cells on-chip

To recapitulate realistic occupational exposure of NPs in industrial
spaces, we used equal parts of aerosolized TiO2 (0.10 μg/cm2) and ZnO
NPs (0.10 μg/cm2) to test effect of NP combination. Primary human
alveolar epithelial cells (AXhAEpC) consisting of a pure AT2 cell
population are still considered the “gold standard” for use as a distal
lung cell model (Elbert et al., 1999). Therefore, to validate the Cloud α
AX12, we utilized AXhAEpCs (Figure 5A). AXhAEpCs on-chip when
exposed to nebulized TiO2 NPs alone and in combination with ZnO
NPs demonstrated significant increase in barrier gaps under ALI + CS
condition, as evidenced by reduced TER values at 6 h (TiO2: 67.4%
decrease; TiO2+ZnO: 46.4% decrease) and 24 h (TiO2: 73.7% decrease;
TiO2+ZnO: 69.1% decrease) after induction (Figure 5B). While no
cytotoxic effects were observed in ALI conditions, significantly
increased LDH release was seen under ALI + CS condition, with
cells exposed to TiO2 NPs (Figure 5C). RNA was harvested from
ALI + CS cells after 24 h exposure NPs exposure. Subsequent qPCR
studies revealed deregulated epithelial-associated genes such as MUC1
(fc for TiO2 2.93; for TiO2+ZnO 4.21) and WIF1 (fc for TiO2 0.26)
with increased inflammatory genes like IL6 (fc for TiO2+ZnO 5.1) and
ICAM1 (fc for TiO2+ZnO 2.8) (Figure 5D).

AXiAECs/dTHP-1/HLMVECs tri-cell culture on-chip were
additionally exposed to mixed TiO2+ZnO NPs combination. Here,
the NPsmixture were able to incite strong barrier disruption after 24 h
(64.5% reduction) and 48 h (90.1% reduction) in ALI + CS
(Supplementary Figure S2H) and elevated levels of inflammatory
genes like interleukin 1b (IL1b; fc in ALI 2.62; in ALI + CS 3.60) and
IFNg (fc in ALI 2.22; in ALI + CS 4.42) were observed under both CS
and non-CS (ALI only) conditions (Supplementary Figure S2I).

Therefore, both primary AXhAEpCs and the cell-line models
demonstrated similar patterns of inflammation and toxicity when
exposed to TiO2 NPs alone or in combination (TiO2+ZnO NPs)
using the Cloud α AX12 reinforcing the validity of our findings with
diverse cellular models.

Toxic chemical “inhalation” on-chip

Nebulized PHMG induced cytotoxicity in
alveolar triple-cell culture model on-chip

To investigate the effect of aerosolized PHMG, a humidifier
disinfectant (Park J. et al., 2019), on a cellular level, both AXiAECs/
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d-THP1s co-culture and AXiAECs/d-THP1s/HLMVEC tri-cell
culture model was utilized (Figures 6A, Supplementary Figure
S5A). A significant reduction in TER (ohm-cm2) measurements
was observed in the tri-cell culture starting as early as 4 h after
nebulization and remained constant until 48 h under both ALI and

ALI + CS cultured cells (Figure 6C). However, in the AXiAECs/
d-THP1s co-culture model, barrier disruption was observed only at
24 h but remained constant until 48 h (Supplementary Figure S5B).
In addition, Calu3 cells on-chip showed decreased barrier integrity
from 24 h when exposed to PHMG under ALI + CS (Supplementary

FIGURE 5
NPs-induced inflammation in primary human alveolar epithelial cells (AXhAEpC) on-chip (A) A schematic representation AXhAEpCs seeded in the
AX12 plate. The timeline shows the cell culture and NP exposure process on-chip. (B) TER values (Ohm-cm2) were recorded before NPs nebulization (at
0 h) and at 6h and 24 h after TiO2 and TiO2+ZnO mixed NPs exposure (N = 2; n = 6). The significance of exposure at 6h and 24 h was measured
compared with the values at 0 h. (C) The levels of LDH at 24 h were normalized using untreated control samples (ALI and ALI + CS) (N = 2, n = 4). (D)
Gene expression was analyzed 24 h after NPs exposure using mRNA harvested from ALI + CS cell cultures. The fold change values were normalized to
healthy controls (N = 2, n = 4). Data are shown as mean ± SEM.
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FIGURE 6
Aerosolized PHMG induced barrier disruption and cytotoxicity in triple-cell culture on-chip (A) Timeline and schematic of PHMG nebulization at day
21 in tri-cell culture (AXiAECs/d-THP1/HLMVEC) model on-chip. (B) Representative immunofluorescence staining for apical alveolar and basal endothelial
barrier after 24 h of PHMG exposure. Cells were analyzed for tight junction, ZO1 (green) and nuclei with Hoechst (blue). Scale bar is 50 µm. (C) TER values
(Ohm-cm2) were recorded before PHMGnebulization (at 0 h) and at 4 h, 24 h and 48 h after exposure (N = 3; n = 12). (D)Cytotoxicity was calculated
from LDH release at 24 h and 48 h after PHMGnebulization fromboth ALI and ALI + CS conditions. LDH releasewas normalizedwith respective untreated
controls. Data shown as mean ± SEM (N = 1; n = 3/condition/timepoint). (E) Gene expression after 48 h of exposure was assessed for cells in ALI + CS
condition. Fold change values were normalized with respective untreated controls. Data presented as mean ± SEM (N = 3; n = 6).

Frontiers in Pharmacology frontiersin.org14

Sengupta et al. 10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739


Figure S4B). The presence of epithelial cells and macrophages on the
apical side along with basal ECs was assessed with Imaris. CD68+

expression confirmed the presence of differentiated THP1 (d-THP1)
macrophages on the apical side (Supplementary Figure S3A, B).
Consistent with the TER measurements, immunofluorescent
stainings revealed drastic disruption of tight junction in both the
apical alveolar and basal endothelial barriers under ALI (Figure 6B)
and ALI + CS (Supplementary Figure S4A) in the tri-cell culture
model. Moreover, increased CD163+ macrophages were observed
upon PHMG exposure (Supplementary Figure S4A) under ALI + CS
condition, confirming an ongoing inflammatory response (Skytthe
et al., 2020). Furthermore, substantial LDH release was observed
after 48 h under ALI and ALI + CS conditions the tri-cell culture
(Figure 6D) confirming the cytotoxicity of PHMG (Song et al.,
2019). Investigation of the gene expression profile after PHMG
exposure in the co-culture revealed a significant increase in
inflammatory markers such as arginase 2 (ARG2; fc: 1.81) and
an increase M1-associated marker such as CD38 (fc: 1.76)
(Supplementary Figure S5C). qPCR studies from the tri-cell
culture, under ALI + CS cells revealed elevated levels of
inflammatory genes like IFNg (fc: 3.39), IL1B (fc: 6.92) and
ARG2 (fc: 1.86). In addition, the epithelial damage-related
marker MUC1 (fc: 22.17) was found to be significantly elevated.
Both M1-and M2-associated markers like CD38 (fc: 3.46) and
CD206 (fc: 17.03) respectively showed increased levels upon
PHMG induction. On the basal side, gene expression studies of
endothelial cells identified decreased mRNA levels of VE-CAD (fc:
0.49) and Platelet endothelial cell adhesion molecule-1 (PECAM-
1 or CD31; fc: 0.59), but increased levels of von Willebrand factor
(vWF; fc: 5.54) (Figure 6E).

In summary, PHMG exposure in mono-culture, co-culture and
tri-cell culture models on-chip resulted in drastic barrier disruption,
increased cytotoxicity along with significant inflammation and
cellular differentiation.

Aerosolized fluticasone (FL) corticosteroid
reduces PHMG-induced EMT and
inflammation

To evaluate the applicability of the Cloud α AX12 as a setup for
testing the efficacy of inhaled drugs, we used the corticosteroid FL
subsequently with the PHMG-induction on-chip. Initial testing was
performed using 96- well plates in which FL was nebulized 24 h after
PHMG induction on AXiAECs mono-culture (Figure 7A). Since,
PHMG is known to induce epithelial-mesenchymal transition
(EMT) in alveolar cells (Park Y. et al., 2019), protein expression
of alpha smooth muscle actin (αSMA) as a mesenchymal cell marker
was used as an indicator of EMT level. While PHMG exposure
significantly increased αSMA levels, as expected, inhaled treatment
with FL showed a dose-dependent reduction in αSMA protein
expression combined with an improvement in cellular health
(Figures 7B, C). To test this hypothesis on-chip, the AXiAECs/
d-THP1s/HLMVEC tri-cell culture model was used. The FL
treatment was carried out 24 h after PHMG exposure on day 22
(Figures 7D, Supplementary Figure S6A). FL exposure
(Supplementary Figure S6A) was unable to recover the strong
barrier damage inflicted by PHMG under both ALI

(Supplementary Figure S6B) or ALI + CS (Supplementary Figure
S6C) conditions. However, detailed qPCR studies indicated clear
effects of the FL treatment under ALI + CS conditions. mRNA was
isolated from cells, 24 h after FL treatment under ALI and ALI + CS
conditions. Alveolar (TJP1) and endothelial (CD31) barrier-
associated markers were increased after FL treatment, while the
expression of alveolar damage marker (MUC1) and the
inflammatory (ARG2, IL6 and IL8) gene levels (Figure 7E) were
reduced. Moreover, treatment with aerosolized FL was able to
significantly reduce the cytotoxic effect (55% decrease with
100 nM and 78% decrease with 500 nM) of PHMG under ALI +
CS cells in a dose-dependent manner (Supplementary Figure S6D).

Briefly, the nebulized corticosteroid FL (approximate in vivo
dose correlation, see Supplementary Section S1) provided significant
anti-inflammatory effects that could be shown with the Cloud α
AX12, demonstrating its potential for use in drug efficacy studies.

Discussion

We are constantly being exposed to a broad range of
unidentified toxicants. Substances capable of penetrating deep
into the distal part of the lungs leading to severe respiratory
conditions such as ARDS, COPD and fibrosis (Adegunsoye &
Rafeq, 2019). Due to the increasing incidence of these respiratory
diseases, there is a growing demand for new inhaled targeted
therapeutics for the lung. It is therefore of utmost importance to
understand the response of the lung epithelial barrier to inhaled
toxicants to develop effective treatments for such debilitating health
conditions. Accordingly, we present here a new generation in vitro
inhalation platform (Cloud α AX12) for the distal lung consisting of
a cloud-based exposure chamber combined with a lung-on-chip
technology (AXLung-on-chip). Exposure to aerosolized NPs (like
TiO2, ZnO) and chemical (like PHMG) was shown to trigger an
inflammation insult leading to epithelial barrier disruption and
cytotoxicity on-chip. Our study reveals a clear effect of
physiological levels of CS associated with ALI cell culture. In
addition, the anti-inflammatory potential of inhaled FL treatment
with the Cloud α AX12 platform, was demonstrated showing its
applicability for aerosolized drug screening studies.

Although air-liquid exposure systems better model in vivo
scenarios compared to instilled compound testing strategies, the
interpretation and correlation with in vivo dosing remains a major
challenge. Nevertheless, the integration of accurate QCM 6 in
exposure systems for ALI culture studies have improved the
accuracy and reduced the variability of the dose deposition. In
our studies, we observed a ~8.5% variability which is consistent
and in agreement with previous studies using earlier generations of
the Vitrocell Cloud devices (Lenz et al., 2014; Ding et al., 2020). In
contrast to earlier studies using ZnO and TiO2 NPs to study lung
barrier toxicity (Y. H. Kim et al., 2010; Oliveira et al., 2019) carried
out with concentrations ranging from 0.4 to 0.9 μg/cm2 without CS
inclusion (Ding et al., 2020), we observed significant cytotoxicity at
even lower NPs concentrations (0.21 μg/cm2) with nebulized
TiO2 and ZnO NPs under ALI + CS. This suggests an effective
aerosol to cell delivery of the Cloud α AX12 and the impact of
physiological CS on the uptake of NPs. Moreover, an inter-
laboratory study conducted in collaboration with 7 different
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FIGURE 7
Inhaled Fluticasone reduced PHMG-induced inflammation and EMT (A) Schematic timeline of the PHMG exposure and subsequent FL treatment on
AXiAECs mono-culture in 96- well plates. (B) Representative stainings of AXiAECs exposed to PHMGwith/without FL treatment under ALI with αMA (in red)
and Hoechst (in blue). Scale bar is 100 µm. (C) Themean fluorescent intensity (MFI) was calculated and the proprotion of αSMA expression was calculated
by normalizing with the nuclei intensity. PHMG exposed cells (+PHMG, -FL) was compared with healthy untreated controls (-PHMG, -FL) to check
inflammation by PHMG. Next, PHMG exposed cells (+PHMG, -FL) were compared with PHMG and FL treated cells (+PHMG, +100nM/500nM/1000 nM
FL) to check anti-inflammatory effect of FL. Region of interest (ROI or n = 6/conditions). Data are shown as mean ± SEM. (D) Brown dotted brackets
represent on-chip experiments. Timeline and schematic for PHMG and FL treatment in tri-cell culture (AXiAECs/d-THP1s/HLMVECs) on-chip. (E) Selected
genes for epithelial cells, inflammation-associated, macrophage and endothelial cells were measured under both ALI and ALI + CS conditions on-chip.
Significance associated with FL treated cells were estimated by comparing inflamed cells (+PHMG, -FL) with 100 nM (+PHMG, +100 nM FL) and 500 nM
(+PHMG, +500 nM FL) FL nebulized cells (N = 2, n = 8). Data are shown asmean ± SEM normalized to PHMG induced but without subsequent FL (+PHMG
-FL) treatment.
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laboratory groups recently confirmed the homogenous dispersion of
nanoparticles and consistent dose deposition profile using the
VITROCELL® Cloud 12 system (Bannuscher et al., 2022). This
study is a significant advancement in the standardization of
in vitro toxicity studies using ALI culture conditions and
advanced cloud exposure devices for regulatory purposes.

Although, there is still much debate and a lack of standardized
protocols for correlating in vivo and in vitro dosing, especially for
inhaled agents, our basic worst-case lifetime calculations indicate
that the 100 μg/mL dose used in our studies correlate approximately
with 18–60 h exposure for ZnO NPs and a 45–90 h exposure for
TiO2 NPs for an adult human living in a highly polluted area
(Supplementary Section S1). The difference in exposure time for
ZnO and TiO2 is related to their differences in solubility and
hydrophobicity profile (TiO2 is more hydrophobic than ZnO)
which determine their deposition kinetics in the lung (J. Wang &
Fan, 2014; IARC, 1989). The lack of standardized protocols may of
course also explain the difference observed. It would therefore be
important to understand the role of surface modifications of NPs
and how that influence their uptake mechanism in the lungs. PHMG
was chosen as a model for chemically induced toxicity because
recent cases of severe lung toxicity and inflammation in Korea led to
permanently ban PHMG as a component in humidifier disinfectants
(Park D. et al., 2015). In addition, several compelling studies have
shown that PHMG is a causative agent for lung toxicity, asthma,
fibrosis and cancer using in vivo animal inhalation studies (S. R. Kim
et al., 2015; S. H; Lee et al., 2021; Y. H; Lee & Seo, 2020). In vitro
studies have shown increased cytotoxicity, ROS generation with
EMT (S. Choi et al., 2022; Jeong et al., 2019; Park J. et al., 2019; Shin
et al., 2018), which were confirmed on-chip in the present study.

To assess the applicability of the Cloud α AX12 model for
simulating inflammation in the upper airway, we included bronchial
Calu3 cells in our study. Calu3 cells are commonly used as a cellular
model for the upper airway and have been previously shown to
exhibit barrier disruption and decreased permeability when exposed
to NPs (Banga et al., 2012; Dekali et al., 2014). Our results showed
similar barrier disruption in Calu3 cells on-chip when exposed to
nebulized NPs (ZnO and TiO2+ZnO NPs; Supplementary Figure
S2). Furthermore, gene expression analysis of Calu3 cells exposed to
nanoparticles on the chip provides strong evidence of an ongoing
inflammatory response (Supplementary Figure S2E). Alveolar
AXiAECs were used to model the distal region. Previous studies
with those cells have shown lipopolysaccharide (LPS) induced
inflammation and EMT mechanism induced by transforming
growth factor β 1 (TGFβ1) (Sengupta et al., 2022). We further
demonstrate here, that AXiAECs are very sensitive to nebulized NPs
and chemicals and show signs of cellular damage, EMT, and a
deregulated genetic profile. Furthermore, AXhAEpCs exposed to
aerosolized NPs confirmed the results obtained with the AXiAECs
model, with a disrupted barrier and a persistent inflammatory insult.
Strikingly, increased MUC1 expression on NPs and PHMG trigger
was observed in both AXhAEpCs and AXiAECs under dynamic CS
conditions. MUC1 is a membrane associated mucin protein that is
mainly released by AT2 cells and is present to a lesser extent in
AT1 cells (Astarita et al., 2012). Previous research has shown that
MUC1 or its partial released fragment, KL6 plays a role in anti-
inflammatory reaction specially in diseases such as COPD and
cancer (Ishikawa et al., 2011; Milara et al., 2018). Therefore,

MUC1 was found in large amount during an active inflammatory
phase, reflecting the results of our exposure. WIF1, another
extracellular mediator of the Wnt signalling pathway, has
recently been associated with clinical relevance in lung
inflammation (J. Choi et al., 2020). A sub-population of
AT2 cells expressing canonical AT2 markers like surfactant
proteins A1, A2 and C (SP-C) among others were found to have
increased expression of theWIF1 gene. This AT2 subpopulation and
in particular the WIF1 gene have been found to be abundantly
expressed during COPD and IPF suggesting their potential role in
the pathogenesis of those diseases (Shi et al., 2017; Sauler et al.,
2022). This is consistent with our data in which the WIF1 gene
expression was increased upon exposure to TiO2 NPs (Figure 4E).
This demonstrates the adequate potential of AXiAECs as a cell line
model for lung barrier toxicity studies when primary alveolar
epithelial cells are not available.

To include immune cells like macrophages in our system as an
active player for alveolar inflammation, differentiated THP1 cells
were used. d-THP1 cell line is classically used in co-culture studies
for the lung to mimic a functional diffusion barrier (Herminghaus
et al., 2022). Although, we have used PMA here for differentiation of
the THP1 monocytes to activated d-THP1 macrophages according
to previously established protocol (Kletting, 2017), several studies
have pointed the upregulation of various unrelated genes which
overrides the test-inducer associated inflammation (Park E. et al.,
2007; Farcal et al., 2012). Future studies are therefore needed to
optimize THP1 differentiation protocol to minimize undesirable
leaky effects of PMA activation. To verify macrophage activation,
CD68 surface protein marker was analyzed after PHMG induction.
CD68+ macrophages were verified in several studies to be
upregulated during inflammation (Chistiakov et al., 2016; Klinge
et al., 2020). Hence, increased expression of CD68 surface marker in
our studies established the presence of activated macrophage
population within the tri-cell culture model (Supplementary
Figure S3). Activated CD68+ THP1 macrophages were
demonstrated to additionally have increased expression of M1-
associated macrophage membrane associated protein, CD38 (Lam
et al., 2019). Previous research findings have indicated the
abundance of CD38 surface marker in THP1 cells during
inflammation (Green et al., 2020; Yarbro et al., 2020) which goes
in similar direction to what we demonstrated in our model on
exposure to NPs (Figure 4E) and PHMG (Figure 7F). While the role
of M2-associated macrophage marker CD206 in the lung is not
completely established, few studies have shown a correlation of the
presence of soluble CD206 forms with acute inflammation cases
(Tsuchiya et al., 2019; Nielsen et al., 2020). Since CD206+
M2 macrophage-like cells could be activated through the IL4/
IL13 axis (Genin et al., 2015), our hypothesis suggests that
exposure to NPs and PHMG trigger an alternative activation of
the THP1 cells in co-culture on-chip whichmight represent an onset
for aberrant anti-inflammatory effort. However, further extensive
profiling of the inflamed and activated THP1 subpopulations are
required to have a conclusive statement.

Furthermore, in our tri-cell culture model, the basal side of the
membrane was paved by ECs (HLMVEC). During inflammation,
the apical alveolar exposure from a trigger is known to result in
release of signaling factors that also activates the endothelial barrier
and increase permeability and paracellular gap formations (Kuebler
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et al., 2010; Bärnthaler et al., 2017). Therefore, in our studies we
demonstrated disrupted endothelial barrier on NPs and PHMG
exposure, whereas with FL treatment we observed an increase in
CD31 (or Pecam) expression signifying an onset of the barrier
recovery process. Moreover, increased vWF levels was observed
on exposure to PHMG on-chip which is in line with current research
findings confirming that elevated vWF amount is associated with
inflammation and emphysema pathogenesis (Harrison et al., 2017;
Langholm et al., 2020). It signifies that apical epithelial exposure of
the NPs and toxic PHMG were able to induce a much deeper basal
effect inciting endothelial activation and damage in our cellular
models on-chip. FL treatment on-chip was able to reduce expression
of inflammation and epithelial damage-associated genes, however it
could not recover barrier damage induced by PHMG. One reason
could be the small treatment window of 24 h which was not
sufficient to recover major loss of barrier integrity by PHMG or
booster doses of inhaled FL might be required to overcome such
major damage (Kortekaas Krohn et al., 2019; Sibinovska et al., 2022).

Notably, we have found an immense effect of three-dimensional
CS in our models. ALI along with CS culture conditions has a
tremendous influence on the alveolar barrier and made it highly
sensitive to the exposed NPs and PHMG. From our previous study
(Sengupta et al., 2022) we had observed changes with the actin fibers
on CS, which might hint towards a cytoskeletal rearrangement
which facilitates better sensitivity to the exposed toxicants.
Recent studies have shown convincing evidence that cell-ECM
interactions play an important role for particle uptake kinetics
and subsequent inflammation (Augustine et al., 2020; Engin
et al., 2017; A; Lee et al., 2022). On the other side, abnormal
ECM remodeling is a hallmark feature for COPD, asthma and
fibrosis (Ito et al., 2019; Dekkers et al., 2021; Migulina et al.,
2022). Therefore, it will be important to investigate the use of
native lung-derived ECM hydrogels (Nizamoglu et al., 2022)
along with CS in lung-on-chips to investigate inhalation toxicity.
In another recent publication, authors demonstrated that under 2D
linear strain, uptake of 100 nm particles was highly increased
(Doryab et al., 2021) where endocytosis and cytoskeletal
remodeling might play a prominent role (Freese et al., 2014;
Augustine et al., 2020).

The presence of surfactant in the in vivo distal lung circuit for
inhaled NPs is another crucial aspect to consider. Upon reaching the
deep lung, NPs tend to initially interact with the lung surfactant film,
which is a membrane-based lipid-protein complex secreted by
alveolar cells. This film plays an important role as it insulates the
respiratory ALI and can affect the toxicity of NPs (Olmeda et al.,
2020). Based on the charge of NPs, they can either attach to the lipid
heads or deplete the proportion of lipids. Therefore, in all cases there
is an impact on the surface tension which greatly influences the
interaction and translocation of NPs through the surfactant film
(Radiom et al., 2020; Hidalgo et al., 2017; Bai et al., 2020). Thus,
using in vitro ALI models with a thin layer of surfactant at the top is
the recommended approach when studying toxicity of NPs (Schleh
et al., 2013). Hence, it would be important for future studies to
include pulmonary surfactant preparation containing saturated and
unsaturated phospholipids and sufficient concentration of SP-B and
SP-C proteins when performing toxicity studies using such lung-on-
chip models (Pérez-Gil, 2022).

Moreover, current studies with tobacco smoke, which is known
to be the major risk factor for COPD (cdc.gov) have indicated that
CS plays a complex role in activating a mechano-inflammation
response in cells on exposure to cigarette smoke and extract
(Mondoñedo et al., 2020; Nossa et al., 2021). Hence, it will be
interesting to examine the precise role of ALI and CS in toxicant
uptake and reaction to cigarette smoke in future lung inhalation
models.

Conclusion

Comprehensively, the Cloud α AX12 platform recapitulates
critical parameters of inhalation toxicity in the lung epithelium
such as deposition kinetics, reproducible cytotoxic and barrier
disruption effects in cell models of varying complexities along
with deregulated gene and protein regulation representative of an
inflamed barrier. NPs like TiO2 and ZnO when exposed to cells on-
chip induce an inflammatory cascade resulting in barrier damage
and reduced cell viability in both alveolar and bronchial cell models.
Also, aerosolized PHMG induced significant cytotoxic response
including reduced barrier integrity, EMT and increased
expression of inflammatory cytokines in mono, co- and tri-cell
culture models on-chip. Moreover, we have demonstrated that
nebulized FL corticosteroid was strongly able to diminish
PHMG-induced toxic effects including EMT and inflammation.
Therefore, with the Cloud α AX12 we could establish three
different exposure models with varying multicellular complexities,
where a crucial physiological impact of ALI and CS combined
culture conditions could be conceived.

The Cloud α AX12 platform thereby allows for reproducible
testing conditions along with simple user-friendly handling which is
crucial for development of inhaled medicines and hazard assessment
studies. Overall, our results strongly advocate in favor of this
inhalation lung-on-chip model, and it will prove to be of high
value for pre-clinical and precision medicine studies to serve as a
suitable alternative for use of animal models in inhalation research.

Data availability statement

The original contributions presented in the study are included in
the article/Supplementary Material, further inquiries can be directed
to the corresponding author.

Author contributions

ArS, NH, and OG conceived and developed the overall pipeline
of this study. AD and AH assisted with the technical validation of the
Cloud α AX12. MJ, MS, WH, LD, AnS, TM, and PD performed cell
culture experiments, assisted other authors with experiments and/or
data management. ArS collected and analyzed the data. ArS wrote
the manuscript. TM and PD provided inputs in their respective field
of expertise. NH and OG contributed to the interpretation of the
data and reviewed the manuscript. All authors provided feedback
and approved the submitted version.

Frontiers in Pharmacology frontiersin.org18

Sengupta et al. 10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

http://cdc.gov
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739


Acknowledgments

The Eurostars (project Nr. AIM4DOC) is greatly acknowledged for
financial support. Part of the project was also funded by SNSF (grant
number 185365). The authors would like to thank Yara-Maria Proust
who conducted preliminary experiments with nanoparticle exposures
on chip. Andreas O. Stucki was affiliated with the University of Bern at
the conception of this study and is currently affiliated with PETA
Science Consortium International e.V., Stuttgart, Germany. We are
grateful to Paul Schumacher (Vitrocell) for reviewing parts of the
manuscript. The authors also highly appreciate the support of Nuria
Roldan and Aude Rapet (AlveoliX) in the AIM4DOC project.

Conflict of interest

O.G. holds equity in AlveolIX AG, Swiss Organs-on-Chip
Innovation, OW and TK are employed by VITROCELL
Systems GmbH.

The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted
without any commercial or financial relationships that could be
construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors and
do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or
those of the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that
may be evaluated in this article, or claim that may be made by its
manufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.

Supplementary material

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739/
full#supplementary-material

References

Abaci, H. E., and Shuler, M. L. (2015). Human-on-a-chip design strategies and
principles for physiologically based pharmacokinetics/pharmacodynamics modeling.
Integr. Biol. 7 (4), 383–391. doi:10.1039/c4ib00292j

Abdulnasser Harfoush, S., Hannig, M., Le, D. D., Heck, S., Leitner, M., Omlor, A. J.,
et al. (2020). High-dose intranasal application of titanium dioxide nanoparticles induces
the systemic uptakes and allergic airway inflammation in asthmatic mice. Respir. Res. 21
(1), 168. doi:10.1186/s12931-020-01386-0

Adegunsoye, D., and Rafeq, S. (2019). Toxic inhalational lung injury.
Pulmonology Advisor. Available at: https://www.pulmonologyadvisor.com/
home/decision-support-in-medicine/pulmonary-medicine/toxic-inhalational-
lung-injury/December 2, 2022).

Adeola, F. O. (2021). Global impact of chemicals and toxic substances on human
health and the environment. Handb. Glob. Health, 2227–2256. doi:10.1007/978-3-030-
45009-0_96

Animal Wellness Action (2022). Biden signs five animal protection measures into law.
Washington DC, USA: GlobeNewswire News Room. Available at: https://www.
globenewswire.com/en/news-release/2022/12/30/2581290/0/en/Biden-Signs-Five-
Animal-Protection-Measures-into-Law.html.

Antonio, C., Guido, J., Khamir, M., Peng, G., and Andrzej, P. (2016). Ddl.

Artzy-Schnirman, A., Arber Raviv, S., Doppelt Flikshtain, O., Shklover, J., Korin, N.,
Gross, A., et al. (2021). Advanced human-relevant in vitro pulmonary platforms for
respiratory therapeutics. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 176, 113901. doi:10.1016/j.addr.2021.
113901

Artzy-Schnirman, A., Zidan, H., Elias-Kirma, S., Ben-Porat, L., Tenenbaum-Katan, J.,
Carius, P., et al. (2019). Capturing the onset of bacterial pulmonary infection in acini-
on-chips. Adv. Biosyst. 3 (9), 1900026. doi:10.1002/adbi.201900026

Assad, N., Sood, A., Campen, M. J., and Zychowski, K. E. (2018). Metal-induced
pulmonary fibrosis. Curr. Environ. Health Rep. 5 (4), 486–498. doi:10.1007/s40572-018-
0219-7

Astarita, J. L., Acton, S. E., and Turley, S. J. (2012). Podoplanin: Emerging Functions
in development, the immune system, and cancer. Front. Immunol. 3, 283. doi:10.3389/
fimmu.2012.00283

Augustine, R., Hasan, A., Primavera, R., Wilson, R. J., Thakor, A. S., and Kevadiya, B.
D. (2020). Cellular uptake and retention of nanoparticles: Insights on particle properties
and interaction with cellular components. Mater. Today Commun. 25, 101692. doi:10.
1016/j.mtcomm.2020.101692

Banga, A., Witzmann, F. A., Petrache, H. I., and Blazer-Yost, B. L. (2012). Functional
effects of nanoparticle exposure on calu-3 airway epithelial cells. Cell. Physiology
Biochem. 29 (1-2), 197–212. doi:10.1159/000337601

Bannuscher, A., Schmid, O., Drasler, B., Rohrbasser, A., Braakhuis, H. M., Meldrum,
K., et al. (2022). An inter-laboratory effort to harmonize the cell-delivered in vitro dose
of aerosolized materials. NanoImpact 28, 100439.

Barnes, P. J., Bonini, S., Seeger, W., Belvisi, M. G., Ward, B., and Holmes, A. (2015).
Barriers to new drug development in respiratory disease. Eur. Respir. J. 45 (5),
1197–1207. doi:10.1183/09031936.00007915

Bärnthaler, T., Maric, J., Platzer, W., Konya, V., Theiler, A., Hasenöhrl, C., et al.
(2017). The role of PGE2 in alveolar epithelial and lung microvascular endothelial
crosstalk. Sci. Rep. 7 (1), 7923. doi:10.1038/s41598-017-08228-y

Baumgartner, K. B., Samet, J. M., Coultas, D. B., Stidley, C. A., Hunt, W. C., Colby, T.
V., et al. (2000). Occupational and environmental risk factors for idiopathic pulmonary
fibrosis: A multicenter case-control study. Collaborating centers. Am. J. Epidemiol. 152
(4), 307–315. doi:10.1093/aje/152.4.307

Benam, K. H., Novak, R., Nawroth, J., Hirano-Kobayashi, M., Ferrante, T. C., Choe,
Y., et al. (2016). Matched-comparative modeling of normal and diseased human airway
responses using a microengineered breathing lung chip. Cell. Syst. 3 (5), 456–466.e4.
doi:10.1016/j.cels.2016.10.003

Bliss, B., Tran, K. I., Sioutas, C., and Campbell, A. (2018). Ambient ultrafine particles
activate human monocytes: Effect of dose, differentiation state and age of donors.
Environ. Res. 161, 314–320. doi:10.1016/j.envres.2017.11.019

Bur, M., Rothen-Rutishauser, B., Huwer, H., and Lehr, C.-M. (2009). A novel cell
compatible impingement system to study in vitro drug absorption from dry powder
aerosol formulations. Eur. J. Pharm. Biopharm. 72 (2), 350–357. doi:10.1016/j.ejpb.
2008.07.019

Carlier, F. M., De Fays, C., and Pilette, C. (2021). Epithelial barrier dysfunction in
chronic respiratory diseases. Front. Physiology 12, 691227. doi:10.3389/fphys.2021.
691227

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2022). Smoking and COPD. Office on
Smoking and Health, USA: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Available at:
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/campaign/tips/diseases/copd.html (Retrieved December
2, 2022).

Chen, H. W., Su, S. F., Chien, C. T., Lin, W. H., Yu, S. L., Chou, C. C., et al. (2006).
Titanium dioxide nanoparticles induce emphysema-like lung injury in mice. FASEB J.
20 (13), 2393–2395. doi:10.1096/fj.06-6485fje

Chistiakov, D. A., Killingsworth, M. C., Myasoedova, V. A., Orekhov, A. N., and
Bobryshev, Y. V. (2016). CD68/macrosialin: Not just a histochemical marker. Lab.
Investig. 97 (1), 4–13. doi:10.1038/labinvest.2016.116

Choi, J., Park, J.-E., Tsagkogeorga, G., Yanagita, M., Koo, B.-K., Han, N., et al. (2020).
Inflammatory signals induce AT2 cell-derived damage-associated transient progenitors
that mediate alveolar regeneration. Cell. Stem Cell. 27 (3), 366–382.e7. doi:10.1016/j.
stem.2020.06.020

Choi, S., Choi, S., Choi, Y., Cho, N., Kim, S.-Y., Lee, C. H., et al. (2022).
Polyhexamethylene guanidine phosphate increases stress granule formation in
human 3D lung organoids under respiratory syncytial virus infection. Ecotoxicol.
Environ. Saf. 229, 113094. doi:10.1016/j.ecoenv.2021.113094

Cidem, A., Bradbury, P., Traini, D., and Ong, H. X. (2020). Modifying and integrating
in vitro and ex vivo respiratory models for inhalation drug screening. Front. Bioeng.
Biotechnol. 8, 581995. doi:10.3389/fbioe.2020.581995

Clippinger, A. J., Allen, D., Jarabek, A. M., Corvaro, M., Gaça, M., Gehen, S., et al.
(2018). Alternative approaches for acute inhalation toxicity testing to address global
regulatory and non-regulatory data requirements: An international workshop report.
Vitro 48, 53–70. doi:10.1016/j.tiv.2017.12.011

Frontiers in Pharmacology frontiersin.org19

Sengupta et al. 10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1039/c4ib00292j
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-020-01386-0
https://www.pulmonologyadvisor.com/home/decision-support-in-medicine/pulmonary-medicine/toxic-inhalational-lung-injury/
https://www.pulmonologyadvisor.com/home/decision-support-in-medicine/pulmonary-medicine/toxic-inhalational-lung-injury/
https://www.pulmonologyadvisor.com/home/decision-support-in-medicine/pulmonary-medicine/toxic-inhalational-lung-injury/
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-45009-0_96
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-45009-0_96
https://www.globenewswire.com/en/news-release/2022/12/30/2581290/0/en/Biden-Signs-Five-Animal-Protection-Measures-into-Law.html
https://www.globenewswire.com/en/news-release/2022/12/30/2581290/0/en/Biden-Signs-Five-Animal-Protection-Measures-into-Law.html
https://www.globenewswire.com/en/news-release/2022/12/30/2581290/0/en/Biden-Signs-Five-Animal-Protection-Measures-into-Law.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2021.113901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2021.113901
https://doi.org/10.1002/adbi.201900026
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40572-018-0219-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40572-018-0219-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2012.00283
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2012.00283
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mtcomm.2020.101692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mtcomm.2020.101692
https://doi.org/10.1159/000337601
https://doi.org/10.1183/09031936.00007915
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-08228-y
https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/152.4.307
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cels.2016.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2017.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2008.07.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2008.07.019
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2021.691227
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2021.691227
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/campaign/tips/diseases/copd.html
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.06-6485fje
https://doi.org/10.1038/labinvest.2016.116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2020.06.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2020.06.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2021.113094
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.581995
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2017.12.011
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739


Cooney, D. J., and Hickey, A. J. (2011). Cellular response to the deposition of diesel
exhaust particle aerosols onto human lung cells grown at the air–liquid interface by
inertial impaction. Toxicol. Vitro 25 (8), 1953–1965. doi:10.1016/j.tiv.2011.06.019

Dekali, S., Gamez, C., Kortulewski, T., Blazy, K., Rat, P., and Lacroix, G. (2014).
Assessment of an in vitro model of pulmonary barrier to study the translocation of
nanoparticles. Toxicol. Rep. 1, 157–171. doi:10.1016/j.toxrep.2014.03.003

Dekkers, B. G. J., Saad, S. I., van Spelde, L. J., and Burgess, J. K. (2021). Basement
membranes in obstructive pulmonary diseases. Matrix Biol. Plus 12, 100092. doi:10.
1016/j.mbplus.2021.100092

Derk, R., Davidson, D. C., Manke, A., Stueckle, T. A., Rojanasakul, Y., and Wang, L.
(2015). Potential in vitromodel for testing the effect of exposure to nanoparticles on the
lung alveolar epithelial barrier. Sens. Bio-Sensing Res. 3, 38–45. doi:10.1016/j.sbsr.2014.
12.002

Desai, L. P., Chapman, K. E., and Waters, C. M. (2008). Mechanical stretch decreases
migration of alveolar epithelial cells through mechanisms involving Rac1 and TIAM1.
Am. J. Physiology-Lung Cell. Mol. Physiology 295 (5), L958–L965. doi:10.1152/ajplung.
90218.2008

Ding, Y., Weindl, P., Lenz, A.-G., Mayer, P., Krebs, T., and Schmid, O. (2020). Quartz
Crystal microbalances (QCM) are suitable for real-time dosimetry in nanotoxicological
studies using VITROCELL®Cloud Cell Exposure Systems. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 17 (1),
44. doi:10.1186/s12989-020-00376-w

Doryab, A., Taskin, M. B., Stahlhut, P., Schröppel, A., Orak, S., Voss, C., et al. (2021).
A bioinspired in vitro lungmodel to study particokinetics of nano-/microparticles under
cyclic stretch and air-liquid interface conditions. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 9, 616830.
doi:10.3389/fbioe.2021.616830

Elbert, K. J., Schäfer, U. F., Schäfers, H. J., Kim, K. J., Lee, V. H., and Lehr, C. M.
(1999). Monolayers of human alveolar epithelial cells in primary culture for pulmonary
absorption and transport studies. Pharm. Res. 16 (5), 601–608. doi:10.1023/a:
1018887501927

Elias-Kirma, S., Artzy-Schnirman, A., Das, P., Heller-Algazi, M., Korin, N., and
Sznitman, J. (2020). In situ-like aerosol inhalation exposure for cytotoxicity assessment
using airway-on-chips platforms. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 8, 91. doi:10.3389/fbioe.
2020.00091

Engin, A. B., Nikitovic, D., Neagu, M., Henrich-Noack, P., Docea, A. O., Shtilman, M.
I., et al. (2017). Mechanistic understanding of nanoparticles’ interactions with
extracellular matrix: The cell and immune system. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 14 (1), 22.
doi:10.1186/s12989-017-0199-z

EPAA (2022). European commission. Available at: https://webcast.ec.europa.eu/the-
2022-annual-conference-of-the-european partnership-for-alternative-approaches-to-
animal-testing-epaa-accelerating-the-transition-to-animal-free-sustainable (Retrieved
November 23, 2022).

Erhardt, C., and Kim, K.-J. (2021). Drug absorption studies: In situ, in vitro and
in silico models.

Farcal, L. R., Uboldi, C., Mehn, D., Giudetti, G., Nativo, P., Ponti, J., et al. (2012).
Mechanisms of toxicity induced by sio2nanoparticles ofin vitrohuman alveolar barrier:
Effects on cytokine production, oxidative stress induction, surfactant proteins a mrna
expression and nanoparticles uptake. Nanotoxicology 7 (6), 1095–1110. doi:10.3109/
17435390.2012.710658

Fishler, R., Hofemeier, P., Etzion, Y., Dubowski, Y., and Sznitman, J. (2015). Particle
Dynamics and deposition in true-scale pulmonary acinar models. Sci. Rep. 5 (1), 14071.
doi:10.1038/srep14071

Fizeșan, I., Chary, A., Cambier, S., Moschini, E., Serchi, T., Nelissen, I., et al. (2018).
Responsiveness assessment of a 3D tetra-culture alveolar model exposed to diesel
exhaust particulate matter. Toxicol. Vitro 53, 67–79. doi:10.1016/j.tiv.2018.07.019

Freese, C., Schreiner, D., Anspach, L., Bantz, C., Maskos, M., Unger, R. E., et al. (2014).
In vitro investigation of silica nanoparticle uptake into human endothelial cells under
physiological cyclic stretch. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 11 (1), 68. doi:10.1186/s12989-014-
0068-y

Freire, K., Ordóñez Ramos, F., Soria, D. B., Pabón Gelves, E., and Di Virgilio, A. L.
(2021). Cytotoxicity and DNA damage evaluation of tio2 and zno nanoparticles. uptake
in lung cells in culture. Toxicol. Res. 10 (2), 192–202. doi:10.1093/toxres/tfaa112

Fröhlich, E., Bonstingl, G., Höfler, A., Meindl, C., Leitinger, G., Pieber, T. R.,
et al. (2013). Comparison of two in vitro systems to assess cellular effects of
nanoparticles-containing aerosols. Toxicol. Vitro 27 (1), 409–417. doi:10.1016/j.
tiv.2012.08.008

Fröhlich, E., Mercuri, A., Wu, S., and Salar-Behzadi, S. (2016). Measurements of
deposition, lung surface area and lung fluid for simulation of inhaled compounds. Front.
Pharmacol. 7, 181. doi:10.3389/fphar.2016.00181

Geiser, M., and Kreyling, W. G. (2010). Deposition and biokinetics of inhaled
nanoparticles. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 7 (1), 2. doi:10.1186/1743-8977-7-2

Genin, M., Clement, F., Fattaccioli, A., Raes, M., and Michiels, C. (2015). M1 and
M2 macrophages derived from THP-1 cells differentially modulate the response of
cancer cells to etoposide. BMC Cancer 15 (1), 577. doi:10.1186/s12885-015-1546-9

Gina Main Report (2022). Global initiative for asthma. GINA, Fontana, USA: GINA.
Retrieved November 18, 2022, Available at: https://ginasthma.org/gina-reports/.

Government Bill (2020). Third reading - strengthening environmental protection for a
healthier Canada act - parliament of Canada. Government bill (senate) S-5 (44-1) - third
reading - strengthening environmental protection for a healthier Canada act - parliament
of Canada. (n.d.). (Senate) S-5 (44-1). Retrieved November 23, 2022, Available at:
https://www.parl.ca/DocumentViewer/en/44-1/bill/S-5/third-reading.

Green, I. D., Pinello, N., Song, R., Lee, Q., Halstead, J. M., Kwok, C.-T., et al. (2020).
Macrophage development and activation involve coordinated intron retention in key
inflammatory regulators. Nucleic Acids Res. 48 (12), 6513–6529. doi:10.1093/nar/gkaa435

Gustafsson, Å., Lindstedt, E., Elfsmark, L. S., and Bucht, A. (2011). Lung exposure of
titanium dioxide nanoparticles induces innate immune activation and long-lasting
lymphocyte response in the dark agouti rat. J. Immunotoxicol. 8 (2), 111–121. doi:10.
3109/1547691X.2010.546382

Hamilton, R. F., Thakur, S. A., and Holian, A. (2008). Silica binding and toxicity in
alveolar macrophages. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 44 (7), 1246–1258. doi:10.1016/j.
freeradbiomed.2007.12.027

Harrison, J. M., Quanstrom, L. M., Robinson, A. R., Wobeser, B., Anderson, S. L., and
Singh, B. (2017). Expression of von Willebrand factor, pulmonary intravascular
macrophages, and toll-like receptors in lungs of septic foals. J. Veterinary Sci. 18
(1), 17–23. doi:10.4142/jvs.2017.18.1.17

He, S., Gui, J., Xiong, K., Chen, M., Gao, H., and Fu, Y. (2022). A roadmap to
pulmonary delivery strategies for the treatment of infectious lung diseases.
J. Nanobiotechnology 20 (1), 101. doi:10.1186/s12951-022-01307-x

Herminghaus, A., Kozlov, A. V., Szabó, A., Hantos, Z., Gylstorff, S., Kuebart, A., et al.
(2022). A barrier to defend - models of pulmonary barrier to study acute inflammatory
diseases. Front. Immunol. 13, 895100. doi:10.3389/fimmu.2022.895100

Hess, A., Wang-Lauenstein, L., Braun, A., Kolle, S. N., Landsiedel, R., Liebsch, M.,
et al. (2016). Prevalidation of the ex-vivo model PCLS for prediction of respiratory
toxicity. Toxicol. Vitro 32, 347–361. doi:10.1016/j.tiv.2016.01.006

Hobi, N., Ravasio, A., and Haller, T. (2012). Interfacial stress affects rat alveolar type II
cell signaling and gene expression. Am. J. Physiology-Lung Cell. Mol. Physiology 303 (2),
L117–L129. doi:10.1152/ajplung.00340.2011

Horváth, T., Papp, A., Igaz, N., Kovács, D., Kozma, G., Trenka, V., et al. (2018).
Pulmonary impact of titanium dioxide nanorods: Examination of nanorod-exposed rat
lungs and human alveolar cells. Int. J. Nanomedicine 13, 7061–7077. doi:10.2147/IJN.
S179159

Huang, D., Liu, T., Liao, J., Maharjan, S., Xie, X., Pérez, M., et al. (2021). Reversed-
engineered human alveolar lung-on-a-chip model. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 118 (19),
e2016146118. doi:10.1073/pnas.2016146118

Huh, D., Matthews, B. D., Mammoto, A., Montoya-Zavala, M., Hsin, H. Y., and
Ingber, D. E. (2010). Reconstituting organ-level lung functions on a chip. Science 328
(5986), 1662–1668. doi:10.1126/science.1188302

IARC (1989). Titanium dioxide 1. exposure data - world health organization.
Retrieved November 30, 2022, Available at: https://monographs.iarc.who.int/wp-
content/uploads/2018/06/mono93-7.pdf.

Ishikawa, N., Mazur, W., Toljamo, T., Vuopala, K., Rönty, M., Horimasu, Y., et al.
(2011). Ageing and long-term smoking affects KL-6 levels in the lung, induced sputum
and plasma. BMC Pulm. Med. 11 (1), 22. doi:10.1186/1471-2466-11-22

Ito, J. T., Lourenço, J. D., Righetti, R. F., Tibério, I. F. L. C., Prado, C. M., and Lopes, F.
D. T. Q. S. (2019). Extracellular matrix component remodeling in respiratory diseases:
What has been found in clinical and experimental studies? Cells 8 (4), 342. doi:10.3390/
cells8040342

Jeong, M. H., Kim, H. R., Park, Y. J., and Chung, K. H. (2019). Akt and notch
pathways mediate polyhexamethylene guanidine phosphate-induced epithelial-
mesenchymal transition via ZEB2. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 380, 114691. doi:10.
1016/j.taap.2019.114691

Ji, J., Upadhyay, S., Xiong, X., Malmlöf, M., Sandström, T., Gerde, P., et al. (2018).
Multi-cellular human bronchial models exposed to diesel exhaust particles: Assessment
of inflammation, oxidative stress and macrophage polarization. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 15
(1), 19. doi:10.1186/s12989-018-0256-2

Joint Research Centre, Institute for Health and Consumer Protection, Institute for
Reference Materials and MeasurementsSingh, C., Levin, M., and Friedrichs, S. (2012).
NM-series of representative manufactured nanomaterials: Zinc oxide NM-110, NM-111,
NM-112, NM-113 characterisation and test item preparation. Publications Office.

Kaiser, A. J., Salem, C., Alvarenga, B. J., Pagliaro, A., Smith, K. P., Valerio, L. G., et al.
(2021). A robotic system for real-time analysis of inhaled submicron andmicroparticles.
IScience 24 (10), 103091. doi:10.1016/j.isci.2021.103091

Kim, S. R., Lee, Y. C., Kim, D. I., Park, H. J., and Kim, S. H. (2015). Inhaled PHMG can
induce pulmonary fibrosis through mitochondrial ros generation. 1.5 diffuse parenchymal
lung disease.

Kim, Y. H., Fazlollahi, F., Kennedy, I. M., Yacobi, N. R., Hamm-Alvarez, S. F., Borok,
Z., et al. (2010). Alveolar epithelial cell injury due to zinc oxide nanoparticle exposure.
Am. J. Respir. Crit. Care Med. 182 (11), 1398–1409. doi:10.1164/rccm.201002-0185OC

Kletting, S., Barthold, S., Repnik, U., Griffiths, G., Loretz, B., Schneider-Daum, N.,
et al. (2018). Co-culture of human alveolar epithelial (haelvi) and macrophage (THP-1)
cell lines. ALTEX 35 (2), 211–222.

Frontiers in Pharmacology frontiersin.org20

Sengupta et al. 10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2011.06.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxrep.2014.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mbplus.2021.100092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mbplus.2021.100092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbsr.2014.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbsr.2014.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajplung.90218.2008
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajplung.90218.2008
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12989-020-00376-w
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2021.616830
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1018887501927
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1018887501927
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.00091
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.00091
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12989-017-0199-z
https://webcast.ec.europa.eu/the-2022-annual-conference-of-the-european%20partnership-for-alternative-approaches-to-animal-testing-epaa-accelerating-the-transition-to-animal-free-sustainable
https://webcast.ec.europa.eu/the-2022-annual-conference-of-the-european%20partnership-for-alternative-approaches-to-animal-testing-epaa-accelerating-the-transition-to-animal-free-sustainable
https://webcast.ec.europa.eu/the-2022-annual-conference-of-the-european%20partnership-for-alternative-approaches-to-animal-testing-epaa-accelerating-the-transition-to-animal-free-sustainable
https://doi.org/10.3109/17435390.2012.710658
https://doi.org/10.3109/17435390.2012.710658
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep14071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2018.07.019
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12989-014-0068-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12989-014-0068-y
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxres/tfaa112
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2012.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2012.08.008
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2016.00181
https://doi.org/10.1186/1743-8977-7-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-015-1546-9
https://ginasthma.org/gina-reports/
https://www.parl.ca/DocumentViewer/en/44-1/bill/S-5/third-reading
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkaa435
https://doi.org/10.3109/1547691X.2010.546382
https://doi.org/10.3109/1547691X.2010.546382
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2007.12.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2007.12.027
https://doi.org/10.4142/jvs.2017.18.1.17
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-022-01307-x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2022.895100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2016.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajplung.00340.2011
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S179159
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S179159
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2016146118
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1188302
https://monographs.iarc.who.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/mono93-7.pdf
https://monographs.iarc.who.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/mono93-7.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2466-11-22
https://doi.org/10.3390/cells8040342
https://doi.org/10.3390/cells8040342
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2019.114691
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2019.114691
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12989-018-0256-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2021.103091
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201002-0185OC
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739


Klinge, U., Dievernich, A., Tolba, R., Klosterhalfen, B., and Davies, L. (2020). cd68+
macrophages as crucial components of the foreign body reaction demonstrate an
unconventional pattern of functional markers quantified by analysis with double
fluorescence staining. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. Part B Appl. Biomaterials 108 (8),
3134–3146. doi:10.1002/jbm.b.34639

Kolanjiyil, A. V., Kleinstreuer, C., Kleinstreuer, N. C., Pham, W., and Sadikot, R. T.
(2019). Mice-to-men comparison of inhaled drug-aerosol deposition and clearance.
Respir. Physiol. Neurobiol. 260, 82–94. doi:10.1016/j.resp.2018.11.003

Kortekaas Krohn, I., Seys, S. F., Lund, G., Jonckheere, A. C., Dierckx de Casterlé, I.,
Ceuppens, J. L., et al. (2019). Nasal epithelial barrier dysfunction increases sensitization
and mast cell degranulation in the absence of allergic inflammation. Allergy 75 (5),
1155–1164. doi:10.1111/all.14132

Kuebler, W. M., Yang, Y., Samapati, R., and Uhlig, S. (2010). Vascular barrier
regulation by PAF, ceramide, caveolae, and no - an intricate signaling network with
discrepant effects in the pulmonary and Systemic Vasculature. Cell. Physiology Biochem.
26 (1), 29–40. doi:10.1159/000315103

Kuroda, E., Ozasa, K., Temizoz, B., Ohata, K., Koo, C. X., Kanuma, T., et al. (2016).
Inhaled fine particles induce alveolar macrophage death and interleukin-1α release to
promote inducible bronchus-associated lymphoid tissue formation. Immunity, 45(6),
1299–1310.

Lam, J. H., Ng, H. H., Lim, C. J., Sim, X. N., Malavasi, F., Li, H., et al. (2019).
Expression of CD38 on macrophages predicts improved prognosis in hepatocellular
carcinoma. Front. Immunol. 10, 2093. doi:10.3389/fimmu.2019.02093

Langholm, L. L., Rønnow, S. R., Sand, J. M. B., Leeming, D. J., Tal-Singer, R., Miller, B.
E., et al. (2020). Increased von Willebrand factor processing in COPD, reflecting lung
epithelium damage, is associated with emphysema, exacerbations and elevatedmortality
risk. Int. J. Chronic Obstr. Pulm. Dis. 15, 543–552. doi:10.2147/COPD.S235673

Lee, A., Sousa de Almeida, M., Milinkovic, D., Septiadi, D., Taladriz-Blanco, P.,
Loussert-Fonta, C., et al. (2022). Substrate stiffness reduces particle uptake by epithelial
cells and macrophages in a size-dependent manner through mechanoregulation.
Nanoscale 14 (40), 15141–15155. doi:10.1039/d2nr03792k

Lee, S.-H., Ahn, J.-R., Go, H.-N., Lee, S.-Y., Park, M. J., Song, K. B., et al. (2021).
Exposure to polyhexamethylene guanidine exacerbates bronchial hyperresponsiveness
and lung inflammation in a mouse model of ovalbumin-induced asthma. Allergy,
Asthma Immunol. Res. 13 (4), 655–664. doi:10.4168/aair.2021.13.4.655

Lee, S. Y., Kim, J. S., Lee, J. M., Kwon, S. S., Kim, K. H., Moon, H. S., et al. (2008).
Inhaled corticosteroid prevents the thickening of airway smooth muscle in murine
model of chronic asthma. Pulm. Pharmacol. Ther. 21 (1), 14–19. doi:10.1016/j.pupt.
2006.10.009

Lee, Y.-H., and Seo, D.-S. (2020). Toxicity of humidifier disinfectant
polyhexamethylene guanidine hydrochloride by two-week whole body-
inhalation exposure in rats. J. Toxicol. Pathology 33 (4), 265–277. doi:10.1293/
tox.2020-0043

Leibrock, L., Wagener, S., Singh, A. V., Laux, P., and Luch, A. (2019).
Nanoparticle induced barrier function assessment at liquid–liquid and
air–liquid interface in novel human lung epithelia cell lines. Toxicol. Res. 8 (6),
1016–1027. doi:10.1039/c9tx00179d

Lenz, A. G., Karg, E., Lentner, B., Dittrich, V., Brandenberger, C., Rothen-Rutishauser,
B., et al. (2009). A dose-controlled system for air-liquid interface cell exposure and
application to zinc oxide nanoparticles. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 6 (1), 32. doi:10.1186/1743-
8977-6-32

Lenz, A., Stoeger, T., Cei, D., Schmidmeir, M., Semren, N., Burgstaller, G., et al.
(2014). Efficient Bioactive delivery of Aerosolized drugs to human pulmonary epithelial
cells cultured in air–liquid interface conditions. Am. J. Respir. Cell. Mol. Biol. 51 (4),
526–535. doi:10.1165/rcmb.2013-0479OC

Leroux, M. M., Hocquel, R., Bourge, K., Kokot, B., Kokot, H., Koklič, T., et al. (2022).
Aerosol–cell exposure system applied to semi-adherent cells for aerosolization of lung
surfactant and nanoparticles followed by high quality RNA extraction. Nanomaterials
12 (8), 1362. doi:10.3390/nano12081362

Lewis, D. J., Williams, T. C., and Beck, S. L. (2013). Foamy macrophage responses in
the rat lung following exposure to inhaled pharmaceuticals: A simple, pragmatic
approach for inhaled drug development. J. Appl. Toxicol. 34 (4), 319–331. doi:10.
1002/jat.2950

Lock, J. Y., Carlson, T. L., and Carrier, R. L. (2018). Mucus models to evaluate the
diffusion of drugs and particles. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 124, 34–49. doi:10.1016/j.addr.
2017.11.001

London, L., Coggon, D., Moretto, A., Westerholm, P., Wilks, M. F., and Colosio, C.
(2010). The ethics of human volunteer studies involving experimental exposure to
pesticides: Unanswered dilemmas. Environ. Health 9 (1), 50. doi:10.1186/1476-069X-
9-50

Migulina, N., Tjin, G., Faiz, A., Borghuis, T., Metzlar, M., Dijk, E. M., et al. (2022).
Differential roles for Lysyl oxidase (like) family members in chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease; from gene and protein expression to function. B108. ORIGINS
AND OUTCOMES OF COPD.

Milara, J., Morell, A., de Diego, A., Artigues, E., Morcillo, E., and Cortijo, J. (2018).
Mucin 1 deficiency mediates corticosteroid insensitivity in asthma. Allergy 74 (1),
111–121. doi:10.1111/all.13546

Molino, A., Calabrese, G., and Maniscalco, M. (2018). Patient considerations in the
treatment of COPD: Focus on the new combination inhaler fluticasone furoate/
umeclidinium/vilanterol. Patient Prefer. Adherence 12, 993–1001. doi:10.2147/PPA.
S152179

Mondoñedo, J. R., Bartolák-Suki, E., Bou Jawde, S., Nelson, K., Cao, K., Sonnenberg,
A., et al. (2020). A high-throughput system for cyclic stretching of precision-cut lung
slices during acute cigarette smoke extract exposure. Front. Physiology 11, 566. doi:10.
3389/fphys.2020.00566

Monsé, C., Raulf, M., Hagemeyer, O., van Kampen, V., Kendzia, B., Gering, V.,
et al. (2019). Airway inflammation after inhalation of nano-sized zinc oxide
particles in human volunteers. BMC Pulm. Med. 19 (1), 266. doi:10.1186/
s12890-019-1026-0

Naidu, R., Biswas, B., Willett, I. R., Cribb, J., Kumar Singh, B., Paul Nathanail, C., et al.
(2021). Chemical pollution: A growing peril and potential catastrophic risk to humanity.
Environ. Int. 156, 106616. doi:10.1016/j.envint.2021.106616

NHS (2022). NHS choices. Available at: https://www.nhs.uk/medicines/fluticasone-
inhalers/ (Retrieved November 30, 2022).

Nielsen, M. C., Hvidbjerg Gantzel, R., Clària, J., Trebicka, J., Møller, H. J., and
Grønbæk, H. (2020). Macrophage activation markers, CD163 and CD206, in acute-on-
chronic liver failure. Cells 9 (5), 1175. doi:10.3390/cells9051175

Nizamoglu, M., de Hilster, R. H. J., Zhao, F., Sharma, P. K., Borghuis, T., Harmsen, M.
C., et al. (2022). An in vitro model of fibrosis using crosslinked native extracellular
matrix-derived hydrogels to modulate biomechanics without changing composition.

Nossa, R., Costa, J., Cacopardo, L., and Ahluwalia, A. (2021). Breathing in vitro:
Designs and applications of engineered lung models. J. Tissue Eng. 12,
204173142110086. doi:10.1177/20417314211008696

Nuwer, R. (2022). US agency seeks to phase out animal testing. Nature. doi:10.1038/
d41586-022-03569-9

OECD (2022). Case study on the use of an integrated approach for testing and
assessment (IATA) for new approach methodology (NAM) for refining inhalation
risk assessment from point of contact toxicity of the pesticide, Chlorothalonil.
OECD Ser. Test . Assess . No 367. Available at : https ://www.oecd.org/
officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=env/cbc/mono(2022)
31doclanguage=en

Oliveira, V. R., Uriarte, J. J., Falcones, B., Jorba, I., Zin, W. A., Farré, R., et al. (2019).
Biomechanical response of lung epithelial cells to iron oxide and titanium dioxide
nanoparticles. Front. Physiology 10, 1047. doi:10.3389/fphys.2019.01047

Olmeda, B., Alonso, A., Pérez-Gil, J., and Perez-Gil, J. (2020). Lipid–protein and
protein–protein interactions in the pulmonary surfactant system and their role in lung
homeostasis. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 21 (10), 3708. doi:10.3390/ijms21103708

Park, D.-U., Choi, Y.-Y., Ahn, J.-J., Lim, H.-K., Kim, S.-K., Roh, H.-S., et al. (2015).
Relationship between exposure to household humidifier disinfectants and risk of lung
injury: A family-based study. PLOS ONE 10 (5), e0124610. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.
0124610

Park, E. K., Jung, H. S., Yang, H. I., Yoo, M. C., Kim, C., and Kim, K. S. (2007).
Optimized THP-1 differentiation is required for the detection of responses to weak
stimuli. Inflamm. Res. 56 (1), 45–50. doi:10.1007/s00011-007-6115-5

Park, Y. J., Jeong, M. H., Bang, I. J., Kim, H. R., and Chung, K. H. (2019). Guanidine-
based disinfectants, polyhexamethylene guanidine-phosphate (PHMG-P),
polyhexamethylene biguanide (PHMB), and oligo(2-(2-ethoxy)ethoxyethyl
guanidinium chloride (PGH) induced epithelial-mesenchymal transition in
A549 alveolar epithelial cells. Inhal. Toxicol. 31 (4), 161–166. doi:10.1080/08958378.
2019.1624896

Park, J. S., Park, Y. J., Kim, H. R., and Chung, K. H. (2019). Polyhexamethylene
guanidine phosphate-induced ROS-mediated DNA damage caused cell cycle arrest
and apoptosis in lung epithelial cells. J. Toxicol. Sci. 44 (6), 415–424. doi:10.2131/
jts.44.415

Paur, H.-R., Cassee, F. R., Teeguarden, J., Fissan, H., Diabate, S., Aufderheide, M., et al.
(2011). In-vitro cell exposure studies for the assessment of nanoparticle toxicity in the
lung—A dialog between aerosol science and biology. J. Aerosol Sci. 42 (10), 668–692.
doi:10.1016/j.jaerosci.2011.06.005

Pedrini, L. F., Escaliante, L. C., and Scalvi, L. V. (2021). Deposition of tio2 thin films by
dip-coating technique from a two-phase solution method and application to
photocatalysis. Mater. Res. 24 (1). doi:10.1590/1980-5373-mr-2021-0007

Peng, C., Yan, Y., Li, Z., Jiang, Y., and Cai, Y. (2020). Chronic obstructive pulmonary
disease caused by inhalation of dust: A meta-analysis.Medicine 99 (34), e21908. doi:10.
1097/MD.0000000000021908

Pérez-Gil, J. (2022). A recipe for a good clinical pulmonary surfactant. Biomed. J. 45
(4), 615–628. doi:10.1016/j.bj.2022.03.001

Petersen, E. J., Sharma, M., Clippinger, A. J., Gordon, J., Katz, A., Laux, P., et al.
(2021). Use of cause-and-effect analysis to optimize the reliability of in vitro inhalation
toxicity measurements using an air–liquid interface. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 34 (6),
1370–1385. doi:10.1021/acs.chemrestox.1c00080

Preclinical development for inhalation drugs (2022). Charles River laboratories.
Ava i l a b l e a t : h t tp s : / /www. c r i v e r . c om/ s i t e s /d e f au l t /fi l e s / r e sou rc e s /
PreclinicalDevelopmentforInhalationDrugs.pdf.

Frontiers in Pharmacology frontiersin.org21

Sengupta et al. 10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.b.34639
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resp.2018.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1111/all.14132
https://doi.org/10.1159/000315103
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.02093
https://doi.org/10.2147/COPD.S235673
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2nr03792k
https://doi.org/10.4168/aair.2021.13.4.655
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pupt.2006.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pupt.2006.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1293/tox.2020-0043
https://doi.org/10.1293/tox.2020-0043
https://doi.org/10.1039/c9tx00179d
https://doi.org/10.1186/1743-8977-6-32
https://doi.org/10.1186/1743-8977-6-32
https://doi.org/10.1165/rcmb.2013-0479OC
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano12081362
https://doi.org/10.1002/jat.2950
https://doi.org/10.1002/jat.2950
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2017.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2017.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1186/1476-069X-9-50
https://doi.org/10.1186/1476-069X-9-50
https://doi.org/10.1111/all.13546
https://doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S152179
https://doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S152179
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2020.00566
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2020.00566
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12890-019-1026-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12890-019-1026-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2021.106616
https://www.nhs.uk/medicines/fluticasone-inhalers/
https://www.nhs.uk/medicines/fluticasone-inhalers/
https://doi.org/10.3390/cells9051175
https://doi.org/10.1177/20417314211008696
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-022-03569-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-022-03569-9
https://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=env/cbc/mono(2022)31doclanguage=en
https://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=env/cbc/mono(2022)31doclanguage=en
https://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=env/cbc/mono(2022)31doclanguage=en
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2019.01047
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21103708
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0124610
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0124610
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00011-007-6115-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/08958378.2019.1624896
https://doi.org/10.1080/08958378.2019.1624896
https://doi.org/10.2131/jts.44.415
https://doi.org/10.2131/jts.44.415
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2011.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1590/1980-5373-mr-2021-0007
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000021908
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000021908
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bj.2022.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrestox.1c00080
https://www.criver.com/sites/default/files/resources/PreclinicalDevelopmentforInhalationDrugs.pdf
https://www.criver.com/sites/default/files/resources/PreclinicalDevelopmentforInhalationDrugs.pdf
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739


Ramanarayanan, T., Szarka, A., Flack, S., Hinderliter, P., Corley, R., Charlton, A., et al.
(2022). Application of a new approach method (NAM) for inhalation risk assessment.
Regul. Toxicol. Pharmacol. 133, 105216. doi:10.1016/j.yrtph.2022.105216

Remzova, M., Zouzelka, R., Brzicova, T., Vrbova, K., Pinkas, D., Rőssner, P., et al. (2019).
Toxicity of tio2, zno, and SiO2 nanoparticles in human lung cells: Safe-by-design
development of construction materials. Nanomaterials 9 (7), 968. doi:10.3390/nano9070968

Röhm, M., Carle, S., Maigler, F., Flamm, J., Kramer, V., Mavoungou, C., et al. (2017).
A comprehensive screening platform for Aerosolizable protein formulations for
intranasal and pulmonary drug delivery. Int. J. Pharm. 532 (1), 537–546. doi:10.
1016/j.ijpharm.2017.09.027

Rothen-Rutishauser, B. M., Kiama, S. G., and Gehr, P. (2005). A three-dimensional
cellular model of the human respiratory tract to study the interaction with particles. Am.
J. Respir. Cell. Mol. Biol. 32 (4), 281–289. doi:10.1165/rcmb.2004-0187OC

Sanches Santos Rizzo Zuttion, M., Moore, S. K., Chen, P., Beppu, A. K., and Hook, J. L.
(2022). New insights into the alveolar epithelium as a driver of acute respiratory distress
syndrome. Biomolecules 12 (9), 1273. doi:10.3390/biom12091273

Sauler, M., McDonough, J. E., Adams, T. S., Kothapalli, N., Barnthaler, T., Werder, R.
B., et al. (2022). Characterization of the COPD alveolar niche using single-cell RNA
sequencing. Nat. Commun. 13 (1).

Sayes, C. M., Wahi, R., Kurian, P. A., Liu, Y., West, J. L., Ausman, K. D., et al. (2006).
Correlating nanoscale titania structure with toxicity: A cytotoxicity and inflammatory
response study with human dermal fibroblasts and human lung epithelial cells. Toxicol.
Sci. 92 (1), 174–185. doi:10.1093/toxsci/kfj197

Schleh, C., Kreyling, W. G., and Lehr, C.-M. (2013). Pulmonary surfactant is
indispensable in order to simulate the in vivo situation. Part. Fibre Toxicol. 10 (1),
6. doi:10.1186/1743-8977-10-6

Schreier, H., Gagne, L., Conary, J. T., and Laurian, G. (1998). Simulated lung
transfection by nebulization of liposome cDNA complexes using a cascade impactor
seeded with 2-CFSME0-cells. J. Aerosol Med. 11 (1), 1–13. doi:10.1089/jam.1998.11.1

Sehlmeyer, K., Ruwisch, J., Roldan, N., and Lopez-Rodriguez, E. (2020).
Corrigendum: Alveolar dynamics and beyond - the importance of surfactant protein
C and cholesterol in lung homeostasis and fibrosis. Front. Physiology 11, 943. doi:10.
3389/fphys.2020.00943

Sengupta, A., Roldan, N., Kiener, M., Froment, L., Raggi, G., Imler, T., et al. (2022). A
new immortalized human alveolar epithelial cell model to study lung injury and toxicity
on a breathing lung-on-chip system. Front. Toxicol. 4, 840606. doi:10.3389/ftox.2022.
840606

Shi, J., Li, F., Luo, M., Wei, J., and Liu, X. (2017). Distinct roles of wnt/β-catenin
signaling in the pathogenesis of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease and idiopathic
pulmonary fibrosis. Mediat. Inflamm. 2017, 3520581–3520596. doi:10.1155/2017/
3520581

Shima, T., Kashiwagi, H., Ino, H., Tanaka, S., Fukuda, M., and Kobata, H. (2022).
Acute respiratory distress syndrome due to inhalation of acryloyl chloride. Acute Med.
Surg. 9 (1), e724. doi:10.1002/ams2.724

Shin, D. Y., Jeong, M. H., Bang, I. J., Kim, H. R., and Chung, K. H. (2018). MicroRNA
regulatory networks reflective of polyhexamethylene guanidine phosphate-induced
fibrosis in A549 human alveolar adenocarcinoma cells. Toxicol. Lett. 287, 49–58.
doi:10.1016/j.toxlet.2018.01.010

Sibinovska, N., Žakelj, S., Trontelj, J., and Kristan, K. (2022). Applicability of RPMI
2650 and Calu-3 cell models for evaluation of nasal formulations. Pharmaceutics 14 (2),
369. doi:10.3390/pharmaceutics14020369

Skytthe, M. K., Graversen, J. H., and Moestrup, S. K. (2020). Targeting of CD163+
macrophages in inflammatory and malignant diseases. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 21 (15), 5497.
doi:10.3390/ijms21155497

Sokol, K., Sur, S., and Ameredes, B. T. (2013). Inhaled environmental allergens and
toxicants as determinants of the asthma phenotype. Heterogeneity Asthma 795, 43–73.
doi:10.1007/978-1-4614-8603-9_4

Song, J., Jung, K. J., Yoon, S., Lee, K., and Kim, B. (2019).
Polyhexamethyleneguanidine phosphate induces cytotoxicity through disruption of
membrane integrity. Toxicology 414, 35–44. doi:10.1016/j.tox.2019.01.001

Stewart, C. E., Torr, E. E., Mohd Jamili, N. H., Bosquillon, C., and Sayers, I. (2012).
Evaluation of differentiated human bronchial epithelial cell culture systems for asthma
research. J. Allergy 2012, 943982–944011. doi:10.1155/2012/943982

Stucki, A. O., Barton-Maclaren, T. S., Bhuller, Y., Henriquez, J. E., Henry, T. R., Hirn,
C., et al. (2022). Use of new approach methodologies (NAMS) to meet regulatory
requirements for the assessment of Industrial Chemicals and pesticides for effects on
human health. Front. Toxicol. 4, 964553. doi:10.3389/ftox.2022.964553

Stucki, A. O., Stucki, J. D., Hall, S. R., Felder, M., Mermoud, Y., Schmid, R. A., et al.
(2015). A lung-on-a-chip array with an integrated bio-inspired respiration mechanism.
Lab a Chip 15 (5), 1302–1310. doi:10.1039/c4lc01252f

Stucki, J. D., Hobi, N., Galimov, A., Stucki, A. O., Schneider-Daum, N., Lehr, C.-M.,
et al. (2018). Medium throughput breathing human primary cell alveolus-on-chip
model. Sci. Rep. 8 (1), 14359. doi:10.1038/s41598-018-32523-x

Thorsson, L., Edsbäcker, S., Källén, A., and Löfdahl, C.-G. (2001). Pharmacokinetics
and systemic activity of fluticasone via Diskus® and PMDI, and of budesonide via
turbuhaler®. Br. J. Clin. Pharmacol., 52(5), 529–538. doi:10.1046/j.0306-5251.2001.
01493.x

Tollstadius, B. F., Silva, A. C., Pedralli, B. C., and Valadares, M. C. (2019).
Carbendazim induces death in alveolar epithelial cells: A comparison between
submerged and at the air-liquid interface cell culture. Toxicol. Vitro 58, 78–85.
doi:10.1016/j.tiv.2019.03.004

Tsuchiya, K., Suzuki, Y., Yoshimura, K., Yasui, H., Karayama, M., Hozumi, H., et al.
(2019). Author correction: Macrophage mannose receptor CD206 predicts prognosis in
community-acquired pneumonia. Sci. Rep. 9 (1), 3324. doi:10.1038/s41598-020-
58958-9

van der Zalm, A. J., Barroso, J., Browne, P., Casey, W., Gordon, J., Henry, T. R., et al.
(2022). A framework for establishing scientific confidence in new approach
methodologies. Archives Toxicol. 96 (11), 2865–2879. doi:10.1007/s00204-022-03365-4

Van Eeden, S., Tan, W., Suwa, T., Mukae, H., Terashi, a, T., Fujii, T., et al. (2001).
Cytokines involved in the systemic inflammatory response induced by exposure to
particulate matter air pollutants (PM10). Am. J. Respir. Crit. Care Med. 164 (5),
826–830. doi:10.1164/ajrccm.164.5.2010160

Walenga, R. L., Babiskin, A. H., and Zhao, L. (2019). In silico methods for
development of generic drug-device combination orally inhaled drug products. CPT
Pharmacometrics Syst. Pharmacol. 8 (6), 359–370. doi:10.1002/psp4.12413

Wang, H., He, L., Liu, B., Feng, Y., Zhou, H., Zhang, Z., et al. (2018).
Establishment and comparison of air-liquid interface culture systems for
primary and immortalized swine tracheal epithelial cells. BMC Cell. Biol. 19
(1), 10. doi:10.1186/s12860-018-0162-3

Wang, J., and Fan, Y. (2014). Lung injury induced by tio2 nanoparticles depends on
their structural features: Size, shape, crystal phases, and surface coating. Int. J. Mol. Sci.
15 (12), 22258–22278. doi:10.3390/ijms151222258

Wu, J., Wang, Y., Liu, G., Jia, Y., Yang, J., Shi, J., et al. (2018). Characterization of air-
liquid interface culture of A549 alveolar epithelial cells. Braz. J. Med. Biol. Res. 51 (2),
e6950. doi:10.1590/1414-431X20176950

Wu, J., Yan, Z., Schwartz, D. E., Yu, J., Malik, A. B., and Hu, G. (2013). Activation of
NLRP3 inflammasome in alveolar macrophages contributes to mechanical stretch-
induced lung inflammation and injury. J. Immunol. 190 (7), 3590–3599. doi:10.4049/
jimmunol.1200860

Yarbro, J. R., Emmons, R. S., and Pence, B. D. (2020). Macrophage
immunometabolism and inflammaging: Roles of mitochondrial dysfunction, cellular
senescence, CD38, and Nad. Immunometabolism 2 (3), e200026. doi:10.20900/
immunometab20200026

Zamprogno, P., Wüthrich, S., Achenbach, S., Thoma, G., Stucki, J. D., Hobi, N., et al.
(2021). Second-generation lung-on-a-chip with an array of stretchable alveoli made
with a biological membrane. Commun. Biol. 4 (1), 168. doi:10.1038/s42003-021-
01695-0

Zhao, J., Li, M., Wang, Z., Chen, J., Zhao, J., Xu, Y., et al. (2019). Role of PM2.5 in the
development and progression of COPD and its mechanisms. Respir. Res. 20 (1), 120.
doi:10.1186/s12931-019-1081-3

Frontiers in Pharmacology frontiersin.org22

Sengupta et al. 10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2022.105216
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano9070968
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2017.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2017.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1165/rcmb.2004-0187OC
https://doi.org/10.3390/biom12091273
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfj197
https://doi.org/10.1186/1743-8977-10-6
https://doi.org/10.1089/jam.1998.11.1
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2020.00943
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2020.00943
https://doi.org/10.3389/ftox.2022.840606
https://doi.org/10.3389/ftox.2022.840606
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/3520581
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/3520581
https://doi.org/10.1002/ams2.724
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2018.01.010
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics14020369
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21155497
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-8603-9_4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tox.2019.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/943982
https://doi.org/10.3389/ftox.2022.964553
https://doi.org/10.1039/c4lc01252f
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-32523-x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0306-5251.2001.01493.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0306-5251.2001.01493.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2019.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-58958-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-58958-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00204-022-03365-4
https://doi.org/10.1164/ajrccm.164.5.2010160
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp4.12413
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12860-018-0162-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms151222258
https://doi.org/10.1590/1414-431X20176950
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1200860
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1200860
https://doi.org/10.20900/immunometab20200026
https://doi.org/10.20900/immunometab20200026
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-021-01695-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-021-01695-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-019-1081-3
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2023.1114739

	A multiplex inhalation platform to model in situ like aerosol delivery in a breathing lung-on-chip
	Introduction
	Methods
	AXLung-on-chip
	Operation of the cloud α AX12
	Dose distribution measurements in cloud α AX12
	Deposition factor (fdep)
	Theoretical mass deposited (m)

	Cell culture
	TER measurement
	Cloud α AX12 exposures
	qRT-PCR
	Immunofluorescence staining and imaging
	LDH cytotoxicity assay
	Cellular ROS assay
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	The cloud α AX12 system

	Nanoparticles (NPs)-induced inflammation on-chip
	Cyclic stretch combined with ALI increased sensitivity of lung epithelial barrier to NPs
	Higher inflammatory potential of TiO2 NPs under ALI + CS established using a triple-cell culture model on-chip
	Nebulized NPs individual or in combination reproduced barrier gaps and inflammation in primary human alveolar cells on-chip

	Toxic chemical “inhalation” on-chip
	Nebulized PHMG induced cytotoxicity in alveolar triple-cell culture model on-chip
	Aerosolized fluticasone (FL) corticosteroid reduces PHMG-induced EMT and inflammation

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Data availability statement
	Author contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher’s note
	Supplementary material
	References


