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Abstract

Methods to evaluate maternal-fetal transport across the placental barrier have generally involved 

clinical observations after-the-fact, ex vivo perfused placenta studies, or in vitro Transwell assays. 

Given the ethical and technical limitations in these approaches, and the drive to understand 

fetal development through the lens of transport-induced injury, such as with the examples of 

thalidomide and Zika Virus, efforts to develop novel approaches to study these phenomena have 

expanded in recent years. Notably, within the past 10 years, placental barrier models have been 

developed using hydrogel, bioreactor, organ-on-a-chip, and bioprinting approaches. In this review, 

we discuss the biology of the placental barrier and endeavors to recapitulate this barrier in vitro 
using these approaches. We also provide analysis of current limitations to drug discovery in this 

context, and end with a future outlook.
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1. Introduction

As an important regulator of maternal and fetal health, the placenta is one of the most 

important organs in sustaining fetal life throughout pregnancy. Although research efforts 

have increased in recent years, in part due to the Human Placenta Project launched by the 

National Institutes of Health in 2014 [1,2], we still only have an elementary understanding 

of how the placenta coordinates signals in order to maintain a healthy intrauterine 

environment. Placental coordination begins with the cells that comprise the maternal-fetal 

interface, termed the placental barrier (PB), that receive signals from both maternal and fetal 

circulation [3]. The PB acts as a regulator, allocating, and even synthesizing vital nutrients, 

hormones, and growth factors needed for fetal development and pregnancy maintenance, 

removing waste from fetal circulation, and limiting fetal toxin exposure. In certain instances, 

PB dysfunction and placental insufficiency can lead to disease, such as intrauterine growth 

restriction (IUGR) [4,5]. Therefore, proper function of this barrier is necessary for healthy 

development [3,6,7]. Modeling the PB has been an active area of research for decades, with 

a particular focus on determining what substances are capable of crossing and reaching 

the fetus [8,9].Historical examples highlight the need to better understand how exogenous 

substances can interact with or cross this barrier, as exposure to medications [10] and 

infections [11,12] in utero impact fetal development and programming, leading to lifelong 

changes in health and disease risk. Thus, in recent years, significant advancements have been 

made to study the PB and aspects of placental transport through the use of tissue engineering 

and other microphysiological systems [13–17].

At a foundational level, the PB is a multilayered, multicellular interface that separates 

maternal and fetal blood. A large variety of specialized cells are present at this 

interface, the majority of which are trophoblast subtypes originating from the same 

blastocyst trophectoderm stem cell precursors [18]. These cell types include the villous 

cytotrophoblasts, syncytiotrophoblast, extravillous trophoblasts, and trophoblast giant cells. 

Additional cells that make up the placental milieu, but are not trophoblast in origin, 

are Hofbauer cells (placental macrophages), fetal endothelial cells, and decidual cells 

[19]. All of these cell types interact with one another, contributing to diverse placental 

functions ranging from immune tolerance and hormone production to serving as a chemical 

and physical barrier [8,20–23]. The syncytiotrophoblast serves as a predominant force in 

regulating placental transport [8,24], though the fetal endothelium also plays an important 

role [22]. In this review, we will discuss important biological features of the PB that should 

be taken into consideration when modeling transport in vitro.

In order to replicate this barrier, microphysiological models including hydrogel [13,15,25–

28], bioreactor [29,30], organ-on-a-chip [14,16,31–35], and bioprinting [17] based models 

have been developed. We searched PubMed and Google Scholar for papers related to 

placental transport from the past 10 years, as well as searching for placental-related papers 

that utilized these techniques, whether it was in the context of transport or more generally 

placental biology. From these searches, 100s–1000s of search hits were identified, with 

the vast majority being discarded due to limited benefit in added discussion (for example, 

related to placental biology without a focus on transport, studying amino acids to elucidate 

transport mechanism rather than modeling, utilizing an animal model instead of a human 
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model, similar studies already included in the discussion, amongst other related reasons). 

This left approximately 20–30 studies, all of which represent the array of techniques used to 

fabricate and model the PB and highlights ongoing areas of investigation related to placental 

transport. We also discuss challenges to drug discovery in the context of the placenta, 

namely its inclusion as a safety criterion for drug development and recent interest in targeted 

drug delivery to the placenta itself. The integration of in vitro placental transport approaches, 

along with interest in developing novel therapeutics for disease and imaging agents to probe 

placental and fetal development, provide a basis for a growing interest in studying the PB 

and placental transport.

2. Biology of the placental barrier

The human placenta is unlike that of many other animals [36–38]. Its hemochorial 

nature, meaning there is direct contact between maternal blood and the fetal chorion (i.e. 

syncytiotrophoblast, Fig. 1A), and discoid shape (Fig. 1C) are features that are only shared 

with non-human primates, rabbits, and rodents [37]. While rodent models have been a 

popular choice for in vivo studies, it is evident that the hemochorial placenta of both rats 

and mice differ from humans in gross structural morphology (hemotrichorial in rodents 

vs hemomonochorial in humans) and molecular features (differences in gene and protein 

expression) that make them somewhat limited in their translational comparison [24,36]. 

Understanding the unique biology of the human placenta requires the use of in vivo (for 

biological relevance) and in vitro (for targeted questions) modeling systems. Using what is 

already known about the PB in order to generate a biologically relevant in vitro system will 

assist in modeling molecular transport across the maternal-fetal interface.

2.1. Maternal-fetal interface

The interface between maternal and fetal blood is defined here as the PB. Passage across 

this barrier can occur through simple diffusion, as is the case for the transfer of oxygen to 

the fetus, or through protein dependent transport [39]. The majority of substances, including 

biological small molecules, antibodies, and drugs [9,40] require membrane proteins and 

therefore passage is limited by this barrier. Protein-dependent transport occurs via facilitated 

diffusion or active transport [41] and is bidirectional, allowing communication between the 

maternal and fetal compartments [24]. As is the case for most biological barriers, including 

the blood brain barrier, the apical side and the basal side are structurally and biochemically 

distinct and meant to facilitate the uptake of what is necessary while restricting access 

of potentially harmful and biologically active compounds. The apical side of the PB is a 

brush border membrane that increases its surface area and contact with maternal blood. 

Transport proteins are highly abundant on the apical membrane, including those positioned 

to increase the concentration of nutrients in the cell (influx transporters) and decrease 

the concentration of unwanted materials (efflux transporters) [42]. Although the basal 

membrane that is in close proximity to fetal capillaries lacks microvilli, it does house a large 

variety of transporters (Fig. 1B). Fetal health and development rely on proper functioning 

of this barrier designed to ensure entry of important nutrients from maternal circulation 

and removal of potentially harmful substances from the placenta and fetal circulation. 

A number of studies have highlighted the role of placental transporters in fetal health, 
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demonstrating that changes in the expression or function of nutrient transport can have 

detrimental impacts. For example, changes in the expression and function of glucose, fatty 

acid, and amino acid transporters have been implicated in fetal IUGR [43]. Unfortunately, 

innate transport mechanisms can be hijacked by exogenous substrates which may lead to 

unwanted placental or fetal exposure. For instance, the solute carrier SLC22A5 is an apical 

membrane transporter responsible for the influx of lactate, folate, and L-arginine, essential 

nutrients needed by the developing fetus. However, this transporter also imports common 

drugs, including antibiotics and antidepressants [44,45], which may compete with nutrient 

transfer and/or result in unwanted placental and fetal drug exposure. Once these drugs have 

entered into the cells of the PB, there are several potential outcomes, icluding transport into 

fetal circulation or back into maternal circulation, retension in the PB, and/or metabolism 

within the PB’s cells. Certain substances are not able to pass through the placenta at all (Fig. 

1B), including drugs like heparin and insulin, which may serve to protect the fetus but is also 

important to consider when thinking about drug delivery to the placenta or fetus [46].

The cells within the PB contain the enzymatic machinery necessary for both Phase 

I and Phase II metabolism. This means that drugs can be modified (Phase I; i.e. 

oxidized, hydrolyzed) and conjugated with chemical groups (Phase II). Data on placental 

biotransformation is limited and metabolic activity in the placenta, compared to the liver, is 

relatively low and not expected to limit the passage of xenobiotics [47]. Further, within the 

placenta, expression of metabolic enzymes, such as the cytochrome P450 family, fluctuates 

over the course of pregnancy [48] suggesting that the placenta’s metabolic capacity also 

changes throughout gestation. This potential for the placenta to transform drugs should 

not be ignored, especially as products of Phase I metabolism are often more bioreactive, 

and therefore potentially more toxic, than their parent compounds. Accordingly, both the 

parent drug and its potential metabolite(s) should be considered in the context of placental 

transfer, as either of these chemical compounds could cross into fetal circulation. Moreover, 

a thorough appreciation of placental transport mechanisms will likely require a better 

understanding of placental metabolism and is ultimately paramount to developing targeted 

therapies and prevention of unwanted placental and fetal exposures.

While multiple cell types are important for proper barrier function, the syncytiotrophoblast 

is the dominant cell regulating placental transport [24,49]. The remaining cell types and 

components, including villous cytotrophoblast [23,49], extravillous trophoblasts, trophoblast 

giant cells, Hofbauer cells [21,49], fetal endothelial cell [22,49–51], decidual cells, and 

proteins found in the basement membrane [37], all play a significant but supporting role in 

placental transport (Fig. 2). The biology of these cell types and the tissue environment are 

discussed in more detail below.

2.2. Biology of the syncytiotrophoblast

The syncytiotrophoblast functions as an arbitrator, negotiating for nutrient resources while 

providing a protective barrier on behalf of the fetus. Moreover, the syncytiotrophoblast 

serves a critical role as the primary source of placental hormones. Arising from the fusion 

of rapidly dividing villous cytotrophoblasts, the syncytiotrophoblast is a multinucleated 

cell layer that lacks lateral cell borders (Fig. 1A). This results in the formation of a true 
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syncytium lining the outermost surface of the villous tree, an important protective feature 

providing a continuous physical barrier [52]. At a molecular level, the syncytiotrophoblast 

also serves as a chemical barrier regulating the absorption of endogenous and exogenous 

substances [24,49]. The major transporter super-families found in the human placenta are 

ATP-binding cassette (ABC) and solute carrier protein (SLC) transporters. While these two 

super-families are responsible for the influx of physiologically relevant compounds into the 

syncytiotrophoblast that can be dispatched to the fetus or used as substrates to generate other 

biological molecules, drugs and other xenobiotics also act as substrates for these transporters 

[44]. In fact, for some transporters drug and xenobiotic efflux is their primary function. ABC 

transporters in particular govern fetal protection through their predominant role as efflux 

transporters moving drugs and other xenobiotics away from fetal circulation. One primary 

example is ABCB1, which encodes for a protein known as P-glycoprotein, a transporter that 

is highly expressed on the apical membrane and has a wide range of substrates including 

chemotherapeutics, steroids, drugs of abuse, and antidepressants [45]. Conversely, SLC 

transporters are largely responsible for the influx of hydrophilic and charged molecules 

including glucose, amino acids, vitamins, fatty acids, and sulfated steroids. Therefore, 

biologically active exogenous substrates that are capable of utilizing SLC transporters may 

pose a threat to fetal health and development. Other known substrates of ABC and SLC 

transporters include cardiac drugs, antibiotics, and nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs 

(NSAIDs) [44]. Competition between endogenous and exogenous substrates may alter 

nutrient availability or result in harmful drug delivery to the fetus [45,53]. For a more 

thorough description of ABC and SLC transporters in the human placenta see the recent 

review by Walker, et al [44].

In addition to its regulatory role, hormone production by the syncytiotrophoblast is 

essential for maintaining a healthy pregnancy [19,54]. The syncytiotrophoblast houses the 

enzymatic tools necessary for the biosynthesis of a number of hormones that are needed for 

placental development, angiogenesis, embryo implantation, fetal development, and several 

other processes that are critical for the establishment and maintenance of pregnancy [19]. 

Hormones produced by the syncytiotrophoblast include human chorionic gonadotropin 

(hCG), progesterone, oestrogens, and placental lactogen, amongst others [19,54]. The 

production of these hormones relies, in part, on transporter activity. For example, the 

uptake of the sulfated steroid dehydroepiandrosterone (DHEAS) by SLC transporters is 

necessary for the placental synthesis of oestrogens [44]. Early in pregnancy, placental 

lactogen and progesterone initiate signals that alter maternal metabolism and allocation of 

maternal resources to the developing placenta and fetus [55]. Further, expression of placental 

transporters is regulated by hormones [44]. Therefore, hormone activity and its effect on 

placental transport should be considered when modeling the PB.

2.3. Modeling the syncytiotrophoblast in vitro

Recapitulating the phenotype of the syncytiotrophoblast is critically important to being 

able to effectively produce a model of the PB. In cell culture models, the phenotypic 

characteristics most commonly used to validate barrier ‘maturity’ include biochemical 

and morphological differentiation. This phenotype allows the cultured barrier to mimic 

syncytiotrophoblast function, including the presence of a continuous physical barrier 
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through syncytialization (i.e. cellular fusion) and hormone production (hCG) [16,56]. 

There are multiple methods used to induce trophoblast cell fusion, a process that is 

thought to be mediated through cyclic AMP signaling/protein kinase A pathway [57–60]. 

Chemical induction of syncytialization by exposing cells to chemicals such as forskolin is 

a common technique used in in vitro models [16,59]. However, the application of such 

chemicals can change the abundance and function of transporters, and may confound 

studies of placental transport [61]. Hormone production, specifically hCG production, is also 

commonly assessed. Generally, both primary and non-primary trophoblast cell lines secrete 

this hormone, however, most studies report higher levels of hCG following the induction of 

syncytialization [52,56,61].

There are a number of cell lines to consider when modeling the syncytiotrophoblast, 

including primary human trophoblasts (PHT) and clones of human choriocarcinoma cell 

lines. While PHTs may appear to be the most physiologically relevant choice, there are 

some important limitations to consider. For ethical reasons, PHTs can only be collected 

from early elective terminations (12–20 weeks, with upper fetal age limit depending on 

the country) or at term, at which point the physical and biochemical properties of the 

syncytiotrophoblast is likely very different from its state at mid-gestation [45]. Due to the 

complexity and large number of cell types within the placenta isolating a pure population of 

PHTs is near impossible. Often times these cultures end up contaminated by mesenchymal 

cells, such as fibroblast and smooth muscle cells, as well as endothelial cells which can 

disrupt the growth and viability of the trophoblast cells. Furthermore, difficulty in handling 

and propagating, as well as innate variability between samples (due to gestational age, area 

of placenta sampled, contamination, etc.) hinder reproducibility when using PHTs [62]. 

Nonetheless, recent advancements in sequencing technologies have enabled researchers to 

derive human trophoblast stem cells from PHTs, a powerful new tool to study molecular and 

functional features of human trophoblasts with potential application in transport and studies 

of placental pathologies [63–65]. While immortalized human trophoblast cell lines exist, 

HTR-8 (non-malignant) and ACH-3P (malignant) for example, they still suffer from issues 

of contamination and reproducibility [62,66]. For these reasons, the human choriocarcinoma 

cell lines remain a popular choice, with BeWo, Jeg-3 and JAR representing the current 

well-established placental cell models in the field. Although these cell lines represent a 

cancer cell model, they share key features with human trophoblasts including their barrier 

capacity, hormone release, and expression of nutrient transporters [52]. Several studies have 

demonstrated that the BeWo cell line, including the b30 clone [67] that is more suited for 

monolayer formation, is an appropriate model for transport studies as they have significant 

overlap in transporter expression [45,67] and hormone profiles with primary trophoblasts 

[68], and they can form a confluent monolayer. However, there are limitations with all 

the cell lines mentioned, including differences in transporter expression and molecular 

transport [24,52] that should be carefully considered when modeling the PB and conducting 

transport studies. Therefore, use of these cancer cell lines to identify specific transport 

mechanisms may warrant a comparison with PHTs. A recent comparative study has already 

been conducted by Rothbauer, et al. and provides some great insight about four different 

human trophoblast-derived cell lines and their relevance in placental barrier model studies 

[52].
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2.4. Biology of supporting cells and extracellular environment

In addition to the syncytiotrophoblast, cell types within the PB include villous 

cytotrophoblast, extravillous trophoblasts, trophoblast giant cells, Hofbauer cells, fetal 

endothelial cells, and decidual cells (Fig. 1A). Additionally, the microenvironment within 

the PB, including the basement membrane (or extracellular matrix, ECM), and blood flow, 

contribute to molecular transport across the PB. The villous cytotrophoblasts, which arise 

from the differentiation of cytotrophoblast stem cells (Fig. 2), can have one of two fates. 

They can fuse together to form the multinucleated syncytiotrophoblast or, in the absence of 

a maternal environment, they can take on a more invasive role as extravillous trophoblasts. 

Within the PB, villous cytotrophoblasts are mononuclear cells that help to maintain the 

syncytiotrophoblast layer and provide structural support for the villous tree [49]. As a 

result, these cytotrophoblasts help regulate aspects of syncytiotrophoblast physiology, such 

as cell fusion and trophoblast turnover via the apoptotic cascade [69,70]. Generally, villous 

cytotrophoblasts are not thought to play an active role in the PB transport regulation. 

However, a recent study found that at term, these cells are more metabolically active 

than the syncytiotrophoblast [71], suggesting that they may play an important role in 

biotransformation and altering the transport and/or reactivity of compounds within the PB. 

Further consideration of their inclusion in a barrier model is warranted.

When villous cytotrophoblasts take on an invasive phenotype, they begin to form 

cytotrophoblast cell columns aiding in anchoring the placenta to the uterus. Some of the 

cytotrophoblasts that make up cell columns will develop into extravillous trophoblasts. The 

extravillous trophoblasts break through the overlying syncytiotrophoblast cell layer, invading 

and remodeling maternal tissue (interstitial extravillous trophoblasts), uterine spiral arteries 

(endovascular extravillous trophoblasts), and uterine glands (endoglandular extravillous 

trophoblasts) (Fig. 1A) [19,72,73]. Interstitial extravillous trophoblast cells aid in anchoring 

the placenta to the maternal decidua and can fuse to form multinucleated trophoblast giant 

cells which lose their ability to migrate and invade, potentially preventing deeper penetration 

into the uterine wall. Furthermore, trophoblast giant cells may play an important role in 

regulating blood flow through their release of vasoactive and angiogenic factors [74]. This 

invasion and remodeling results in increased maternal blood flow to the placenta (interstitial 

and endovascular) and access to histiotrophic nutrients (endoglandular) [19,73,75].

Decidualization is the process by which endometrial cells undergo functional and 

morphological changes in preparation for pregnancy. Changes include an influx of 

leukocytes to the area as well as development of a secretory lining that secretes cytokines, 

growth factors, and proteins. There is some evidence that decidual stromal cells and 

leukocytes that are maternal in origin initiate remodeling of maternal vasculature prior to the 

invasion of extravillous trophoblasts. However, colonization of the decidua by extravillous 

trophoblasts is required for thorough remodeling of the spiral arteries [76]. Specialized 

extravillous trophoblasts, referred to as endovascular extravillous trophoblasts, invade 

through the walls of uterine spiral arteries, migrating along the lumen, and dramatically 

widening these vessels to modify blood flow to the placenta (Fig. 1A). During the first 

trimester the endovascular extravillous trophoblasts form plugs (not shown in Fig. 1) that 

partially block maternal blood flow to the placenta, leading to a transient state of hypoxia, 
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a physiological state that is believed to be important for early placental development 

and trophoblast differentiation [77,78]. Similarly, endoglandular extravillous trophoblasts, 

invade the walls of uterine glands and can even replace glandular epithelial cells (Fig. 1A) 

providing the developing fetus with early access to nutrients during a time that maternal 

blood flow to the placenta is restricted [79]. Together, these specialized trophoblasts and 

decidual cells aid in placental transport by creating an environment that supports early 

placental development, providing early access to nutrients for fetal growth and development, 

and ensuring sufficient perfusion of the placenta with maternal blood [73].

Hofbauer cells are placental resident macrophages, though like villous cytotrophoblasts, 

their role in regulating transport is relatively unknown [21,49]. These cells are thought to 

be more related to the M2 macrophage, which functions in repair processes including ECM 

construction, rather than an M1 macrophage that triggers an inflammatory response in order 

to fight off microbes [80]. Further, these cells may play a role in regulating growth factor 

and cytokine expression [49,80] that can directly affect trophoblast function. Ultimately, the 

exact role of these cells still remains largely unknown and needs clarification, particularly if 

they may play a role in immunologic transfer or protection of the fetus.

Fetal endothelial cells play a very important role within the PB. Fetal blood enters the 

placenta through the umbilical arteries picking up oxygen, nutrients, and hormones as 

it flows through a labyrinth of fetal capillaries, and flows back to the fetus through 

the umbilical vein (Fig. 1C). Fetal endothelial cells that line these capillaries exhibit 

differential arterial and venous phenotypes [50,51]. Beyond their phenotype as vascular 

cells, they also present an additional barrier to regulate transport, one that is often neglected 

in placental transport studies. Similar to the syncytiotrophoblast, fetal endothelial cells 

express transporters that allow substrates taken up by the syncytiotrophoblast layer to enter 

fetal circulation, and waste and potentially harmful substances to be removed (Fig. 1B) 

[22]. Recently, in vitro studies have begun using human umbilical vein endothelial cells 

(HUVECs) in co-culture systems when modeling placental transport. These studies found 

that these cells do contribute to the overall phenotype, by aiding in the replication of 

physiologically relevant architecture and permeability of the PB model [13,16,27], and 

thus merit continued inclusion for transport studies. However, whether these are the most 

physiologically relevant cell type for the PB remains to be determined. Some studies 

have suggested differential phenotypes between macrovascular cells, such as HUVEC, and 

microvascular cells, such as those derived from placental microvilli, including how these 

cell types interact with biological substances, such as insulin [81,82]. Thus, it is important 

to consider the type of endothelial cell utilized as they may impact PB function differently, 

leading to different results.

Lastly, the PB environment should be considered in developing placental transport models. 

The PB contains fibroblasts and basement membrane proteins, including fibronectin, 

laminin, and collagen, that provide numerous biochemical and biomechanical cues that 

help regulate trophoblast behavior [49,83,84]. Changes within the basement membrane, such 

as thickening and stiffness, have been associated with certain pathologies, such as IUGR 

[83,85]. Additionally, changes in trophoblast cell organization, differentiation, and gene 

expression profiles have been observed, depending upon the composition or thickness of the 
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basement membrane [70,83,86]. Similarly, fluid flow directly influences molecular transport 

through shear stress on cells within the barrier and turnover of nutrients and waste present in 

a local area [87–89]. Reduction in fluid flow has been implicated in fetal growth restriction 

[5], and thus, the biological impact of fluid flow should not be overlooked.

Collectively, these cell types and the environment around them all play an important 

role in the physiology of the PB, thereby influencing aspects of placental transport. No 

models, to our knowledge, have recapitulated all of these components in a single system. 

Full replication of this complex tissue is near impossible, in part due to our lack of 

understanding and ability to regulate trophoblast differentiation in vitro to include all of 

the relevant subtypes [90]. Though there have been recent efforts to generate trophoblast 

stem cells [18,63], the biology of trophoblast differentiation is not straightforward, with 

our knowledge continually evolving [23,72,90–92]. For example, whether extravillous 

cytotrophoblast and villous cytotrophoblast originate from a common progenitor [23], or 

whether extravillous cytotrophoblast differentiate from villous cytotrophoblast [72], remains 

unclear, though to our knowledge, recent findings have suggested the latter. Regardless, 

steps in the right direction are being taken with co-culture systems, including cell lines that 

mimic undifferentiated cytotrophoblasts and fetal endothelial cells seeing increased use and 

validation.

3. Microphysiological models

Microphysiological models have been developed with the intent of recapitulating the native 

biology of a tissue system. In recreating a tissue, there are a number of approaches that 

can be taken, ranging from traditional scaffold or hydrogel fabrication techniques to more 

modern organ-on-a-chip, bioreactor, and bioprinting approaches (Fig. 3). Here, we discuss 

a variety of techniques to recreate the PB. While all of the models discussed below 

emphasize the importance of replicating specific structural and functional features of the 

syncytiotrophoblast, namely barrier formation and hormone production, there are additional 

features that warrant further discussion for their relevance in modeling the PB (Table 1). 

For additional context, we begin with a brief section on traditional approaches to studying 

placental transport.

3.1. Traditional approaches – transwell and perfused placenta

In the field of placental transport, two of the most prominent and time-tested approaches 

are (1) the use of Transwell inserts with trophoblast cells (Fig. 3A), and (2) the use of 

the ex vivo perfused placenta model (Fig. 3B) [8,95]. The latter is considered the gold 

standard, with both Transwell and newer approaches often performed as comparative studies 

against the perfused placenta model [16,96]. In the perfusion setup, both the maternal and 

fetal vasculature are connected to catheters and perfused such that bidirectional molecular 

transport can be studied by introducing a substance into one side of the vascular system 

and analyzing the perfusate from the other [8]. One recent example from Stirrat, et 
al, utilized a deuterated tracer in order to study placental transfer and metabolism of 

cortisol [97], the primary circulating glucocorticoid hormone in humans. Understanding the 

pharmacokinetics (where it is) and pharmacodynamics (what it is doing) of glucocorticoids 
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during pregnancy has been an intense area of research for several key reasons, including 

their role in fetal development and tissue maturation and use of synthetic glucocorticoids 

in reproductive medicine [98]. Furthermore, overexposure to glucocorticoids as a result 

of maternal stress is associated with alterations in development and fetal programming, 

including fetal growth restriction and increased risk of neurodevelopmental disorders 

[99]. Here the authors showed that transfer of maternal cortisol to fetal circulation was 

surprisingly low (3%) and highlighted the enzyme 11-β-hydroxysteroid dehydrogenase-type 

2 (11β-HSD2), which converts cortisol to its inactive form corticosterone and is highly 

abundant in the placenta, as the rate limiting step in maternal transfer [97]. While this 

provides the most physiologically relevant model to evaluate placental transport, there are 

some significant limitations, including technical limitations in maintaining tissue viability 

following delivery of the placenta and for applicability in longer studies. For instance, 

mRNA and activity levels of 11β-HSD2 is reduced by maternal stress [100], which may 

render the fetus more vulnerable to the deleterious effects of excess glucocorticoid exposure. 

Findings from the study by Stirrat, et al, support reduced 11β-HSD2 activity, through the 

use of a potent inhibitor, can lead to increased fetal glucocorticoid exposure. However, they 

were unable to fully test regulation of this enzyme by glucocorticoids, as seems to be the 

case in models of prenatal maternal stress, for a more prolonged period due to issues with 

tissue viability [97]. Additionally, due to limitations in tissue availability there are broader 

concerns about the lack of ability to replicate earlier stages of pregnancy using ex vivo 
placental perfusion. More recently, rodent models have been used for ex vivo perfusion 

studies, allowing assessment of placental transport at different stages of development [101]. 

However, these studies are also technically very limited due to time, equipment, and tissue 

viability. Findings from ex vivo perfusion studies like the one described here would be 

significantly complimented by the mechanistic insight that can be obtained using the in vitro 
models described below.

The Transwell approach has become more common as trophoblast cell lines form 

monolayers in vitro and do not suffer from the constraints in viability and technical 

difficulty experienced with the ex vivo approach [8,95,96]. In this approach, cells are seeded 

into a Transwell insert, creating apical and basolateral compartments within the Transwell-

well plate setup [96,102–107]. BeWo cells, and the b30 clone, are commonly used in this 

approach, with the vast majority of studies utilizing these cells [95,96,103–106]. Moreover, 

in these studies, cells are often seeded at 100,000 cells/cm2, a density that is high to enable 

monolayer formation [102,104]. This has enabled robust study of transport and in vitro 
effects of exposure to chemicals, such as bisphenol A [104] and drug-loaded nanoparticles 

[105,106]. These models have also been utilized to study bi-directional (i.e. maternal to 

fetal and fetal to maternal) transfer of compounds [104], which could be beneficial for 

understanding potential compound-induced injury to the fetus. However, as articulated 

above, utilizing a trophoblast cell line in a Transwell, as has often been done [20,95,96,102–

107], does not recapitulate the complexity of the PB. In particular, these studies often lack 

an endothelial cell population needed to recreate the second major cell-regulated transport 

barrier within the PB, though some Transwell models do include endothelial cells [107,108]. 

Thus, tissue engineering approaches are addressing some of the concerns arising from 

Transwell studies.
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3.2. Bioreactor-based models

Bioreactors provide one tissue engineering approach to producing PB models. The key 

advantage with bioreactors is being able to perfuse the model, in turn producing fluid flow 

and shear stress that can be modulated through various input parameters. One of the earliest 

PB studies using a tissue engineering approach was a bioreactor based model, demonstrated 

nearly two decades ago in 1999 [29]. More recent examples of bioreactors include the use 

of rotating wall bioreactors [30,109], based on a design by the US National Aeronautics and 

Space Administration (NASA), and examples of custom-built bioreactor systems (Fig. 3C) 

[27,28].

One of the earliest examples, to our knowledge, is by Ma, et al [29]. In this study, 

the authors utilized a poly(ethylene teraphthalate) (PET) matrix as a scaffold where 

modifications were made to reduce the hydrophobicity of the material and to place hydroxyl 

groups on the surface. Dual compartments were designed to mimic the maternal and 

fetal side of the PB, and first trimester trophoblast cells were seeded onto the scaffold. 

Microscopy images showed cells appeared to attach onto the scaffold and form a barrier, 

though the data presented are not compelling in showing the temporal changes in barrier 

formation. Further, expression of intercellular barrier markers, such as tight junction 

proteins, was not assessed, nor were transport studies performed for any biologically 

relevant (i.e. glucose) or synthetic (i.e. nanoparticles) substances, thus raising concerns as to 

whether this barrier model is truly sufficient for studying drug transport across the PB.

More recently, rotating wall bioreactors were utilized to induce syncytialization of 

trophoblast cells in vitro, and to develop 3D-based cultures to study microbial resistance 

and Zika virus infection [30,109]. In one study by McConkey, et al, beads were utilized to 

grow a 3D co-culture of microvascular endothelial and trophoblast cells [30]. Microvascular 

cells were initially seeded onto Cytodex®-3 beads and grown for 3–5 days, at which point 

trophoblast cell lines were seeded onto the beads and grown for an additional 21 days. 

JEG-3 cells were found to have approximately 75% coverage of the beads, along with 

protein and gene expression profiles comparable to primary human syncytiotrophoblasts. 

Beta-human chorionic gonadotropin (βhCG) was the only protein evaluated, while gene 

expression included human placental lactogen, hCG, syncytin, major facilitator superfamily 

domain-containing protein 2 (MFDS2), and placental protein 13 (PP13). Further, within 

this system, the authors showed formation of syncytia and a brush border, indicative of 

an advanced barrier formation beyond simple inclusion of a high density of cells. In a 

second related study by Corry, et al, these organotypic models were utilized for investigating 

Zika virus infection of the maternal-fetal barrier [109]. While both of these studies did 

not explicitly utilize the models formed from the bioreactor for transport studies, they 

demonstrated promise in recapitulating an advanced PB, with appropriate phenotype and 

tissue-level features such as syncytialization and brush border formation. As presented, 

these models could prove useful for understanding cellular uptake of compounds by 

trophoblast cells, though not transport across trophoblast, with a more advanced barrier 

model, compared to other techniques with less complexity in the model. Adapting these 

techniques for barrier formation to techniques more amenable to transport studies could 

provide an advantage of fabricating a PB with better established biological validation. One 
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approach could be through the use of beads made from engineered materials that would 

enable uptake and release of molecules [110,111], and also facilitate removal of cells from 

the beads without damaging the beads or the molecules [111], though this hypothesis would 

need to be tested.

In another series of studies by Levkovitz, et al, the authors developed a custom well and 

bioreactor, enabling the use of an amniotic membrane with trophoblast and endothelial cells 

in co-culture on opposing sides of the membrane [27,28]. In the first study, the authors 

developed a custom well chamber to hold the thin amniotic membrane derived from term 

placenta in place for transport experiments [27]. They utilized HTR8 cells trophoblast 

cells and HUVECs endothelial cells within the model, showing that the cells remained on 

the membrane over time, maintained their unique phenotype, and formed tight junctions. 

Further, they calculated the permeability for the amniotic membrane alone, for cells in 

monoculture on the membrane, and for cells in co-culture on the membrane, finding that the 

permeability when using only trophoblast within the model differed from the permeability 

when using the co-culture with both cell types. Endothelial cells on their own were a 

closer approximation to the co-culture (within 16–18%), perhaps due to their enhanced 

tight junction formation, and thus maintained a tighter and more regulated barrier compared 

to the trophoblast. In the second study, the authors further evaluated transport within the 

bioreactor model, focusing on glucose transfer [28]. As before, glucose transfer was higher 

for the amniotic membrane alone (60% + transfer at 24 h), but was slightly reduced with 

trophoblast cells in monoculture (50–55% transfer at 24 h), endothelial cells in monoculture 

(40–45% transfer at 24 h), and both cell types in co-culture (30–35% transfer at 24 h). This 

pattern carried over to calculated permeability, indicating that trophoblast and endothelial 

cells in co-culture lead to reduced rates of molecular transport across the barrier compared to 

either cell type in monoculture. In summary, these studies provided a method for developing 

an in vitro PB model with appropriate cell types present in co-culture, as well as providing a 

perfused flow that may better mimic the PB environment compared to static culture.

3.3. Hydrogel-based models

Hydrogel-based tissue engineering is one of the oldest and most common methods for 

fabricating artificial tissues, dating back multiple decades (Fig. 3D) [112,113]. However, 

given the general lack of studies related to the placenta [2], it was only in the past few years 

that placental tissue models have been fabricated and studied using hydrogels [13,15,25,26], 

introducing an element of 3D tissue modeling to the field largely dominated by Transwell-

based studies [8,20].

In a recent example, Nishiguchi, et al, developed a PB model with connective tissue 

and vasculature to mimic the multilayer complexity of the barrier [15]. This model 

utilized fibronectin, gelatin, collagen, and laminin as the biomaterials within the hydrogel, 

fabricating a multilayer construct that contained biologically relevant components of the 

ECM. In this study, the authors performed three sets of experiments: (1) to show formation 

of the PB model with primary cytotrophoblast and the BeWo cell lines; (2) to incorporate a 

biomimetic vascular bed with connective tissue within the PB model and investigate the role 

of this addition to the model; and, [114] to assess how the conditioned media from this PB 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 12

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



raised under hypoxic conditions (2% oxygenation) can impact neuronal signaling. The first 

set of experiments confirmed that this model displays two key features of a PB, including 

formation of a barrier by confirming expression of cadherins and hormone production with 

levels of hCG up to 1500 pg/mL after 4–5 days. The second set of experiments indicated 

that a vascular-like bed could form within the hydrogel, with positive cell adhesion molecule 

staining between endothelial cells and formation of tubular-like structures, though it is 

unclear whether these are truly perfusable-tubules comparable to blood vessels in vivo. 

Finally, the authors demonstrated that changes in the environment in which this PB model 

is cultured, including hypoxic conditions and direct vs. indirect contact with the vascular-

like bed, can have significant impacts on dendrite outgrowth of cultured cortical neurons. 

These findings suggest suboptimal function of the PB under hypoxic conditions, potentially 

through the secretion of biologically active molecules that may disrupt fetal development, 

and highlights the importance of the vascular endothelium in transplacental maternal-fetal 

communication.

This study presented a method for 3D co-culture of trophoblast and endothelial cells 

that allows for study of molecular transport across the PB. However, it is not without 

limitations. One concern relates to viability of the primary cytotrophoblast and the reported 

transepithelial electrical resistance (TEER) values, which both differ significantly from a 

previous study by Huang, et al, that also utilized primary cytotrophoblast within a Transwell 

setup [56]. Perhaps this can be attributed to a difference in 2D and 3D culture, though it 

seems unlikely that 3D culture, as in Nishiguchi, et al, would lead to TEER values reduced 

by two orders of magnitude compared to 2D culture (Huang, et al, reported nearly 1500 

Ω∙cm2 in their 2D study, compared to approximately 30 Ω∙cm2 reported by Nishiguchi, et 
al, in their 3D study). Notably, very few studies have utilized primary trophoblast cells, 

and thus there is no definitive reference for expected TEER values using these cells. 

One set of experiments that would be of interest would be evaluating the PB model in a 

co-culture system with neuronal cells to evaluate whether this indirect culture method results 

in different observations compared to the conditioned media.

A series of studies by Arumugasaamy, et al, developed a biomimetic PB model and studied 

interactions between the PB and fetal-like cells using a hydrogel based barrier and an 

indirect co-culture system [13,25,26]. Here, the authors utilized gelatin methacrylate as the 

biomaterial, and two layers of BeWo b30 cells to mimic the syncytio- and cytotrphoblasts 

of the PB as well as a single layer of HUVECs as endothelial cells [13]. The authors 

demonstrated expression of cadherin and zonula occludins-1 (ZO-1), indicative of adherens 

and tight junctions, respectively, as well as progressive barrier formation through cell growth 

and TEER testing, reporting TEER values near 90 Ω∙cm2, falling below the threshold 

value suggested in Table 1. Relevant bioactivity was also confirmed in this model with the 

production of hCG, progesterone, and VEGF observed. Interestingly, this model was then 

utilized in a co-culture setup with neural progenitor cells to study Zika virus infection, 

where the authors demonstrated the virus crossed the PB and suggested, based upon neural 

progenitor cell viability, that the PB modulated Zika virus infection.

Subsequent studies, using a modified version of this PB model, investigated selective 

serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs), examining effects on the cells within the PB [25] 
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and on iPSC-derived cardiomyocytes, intended to mimic fetal cardiomyocytes, downstream 

of the barrier [26]. In the first of these studies, the authors incorporated placenta-derived 

extracellular matrix (pECM) into the PB model, observing that this pECM impacted 

trophoblast secretion of transforming growth factor-beta (TGFβ) [25]. The bulk of this study 

evaluated two common SSRIs, fluoxetine and sertraline, and showed that these drugs were 

removed from the PB by the drug efflux pumps P-glyocoprotein and breast cancer resistance 

protein (BCRP), that both SSRIs influenced CAM secretions of the endothelial cells in 

the model, and that sertraline influenced TGFβ secretion. In the second study, the authors 

demonstrated that both SSRIs influenced cardiomyocyte calcium handling, whether the drug 

was presented directly to the cardiomyocytes or it passed through the PB [26]. Notably, the 

authors observed differences in outcome severity, with effects on calcium handling being 

amplified as a result of indirect exposure through the PB model compared to direct drug 

exposure. The authors recognize that this may in part be due to the trophoblast cell line 

used in this model. Though the authors investigated the impact of multiple endothelial 

cell types within these placental transport studies [25], they did not investigate multiple 

trophoblast cell types. Therefore, a comparison of PHTs or other human choriocarcinoma 

cell lines in these studies would be of interest and enhance our understanding of the role of 

the trophoblast in co-culture models. Ultimately, both of these hydrogel-based approaches 

are simple enough to enable some moderate throughput scalability and provide an in vitro 
platform for studying how substances that influence or cross the PB are able to impact 

development of fetal-mimicking cells.

3.4. Organ-on-a-chip models

Much like bioreactors, organ-on-a-chip models provide the advantage of perfusion within 

the system (Fig. 3E). However, the system is designed at a much smaller scale, allowing 

for reduced consumption of resources in these studies. Surprisingly, though fewer resources 

are used in these studies, the application of organ-on-a-chip models remains to be seen in 

a high throughput manner (i.e. greater than 96-samples per plate). This has not, however, 

impeded progress in developing a placenta-on-a-chip, with a series of studies led by Huh and 

Blundell [14,16,34], as well as others [31,33,35]. Further, as this work has been discussed 

more thoroughly in a recent review [32], the discussion in this section is brief and intended 

as a more ‘high-level’ overview related to the organ-on-a-chip approach for PB transport 

studies.

The first example, to our knowledge, of the placenta-on-a-chip was presented in a paper 

by Lee, et al [14]. In this study, the authors used the JEG-3 cell line as trophoblast and 

HUVECs as endothelial cells to generate a two-compartment co-culture model that allowed 

for perfused flow across both compartments. Blundell, et al, built on this by using the BeWo 

cell line as trophoblast and primary microvillous endothelial cells isolated from placenta 

as endothelial cells, demonstrating trophoblast syncytialization, brush border formation, and 

glucose transport across the barrier [16]. Following this work, studies utilized a placenta-on-

a-chip approach to study transport of glyburide [34], caffeine [35], nanoparticles [31], and 

the inflammatory response to bacterial infection [33].
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The rapid uptake of this approach to studying interactions at, and transport across, the 

PB indicate its utility as a readily available method for investigating biological questions. 

Indeed, organ-on-a-chip approaches have gained tremendous interest from the scientific 

community as they provide a small-scale tool for studying biology. However, as noted 

above, throughput remains an issue for being able to utilize this approach for large-scale 

studies. Additionally, though some studies induce syncytialization of the trophoblast [34], 

this is not a widespread approach in the field. Given the relative ease by which cells are 

seeded into the model, it would be prudent for all placenta-on-a-chip studies to induce 

syncytialization of the trophoblast layer. Interestingly, only one placenta-on-a-chip study 

[115], to our knowledge, utilizes primary cells, despite their utilization in other approaches. 

Notably, this study is unrelated to placental transport. It is not clear why primary cells are 

not utilized in more placenta-on-a-chip studies, though it would be of considerable interest 

to utilize these cells.

3.5. Bioprinting-based models

Bioprinting, described here as 3D printing utilizing biological components, including 

biomaterials, growth factors, and cells, has grown in tremendous interest across tissue 

engineering, with multiple examples of placental tissue bioprinting (Fig. 3F). Mandt, 

et al, utilized high-resolution two-photon polymerization to create a PB on a chip 

[17]. BeWo b30 cells were co-cultured with HUVECs within a methacrylamide- and 

methacrylate-functionalized gelatin (15 wt% final concentration) to produce 3D structuring 

at a microscale, and enabling precise control over cell positioning within their model. Their 

model was further designed to function as a microfluidic device, allowing for fluid flow 

(50–70 μL/h) within their barrier system. They showed proof-of-concept results through cell 

metabolic activity and permeability of example molecules dextran and riboflavin. Further, 

through this study, the authors demonstrated that they are able to produce microcurvature 

with high control over cell positioning using bioprinting approaches. However, they do 

not demonstrate tissue-specific functionality or biologically relevant transport beyond 

the example molecules. Thus, it remains to be determined whether the advantages that 

bioprinting provides in precise control over location of cells and materials truly provides an 

added advantage to the PB model as a whole.

Other studies have utilized bioprinting to investigate placental biology more generally, 

demonstrating that bioprinting as a technique can be useful to placental models when 

the appropriate rationale is used in model design. A series of studies by Kuo, et al, 
utilized bioprinting to produce a placental model for investigating trophoblast cell migration 

[86,116,117]. The first study utilized bioprinting to generate concentric circles of growth 

factor, empty hydrogel, and trophoblast cells, demonstrating that trophoblast cells migrated 

through the 3D bioprinted hydrogel in response to the chemotactic gradient, and that this 

migration could be measured [116]. Subsequent work investigated the role of biochemical 

factors from extracellular matrix and how these factors influenced trophoblast response 

within the matrix [86]. The last study incorporated additional 3D printed components to 

build a bioreactor, demonstrating measurable shear stress impacts the trophoblast cells 

depending on their distance from the fluid flow in the system [117]. Together, these studies 
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further demonstrated potential utility of bioprinting in controlled fabrication of placental 

models, whereby placental biology can be perturbed and investigated.

3.6. Minimum requirements for model design and validation

From the discussion above, it becomes clear that numerous approaches are able to yield a 

PB model effective for the intended studies. However, as the field continues to progress, 

consistency is needed to develop suitable models that builds upon the knowledge we have 

already gained. As such, we propose that certain criteria are necessary, at a minimum, 

towards building effective and useful PB models, regardless of the modeling approach used. 

This includes criteria around the model design, as well as criteria around validation of the 

model.

In model design, cell types and environment are critical and should be selected based 

on the experimental question. At a minimum a cell line modeling the syncytiotrophoblast 

should be included, whether this is through the utilization of malignant or non-malignat 

cell lines or primary cells. Cell lines enable a higher number of samples, given the ease 

of culturing the cells, though primary cells are often thought of as being more relevant to 

the in vivo scenario, despite the fact that they are often collected at term. Through these 

ethical collection procedures, primary cells are thus not representative of earlier stages of 

pregnancy. In either case, syncytialization of these cells should be considered to recapitulate 

the major phenotype in the PB, keeping in mind that some of the techniques used to promote 

syncytialization may confound mechanistic interpretations of placental transport. Moreover, 

with the number of methods for co-culture increasing, endothelial cells should be included, 

regardless of model utilized. These two cells provide the critical barrier cells and the field, 

as a whole, is at a point where standarization of trophoblast-endothelial cell co-culture 

is readily feasible [13,16,27]. There are also several important environmental factors that 

can be included in these models: fluid flow with shear stress, a 3D microenvironment 

with biomaterial considerations, and architectural complexity. Fluid flow can be applied 

through bioreactor and organ-on-a-chip approaches, though this experimental setup can 

quickly become complex, and may only provide limited additional information compared to 

the added complexity of the system. Similarly, a 3D microenvironment can be considered, 

where the biomaterials utilized may likely impact cell phenotype [83,84,86]. Additionally, 

the size of the 3D environment should be considered, as this will impact diffusion across 

the PB and there is a temporal component to size in vivo, with the PB thinning over time. 

2D environments, such as Transwell or organ-on-a-chip approaches, are generally simpler in 

the technical aspects of cell culture, but are likely to yield phenotypic differences compared 

to 3D cell culture. Architectural complexity can also be considered through the use of 

bioprinting techniques, where modeling topographical features and structure to the PB may 

be of interest. However, size also needs to be considered here, both in the scope of transport 

across the PB and technical limitations of the bioprinter utilized in model development. 

Though these environmental factors are important, there is a lack of standardization around 

these approaches and thus, though recommended for advanced model design, they should 

not be considered a minimum requirement.
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In model validation, factors related to phenotypic outcomes are considered. Here, it becomes 

much easier to standardize a minimum assessment of the model as functional outcomes. 

Details are listed in Table 1, and can be broken down into two tiers. The first tier 

has been consistently demonstrated across various models and includes characterization 

of: junction proteins, permeability (for both permeable and nonpermeable compounds), 

microvilli, syncytialization, and hormone production. At minimum, this first tier should be 

demonstrated for any new PB model as this provides a phenotypic characterization of the 

model that can then be more easily compared to existing models and previously published 

data. The second tier includes characterization of membrane transporters and metabolic 

activity. This second tier is not needed for every model, but it should be considered in 

the context of the study. Studies related to drug transport could easily be misinterpreted if 

there is a lack of understanding what membrane transporters the drug is a substrate for or 

what proteins might metabolize the drug, and whether that metabolite then further interacts 

with the same or different transporters or metabolic proteins. Thus, these two tiers provide 

differential levels of functional characterization of the model, and can provide improved 

consistency as the field progresses.

4. Challenges towards tissue modeling and drug discovery

4.1. Physiology of the human placenta

The placenta is a highly dynamic tissue showing dramatic structural, morphological, and 

biochemical changes over the course of pregnancy. This inherent plasticity makes accurately 

predicting and modeling drug interactions and transport across this barrier difficult. There 

are several key factors worth mentioning and should be taken into consideration when 

examining drug safety, gestational age, sex of the fetus, and the presence of pregnancy 

complications.

Most of our insight regarding human placental biology comes from imperfect animal models 

or human first trimester or term placenta samples. Therefore, we are severely lacking in our 

understanding of the human PB between 20 and 38 weeks of gestation. We have been able to 

gain some insight using rodent models, however species differences in lengths of gestation 

and transporter expression require caution when assuming the mechanism of maternal-fetal 

transport will be similar in humans [68]. One clear example where rodent models overlap 

with humans is the thinning of the syncytial membrane over the course of pregnancy [118]. 

In humans, the thickness of the PB over which drugs and other biological molecules diffuse 

decreases from 50 μm in the first trimester to 5 μm by the third trimester [45], highlighting 

the potential increase in maternal-fetal transport as the barrier thickness decreases over the 

course of pregnancy.

As the majority of the placenta is made up of trophoblast cells that are fetal in origin, 

the placenta expresses fetal sex (XX vs XY). Although current human data that shows 

differences in transporter function as a result of fetal sex is limited, we do have evidence 

from animal and human studies showing that transcript levels in male and female placentas 

differ suggesting potential functional differences between the sexes [99,114,119–122]. 

Furthermore, transporter expression is influenced by hormone exposure and the intrauterine 

hormonal environment is established in part by fetal sex, making it is reasonable to assume 
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that placental transport may be different between male and female placentas over the course 

of gestation.

Finally, pregnancy complications and environmental risk factors, such as maternal stress, 

that impact the overall function of the placenta have the potential to significantly affect 

or result from changes in the integrity of the PB. The initial steps of placentation and 

pregnancy involve trophoblast invasion into the spiral arteries of the maternal uterus, with 

remodeling of the maternal uterine tissue occuring prior to establishment of placental 

blood flow [123]. These spiral arteries are unique to the uterus, and their remodeling 

is necessary to ensure a healthy pregnancy, with sufficient nutrient transport between 

mother and fetus [123]. Failure to undergo this remodeling has been linked to pregnancy 

complications including preeclampsia and fetal growth restriction. Thus, understanding 

how spiral artery remodeling and changes to the earliest steps in pregnancy impact 

fetal nutrition is critical. For example, preeclampsia is a pregnancy complication that is 

normally characterized by high blood pressure and the presence of protein in the urine. 

While it is unclear if preeclampsia leads to changes in placental function, or vice versa, 

placental pathologies commonly associated with preeclampsia include a proinflammatory 

state, increased apoptosis, and alterations in the expression of transporters, such as reduced 

expression of the SLC glucose transporter GLUT-1 (SLC2A1) [124,125]. The transport 

of glucose from maternal circulation to the fetus is necessary for fetal development and 

survival, as the fetus can only produce minimal amounts of glucose itself. Therefore, 

reduced expression GLUT-1 may drive phenotypes associated with preeclampsia, such as 

fetal growth restriction. Maternal stress can also disrupt normal PB functions. Changes 

in transporter expression, including the multispecific drug transporter p-glycoprotein 1 

and GLUT-1, have been observed in PHTs and other trophoblast cell-lines exposed to 

glucocorticoids as well as in animal models of maternal stress [99,125,126]. Therefore, 

alterations in maternal mental and physical health have the potential to compromise PB 

functions.

4.2. The placental barrier as a safety consideration

Perhaps the most obvious concern relating the PB and drug discovery is the desire to 

confirm that the PB does indeed limit fetal exposure to toxins and potential therapeutic 

agents. Unfortunately, there is at least one historical example where a prescription 

medication, thalidomide, was able to pass through the PB, leading to congenital 

abnormalities in a large number of people [10]. Thalidomide was marketed as a drug 

intended to help alleviate nausea and morning sickness, leading to the drug being prescribed 

to pregnant women. It took a few years before physicians and scientists were able to 

identify that thalidomide crosses the PB and alters fetal development, including severe limb 

malformations to the extent that, effectively, there was no medical recourse. Thus, ensuring 

that a novel therapeutic does not cross the PB and/or impact fetal development is, in our 

opinion, critically important.

To that end, there has been a push in recent years to include pregnant women in clinical 

trials [127]. This stems from pregnant women generally being excluded from clinical trials 

to minimize risk to the mother and the developing fetus. As a result, pregnant women 
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are prescribed medications that are often not studied in a pregnant population, where 80% 

of pregnant women are estimated to use medications over the course of pregnancy [128]. 

However, as the techniques and studies above have clearly demonstrated, there are in vitro 
methods now emerging that can provide platforms to test drug safety in a way that is 

relevant to in utero transport and exposure [13,15,26]. Adoption of these techniques could 

prove useful for drug prioritization in the drug development process, by helping to rule out 

the use of potentially harmful drugs that are able to reach the fetus. Whether that will occur 

though remains to be seen.

4.3. Delivery to the placental barrier

One area of research that has gained interest in recent years is drug delivery to the placenta 

itself. As there is continued investment in placenta related studies for the sake of rapidly 

increasing our knowledge of placental function throughout the course of pregnancy [2], 

there is also interest in developing therapeutics and interventional agents that can help 

probe the placenta [129], and/or overcome diseases thought to begin with the placenta, such 

as preeclampsia [130]. For additional details in designing nanomaterials for maternal-fetal 

medicine, the authors suggest a recent review on the subject [131].

One recent study of interest, by Zhang, et al, developed a strategy to specifically target 

the placenta through delivery of trophoblast-specific nanoparticles [129]. Based on the 

accumulation of erythrocytes in the placenta during placental malaria infection, the authors 

utilized a strategy of peptide binding to chondroitin sulfate A (CSA) on the surface of 

trophoblasts, building nanoparticles with a synthetic placental CSA-binding peptide. Studies 

were performed in pregnant mice, where tissue distribution and localization were studied. 

The authors found that their nanoparticles with the targeting moiety localized to the placenta 

and specifically targeted trophoblast cells. Moreover, they were able to demonstrate delivery 

of methotrexate to the placenta, impairing placental and fetal development, as is anticipated 

for methotrexate use during pregnancy. This proof-of-concept study provides a new tool to 

better probe the placenta and deliver therapeutics specifically to the tissue.

Other nanoparticles actively being studied for their use as a targeted drug delivery system 

are extracellular vesicles (EVs). EVs are membrane bound vesicles that contain proteins, 

lipids, and small non-coding RNAs. These vesicles are produced naturally by most tissues 

in the body, including the placenta, and contain intrinsic cell targeting properties thereby 

acting as an important form of inter- and intracellular communication through the specific 

delivery of bioactive cargo [132]. Interest in decoding the messages delivered by EVs and 

identifying the mechanisms by which they target specific cells has been an intense area 

of research due to their potential use as disease biomarkers [133], role in intergenerational 

transmission [134], communication between the feto-placental unit and the mother [135], 

and use as a mode of drug delivery[136]. However scalable production of EVs and lack of 

understanding of targeting mechanisms has limited the application as potential drug delivery 

vehicles. Recent studies showed significant antiviral properties of EVs derived from PHTs 

and serum from pregnant women. The authors illustrated that the miRNAs packaged in PHT 

derived EVs are one mechanism by which viral resistance is transferrable to placental and 

non-placental cells, a pathway that likely exists to protect the fetus from viral infections 
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[137,138]. The in vitro models discussed here provide a platform to start probing EVs 

as a potential mode of placenta-specific drug delivery and enhance our understanding of 

placental EV production.

The placental transport models discussed throughout this review provide tools to assess 

whether the targeted cargo does cross the PB and how it may impact fetal-mimicking 

cells. However, these models also present an opportunity to assess uptake into the placenta 

and potential changes in placental function associated with drug exposure. A variety of 

xenobiotics including environmental contaminants [139–144] as well as drugs [145] have 

been found to accumulate in placental tissue. Since the placenta plays such an active role 

in fetal development and programming [41], through the transfer and synthesis of nutrients, 

hormones, growth factors, and neurotransmitters, placental dysfunction as a result of drug 

exposure is of critical importance to fetal health. Therefore, when used in a drug discovery 

platform it would be highly beneficial to assess overt functional changes in the cells used to 

mimic the PB through the use of the engineered systems described herein.

5. Conclusions

5.1. Summary

Through the discussion herein, the current state of tissue engineering the PB for molecular 

transport studies should be clear. The cellular and structural complexity requires techniques 

beyond the traditional Transwell and ex vivo perfused placenta models that have long 

dominated the field of placental transport. Moreover, the present time represents a dramatic 

shift in the field. PB models are being fabricated using hydrogel, bioreactor, organ-on-a-

chip, and bioprinting approaches that are enabling the field to improve the physiological 

relevance of in vitro PB models. These models will help further our understanding of 

therapeutics in the context of pregnancy and may provide methods to assess maternal-fetal 

transport without the need to include pregnant women in clinical trials, ultimately making 

medications safer for use during pregnancy.

5.2. Future outlook

Building upon existing models, through the inclusion of different cell types to mimic 

the barrier’s natural complexity and the addition of other key environmental factors 

such as fluid flow, will provide enhanced techniques for engineering a more biologically 

relevant PB to effectively model the usage, transport, and potential impact biologically 

active compounds have on fetal development. While some substances, such as alcohol, 

are known to affect fetal development, employing these barrier models as a form of 

high throughput risk assessment and identification of novel therapeutics, particularly in 

the applications of treating pregnancy-related diseases such as preeclampsia, would be 

transformative. Moreover, studies to understand how environmental factors, such as maternal 

stress, and upstream processess, such as spiral artery remodeling, impact the PB and nutrient 

transport are critical to a more thorough appreciation for the complex biology of this tissue. 

With newer technologies, such as bioprinting, being employed in this space, the field is 

at a critical juncture towards enhanced, complex in vitro tissue models advancing our 

understanding of placental biology and how placental transport is impacted by the broader 
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physiology of the tissue. As these models are developed, we encourage the utilization of the 

minimum requirements for model design and validation, as we’ve discussed in section 3.6 

and Table 1, above.

In addition to the in vitro systems described throughout this review, placenta organoids 

have recently been developed. In the last two years, Turco, et al, developed a human 

trophoblast organoid system that may provide a new model with enhanced complexity 

to study maternal-fetal transmission. This model showed structural features similar to 

that of placental villi in vivo, with the basement membrane located on the outside 

and syncytiotrophoblast lining the central cavity, secretion of placental-peptides and 

hormones, and a diversity of trophoblast subtypes including villous cytotrophoblasts, 

syncytiotrophoblast, and extravillous trophoblasts [65]. While not discussed in greater detail 

in this review due to their limited applications in the context of placental transport [64,65], 

the field is likely to see an increase in their use to study maternal-fetal interactions in 

the placenta. With the continued ethical questions around inclusion of pregnant women in 

clinical trials, having in vitro methods to study placental drug transfer and/or biodistribution 

in a ‘mother-fetus’ model can help improve knowledge of medications before clinical 

application.

Acknowledgements

The authors gratefully acknowledge Kelly Finan for her assistance with figure illustrations.

References

[1]. Guttmacher AE, Maddox YT, Spong CY, The human placenta project: placental structure, 
development, and function in real time, Placenta 35 (2014) 303–304. [PubMed: 24661567] 

[2]. Guttmacher AE, Spong CY, The human placenta project: it’s time for real time, American Journal 
of Obstetrics & Gynecology 213 (2015) S3–S5. [PubMed: 26428502] 

[3]. Griffiths SK, Campbell JP, Placental structure, function and drug transfer, Continuing Education in 
Anaesthesia Critical Care & Pain 15 (2015) 84–89.

[4]. Baschat AA, Hecher K, Fetal growth restriction due to placental disease, Semin. Perinatol. 28 
(2004) 67–80. [PubMed: 15058904] 

[5]. Krishna U, Bhalerao S, Placental insufficiency and fetal growth restriction, J Obstet Gynaecol 
India (2011) 505–511. [PubMed: 23024517] 

[6]. Garnica AD, Chan WY, The role of the placenta in fetal nutrition and growth, J. Am. Coll. Nutr 15 
(1996) 206–222. [PubMed: 8935436] 

[7]. Jansson T, Placenta plays a critical role in maternal–fetal resource allocation, 2016.

[8]. Sastry BV, Techniques to study human placental transport, Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 38 (1999).

[9]. Al-Enazy S, Ali S, Albekairi N, El-Tawil M, Rytting E, Placental control of drug delivery, Adv. 
Drug Deliv. Rev. 116 (2017) 63–72. [PubMed: 27527665] 

[10]. McBride WG, Thalidomide and congenital abnormalities, Lancet 278 (1961) 1358.

[11]. Rasmussen SA, Jamieson DJ, Honein MA, Petersen LR, Zika virus and birth defects–reviewing 
the evidence for causality, N. Engl. J. Med. 374 (2016) 1981–1987. [PubMed: 27074377] 

[12]. Mlakar J, Korva M, Tul N, Popović M, Poljšak-Prijatelj M, Mraz J, Kolenc M, Resman Rus K, 
Vesnaver Vipotnik T, Fabjan Vodušek V, Vizjak A, Pižem J, Petrovec M, Avšič Županc T, Zika 
virus associated with microcephaly, N. Engl. J. Med. 374 (2016) 951–958. [PubMed: 26862926] 

[13]. Arumugasaamy N, Ettehadieh LE, Kuo CY, Paquin-Proulx D, Kitchen SM, Santoro M, Placone 
JK, Silveira PP, Aguiar RS, Nixon DF, Fisher JP, Kim PCW, Biomimetic placenta-fetus model 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 21

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



demonstrating maternal-Fetal transmission and fetal neural toxicity of Zika virus, Ann. Biomed. 
Eng. 46 (2018) 1963–1974. [PubMed: 30003503] 

[14]. Lee JS, Romero R, Han YM, Kin HC, Kim CJ, Hong J-S, Huh D, Placenta-on-a-chip: a novel 
platform to study the biology of the human placenta, J. Matern. Fetal Neonatal Med 29 (2015) 
1046–1054. [PubMed: 26075842] 

[15]. Nishiguchi A, Gilmore C, Sood A, Matsusaki M, Collett G, Tannetta D, Sargent IL, McGarvey 
J, Halemani ND, Hanley J, Day F, Grant S, Murdoch-Davis C, Kemp H, Verkade P, Aplin 
JD, Akashi M, Case CP, In vitro placenta barrier model using primary human trophoblasts, 
underlying connective tissue and vascular endothelium, Biomaterials 192 (2018) 140–148. 
[PubMed: 30448698] 

[16]. Blundell C, Tess ER, Schanzer ASR, Coutifaris C, Su EJ, Parry S, Huh D, A microphysiological 
model of the human placental barrier, Lab-Chip 16 (2016) 3065–3073. [PubMed: 27229450] 

[17]. Mandt D, Gruber P, Markovic M, Tromayer M, Rothbauer M, Kratz SRA, Ali SF, Van Hoorick 
J, Holnthoner W, Mühleder S, Dubruel P, Van Vlierberghe S, Ertl P, Liska R, Ovsianikov 
A, Fabrication of biomimetic placental barrier structures within a microfluidic device utilizing 
two-photon polymerization, Int J Bioprinting 4 (2018).

[18]. Douglas GC, VandeVoort CA, Kumar P, Chang TC, Golos TG, Trophoblast stem cells: models 
for investigating trophectoderm differentiation and placental development, Endocr. Rev. 30 
(2009) 228–240. [PubMed: 19299251] 

[19]. Costa MA, The endocrine function of human placenta: an overview, Reprod. BioMed. Online 32 
(2016) 14–43. [PubMed: 26615903] 

[20]. Arumugasaamy N, Navarro J, Kent Leach J, Kim PCW, Fisher JP, In vitro models for 
studying transport across epithelial tissue barriers, Ann. Biomed. Eng. 47 (2019) 1–21. [PubMed: 
30218224] 

[21]. Tang Z, Abrahams VM, Mor G, Guller S, Placental Hofbauer cells and complications of 
pregnancy, Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1221 (2011) 103–108. [PubMed: 21401637] 

[22]. Elad D, Levkovitz R, Jaffa AJ, Desoye G, Hod M, Have we neglected the role of fetal 
endothelium in transplacental transport? Traffic 15 (2014) 122–126. [PubMed: 24127903] 

[23]. Tarrade A, Lai Kuen R, Malassiné A, Tricottet V, Blain P, Vidaud M, Evain-Brion D, 
Characterization of human villous and extravillous trophoblasts isolated from first trimester 
placenta, Lab. Investig 81 (2001) 1199–1211. [PubMed: 11555668] 

[24]. Kitano T, Iizasa H, Hwang IW, Hirose Y, Morita T, Maeda T, Nakashima E, Conditionally 
immortalized syncytiotrophoblast cell lines as new tools for study of the blood-placenta barrier, 
Biol. Pharm. Bull. 27 (2004) 753–759. [PubMed: 15187410] 

[25]. Arumugasaamy N, Gudelsky A, Hurley-Novatny A, Kim PCW, Fisher JP, Model placental barrier 
phenotypic response to fluoxetine and sertraline: a comparative study, Adv Healthc Mater 8 
(2019), e1900476. [PubMed: 31407872] 

[26]. Arumugasaamy N, Hurley-Novatny A, Lembong J, Kim PCW, Fisher JP, Assessing SSRIs’ 
effects on fetal cardiomyocytes utilizing placenta-fetus model, Acta Biomater. 99 (2019) 258–
268. [PubMed: 31536839] 

[27]. Levkovitz R, Zaretsky U, Gordon Z, Jaffa AJ, Elad D, In vitro simulation of placental 
transport: part I. biological model of the placental barrier, Placenta 34 (2013) 699–707. [PubMed: 
23764139] 

[28]. Levkovitz R, Zaretsky U, Jaffa AJ, Hod M, Elad D, In vitro simulation of placental transport: part 
II. Glucose transfer across the placental barrier model, Placenta 34 (2013) 708–715. [PubMed: 
23764138] 

[29]. Ma T, Yang ST, Kniss DA, Development of an in vitro human placenta model by the cultivation 
of human trophoblasts in a fiber-based bioreactor system, Tissue Eng. 5 (1999) 91–102. 
[PubMed: 10358217] 

[30]. McConkey CA, Delorme-Axford E, Nickerson CA, Kim KS, Sadovsky Y, Boyle JP, Coyne CB, 
A three-dimensional culture system recapitulates placental syncytiotrophoblast development and 
microbial resistance, Sci. Adv. 2 (2016), e1501462. [PubMed: 26973875] 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 22

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



[31]. Yin F, Zhu Y, Zhang M, Yu H, Chen W, Qin J, A 3D human placenta-on-a-chip model to probe 
nanoparticle exposure at the placental barrier, Toxicol. in Vitro 54 (2019) 105–113. [PubMed: 
30248392] 

[32]. Pemathilaka RL, Reynolds DE, Hashemi NN, Drug transport across the human placenta: review 
of placenta-on-a-chip and previous approaches, Interface Focus 9 (2019).

[33]. Zhu Y, Yin F, Wang H, Wang L, Yuan J, Qin J, Placental barrier-on-a-chip: modeling placental 
inflammatory responses to bacterial infection, ACS Biomater. Sci. Eng. 4 (2018) 3356–3363. 
[PubMed: 33435070] 

[34]. Blundell C, Yi YS, Ma L, Tess ER, Farrell MJ, Georgescu A, Aleksunes LM, Huh D, Placental 
drug transport-on-a-chip: a microengineered in vitro model of transporter-mediated drug efflux in 
the human placental barrier, Adv Healthc Mater 7 (2018).

[35]. Pemathilaka RL, Caplin JD, Aykar SS, Montazami R, Hashemi NN, Placenta-on-a-chip: in 
vitro study of caffeine transport across placental barrier using liquid chromatography mass 
spectrometry, Glob Chall 3 (2019).

[36]. Schmidt A, Morales-Prieto DM, Pastuschek J, Fröhlich K, Markert UR, Only humans have 
human placentas: molecular differences between mice and humans, J. Reprod. Immunol. 108 
(2015) 65–71. [PubMed: 25817465] 

[37]. PrabhuDas M, Bonney E, Caron K, Dey S, Erlebacher A, Fazleabas A, Fisher S, Golos T, Matzuk 
M, McCune JM, Mor G, Schulz L, Soares M, Spencer T, Strominger J, Way SS, Yoshinaga K, 
Immune mechanisms at the maternal-fetal interface: perspectives and challenges, Nat. Immunol. 
16 (2015) 328–334. [PubMed: 25789673] 

[38]. Georgiades P, Ferguson-Smith AC, Burton GJ, Comparative developmental anatomy of the 
murine and human definitive placentae, Placenta 23 (2002) 3–19. [PubMed: 11869088] 

[39]. Watson ED, Cross JC, Development of structures and transport functions in the mouse placenta, 
Physiology (Bethesda) 20 (2005) 180–193. [PubMed: 15888575] 

[40]. Palmeira P, Quinello C, Silveira-Lessa AL, Zago CA, Carneiro-Sampaio M, IgG placental 
transfer in healthy and pathological pregnancies, Clin Dev Immunol 2011 (2012).

[41]. Nugent BM, Bale TL, The omniscient placenta: metabolic and epigenetic regulation of fetal 
programming, Front. Neuroendocrinol. 39 (2015) 28–37. [PubMed: 26368654] 

[42]. Klaassen CD, Lu H, Xenobiotic transporters: ascribing function from gene knockout and 
mutation studies, Toxicol. Sci. 101 (2008) 186–196. [PubMed: 17698509] 

[43]. Winterhager E, Gellhaus A, Transplacental nutrient transport mechanisms of intrauterine growth 
restriction in rodent models and humans, Front. Physiol. 8 (2017) 951. [PubMed: 29230179] 

[44]. Walker N, Filis P, Soffientini U, Bellingham M, O’Shaughnessy PJ, Fowler PA, Placental 
transporter localization and expression in the human: the importance of species, sex, and 
gestational age differencesdagger, Biol. Reprod. 96 (2017) 733–742. [PubMed: 28339967] 

[45]. Vähäkangas K, Myllynen P, Drug transporters in the human blood-placental barrier, Br. J. 
Pharmacol. 158 (2009) 665–678. [PubMed: 19788499] 

[46]. Gedeon C, Koren G, Designing pregnancy centered medications: drugs which do not cross the 
human placenta, Placenta 27 (2006).

[47]. Pasanen M, The expression and regulation of drug metabolism in human placenta, Adv. Drug 
Deliv. Rev. 38 (1999) 81–97. [PubMed: 10837748] 

[48]. Syme MR, Paxton JW, Keelan JA, Drug transfer and metabolism by the human placenta, Clin. 
Pharmacokinet 43 (2004) 487–514. [PubMed: 15170365] 

[49]. Wang Y, Zhao S, Cell Types of the Placenta, Vascular Biology of the Placenta, Morgan & 
Claypool Life Sciences, San Rafael (CA) 2010.

[50]. Cvitic S, Novakovic B, Gordon L, Ulz CM, Mühlberger M, Diaz-Perez FI, Joo JE, Svendova 
V, Schimek MG, Trajanoski S, Saffery R, Desoye G, Hiden U, Human fetoplacental arterial 
and venous endothelial cells are differentially programmed by gestational diabetes mellitus, 
resulting in cell-specific barrier function changes, Diabetologia 61 (2018) 2398–2411. [PubMed: 
30091044] 

[51]. Lang I, Schweizer A, Hiden U, Ghaffari-Tabrizi N, Hagendorfer G, Bilban M, Pabst MA, 
Korgun ET, Dohr G, Desoye G, Human Fetal placental endothelial cells have a mature arterial 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 23

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



and a juvenile venous phenotype with adipogenic and osteogenic differentiation potential, 
Differentiation 76 (2008) 1031–1043. [PubMed: 18673379] 

[52]. Rothbauer M, Patel N, Gondola H, Siwetz M, Huppertz B, Ertl P, A comparative study of five 
physiological key parameters between four different human trophoblast-derived cell lines, Sci. 
Rep. 7 (2017) 1–11. [PubMed: 28127051] 

[53]. Joshi AA, Vaidya SS, St-Pierre MV, Mikheev AM, Desino KE, Nyandege AN, Audus KL, 
Unadkat JD, Gerk PM, Placental ABC transporters: biological impact and pharmaceutical 
significance, Pharm. Res. 33 (2016) 2847–2878. [PubMed: 27644937] 

[54]. Evain-Brion D, Malassine A, Human placenta as an endocrine organ, Growth Hormon. IGF Res 
13 (2003) S34–S37.

[55]. Fowden AL, Ward JW, Wooding FP, Forhead AJ, Constancia M, Programming placental nutrient 
transport capacity, J. Physiol. 572 (2006) 5–15. [PubMed: 16439433] 

[56]. Huang X, Lüthi M, Ontsouka EC, Kallol S, Baumann MU, Surbek DV, Albrecht C, 
Establishment of a confluent monolayer model with human primary trophoblast cells: novel 
insights into placental glucose transport, Mol. Hum. Reprod. 22 (2016) 442–456. [PubMed: 
26931579] 

[57]. Vargas A, Moreau J, Le Bellego F, Lafond J, Barbeau B, Induction of trophoblast cell fusion by a 
protein tyrosine phosphatase inhibitor, Placenta 29 (2008) 170–174. [PubMed: 18076988] 

[58]. Gerbaud P, Taskén K, Pidoux G, Spatiotemporal regulation of cAMP signaling controls the 
human trophoblast fusion, Front. Pharmacol. 6 (2015).

[59]. Drewlo S, Baczyk D, Dunk C, Kingdom J, Fusion assays and models for the trophoblast, 
Methods Mol. Biol. 475 (2008) 363–382.

[60]. Omata W, Ackerman WE, Vandre DD, Robinson JM, Trophoblast cell fusion and differentiation 
are mediated by both the protein kinase C and a pathways, PLoS One 8 (2013).

[61]. Huang FD, Kung FL, Tseng YC, Chen MR, Chan HS, Lin CJ, Regulation of protein expression 
and function of octn2 in forskolin-induced syncytialization in BeWo cells, Placenta 30 (2009) 
187–194. [PubMed: 19091402] 

[62]. Turco MY, Moffett A, Development of the human placenta, Development 146 (2019).

[63]. Okae H, Toh H, Sato T, Hiura H, Takahashi S, Shirane K, Kabayama Y, Suyama M, Sasaki 
H, Arima T, Derivation of human trophoblast stem cells, Cell Stem Cell 22 (2018) 50–63 e56. 
[PubMed: 29249463] 

[64]. Haider S, Meinhardt G, Saleh L, Kunihs V, Gamperl M, Kaindl U, Ellinger A, Burkard TR, 
Fiala C, Pollheimer J, Mendjan S, Latos PA, Knofler M, Self-renewing trophoblast organoids 
recapitulate the developmental program of the early human placenta, Stem Cell Reports 11 
(2018) 537–551. [PubMed: 30078556] 

[65]. Turco MY, Gardner L, Kay RG, Hamilton RS, Prater M, Hollinshead MS, McWhinnie A, 
Esposito L, Fernando R, Skelton H, Reimann F, Gribble FM, Sharkey A, Marsh SGE, O’Rahilly 
S, Hemberger M, Burton GJ, Moffett A, Trophoblast organoids as a model for maternal-fetal 
interactions during human placentation, Nature 564 (2018) 263–267. [PubMed: 30487605] 

[66]. Abou-Kheir W, Barrak J, Hadadeh O, Daoud G, HTR-8/SVneo cell line contains a mixed 
population of cells, Placenta 50 (2017) 1–7. [PubMed: 28161053] 

[67]. Kallol S, Moser-Haessig R, Ontsouka CE, Albrecht C, Comparative expression patterns of 
selected membrane transporters in differentiated BeWo and human primary trophoblast cells, 
Placenta 72–73 (2018) 48–52.

[68]. Prouillac C, Lecoeur S, The role of the placenta in fetal exposure to xenobiotics: importance of 
membrane transporters and human models for transfer studies, Drug Metab. Dispos. 38 (2010) 
1623–1635. [PubMed: 20606001] 

[69]. Huppertz B, Frank HG, Kingdom JC, Reister F, Kaufmann P, Villous cytotrophoblast regulation 
of the syncytial apoptotic cascade in the human placenta, Histochem. Cell Biol. 110 (1998) 
495–508. [PubMed: 9826129] 

[70]. Kao LC, Caltabiano S, Wu S, Strauss JF, Kliman HJ, The human villous cytotrophoblast: 
interactions with extracellular matrix proteins, endocrine function, and cytoplasmic 
differentiation in the absence of syncytium formation, Dev. Biol. 130 (1988) 693–702. [PubMed: 
2848742] 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 24

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



[71]. Kolahi KS, Valent AM, Thornburg KL, Not Syncytiotrophoblast Cytotrophoblast, Dominates 
glycolysis and oxidative phosphorylation in human term placenta, Sci. Rep. 7 (2017) 1–12. 
[PubMed: 28127051] 

[72]. Pollheimer J, Vondra S, Baltayeva J, Beristain AG, Knofler M, Regulation of placental 
extravillous trophoblasts by the maternal uterine environment, Front. Immunol. 9 (2018) 2597. 
[PubMed: 30483261] 

[73]. Lunghi L, Ferretti ME, Medici S, Biondi C, Vesce F, Control of human trophoblast function, 
Reprod. Biol. Endocrinol. 5 (2007) 6. [PubMed: 17288592] 

[74]. Hemberger M, Nozaki T, Masutani M, Cross JC, Differential expression of angiogenic and 
vasodilatory factors by invasive trophoblast giant cells depending on depth of invasion, Dev. Dyn. 
227 (2003) 185–191. [PubMed: 12761846] 

[75]. Tessier DR, Yockell-Lelievre J, Gruslin A, Uterine spiral artery remodeling: the role of uterine 
natural killer cells and extravillous trophoblasts in normal and high-risk human pregnancies, Am. 
J. Reprod. Immunol. 74 (2015) 1–11. [PubMed: 25472023] 

[76]. Harris LK, Review: Trophoblast-vascular cell interactions in early pregnancy: how to remodel a 
vessel, Placenta 31 (Suppl) (2010) S93–S98. [PubMed: 20060584] 

[77]. James JL, Hurley DG, Gamage T, Zhang T, Vather R, Pantham P, Murthi P, Chamley 
LW, Isolation and characterisation of a novel trophoblast side-population from first trimester 
placentae, Reproduction 150 (2015) 449–462. [PubMed: 26248480] 

[78]. James JL, Saghian R, Perwick R, Clark AR, Trophoblast plugs: impact on uteroplacental 
haemodynamics and spiral artery remodelling, Hum. Reprod. 33 (2018) 1430–1441. [PubMed: 
29955830] 

[79]. Moser G, Weiss G, Gauster M, Sundl M, Huppertz B, Evidence from the very beginning: 
endoglandular trophoblasts penetrate and replace uterine glands in situ and in vitro, Hum. 
Reprod. 30 (2015) 2747–2757. [PubMed: 26493408] 

[80]. Reyers L, Golos TG, Hofbauer cells: their role in healthy and complicated pregnancy | 
immunology, Front. Immunol. 9 (2018), 2628. [PubMed: 30498493] 

[81]. Lang I, Pabst MA, Hiden U, Blaschitz A, Dohr G, Hahn T, Desoye G, Heterogeneity of 
microvascular endothelial cells isolated from human term placenta and macrovascular umbilical 
vein endothelial cells, Eur. J. Cell Biol. 82 (2003) 163–173. [PubMed: 12751902] 

[82]. Sobrevia L, Abarzúa F, Nien JK, Salomón C, Westermeier F, Puebla C, Cifuentes F, 
Guzmán-Gutiérrez E, Leiva A, Casanello P, Review: differential placental macrovascular and 
microvascular endothelial dysfunction in gestational diabetes, Placenta 32 (2011) S159–S164. 
[PubMed: 21215450] 

[83]. Wong MK, Shawky SA, Aryasomayajula A, Green MA, Ewart T, Selvaganapathy PR, Raha S, 
Extracellular matrix surface regulates self-assembly of three-dimensional placental trophoblast 
spheroids, PLoS One 13 (2018), e0199632. [PubMed: 29940046] 

[84]. Ma Z, Sagrillo-Fagundes L, Mok S, Vaillancourt C, Moraes C, Mechanobiological regulation 
of placental trophoblast fusion and function through extracellular matrix rigidity, Sci. Rep. 10 
(2020) 1–12. [PubMed: 31913322] 

[85]. Fox H, Basement membrane changes in the villi of the human placenta, J Obstet Gynaecol Br 
Commonw 75 (1968) 302–306. [PubMed: 5642478] 

[86]. Kuo CY, Guo T, Cabrera-Luque J, Arumugasaamy N, Bracaglia L, Garcia-Vivas A, Santoro 
M, Baker H, Fisher J, Kim P, Placental basement membrane proteins are required for effective 
cytotrophoblast invasion in a three-dimensional bioprinted placenta model, J. Biomed. Mater. 
Res. A 106 (2018) 1476–1487. [PubMed: 29368378] 

[87]. Pearce P, Brownbill P, Janáček J, Jirkovská M, Kubínová L, Chernyavsky IL, Jensen OE, 
Image-based modeling of blood flow and oxygen transfer in Feto-placental capillaries, PLoS One 
11 (2016).

[88]. Schneider H, Placental transport function, Reprod. Fertil. Dev. 3 (1991) 345–353.

[89]. Miura S, Sato K, Kato-Negishi M, Teshima T, Takeuchi S, Fluid shear triggers microvilli 
formation via mechanosensitive activation of TRPV6, Nat. Commun. 6 (2015), 8871. [PubMed: 
26563429] 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 25

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



[90]. Soncin F, Natale D, Parast MM, Signaling pathways in mouse and human trophoblast 
differentiation: a comparative review, Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 72 (2015) 1291–1302. [PubMed: 
25430479] 

[91]. Gamage T, Chamley LW, James JL, Stem cell insights into human trophoblast lineage 
differentiation, Hum. Reprod. Update 23 (2016) 77–103. [PubMed: 27591247] 

[92]. Liu L, Fan X, Wang R, Lu X, Dang YL, Wang H, Lin HY, Zhu C, Ge H, Cross JC, Wang H, 
Single-cell RNA-seq reveals the diversity of trophoblast subtypes and patterns of differentiation 
in the human placenta, Cell Res. 28 (2018) 819–832. [PubMed: 30042384] 

[93]. Avery ML, Meek CE, Audus KL, The presence of inducible cytochrome P450 types 1A1 and 
1A2 in the BeWo cell line, Placenta 24 (2003) 45–52. [PubMed: 12495659] 

[94]. Wojtowicz AK, Honkisz E, Zieba-Przybylska D, Milewicz T, Kajta M, Effects of two isomers 
of DDT and their metabolite DDE on CYP1A1 and AhR function in human placental cells, 
Pharmacol. Rep 63 (2011) 1460–1468. [PubMed: 22358094] 

[95]. Bode CJ, Jin H, Rytting E, Silverstein PS, Young AM, Audus KL, In vitro models for studying 
trophoblast transcellular transport, Methods Mol Med 122 (2006) 225–239. [PubMed: 16511984] 

[96]. Poulsen MS, Rytting E, Mose T, Knudsen LE, Modeling placental transport: correlation of in 
vitro BeWo cell permeability and ex vivo human placental perfusion, Toxicology in vitro : an 
international journal published in association with BIBRA 23 (2009).

[97]. Stirrat LI, Sengers BG, Norman JE, Homer NZM, Andrew R, Lewis RM, Reynolds RM, Transfer 
and metabolism of cortisol by the isolated perfused human placenta, J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 
103 (2018) 640–648. [PubMed: 29161409] 

[98]. Chida D, Miyoshi K, Sato T, Yoda T, Kikusui T, Iwakura Y, The role of glucocorticoids 
in pregnancy, parturition, lactation, and nurturing in melanocortin receptor 2-deficient mice, 
Endocrinology 152 (2011) 1652–1660. [PubMed: 21303938] 

[99]. Bronson SL, Bale TL, The placenta as a mediator of stress effects on neurodevelopmental 
reprogramming, Neuropsychopharmacology 41 (2016) 207–218. [PubMed: 26250599] 

[100]. O’Donnell KJ, Bugge Jensen A, Freeman L, Khalife N, O’Connor TG, Glover V, Maternal 
prenatal anxiety and downregulation of placental 11beta-HSD2, Psychoneuroendocrinology 37 
(2012) 818–826. [PubMed: 22001010] 

[101]. Goeden N, Bonnin A, Ex vivo perfusion of mid-to-late-gestation mouse placenta for maternal-
fetal interaction studies during pregnancy, Nat. Protoc. 8 (2013) 66–74. [PubMed: 23237830] 

[102]. Cartwright L, Poulsen MS, Nielsen HM, Pojana G, Knudsen LE, Saunders M, Rytting E, In 
vitro placental model optimization for nanoparticle transport studies, Int. J. Nanomedicine 7 
(2012) 497–510. [PubMed: 22334780] 

[103]. Poulsen MS, Mose T, Maroun LL, Mathiesen L, Knudsen LE, Rytting E, Kinetics of silica 
nanoparticles in the human placenta, Nanotoxicology 9 (Suppl. 1) (2015) 79–86. [PubMed: 
23742169] 

[104]. Mørck TJ, Sorda G, Bechi N, Rasmussen BS, Nielsen JB, Ietta F, Rytting E, Mathiesen L, 
Paulesu L, Knudsen LE, Placental transport and in vitro effects of Bisphenol A, Reprod. Toxicol. 
30 (2010) 131–137. [PubMed: 20214975] 

[105]. Ali H, Kalashnikova I, White MA, Sherman M, Rytting E, Preparation, characterization, and 
transport of dexamethasone-loaded polymeric nanoparticles across a human placental in vitro 
model, Int. J. Pharm. 454 (2013) 149–157. [PubMed: 23850397] 

[106]. Albekairi NA, Al-Enazy S, Ali S, Rytting E, Transport of digoxin-loaded polymeric 
nanoparticles across BeWo cells, an in vitro model of human placental Trophoblast, Ther. Deliv 6 
(2015) 1325–1334. [PubMed: 26652279] 

[107]. Wong MK, Li EW, Adam M, Selvaganapathy PR, Raha S, Establishment of an in vitro placental 
barrier model cultured under physiologically relevant oxygen levels, Mol. Hum. Reprod. 26 
(2020) 353–365. [PubMed: 32159799] 

[108]. Aengenheister L, Keevend K, Muoth C, Schönenberger R, Diener L, Wick P, Buerki-Thurnherr 
T, An advanced human in vitro co-culture model for translocation studies across the placental 
barrier, Sci. Rep. 8 (2018) 1–12. [PubMed: 29311619] 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 26

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



[109]. Corry J, Arora N, Good CA, Sadovsky Y, Coyne CB, Organotypic models of type III interferon-
mediated protection from Zika virus infections at the maternal-fetal interface, Proc. Natl. Acad. 
Sci. U. S. A. 114 (2017) 9433–9438. [PubMed: 28784796] 

[110]. Zhang XZ, Wu DQ, Chu CC, Synthesis, characterization and controlled drug release of 
Thermosensitive IPN-PNIPAAm hydrogels, Biomaterials 25 (2004) 3793–3805. [PubMed: 
15020155] 

[111]. Nguyen LTB, Odeleye AOO, Chui CY, Baudequin T, Cui Z, Ye H, Development of thermo-
responsive polycaprolactone macrocarriers conjugated with poly(N-isopropyl acrylamide) for cell 
culture, Sci. Rep. 9 (2019) 1–11. [PubMed: 30626917] 

[112]. Drury JL, Mooney DJ, Hydrogels for tissue engineering: scaffold design variables and 
applications, Biomaterials 24 (2003) 4337–4351. [PubMed: 12922147] 

[113]. Lee KY, Mooney DJ, Hydrogels for Tissue Engineering, Chem. Rev. 101 (2001) 1869–1879. 
[PubMed: 11710233] 

[114]. Gonzalez TL, Sun T, Koeppel AF, Lee B, Wang ET, Farber CR, Rich SS, Sundheimer LW, 
Buttle RA, Chen YI, Rotter JI, Turner SD, Williams J 3rd, Goodarzi MO, Pisarska MD, Sex 
differences in the late first trimester human placenta transcriptome, Biol. Sex Differ 9 (2018), 4. 
[PubMed: 29335024] 

[115]. Abbas Y, Oefner CM, Polacheck WJ, Gardner L, Farrell L, Sharkey A, Kamm R, Moffett A, 
Oyen ML, A microfluidics assay to study invasion of human placental trophoblast cells, J. R. 
Soc. Interface 14 (2017).

[116]. Kuo CY, Eranki A, Placone JK, Rhodes KR, Aranda-Espinoza H, Fernandes R, Fisher JP, 
Kim PCW, Development of a 3D printed, bioengineered placenta model to evaluate the role of 
Trophoblast migration in preeclampsia, ACS Biomaterial Science and Engineering 2 (10) (2016) 
1817–1826.

[117]. Kuo CY, Shevchuk M, Opfermann J, Guo T, Santoro M, Fisher JP, Kim PCW, Trophoblast-
endothelium signaling involves angiogenesis and apoptosis in a dynamic bioprinted placenta 
model, Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116 (2019).

[118]. Mayhew TM, Allometric studies on growth and development of the human placenta: growth of 
tissue compartments and diffusive conductances in relation to placental volume and fetal mass, J. 
Anat. 208 (2006) 785–794. [PubMed: 16761978] 

[119]. Howerton CL, Bale TL, Targeted placental deletion of OGT recapitulates the prenatal stress 
phenotype including hypothalamic mitochondrial dysfunction, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 
111 (2014) 9639–9644. [PubMed: 24979775] 

[120]. Howerton CL, Morgan CP, Fischer DB, Bale TL, O-GlcNAc transferase (OGT) as a placental 
biomarker of maternal stress and reprogramming of CNS gene transcription in development, 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 110 (2013) 5169–5174. [PubMed: 23487789] 

[121]. Buckberry S, Bianco-Miotto T, Bent SJ, Dekker GA, Roberts CT, Integrative transcriptome 
meta-analysis reveals widespread sex-biased gene expression at the human fetal-maternal 
interface, Mol. Hum. Reprod. 20 (2014) 810–819. [PubMed: 24867328] 

[122]. Nugent BM, O’Donnell CM, Epperson CN, Bale TL, Placental H3K27me3 establishes female 
resilience to prenatal insults, Nat. Commun. 9 (2018) 2555. [PubMed: 29967448] 

[123]. Burton GJ, Woods AW, Jauniaux E, Kingdom JCP, Rheological and physiological consequences 
of conversion of the maternal spiral arteries for uteroplacental blood flow during human 
pregnancy, Placenta 30 (2009) 473–482. [PubMed: 19375795] 

[124]. Myatt L, Muralimanoharan S, Maloyan A, Effect of preeclampsia on placental function: 
influence of sexual dimorphism, microRNA’s and mitochondria, Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 814 
(2014) 133–146. [PubMed: 25015807] 

[125]. Hahn T, Barth S, Graf R, Engelmann M, Beslagic D, Reul JM, Holsboer F, Dohr G, Desoye 
G, Placental glucose transporter expression is regulated by glucocorticoids, J. Clin. Endocrinol. 
Metab. 84 (1999) 1445–1452. [PubMed: 10199793] 

[126]. Pavek P, Cerveny L, Svecova L, Brysch M, Libra A, Vrzal R, Nachtigal P, Staud F, Ulrichova 
J, Fendrich Z, Dvorak Z, Examination of glucocorticoid receptor alpha-mediated transcriptional 
regulation of P-glycoprotein, CYP3A4, and CYP2C9 genes in placental trophoblast cell lines, 
Placenta 28 (2007) 1004–1011. [PubMed: 17572486] 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 27

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



[127]. Heyrana K, Byers HM, Stratton P, Increasing the participation of pregnant women in clinical 
trials, JAMA 320 (2018) 2077–2078. [PubMed: 30422300] 

[128]. Ayad M, Costantine MM, Epidemiology of medications use in pregnancy, Semin. Perinatol 39 
(2015) 508–511. [PubMed: 26358804] 

[129]. Zhang B, Tan L, Yu Y, Wang B, Chen Z, Han J, Li M, Chen J, Xiao T, Ambati BK, Cai 
L, Yang Q, Nayak NR, Zhang J, Fan X, Placenta-specific drug delivery by trophoblast-targeted 
nanoparticles in mice, Theranostics 8 (2018) 2765–2781. [PubMed: 29774074] 

[130]. Roberts JM, Escudero C, The placenta in preeclampsia, Pregnancy Hypertens 2 (2012) 72–83. 
[PubMed: 22745921] 

[131]. Irvin-Choy NDS, Nelson KM, Gleghorn JP, Day ES, Design of nanomaterials for applications in 
maternal/fetal medicine, J. Mater. Chem. B 8 (31) (2020) 6548–6561. [PubMed: 32452510] 

[132]. Margolis L, Sadovsky Y, The biology of extracellular vesicles: the known unknowns, PLoS 
Biol. 17 (2019), e3000363. [PubMed: 31318874] 

[133]. Yang C, Song G, Lim W, Effects of extracellular vesicles on placentation and pregnancy 
disorders, Reproduction 158 (2019) R189–R196. [PubMed: 31247586] 

[134]. Chan JC, Morgan CP, Adrian Leu N, Shetty A, Cisse YM, Nugent BM, Morrison KE, 
Jasarevic E, Huang W, Kanyuch N, Rodgers AB, Bhanu NV, Berger DS, Garcia BA, Ament 
S, Kane M, Neill Epperson C, Bale TL, Reproductive tract extracellular vesicles are sufficient to 
transmit intergenerational stress and program neurodevelopment, Nat. Commun. 11 (2020), 1499. 
[PubMed: 32198406] 

[135]. Ouyang Y, Mouillet JF, Coyne CB, Sadovsky Y, Review: placenta-specific microRNAs in 
exosomes - good things come in nano-packages, Placenta 35 (Suppl) (2014) S69–S73. [PubMed: 
24280233] 

[136]. Vader P, Mol EA, Pasterkamp G, Schiffelers RM, Extracellular vesicles for drug delivery, Adv. 
Drug Deliv. Rev. 106 (2016) 148–156. [PubMed: 26928656] 

[137]. Delorme-Axford E, Donker RB, Mouillet JF, Chu T, Bayer A, Ouyang Y, Wang T, Stolz DB, 
Sarkar SN, Morelli AE, Sadovsky Y, Coyne CB, Human placental trophoblasts confer viral 
resistance to recipient cells, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 110 (2013) 12048–12053. [PubMed: 
23818581] 

[138]. Ouyang Y, Bayer A, Chu T, Tyurin VA, Kagan VE, Morelli AE, Coyne CB, Sadovsky Y, 
Isolation of human trophoblastic extracellular vesicles and characterization of their cargo and 
antiviral activity, Placenta 47 (2016) 86–95. [PubMed: 27780544] 

[139]. Esteban-Vasallo MD, Aragones N, Pollan M, Lopez-Abente G, Perez-Gomez B, Mercury, 
cadmium, and lead levels in human placenta: a systematic review, Environ. Health Perspect. 120 
(2012) 1369–1377. [PubMed: 22591711] 

[140]. Vizcaino E, Grimalt JO, Fernandez-Somoano A, Tardon A, Transport of persistent organic 
pollutants across the human placenta, Environ. Int 65 (2014) 107–115. [PubMed: 24486968] 

[141]. Leonetti C, Butt CM, Hoffman K, Hammel SC, Miranda ML, Stapleton HM, Brominated 
flame retardants in placental tissues: associations with infant sex and thyroid hormone endpoints, 
Environ. Health 15 (2016), 113. [PubMed: 27884139] 

[142]. Leonetti C, Butt CM, Hoffman K, Miranda ML, Stapleton HM, Concentrations of 
polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEs) and 2,4,6-tribromophenol in human placental tissues, 
Environ. Int 88 (2016) 23–29. [PubMed: 26700418] 

[143]. Baldwin KR, Phillips AL, Horman B, Arambula SE, Rebuli ME, Stapleton HM, Patisaul HB, 
Sex specific placental accumulation and Behavioral effects of developmental Firemaster 550 
exposure in Wistar rats, Sci. Rep. 7 (2017), 7118. [PubMed: 28769031] 

[144]. Ruis MT, Rock KD, Hall SM, Horman B, Patisaul HB, Stapleton HM, PBDEs concentrate in the 
Fetal portion of the placenta: implications for thyroid hormone dysregulation, Endocrinology 160 
(2019) 2748–2758. [PubMed: 31555822] 

[145]. Tetro N, Moushaev S, Rubinchik-Stern M, Eyal S, The placental barrier: the gate and the fate in 
drug distribution, Pharm. Res. 35 (2018), 71. [PubMed: 29476301] 

Arumugasaamy et al. Page 28

Adv Drug Deliv Rev. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 June 23.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



Fig. 1. 
Graphical representation of the human placenta characterized by its (A) hemochorial nature 

(direct contact between maternal blood and the fetal chorion, i.e. syncytiotrophoblasts 

(SCT)) and (C) discoid shape. A) Modified spiral arteries enable sufficient perfusion of the 

placenta with maternal blood that bathes the intervillous space and makes direct contact with 

the SCT. (B) The SCT serves as the dominant regulator of placental transport expressing 

ATP-binding Cassette (ABC, ATP dependent efflux) and Solute Carrier protein (SLC, 

exchange, coupled, or passive influx) transporters on both the apical and basal membranes. 

Biological molecules that are taken up into the SCT may be retained, metabolized, and/or 
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transported all the way through where they can then be taken up by fetal endothelial cells 

(FEC). Other molecules are blocked completely and not taken up by the placenta. (C) Fetal 

blood enters the placenta through the umbilical arties (blue) and flows into the capillaries in 

the placental villus where it picks up nutrients, oxygen, and hormones before returning to 

the fetus via the umbilical vein (red). (VCT: Villous Cytotrophoblast, TGC: Trophoblast 

Giant Cells, HB: Hofbauer Cells, FB: Fibroblast, CCC: Cytotrophoblast Cell Column, 

DC: Decidual Cells, iEVT: Interstitial Extravillous Trophoblast, enEVT: Endovascular 

Extravillous Trophoblast, egEVT: Endoglandular Extravillous Trophoblast, ULE: Uterine 

Luminal Epithelium.
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Fig. 2. 
Numerous cell-types, of both maternal and fetal origin, are required for proper development 

and function of the placenta barrier. Trophoblast subtypes, derived from the fetal 

trophectoderm, make up majority of these cells. Originating from a population of 

cytotrophoblast stem cells the VCT follow one of two paths, VCT can fuse together to 

form the SCT that serves as the predominant regulator of placental transport and hormone 

production, or they can acquire invasive properties and differentiate into EVTs. EVT are 

required for remodeling of maternal tissue (iEVT), maternal vasculature (enEVT), and 

uterine glands (egEVT). Invasion of EVT into maternal tissue is limited by the fusion of 

iEVTs and formation of TGC. Other important cells of fetal origin and derived from the 

mesoderm include HB and FEC that play important roles in regulating trophoblast function 

and placental transport, respectively. Maternal DC originating from the endometrium are 

important for early access to nutrients during placental and fetal development.
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Fig. 3. 
Schematics of in vitro models of the PB. (A) The Transwell model, with trophoblast cells 

seeded within a Transwell insert, creating both maternal (apical) and fetal (basal) sides 

of the PB. (B) The perfused placenta model, where the maternal and fetal vasculature of 

the placenta are connected to tubing, and separate fluid reservoirs for the materanl and 

fetal sides. (C) Two bioreactor models, using a perfusion setup (left, adapted from Ma, 

et al. [29]) or a rotating wall setup (right, adapted from McConkey, et al. [30]). The 

perfusion setup involves trophoblast and endothelial cells on either a hydrogel (Gel) or a 

semi-permeable membrane, such as a Transwell insert-style mesh, and fluid flow through 

separated compartments, with potential external stimuli (Water) to help maintain physiologic 

temperature at the interface. The rotating wall setup involves cells attaching onto beads as 

the walls rotate, and an inner source for gas and nutrient exchange for cell culture. (D) 

The hydrogel model, where trophoblast and endothelial cells are seeded onto a hydrogel 
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to create a 3D architecture. Published studies have also utilized fetal-mimicking cells, 

including cardiovascular and neural cell types, when the hydrogel model is utilized within 

a Transwell insert setup (see references [13, 15, 26] for additional details), though these 

are separate from the PB model. (E) The organ-on-a-chip model, whereby trophoblast and 

endothelial cells are seeded on opposite sides of a semi-permeable membrane, and fluid flow 

is utilized to create a closed, microfluidic perfusion system. Note that the zoom in portion 

of this panel is indicative of the cross-section of the inner channel, such that the cells and 

membrane are stacked vertically with the chip laying flat. (F) The bioprinting model, where 

a bioprinter creates a custom-designed pattern utilizing a hydrogel bio-ink, and cells are 

seeded on opposing sides of the gel (adapted from Mandt, et al. [17]). Of note, cells can also 

be included within the bio-ink and, depending upon the bioprinter utilized, multiple bio-inks 

can be utilized (for example, three bio-inks could be used, with one containing trophoblast, 

one containing endothelial cells, and one being acellular). Note that the gel depicted in 

panels C, D, and F, shows fibrillar architecture that is only visible at micro- and sub-micron 

scale, not at the macroscopic scale as depicted here. Similarly, the scale of microfluidics 

shown in panel E is on the micron scale. Schematics are not drawn to size.
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Table 1

Biological functions of the PB, with the significance of each function, analytical tests and biomarkers that can 

be assessed to measure these functions within an engineered model, the relevant cell types or models, and 

related references for further details.

Biological 
Function

Biological Significance Analytical Tests & 
Biomarkers

Relevant Models/Cell 
Types

References

Regulated Barrier 

• Junction Proteins • Intercellular barrier 
to prevent leakage and 
maintain cellular polarity 
(apical vs basal surface)

• Immunostaining
o Adherens junction: E-
Cadherin, VE-Cadherin
o Tight junction: Occludin, 
Zonula Occludens-1 (ZO-1)

• Primary and 
choriocarcinoma cell 
lines
• HUVECs and 
Microvascular ECs

• Comparative study of 
BeWo, JAR, Jeg-3, ACH\
\3P, and PHT functional 
parameters relevant to 
placental barrier model [52]

• Membrane 
Transporters

• Facilitate and regulate 
nutrient transport
• Protection from 
harmful, biologically active 
compounds

• mRNA and Protein 
Expression: 
o SLC Transporters (P-
glycoprotein, MDR1)
o ABC Transporters (Breast 
Cancer Resistance Protein, 
ABCG2)

• Primary and 
choriocarcinoma cell 
lines
o Expression and 
function may be 
confounded by Forskolin 
treatment
• HUVECs and 
Microvascular ECs

• Review of drug 
transporters in BeWo, Jeg-3, 
JAR, and PHTs [45]

• Metabolic 
Activity • Synthesis and catabolism 

of hormones
• Metabolism of vitamins, 
fatty acids, and drugs

• mRNA and Protein 
Expression:
o Phase I Enzymes: 
CYP450s
o Phase II Enzymes: UGTs, 
GSTs, SULTs

• Primary and 
choriocarcinoma cell 
lines

• Major CYP450 forms 
present in human placenta 
are present and inducible in 
BeWo [93] and Jeg-3 [94]

• Permeability • Maternal-fetal exchange 
of biological and non-
biological substances
• Barrier integrity

• TEER (>100 Ω∙cm2)
• Diffusion studies: 
glucose (permeable), 
fluorescently conjugated 
heparin (nonpermeable)
o Calculated Diffusion 
Coefficient and % Rate of 
Transfer

• Primary and 
choriocarcinoma cell 
lines
• HUVECs and 
Microvascular ECs

• Comparative study of 
BeWo, JAR, Jeg-3, ACH\
\3P, and PHT functional 
parameters relevant to 
placental barrier model [52]
• Diffusion coefficient 
calculations [13]
• % rate of transfer 
calculations [16]

• Presence of 
Microvilli

• Barrier maturity & 
increased surface area for 
molecular transport

• Immunostaining: Ezrin
• Scanning Electron 
Microscopy

• Primary and 
choriocarcinoma cell 
lines
o Facilitated by fluid flow

• Fluid shear induced 
microvilli formation in 
BeWo cells [89]

Cell & Organ Function 

• Syncytialization • Differentiation towards 
syncytiotrophoblast and 
presence of a true 
syncytium

• Immunostaining: Junction 
Proteins & Nuclei
o Nuclear Aggregation
o % of Multinucleated 
Cells
o Cytoplasmic Fusion

• Primary and 
choriocarcinoma cell 
lines
o Facilitated by Forskolin 
treatment and ECM 
proteins

• Forskolin treatment 
induced syncytialization 
BeWo b30 clone [34]
• ECM regulates trophoblast 
organization, function, and 
expression profiles [83]

• Hormone 
production • Endocrine function for 

pregnancy maintenance and 
fetal development

• ELISA: hCG, 
Progesterone
• mRNA: hCG, placental 
lactogen

• Primary and 
choriocarcinoma cell 
lines
o Amplified by Forskolin 
treatment

• Comparative study of 
BeWo, JAR, Jeg-3, ACH\
\3P, and PHT functional 
parameters relevant to 
placental barrier model [52]

Environmental Factors 

• Fluid flow • Shear stress from blood 
flow

• Design feature: Perfusion/
syringe pump

• Perfused Placenta
• Bioreactor
• Placenta-on-a-chip

• Bioreactor [30]
• Placenta-on-a-chip 
[16,32,89]

• Extracellular 
Matrix (ECM) • 3D microenvironment 

provides biochemical and 
biomechanical cues that 
regulate cell behavior

• Design feature: 
Incorporation of ECM 
proteins in culture matrix 
(ex: collagen, laminin, 
fibronectin)

• Perfused Placenta
• Hydrogel
• Bioreactor
• Bioprinted

• Use of ECM films to create 
a 3D-vascularized primary 
placental barrier model [15]
• ECM regulates trophoblast 
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Biological 
Function

Biological Significance Analytical Tests & 
Biomarkers

Relevant Models/Cell 
Types

References

organization, function, and 
expression profiles [83,86]
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