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Abstract
To examine the influence of substrate topology on the behavior of fibroblasts, tissue engi-

neering scaffolds were electrospun from polycaprolactone (PCL) and a blend of PCL and

gelatin (PCL+Gel) to produce matrices with both random and aligned nanofibrous orienta-

tions. The addition of gelatin to the scaffold was shown to increase the hydrophilicity of the

PCL matrix and to increase the proliferation of NIH3T3 cells compared to scaffolds of PCL

alone. The orientation of nanofibers within the matrix did not have an effect on the prolifera-

tion of adherent cells, but cells on aligned substrates were shown to elongate and align par-

allel to the direction of substrate fiber alignment. A microarray of cyotoskeleton regulators

was probed to examine differences in gene expression between cells grown on an aligned

and randomly oriented substrates. It was found that transcriptional expression of eight

genes was statistically different between the two conditions, with all of them being upregu-

lated in the aligned condition. The proteins encoded by these genes are linked to production

and polymerization of actin microfilaments, as well as focal adhesion assembly. Taken

together, the data indicates NIH3T3 fibroblasts on aligned substrates align themselves

parallel with their substrate and increase production of actin and focal adhesion related

genes.

Introduction
Using electrospun materials as scaffolds for engineering tissue replacements remains a promis-
ing research area. Electrospun scaffolds can be fabricated from numerous biodegradable mate-
rials and their nanofibrous structure can possess features which mimic the architecture of the
native extracellular matrix (ECM) of many tissues. The electrospinning apparatus only requires
a few components and is highly customizable to produce tailored nanofibrous matrices. Elec-
trospun scaffolds composed of highly aligned fibers are of particular interest due to their ability
to modulate many cellular behaviors. Cells cultured on substrates with an oriented microtopol-
ogy have been shown to behave differently than cells on randomly oriented or smooth
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materials [1]. Recent examples of substrate topology regulated cell behaviors include: inducing
alignment in nerve regeneration, influencing proliferation of cardiac myocytes, and modulat-
ing myofibroblast differentiation [2–6].

Many materials have been successfully electrospun into nano-scale fibers. Polycaprolactone
(PCL) is frequently used for electrospinning as it possesses several desirable mechanical prop-
erties. Specifically, PCL has a high elastic modulus and is simultaneously a hyper-elastic mate-
rial and can be deformed to over 100% strain prior to failure, though some sources report a
lower strain at failure [7]. Additionally, PCL is a biocompatible material with no reported cyto-
toxicity and is degradable on a timescale of months to years. These properties make PCL an
attractive option for electrospun scaffolds, but scaffolds produced from 100% PCL fibers are
limited by poor cell adhesion due to the relatively high hydrophobicity of PCL. To improve the
hydrophilicity of PCL scaffolds, researchers have: coated PCL scaffolds with a bioactive mole-
cule such as collagen or fibronectin, or incorporated other materials in to the PCL fibers [8–
10]. At first, collagen was widely incorporated into the electrospinning solution with PCL,
however as questions arose about the secondary structure of collagen post-electrospinning,
researchers began replacing collagen with gelatin in electrospinning solutions [11], [12].

Prior studies of substrate induced gene expression identify the cellular substrate as an
important regulator of cellular behavior. Substrate topology induced changes in cell morphol-
ogy have been documented in a litany of cell types including: neural progenitor cells, mesen-
chymal stem cells, smooth muscle cells, and Schwann cells [13–15]. Furthermore, various
studies have shown substrate topology to be a regulator of gene expression in adherent cells.
Neural progenitor cells have been shown to express neural differentiation markers when grown
on aligned nanofibers over random fibers [13], [16]. Additionally, pre-osteoblasts show an
increase in bone specific markers on aligned fibers over random fibers [17]. However, there is
relatively little literature on the influence of substrate topology on fibroblasts. One study, using
NIH3T3 fibroblasts, found that fiber orientation was a strong influence of cell morphology and
speculated that this would also induce a change in gene expression [18].

In order to examine the role of the alignment of a nanofibrous substrate on the gene expres-
sion profile of adherent fibroblasts, we have fabricated and characterized an electrospun matrix
of nanofibrous PCL+Gel fibers possessing a controlled orientation. We have further quantified
the physical properties of the substrate as well as the response of the adherent cells in terms of
growth and expression of cytoskeleton regulation genes.

Materials and Methods

Electrospinning
Electrospinning was performed using an optimized protocol described previously [19]. The
electrospinning solution for 100% PCL fibers was formed from a 10% (w/v) solution of PCL
(MW: 70 kDa—90 kDa, Sigma, St. Louis, MO) in a 50:50 mixture of dichloromethane and
dimethylformamide (Fisher Scientific, Pittsburg, PA). Electrospinning solutions used to form
PCL+Gel fibers were made from polycaprolactone (PCL, Sigma, St. Louis, MO) and type A gel-
atin (Sigma) in a 90/10 (w/w) ratio dissolved in Trifluoroethanol (Fisher Scientific, Pittsburg,
PA) with 1% acetic acid (Fisher Scientific) to improve miscibility [12]. The PCL+Gel concen-
tration was 10% (w/v) in the electrospinning solution. Either polymer solution was loaded into
a 10 mL syringe with a 25 Gauge needle and extruded at a rate of 0.5 mL/hr into a high voltage
electric field. The applied static electric potential was +17kV relative to a grounded cylindrical
collector 20 cm away. The collector was rotated at high RPMs to collect highly aligned fibers or
at very low RPMs to produce randomly oriented fibers. After electrospinning, each sample was
put in a vacuum desiccator overnight to remove any residual solvent.
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Polymer characterization
To confirm the presence of gelatin within the scaffold, Fourier Transform Infrared Spectros-
copy (FTIR, Nicolet Thermo Scientific, Waltham, MA) operating in ATR mode. To character-
ize the effect of gelatin on electrospun PCL crystallinity, samples were analyzed using
differential scanning calorimetry (DSC, TA Instruments Q series 100 DSC, New Castle, DE),
the temperature was swept from -20°C to 80°C at a rate of 10°C/min. The reference enthalpy of
fusion value used for 100% crystalline PCL was 135.44 J/g [20]. The hydrophobicity of PCL
and PCL+Gel was quantified by measuring the contact angle formed when a drop of water is
placed on the surface of the material. After placing a 20 μl drop of water on the surface of a ran-
domly oriented electrospun material, the drop was imaged and the angle was measured using
ImageJ (NIH, Bethesda, MD). For each polymer characterization technique, sheets of electro-
spun material were tested after it was removed from the vacuum desiccator to ensure the
removal of any trace of solvent.

Cell Culture
NIH3T3 cells (American Type Culture Collection, Manassas, VA) were cultured in high glu-
cose Dulbecco's Modified Eagle Medium (Fisher Scientific) supplemented with 10% fetal
bovine serum (Fisher Scientific) and 1% penicillin and streptomycin (Fisher Scientific) in a
humidified 5% CO2 incubator at 37°C.

Cell Growth Assay
The PicoGreen (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA) assay was used to quantify cellular adhesion
and proliferation on different substrates according to manufacturer’s instructions. In short,
adherent cells on different substrate conditions were rinsed with phosphate buffered saline,
then lysed using RIPA buffer at day 0 (4 hours post seeding) and day 4. The lysate was collected
and mixed with picogreen reagent and the fluorescence intensity was measured in a plate
reader (Biotek, Winooski, VT).

Imaging
To observe adherent cells on electrospun scaffolds, samples were fixed in 10% neutral buffered
formalin, then permeabilized in 0.05% Triton X-100 and stained with Acti-stain 555 phalloidin
(Cytoskeleton Inc, Denver, CO) and 4',6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI). Stained samples
were imaged on a Nikon A1 confocal microscope (Melville, NY). Additionally, cells were
imaged using electron microscopy. Samples of cell-laden electrospun matrices were prepared
for Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM) by fixing in 10% neutral buffered formalin and
chemically dehydrated via serial dilutions in ethanol followed by serial dilutions of hexamethyl-
disilazane before drying overnight in a vacuum desiccator. After drying, the samples were sput-
ter-coated with gold-palladium and imaged using a Quanta 650 FEG SEM (FEI, Hillsboro, OR)
with an accelerating voltage of 10kV.

Cell Alignment Quantification
To quantify a topology induced cell orientation preference, images of cells acquired via confo-
cal microscopy were processed using ImageJ. The orientations of the cells within an image
were determined by using the orientation of the cell nucleus as previously used by other groups
[6], [21], [22]. Differences in preferred direction of cells growing on either random or aligned
topologies were determined by quantifying percentage of cells within +/- 22.5° of the mean
orientation.
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Gene Expression Microarray
Gene expression studies were conducted from cells grown on mats of either random or aligned
PCL+Gel fibers covering a 10 cm dish. One day after seeding, the cells were rinsed in PBS to
remove non-adherent cells and lysed in TriZol reagent (Life Technologies). Total RNA was iso-
lated using manufacturer’s protocol, briefly, sample was homogenized in TriZol reagent, chlo-
roform was added to remove the protein and DNA components, RNA was purified from the
supernatant by isopropanol precipitation and then washed with ethanol before being resus-
pended in high quality nuclease-free water. The purity and quantity of the isolated RNA was
measured by spectroscopy (Biotek). The RNA was reverse transcribed to cDNA using RT2

First Strand kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA), and qPCR was performed using RT2 Profiler PCR
Array for mouse cytoskeleton regulators (Qiagen). The full list of genes included in the micro-
array are given in S1 Table.

Statistical Methods
Statistics were implemented in MATLAB (Mathworks, Natick, MA) using a test appropriate
for the comparison being made, specifically t-tests for comparing two groups and ANOVA for
multiple groups with a post-hoc Tukey HSD test for multiple comparisons (α = 0.05). Gene
expression data from microarray analysis was examined using the Benjamini–Hochberg
method [23] to limit the false discovery rate to no more than 2 expected false discoveries out of
all the rejected null hypotheses. To increase the likelihood of biological significance, the genes
identified as statistically significant were further limited to genes with a fold change larger than
20%. Sample sizes were: N = 4 for contact angle quantification, N = 5 for cell growth assay, and
N = 3 for gene expression microarray tests.

Results

Production of electrospun fibers
To probe the influence of substrate topology on fibroblast behavior, nanoscale fibrous matrices
were produced by electrospinning. Fig 1 illustrates the electrospinning apparatus set-up. Fibers
were produced with random or aligned orientations to mimic the different organization of col-
lagen bundles within various tissues. Fig 1 also shows SEM images of 100% PCL fibers and
fibers of PCL blended with gelatin (PCL+Gel).

Characterization of fibers
FTIR and DSC were performed to characterize the material properties of the synthesized elec-
trospun nanomatrices. FTIR data (Fig 2A) shows a characteristic peak for amines at 3300 1/cm
for the 100% gelatin sample, and no peak for the 100% PCL sample. For the PCL+Gel sample,
a smaller peak is present indicating the presence of gelatin within the sample, the height of the
smaller peak is 11% of the 100% gelatin peak, which confirms the ratio of PCL to gelatin in the
PCL+Gel sample. To characterize the thermal properties of the material, DSC was performed.
The DSC data (Fig 2B) indicates that pure PCL melts at 59°C and has a crystallinity of 49%,
which is similar to other reported crystallinity values for electrospun PCL [7]. The addition of
gelatin to the PCL did not alter the melting point, and only slightly decreased the enthalpy of
fusion, indicating that the crystalline structure of the PCL fibers was not substantially altered
by the addition of the gelatin.

The adsorption of biomolecules to the surface biomaterial is strongly linked to the hydro-
philicity of the surface. To quantify the surface hydrophilicity of the electrospun materials, the
contact angle was measured as shown in Fig 3. The contact angle for water on 100% PCL was
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found to be 124.7±8.2°, while the contact angle for water on PCL+Gel was found to be 25.7
±6.4°.

Cell adhesion response on fibers
NIH3T3 fibroblast proliferation and growth on electrospun matrices were quantified at 0 and 4
days (Fig 4). After cells were seeded on random or aligned PCL or PCL+Gel, they were allowed
to adhere for 4 hours then washed and the remaining cells were quantified. The data in Fig 4
shows that on day 0, there is very little difference in cellular adhesion on 100% PCL compared
to PCL+Gel. After 4 days, there was a statistically significant difference in the growth rate of
fibroblasts on the scaffolds containing gelatin. At both 0 and 4 days there was no significant dif-
ference between groups of random and aligned fibers.

Cell Alignment changes on fibers
To observe the morphological response of fibroblasts on PCL+Gel to substrate topology,
adherent cells were imaged using fluorescent and electron microscopy. Fibroblasts growing on
an aligned substrate showed a clear preference to elongate and orient themselves parallel to the
direction of fiber alignment, while fibroblasts on randomly oriented fibers show no preferential
orientation (Fig 5). When the overall orientation of cells was quantified, 64% of the nuclei on
aligned substrates were aligned within +/- 22.5° of the mean direction compared to only 30%
of cells on randomly oriented substrates (p = 0.021).

Cell gene expression response on fibers
To examine how fibroblasts respond to the topological signals of their substrate, a panel of
cytoskeletal regulators was probed in a gene expression microarray. Of the 84 genes examined,
the expression of 12 were found to be statistically different between the random and aligned
scaffolds. Because statistical significance does not always equate to biological significance in
gene expression studies, the genes identified as statistically significant were further limited by
the magnitude of the fold change, resulting in 8 genes with altered expression (Fig 6A).

Fig 1. Electrospinning Apparatus and Resulting Nanofibers. A) Diagram of the electrospinning set-up: A polymer solution
is extruded from a syringe into a high-voltage electric field towards a grounded cylindrical collector. When the collector is
rotating at high RPM, aligned fibers are collected; when the collector is rotating at low RPM, randomly oriented fibers are
collected. B) Example SEM images of nanofibers collected under various conditions. Scale bars are 10 microns.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806.g001
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Fig 2. Polymer Characterization. A) Fourier Transform Infrared Spectroscopy (FTIR) of samples of
electrospun gelatin, PCL, and PCL+Gel blend. The data PCL+Gel shows a characteristic N-H stretch peak
for amines at 3300 1/cm. This confirms the presence of gelatin within the electrospun matrix. B) Differential
Scanning Calorimetry (DSC) of samples of electrospun gelatin, PCL, and PCL+Gel blend. The data indicates
that the addition of gelatin to the PCL does not drastically change the crystallinity or melting point of the PCL.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806.g002
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Combining a fold-change magnitude threshold with a statistical significance threshold has
been previously utilized to identify differentially expressed genes [24], [25]. The protein prod-
ucts of the upregulated genes were associated with actin polymerization and focal adhesion for-
mation (Fig 6B).

Discussion
An important goal in tissue engineering is the ability to produce a platform which will induce a
desired cellular phenotype to replicate that which is observed in the native tissue. One key com-
ponent of this goal is spatial organization of adherent cells that recapitulates the natural tissue
architecture. Electrospun scaffolds are frequently used as a nanoscale biomaterial to provide
control over cellular phenotype and behavior through topological and biochemical mecha-
nisms. Here, we have more closely examined how the microtopological properties of electro-
spun substrates influence the behavior of adherent fibroblasts.

Fig 3. Hydrophilicity Quantification. A) A water drop on 100% PCL, the hydrophobic surface produces a large contact angle. B) A water drop on
PCL+Gel surface, the gelatin increases the hydrophilicity of the surface producing a smaller contact angle. The data shows a clear change in
contact angle induced by the addition of gelatin into the electrospun fiber mat.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806.g003

Fig 4. Proliferation assay of NIH 3T3 cells growing on various substrates. A) The average amount of DNA for cells
grown on each substrate at 0 and 4 days. The DNA content is directly proportional to the number of cells. B) The cellular
growth rate on various substrates as determined by the ratio of DNA content on days 0 and 4. This data indicates that
orientation of the fibrous substrate does not influence the initial attachment or growth rate of NIH3T3 cells. However, the
addition of gelatin does a substantially increase the growth rate over 100% PCL matrices (P<0.05, 2-way ANOVA, Tukey
post-hoc). Error bars are ±SD.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806.g004
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Though often used in electrospun matrices because of its desirable mechanical properties,
PCL is a relatively hydrophobic material. This hydrophobicity can lead to impaired cellular
adhesion due to the lack of hydrophilic protein adsorption. To remedy this, we fabricated an
electrospun scaffold composed of PCL blended with gelatin in a 90/10 ratio. The composition
of the resulting scaffold was confirmed using FTIR and DSC. When the hydrophobicity was
measured, it was found that the contact angle for the PCL alone was nearly five times larger
than the contact angle of PCL+Gel. Typically, the threshold for defining a hydrophobic mate-
rial is a contact angle of 90° or more, while a hydrophilic material has a contact angle smaller
than 90°. The measured contact angle for 100%PCL was about 125° while the addition of gela-
tin reduced the angle to only 25°.

The addition of gelatin to the electrospun PCL also had a profound impact on cellular
growth. While there seems to be no substantial difference in cellular attachment during the
first several hours after seeding, a statistically significant difference in growth rate is evident
after 4 days of culture. The initial similarity in cell adhesion suggests that the hydrophobicity of
100%PCL does not initially depress cell seeding efficiency, but does negatively influence cell

Fig 5. Microscope images showing cells growing on random (top) or aligned (bottom) electrospun PCL+Gel fibers. Fluorescent images are shown
on the left with the cells stained to show the nuclei and stress fibers. The central column shows the distribution of cell orientations, confirming the cells on
aligned fibers have a preferred orientation. Electron microscope images are shown on the right to illustrate the cellular interactions with the substrate. All
image scale bars are 20μm.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806.g005
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proliferation. It is known that gelatin contains functional peptide sequences associated with
integrin binding. The most well-known of these is the RGD sequence of arginine-glycine-
aspartic acid, though it has been shown that others exist as well as the ability to bind to sites on
fibronectin [26], [27]. It is of interest to note that the orientation of the fibers within the matrix
did not have a substantial influence on adhesion or proliferation in either PCL+Gel or PCL
alone.

Our experiments have shown that even with similar growth rates, there is a marked differ-
ence in cellular behavior when cultured on aligned vs randomly oriented electrospun fibers.
The influence of nanoscale fiber orientation on cellular morphology has been described for a
variety of cell types, including astrocytes, mesenchymal stem cells, osteoblasts, and smooth
muscle cells to name a few. The mechanisms by which this occurs is not fully understood. It
has been previously shown that cells on a surface that has been pre-stressed in one direction to
yield a smooth anisotropic substrate will elongate preferentially in the direction of highest sub-
strate stiffness [28]. This mechanotransduction explanation for cell reorientation on aligned
nanofibers is possible as aligned nanofibers are known to produce anisotropic mechanical
properties within the scaffold [29]. It is also possible that topology alone exerts some influence
on cell morphology as cells grown on microgrooved substrates with nearly isotropic mechani-
cal properties also show a preferential orientation [30].

While some genes have been identified as up or down regulated due to electrospun fiber
alignment with the substrate in various cell types, the authors are not aware of any such studies
using fibroblasts. To identify some of the genes involved in substrate induced cell morphology
changes, a microarray study of 84 cytoskeleton regulators was performed. The microarray data
indicated 8 genes that were statistically different between random and aligned substrates and
had an expression difference above a given threshold. The protein products of these 8 upregu-
lated genes have been previously linked to actin polymerization, focal adhesion formation,

Fig 6. Gene Expression Microarray Results. A) A diagram showing the process for identifying genes with
altered expression: the false discovery rate (FDR) was calculated using BHmethod to limit the FDR to at
most 2 expected false positive results in the all rejected null hypotheses (FDR = 16.6%). These results were
further limited to genes with the largest fold changes (fold change > 20%). The identified genes are listed
along with their fold changes relative to randomly oriented scaffolds. B) Pathway diagram illustrating where
the protein products of several of the identified genes work to promote actin production and polymerization
and focal adhesion assembly.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806.g006
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actin production, and mechanosensitivity. The full list of genes examined and the microarray
results are provided in S1 Table.

One of the genes identified as upregulated on aligned fibers is Rhoa. While the gene encod-
ing its kinase, Rock, was not found to be statistically different between the groups, the
RHOA-ROCK pathway has been identified as an important mechanotransduction pathway in
numerous studies [31]. The downstream effects of the Rhoa protein product includes actin
polymerization, stress-fiber formation, focal adhesion assembly, and actin-myosin complex
contraction [32], [33]. In addition to Rhoa, we identified Ezr andMsn to have increased expres-
sion in cells grown on aligned fibers. The products of these genes are known to be components
of focal adhesions. Our results indicates an increased in expression of genes whose products
promote production and polymerization of actin in fibroblasts as well as an increased produc-
tion of focal adhesion components on aligned nanofibrous scaffolds compared to randomly
oriented nanofibers.

The closest comparable published result is a microarray analysis of fibroblasts on micro-
grooved quartz substrate [34]. The authors of this study did not discuss cytoskeletal regulation
changes as they were focused on nuclear reorganization as an explanation for gene expression
alterations induced by topographical cues. Additionally, the use of a deformable substrate in
our study combines the topological cues with mechanical anisotropy to better recapitulate the
environment of both native and engineered tissues.

As with any study, this work is subject to certain limitations. One technical challenge com-
mon to all microarray experiments is the multiple comparisons problem. While an uncorrected
t-test would seem to suggest a highly statistically significant result, a large number of genes
tested increases the likelihood of a type I error. Several approaches have been suggested to cor-
rect for multiple comparisons without sacrificing statistical power; the Benjamini–Hochberg
(BH) method is well established for increasing the number of null hypothesis rejections at the
expense of less stringent control over type I errors. We attempted to mitigate the possibility of
false discoveries by applying a fold-change threshold to the genes identified as statistically sig-
nificant using the BH method. While there is no guarantee that the genes with smaller expres-
sion differences are associated with false discoveries, there is a larger confidence in the
biological significance of larger changes in gene expression.

Conclusions
In the present study, we examined the influence of substrate nanofiber orientation on the
expression of cytoskeleton regulators in fibroblasts. The nanofibrous substrates used were com-
posed of electrospun PCL+Gel, the composition of which was confirmed by FTIR. It was
shown that we have fabricated random and aligned electrospun PCL+Gel scaffolds and shown
them to be suitable for cell culture with an increased cell growth rate over scaffolds made from
PCL alone. Fibroblasts grown on the matrix of aligned nanofibers altered their morphology to
elongate in a preferred orientation parallel to the underlying fibers. Gene expression analysis
found that fibroblasts on aligned matrices upregulated genes associated with actin production,
actin polymerization, and focal adhesion formation. This is the first time that electrospun sub-
strate modulated gene expression has been shown with fibroblasts, and these results deepen the
understanding of the mechanism by which fibroblasts interact with nanofibrous substrates.

Supporting Information
S1 Table. Full list of genes included in the expression microarray. The listed fold change and
results are for the cells on the aligned scaffold relative to cells on the random scaffold.
(CSV)

PCL+Gelatin Nanofiber Alignment Regulates Gene Expression in NIH3T3 Cells

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806 May 19, 2016 10 / 12

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0154806.s001


Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank the UAB High Resolution Imaging Facility SEM lab.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: TF YZ JB. Performed the experiments: TF SS. Ana-
lyzed the data: TF SS YZ. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: CD YZ JB. Wrote the
paper: TF SS.

References
1. Nikkhah M., Edalat F., Manoucheri S., and Khademhosseini A., “Engineering microscale topographies

to control the cell-substrate interface.,” Biomaterials, vol. 33, no. 21, pp. 5230–46, Jul. 2012. doi: 10.
1016/j.biomaterials.2012.03.079 PMID: 22521491

2. Huang C., Fu X., Liu J., Qi Y., Li S., andWang H., “The involvement of integrin β1 signaling in the migra-
tion and myofibroblastic differentiation of skin fibroblasts on anisotropic collagen-containing nanofi-
bers.,” Biomaterials, vol. 33, no. 6, pp. 1791–800, Feb. 2012. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2011.11.025
PMID: 22136719

3. Cirillo V., Guarino V., Alvarez-Perez M. A., Marrese M., and Ambrosio L., “Optimization of fully aligned
bioactive electrospun fibers for ‘in vitro’ nerve guidance.,” J. Mater. Sci. Mater. Med., vol. 25, no.
10, pp. 2323–32, Oct. 2014. doi: 10.1007/s10856-014-5214-4 PMID: 24737088

4. Huang C., Ouyang Y., Niu H., He N., Ke Q., Jin X., et al. “Nerve Guidance Conduits from Aligned Nano-
fibers: Improvement of Nerve Regeneration through Longitudinal Nanogrooves on a Fiber Surface,”
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces, vol. 7, no. 13, pp. 7189–7196, 2015. doi: 10.1021/am509227t PMID:
25786058

5. Safaeijavan R., Soleimani M., Divsalar A., and Eidi A., “Comparison of random and aligned PCL nanofi-
brous electrospun scaffolds on cardiomyocyte differentiation of human adipose-derived stem cells,”
Iran. J. Basic Med. Sci., vol. 17, p. 903, 2014. PMID: 25691933

6. Nathan A. S., Baker B. M., Nerurkar N. L., and Mauck R. L., “Mechano-topographic modulation of stem
cell nuclear shape on nanofibrous scaffolds.,” Acta Biomater, vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 57–66 ST–Mechano–
topographic modulation of stem, Jan. 2011. doi: 10.1016/j.actbio.2010.08.007 PMID: 20709198

7. Fee T. J., Dean D. R., Eberhardt A. W., and Berry J. L., “A novel device to quantify the mechanical prop-
erties of electrospun nanofibers.,” J. Biomech. Eng., vol. 134, no. 10, p. 104503, Oct. 2012. doi: 10.
1115/1.4007635 PMID: 23083203

8. Nerurkar N. L., Elliott D. M., and Mauck R. L., “Mechanics of oriented electrospun nanofibrous scaffolds
for annulus fibrosus tissue engineering.,” J. Orthop. Res., vol. 25, no. 8, pp. 1018–28, Aug. 2007.
PMID: 17457824

9. Phipps M. C., ClemW. C., Catledge S. A., Xu Y., Hennessy K. M., Thomas V., et al. “Mesenchymal
stem cell responses to bone-mimetic electrospun matrices composed of polycaprolactone, collagen I
and nanoparticulate hydroxyapatite.,” PLoS One, vol. 6, no. 2, p. e16813 ST–Mesenchymal stem cell
responses to bo, Jan. 2011. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0016813 PMID: 21346817

10. Powell H. M. and Boyce S. T., “Engineered human skin fabricated using electrospun collagen-PCL
blends: morphogenesis and mechanical properties.,” Tissue Eng Part A, vol. 15, no. 8, pp. 2177–87
ST–Engineered human skin fabricated usi, Aug. 2009. doi: 10.1089/ten.tea.2008.0473 PMID:
19231973

11. Ghasemi-Mobarakeh L., Prabhakaran M. P., Morshed M., Nasr-Esfahani M. H., and Ramakrishna S.,
“Electrospun poly(ε-caprolactone)/gelatin nanofibrous scaffolds for nerve tissue engineering,” Biomate-
rials, vol. 29, pp. 4532–4539, 2008. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2008.08.007 PMID: 18757094

12. Zeugolis D. I., Khew S. T., Yew E. S. Y., Ekaputra A. K., Tong Y. W., Yung L.-Y. L., et al. “Electro-spin-
ning of pure collagen nano-fibres—just an expensive way to make gelatin?,” Biomaterials, vol. 29, no.
15, pp. 2293–305, May 2008. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2008.02.009 PMID: 18313748

13. Yu Y., Lü X., and Ding F., “Influence of Poly(L-Lactic Acid) Aligned Nanofibers on PC12 Differentiation,”
J. Biomed. Nanotechnol., vol. 11, no. 5, pp. 816–827, May 2015. PMID: 26349394

14. Han J., Gerstenhaber J. A., Lazarovici P., and Lelkes P. I., “Tissue Factor Activity and ECM-Related
Gene Expression in Human Aortic Endothelial Cells Grown on Electrospun Biohybrid Sca ff olds,”
2013.

15. Chew S. Y., Mi R., Hoke A., and Leong K. W., “The effect of the alignment of electrospun fibrous scaf-
folds on Schwann cell maturation,” Biomaterials, vol. 29, no. 6, pp. 653–661, 2008. PMID: 17983651

PCL+Gelatin Nanofiber Alignment Regulates Gene Expression in NIH3T3 Cells

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806 May 19, 2016 11 / 12

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2012.03.079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2012.03.079
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22521491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2011.11.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22136719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10856-014-5214-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24737088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am509227t
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25786058
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25691933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2010.08.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20709198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1115/1.4007635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1115/1.4007635
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23083203
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17457824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0016813
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21346817
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/ten.tea.2008.0473
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19231973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2008.08.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18757094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2008.02.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18313748
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26349394
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17983651


16. Lau C. L., Kovacevic M., Tingleff T. S., Forsythe J. S., Cate H. S., Merlo D., et al. “3D Electrospun scaf-
folds promote a cytotrophic phenotype of cultured primary astrocytes,” J. Neurochem., vol. 130, no.
2, pp. 215–226, Jul. 2014. doi: 10.1111/jnc.12702 PMID: 24588462

17. Chen X., Fu X., Shi J., andWang H., “Regulation of the osteogenesis of pre-osteoblasts by spatial
arrangement of electrospun nanofibers in two- and three-dimensional environments.,” Nanomedicine,
vol. 9, no. 8, pp. 1283–92, 2013. doi: 10.1016/j.nano.2013.04.013 PMID: 23665421

18. Mi H.-Y., Salick M. R., Jing X., CroneW. C., Peng X.-F., and Turng L.-S., “Electrospinning of unidirec-
tionally and orthogonally aligned thermoplastic polyurethane nanofibers: Fiber orientation and cell
migration,” J. Biomed. Mater. Res. Part A, vol. 103, no. 2, pp. 593–603, 2015.

19. Fee T., Downs C., Eberhardt A., Zhou Y., and Berry J., “Image based quantification of fiber alignment
within electrospun tissue engineering scaffolds is related to mechanical anisotropy,” J. Biomed. Mater.
Res. Part A, p.0–0, 2016.

20. Creszenzi V., Mazini G., Calzolari G., and Borri C., “Thermodynamics of fusion of poly-β-propiolactone
and poly-�-caprolactone. comparative analysis of the melting of aliphatic polylactone and polyester
chains,” Eur. Polym. J., vol. 8, pp. 449–463 ST–Thermodynamics of fusion of poly–β–p, 1972.

21. Arnoczky S. P., Lavagnino M., Whallon J. H., and Hoonjan A., “In situ cell nucleus deformation in ten-
dons under tensile load; a morphological analysis using confocal laser microscopy.,” J. Orthop. Res.,
vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 29–35, Jan. 2002. PMID: 11853087

22. Screen H. R. C., Lee D. A., Bader D. L., and Shelton J. C., “Development of a technique to determine
strains in tendons using the cell nuclei.,” Biorheology, vol. 40, no. 1–3, pp. 361–8, 2003. PMID:
12454427

23. Benjamini Y. and Hochberg Y., “Benjamini Y, Hochberg Y. Controlling the false discovery rate: a practi-
cal and powerful approach to multiple testing,” J. R. Stat. Soc. B, vol. 57, no. 1, pp. 289–300, 1995.

24. Huggins C. E., Domenighetti A. A., Ritchie M. E., Khalil N., Favaloro J. M., Proietto J., et al. “Functional
and metabolic remodelling in GLUT4-deficient hearts confers hyper-responsiveness to substrate inter-
vention.,” J. Mol. Cell. Cardiol., vol. 44, no. 2, pp. 270–80, 2008. doi: 10.1016/j.yjmcc.2007.11.020
PMID: 18191142

25. Patterson T. A., Lobenhofer E. K., Fulmer-Smentek S. B., Collins P. J., Chu T.-M., BaoW., et al. “Per-
formance comparison of one-color and two-color platforms within the Microarray Quality Control
(MAQC) project,” Nat. Biotechnol., vol. 24, no. 9, pp. 1140–1150, 2006. PMID: 16964228

26. Xu Y., Gurusiddappa S., Rich R. L., Owens R. T., Keene D. R., Mayne R., et al. “Multiple binding sites
in collagen type I for the integrins α1β1 and α2β1,” J. Biol. Chem., vol. 275, no. 50, pp. 38981–38989,
2000. PMID: 10986291

27. Katagiri Y., Brew S. A., and Ingham K. C., “All Six Modules of the Gelatin-binding Domain of Fibronectin
Are Required for Full Affinity,” J. Biol. Chem., vol. 278, no. 14, pp. 11897–11902, 2003. PMID:
12538576

28. Liu C., Baek S., Kim J., Vasko E., Pyne R., and Chan C., “Effect of static pre-stretch induced surface
anisotropy on orientation of mesenchymal stem cells,” Cell. Mol. Bioeng., vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 106–121,
2014. PMID: 24678348

29. Mauck R. L., Baker B. M., Nerurkar N. L., Burdick J. A., Li W.-J. J., uan R. S., et al. “Engineering on the
straight and narrow: the mechanics of nanofibrous assemblies for fiber-reinforced tissue regeneration,”
Tissue Eng Part B Rev, vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 171–93 ST–Engineering on the straight and narro, Jun.
2009. doi: 10.1089/ten.TEB.2008.0652 PMID: 19207040

30. Anene-Nzelu C. G., Choudhury D., Li H., Fraiszudeen A., Peh K.-Y., Toh Y.-C., et al. “Scalable cell
alignment on optical media substrates.,” Biomaterials, vol. 34, no. 21, pp. 5078–87, Jul. 2013. doi: 10.
1016/j.biomaterials.2013.03.070 PMID: 23601659

31. Chiquet M., Gelman L., Lutz R., and Maier S., “Frommechanotransduction to extracellular matrix gene
expression in fibroblasts.,” Biochim. Biophys. Acta, vol. 1793, no. 5, pp. 911–20, May 2009. doi: 10.
1016/j.bbamcr.2009.01.012 PMID: 19339214

32. Kanehisa M. and Goto S., “KEGG: Kyoto Encyclopaedia of Genes and Genomes,” Nucl. Acids Res.,
vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 27–30, 2000. PMID: 10592173

33. “Regulation of actin cytoskeleton—Mus musculus,” KEGG: Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and
Genomes. [Online]. Available: http://www.kegg.jp/pathway/mmu04810. [Accessed: 01-Jan-2015].

34. McNamara L. E., Burchmore R., Riehle M. O., Herzyk P., Biggs M. J. P., Wilkinson C. D. W., et al. “The
role of microtopography in cellular mechanotransduction.,” Biomaterials, vol. 33, no. 10, pp. 2835–47,
Apr. 2012. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2011.11.047 PMID: 22248989

PCL+Gelatin Nanofiber Alignment Regulates Gene Expression in NIH3T3 Cells

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0154806 May 19, 2016 12 / 12

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jnc.12702
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24588462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2013.04.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23665421
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11853087
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12454427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yjmcc.2007.11.020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18191142
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16964228
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10986291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12538576
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24678348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/ten.TEB.2008.0652
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19207040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.03.070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.03.070
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23601659
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2009.01.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2009.01.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19339214
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10592173
http://www.kegg.jp/pathway/mmu04810
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2011.11.047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22248989

