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Stimulation or Cancellation of 
Ca2+ Influx by Bipolar Nanosecond 
Pulsed Electric Fields in Adrenal 
Chromaffin Cells Can Be Achieved 
by Tuning Pulse Waveform
Tarique R. Bagalkot, Normand Leblanc & Gale L. Craviso

Exposing adrenal chromaffin cells to single 150 to 400 ns electric pulses triggers a rise in intracellular 
Ca2+ ([Ca2+]i) that is due to Ca2+ influx through voltage-gated Ca2+ channels (VGCC) and plasma 
membrane electropores. Immediate delivery of a second pulse of the opposite polarity in which the 
duration and amplitude were the same as the first pulse (a symmetrical bipolar pulse) or greater than 
the first pulse (an asymmetrical bipolar pulse) had a stimulatory effect, evoking larger Ca2+ responses 
than the corresponding unipolar pulse. Progressively decreasing the amplitude of the opposite 
polarity pulse while also increasing its duration converted stimulation to attenuation, which reached a 
maximum of 43% when the positive phase was 150 ns at 3.1 kV/cm, and the negative phase was 800 ns 
at 0.2 kV/cm. When VGCCs were blocked, Ca2+ responses evoked by asymmetrical and even symmetrical 
bipolar pulses were significantly reduced relative to those evoked by the corresponding unipolar pulse 
under the same conditions, indicating that attenuation involved mainly the portion of Ca2+ influx 
attributable to membrane electropermeabilization. Thus, by tuning the shape of the bipolar pulse, 
Ca2+ entry into chromaffin cells through electropores could be attenuated while preserving Ca2+ influx 
through VGCCs.

Neuroendocrine adrenal chromaffin cells are neural crest-derived excitable cells involved in the sympathetic 
discharge of the catecholamines epinephrine and norepinephrine into the vascular system during the “fight or 
flight” response. In vivo, catecholamine secretion from chromaffin cells occurs when acetylcholine released from 
splanchnic nerve terminals stimulates nicotinic cholinergic receptors (nAChRs) that are ligand-gated Na+ chan-
nels. Na+ influx via nAChRs causes membrane depolarization leading to an elevation in intracellular Ca2+ con-
centration ([Ca2+]i) orchestrated by Ca2+ entry through several classes of voltage-gated Ca2+ channels (VGCCs; 
reviewed in García et al.)1. This sequence of events culminates in Ca2+-dependent exocytosis2,3.

As modified post-ganglionic sympathetic neurons that are easy to isolate and maintain in culture, isolated 
chromaffin cells have played a major role in characterizing mechanisms underlying stimulus-secretion coupling. 
Accordingly, our group has been using bovine adrenal chromaffin cells as a model system to explore the potential 
for high intensity, nanosecond pulsed electric fields (nsPEF) to serve as a new modality for neurostimulation4. 
Such short duration electric stimuli, particularly pulse durations that extend into the subnanosecond range, have 
the potential for remote, targeted delivery to tissues via antennas5,6, which could eliminate the need for inva-
sive, contact electrodes. Moreover, the biophysical changes caused by nsPEF, one being the reversible forma-
tion of nanometer-diameter ion-conducting electropores (so-called “nanopores”) in the plasma membrane lipid 
bilayer7–11, may reveal novel mechanisms by which cell excitability can be altered. In adrenal chromaffin cells, 
as an example, we found that a single 5 ns, 5 MV/m pulse can stimulate these cells, producing an increase in 
[Ca2+]i followed by Ca2+-dependent catecholamine release that is triggered by a mechanism that bypassed nic-
otinic receptors but still involved Na+ influx, membrane depolarization and activation of VGCCs4,12–14. Because 
tetrotoxin failed to block the response4 ruled out voltage-sensitive Na+ channels as the pathway of Na+ influx 
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and suggested instead that Na+ was most likely entering chromaffin cells via plasma membrane nanopores, caus-
ing membrane depolarization4. A similar mechanism of electroporation-induced depolarization may also be 
involved in the stimulation of rat hippocampal neurons by 200 ns pulses15. Convincing evidence in support of 
this mechanism of cell excitability in chromaffin cells has been provided by whole-cell patch clamp recordings of 
nsPEF-evoked inward Na+ currents16, leading us to conclude that nanopores could be subserving a function typ-
ically attributed to voltage-gated Na+ channels by causing membrane depolarization to a level that was sufficient 
to activate VGCCs4. Notably, Ca2+ does not also enter chromaffin cells via this plasma membrane pathway4,12,13, 
indicating that like stimulus-secretion coupling mediated by acetylcholine, activation of VGCCs is solely respon-
sible for Ca2+ influx. Of note also is that nsPEF-evoked cell activation occurs without evidence of the plasma 
membrane perturbations that promote uptake of non-permeant dyes such as YO-PRO-114, release of Ca2+ from 
intracellular stores due to electroporation of membranes of Ca2+-storing organelles such the endoplasmic retic-
ulum (ER)4,12,13, or adverse effects such as cell blebbing or cell swelling14. In addition to these findings from our 
group showing the potential for short duration nsPEF to be used for neurostimulation, Casciola et al. reported 
that 12 ns pulses applied to nerve fibers can elicit action potentials without causing nerve damage. Interestingly, 
the underlying mechanism of nsPEF-evoked excitability appears to be different in nerve than in chromaffin cells17.

While exploring other nsPEF parameters for stimulating chromaffin cells, a more recent study from our group 
revealed that exposing chromaffin cells to single longer duration nsPEF (≥150 ns) produced more robust and 
longer lasting Ca2+ responses also without evidence of cell swelling or cell blebbing, or uptake of YO-PRO-118. 
However, the more pronounced rise in [Ca2+]i evoked by these longer nsPEFs was found to be the result of Ca2+ 
entering the cells now by two pathways: (1) via VGCCs, which accounted for the bulk of Ca2+ influx (60–70%), 
and (2) Ca2+ influx through plasma membrane electropores18. Thus, the plasma membrane was no longer imper-
meable to Ca2+, coinciding with a similar finding of rapid influx of Ca2+ via nanopores in isolated rat hippocam-
pal neurons exposed to 600 ns pulses19.

Recently, a new modality of nsPEF stimulation has been reported that enables fine-tuning of cellular responses 
that include nsPEF-evoked Ca2+ influx through plasma membrane nanopores. In this new nsPEF paradigm, the 
application of a second pulse of opposite polarity and equivalent duration delivered immediately after the first 
pulse (a symmetrical bipolar pulse) could attenuate or even abolish the response produced by the first pulse, a 
process termed bipolar cancellation. This phenomenon was first described by Pakhomov et al.20 in non-excitable 
Chinese Hamster Ovary (CHO) cells exposed to single or multiple unipolar or bipolar nsPEF20. In these cells, 
a 60 ns unipolar pulse triggered a rise in [Ca2+]i that included nsPEF-induced Ca2+ influx from the outside the 
cell and Ca2+ efflux from the ER, attributed to a short-lived nanoelectroporation of the plasma membrane and 
ER membrane, respectively. At high stimulus intensities, Ca2+-induced calcium release (CICR) also contributed 
to the rise in [Ca2+]i

20. When exposed to a symmetrical bipolar pulse (60 + 60 ns), CHO cells displayed much 
smaller Ca2+ transients than cells exposed to a 60 ns unipolar pulse, with each component that contributed to the 
Ca2+ response attenuated by the bipolar pulse. Bipolar cancellation was also demonstrated for longer duration 
pulses where a bipolar pulse (300 + 300 ns) was found to be less efficient for evoking increases in [Ca2+]i com-
pared with the corresponding unipolar pulse (300 ns).

In a subsequent report, Gianulis et al.21 evaluated the effects of a single or multiple nanosecond electric field 
unipolar and bipolar oscillation (referred to as NEFO) on membrane electropermeabilization and changes in 
membrane conductance in CHO and GH3 cells. Relative to unipolar NEFO, bipolar NEFO yielded lower rates of 
uptake of YO-PRO-1 and, as determined by whole-cell patch clamp electrophysiology, a reduced membrane con-
ductance21. These results and those of others reporting a similar reduction of electropermeabilization by bipolar 
pulses were attributed to the ability of these pulses to cause less plasma membrane perturbations20–24. In light of 
these results, we considered the possibility that in chromaffin cells exposed to nsPEF ≥ 150 ns, Ca2+ influx due to 
plasma membrane electroporation might be attenuated/cancelled by applying a bipolar pulse. This could poten-
tially mean eliminating an undesirable effect of longer duration nsPEF while preserving the ability of the cells 
to be activated in a manner similar to that evoked by a short duration nsPEF. The primary objective of the pres-
ent study was to evaluate whether bipolar cancellation could be detected in chromaffin cells for nsPEF ≥ 150 ns 
by exploring the effect of symmetrical bipolar pulses (same duration and peak amplitude for each phase) and 
asymmetrical bipolar pulses (duration and/or peak amplitude of the negative phase different than the positive 
phase) on [Ca2+]i. Our results show that depending on the pulse waveform, bipolar pulses could either enhance 
or attenuate Ca2+ influx evoked by a 150 ns unipolar pulse. Moreover, attenuation of Ca2+ entry by bipolar nsPEFs 
appeared to involve the portion of Ca2+ influx attributable to membrane electropermeabilization and not Ca2+ 
influx via VGCCs. Thus, tuning the shape of the bipolar pulse attenuated undesirable Ca2+ entry into chromaffin 
cells through electropores while maintaining Ca2+ influx through VGCCs. These results have implications for the 
future development of nsPEF stimulation approaches for modulating cell excitability non-deleteriously since the 
reduced electroporation efficiency of bipolar compared with unipolar pulses expands the range of nsPEF param-
eters that can be used for this purpose.

Results
Symmetrical bipolar pulses stimulated Ca2+ influx to a greater degree than the corresponding 
unipolar pulse.  In non-excitable CHO cells, Ca2+ influx evoked by unipolar nsPEF could be “cancelled” 
by applying a second pulse of equivalent strength but opposite polarity and identical duration11. To determine 
whether bipolar cancellation of Ca2+ influx could be similarly achieved in excitable chromaffin cells, a systematic 
investigation of the impact of unipolar nsPEF on [Ca2+]i was first undertaken followed by an analysis of the effects 
of the corresponding bipolar nsPEF on [Ca2+]i. Cells were exposed to a single unipolar pulse of 150, 200, 300, 400 
or 800 ns duration (Fig. 1A) at an E-field amplitude of 3.1 kV/cm that we previously determined was just above 
threshold for evoking a Ca2+ response18. Single symmetrical bipolar pulses to which cells were exposed (Fig. 1B) 
were ↑150 + ↓150, ↑200 + ↓200 or ↑400 + ↓400 ns at an E-field amplitude of 3.1 kV/cm for each pulse polarity.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47929-4


3Scientific Reports |         (2019) 9:11545  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47929-4

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

Figure 2A–C shows that the rise in [Ca2+]i evoked by single unipolar pulses of 150, 200, 300, 400 or 800 ns 
duration occurred rapidly, increasing in amplitude with pulse duration and slowly declining to basal levels as 
reported previously18. Also shown is a comparison of the responses of the cells to unipolar vs bipolar pulses. 
Unexpectedly, bipolar pulses of ↑150 + ↓150, ↑200 + ↓200 and ↑400 + ↓400 ns evoked Ca2+ transients that 
were respectively larger by 18%, 26% and 15% than those elicited by the corresponding unipolar pulse (Table 1, 
Fig. 2D). In each case, the increase reached statistical significance (p < 0.01 for all pulse durations) and was 
not associated with adverse effects on cell morphology, such as cell swelling (Fig. 3). Thus, Ca2+ influx was not 
attenuated by symmetrical bipolar pulses, contrasting with previous findings reported by Pakhomov et al.20 in 
non-excitable CHO cells where Ca2+ influx triggered by unipolar pulses of 60 and 300 ns was cancelled by bipolar 
pulses of ↑60 + ↓60 and ↑300 + ↓300 ns, respectively.

Since VGCC activation is an all-or-none cellular process, symmetrical bipolar pulses were most likely enhanc-
ing Ca2+ influx in chromaffin cells by causing greater membrane permeabilization rather than less, as reported for 
other cell types20,21,25. In other words, the negative pulse phase not only failed to cancel the electropermeabilizing 
effect of the first phase but also acted as a 2nd electropermeabilizing stimulus. In support of this conclusion, we 
determined the effects of external Ca2+ removal on the Ca2+ response of chromaffin cells to this type of nsPEF. 
As shown in Fig. 4, bathing the cells in Ca2+-free BSS containing EGTA abolished Ca2+ transients elicited by 
↑150 + 150 ns (Fig. 4A), ↑200 + ↓200 ns (Fig. 4B) or ↑400 + ↓400 ns (Fig. 4C) bipolar pulses with all pulse phases 
applied at an E-field of 3.1 kV/cm. These results indicate that regardless of pulse duration, the mechanism by 
which bipolar nsPEF exposure caused an increase in [Ca2+]i in chromaffin cells was Ca2+ influx and not release 
of Ca2+ from internal stores caused by ER membrane electropermeabilization. While these results do not rule 
out the possibility that a portion of the Ca2+ transient evoked by nsPEFs was due to Ca2+ release from the ER via 
Ca2+-induced Ca2+ release (CICR), they unequivocally demonstrate an absolute requirement for a Ca2+ entry 
pathway to trigger the response.

The results of the experiments shown in Fig. 2 also demonstrate that Ca2+ responses evoked by bipolar pulses, 
like single unipolar pulses18, increased in amplitude with pulse duration. For example, Ca2+ responses evoked 
by ↑200 + ↓200 ns or ↑400 + ↓400 ns bipolar pulses were 55% or 33% larger, respectively, than those produced 
by ↑150 + ↓150 ns bipolar pulses (Fig. 2D) with the difference in magnitude reaching statistical significance 
(p < 0.01). Thus, the negative pulse phase acted as a 2nd stimulus regardless of pulse duration.

When we compared Ca2+ influx induced by a bipolar pulse of ↑150 + ↓150 ns to a single unipolar pulse of 
300 ns, which represents an equivalent amount of energy, the response elicited by the bipolar pulse was signifi-
cantly smaller than that evoked by the unipolar pulse (21% reduction; p < 0.01). Thus, even though the negative 
phase of the ↑150 + ↓150 bipolar pulse acted as a 2nd stimulus, Ca2+ influx was not comparable to that elicited 
by a single polarity 300 ns pulse. A possible explanation is that the positive phase of the bipolar pulse limited the 
extent to which the plasma membrane could be electropermeabilized by the negative phase of the pulse22,25. We 
also compared Ca2+ influx induced by a single bipolar pulse of ↑200 + ↓200 or ↑400 + ↓400 ns to a single unipolar 

Figure 1.  Oscilloscope traces of unipolar (A) and symmetrical bipolar (B) nsPEFs. (a–e) Unipolar nsPEFs were 
150, 200, 400 and 800 ns in duration, all applied at an E-field of 3.1 kV/cm. (f–h) Symmetrical bipolar nsPEFs 
consisted of positive and negative phases of the pulse having the same duration, 150, 200 or 400 ns, and the 
same E-field of 3.1 kV/cm. Here and in all subsequent figures, the positive phase of the pulse was depicted by an 
upward arrow (↑) and the negative phase by a downward arrow (↓).
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pulse of 400 or 800 ns, which represents an equivalent amount of energy for each bipolar pulse, respectively. We 
found that the response triggered by a ↑200 + ↓200 ns vs a 400 ns pulse, or a ↑400 + ↓400 ns vs a 800 ns pulse was 
similar. Given the longer duration of these pulses relative to a ↑150 + ↓150 bipolar pulse or a unipolar 300 ns 
pulse, the Ca2+ indicator may have been saturated in each case, not allowing differences in [Ca2+]i to be detected 
among the groups.

Taken as a whole, these results demonstrate that Ca2+ influx was not attenuated by symmetrical bipolar pulses. 
Instead, Ca2+ influx was enhanced. The next series of experiments investigated the effect of altering the shape of 
the bipolar pulse on Ca2+ influx by manipulating the parameters of the negative pulse phase.

Increasing the duration of negative phase relative to the positive phase stimulated Ca2+ influx 
to a greater degree than a symmetrical bipolar pulse.  As shown in Fig. 2, Ca2+ influx stimulated by 
single unipolar pulses increased in magnitude with pulse duration. Thus, increasing the duration of the negative 
phase of a bipolar pulse would presumably result in more electropermeabilization and hence more Ca2+ influx, 
resulting in even greater increases in [Ca2+]i when compared to that evoked by a symmetrical ↑150 + ↓150 bipolar 
pulse. To examine this possibility, the positive pulse phase was kept constant at 150 ns and the duration of the 
negative pulse phase was varied from 200 up to 800 ns, both phases set at an E-field of 3.1 kV/cm. The specific 
asymmetrical bipolar pulses used in the analysis were ↑150 + ↓200, ↑150 + ↓400 or ↑150 + ↓800 ns (Fig. 5A). As 
shown in Fig. 6A–D, the magnitude of the rise in [Ca2+]i, when compared to that triggered by a 150 ns unipolar 
pulse, increased in concert with the increase in duration of the negative pulse phase (One-way ANOVA; p < 0.05). 
These results are consistent with the demonstration in CHO cells that a ↑300 + ↓900 bipolar pulse caused more 
YO-PRO-1 uptake than a 300 ns unipolar pulse22. Table 1 shows further that the Ca2+ responses evoked by each 
asymmetrical bipolar pulse were also greater than those evoked by a symmetrical ↑150 + ↓150 bipolar pulse. Post 
hoc analysis revealed that Ca2+ responses elicited by ↑150 + ↓200 bipolar pulses were not significantly different 

Figure 2.  Comparison of the effect of unipolar pulses vs symmetrical bipolar pulses on [Ca2+]i. (A) Averaged 
cell responses ± s.e.m. (n = 17–60) for the rise in [Ca2+]i in cells exposed to a unipolar pulse of 150 ns and 
300 ns, and to a bipolar pulse with each phase lasting 150 ns. The E-field amplitude for each phase was 3.1 kV/
cm and the arrow indicates when the pulse was delivered to the cells. (B) Same as in (A) except that cells were 
exposed to a unipolar pulse of 200 ns and 400 ns, and to a bipolar pulse with each phase lasting 200 ns (n = 30–
35). (C) Same as in (A) except that cells were exposed to a unipolar pulse of 400 ns and 800 ns, and to a bipolar 
pulse with each phase lasting 400 ns (n = 21–35). (D) Bar graph showing the mean ± s.e.m. for the maximal 
increase in [Ca2+]i for the responses shown in (A–C). *p < 0.05, significantly different from the corresponding 
unipolar pulse; **p < 0.01, significantly different from ↑150 + ↓150 and ↑400 + ↓400 bipolar pulse. #p < 0.01, 
Significantly different from ↑150 + ↓150 and ↑200 + ↓200 bipolar pulse. ##p < 0.01, Significantly different from 
↑150 + ↓150 bipolar pulse.
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from those produced by 150 ns unipolar pulses (p > 0.05) whereas responses to bipolar pulses of ↑150 + ↓400 and 
↑150 + ↓800 were significantly different from those evoked by 150 ns unipolar pulses (p < 0.05 and p < 0.005, 
respectively). Although the magnitude of the rise in [Ca2+]i tended to increase in a linear fashion with the dura-
tion of the negative phase (Fig. 6D), the differences were not statistically significant within the group. These 
results showing that increasing the duration of the negative pulse phase did not attenuate Ca2+ influx but instead 
enhanced it prompted us to evaluate other bipolar pulse waveforms for achieving cancellation.

Bipolar pulses with a long duration, low E-field amplitude negative pulse phase attenuated 
Ca2+ influx.  The results of studies in which uptake of YO-PRO-1 served as an indicator of membrane elec-
tropermeabilization revealed that bipolar cancellation could be achieved by manipulating the parameters of the 
negative pulse phase in specific ways. Gianulis et al.21 observed bipolar cancellation when the amplitude of the 
E-field of the negative pulse phase was reduced to 35% of the initial positive pulse phase. A subsequent study from 
the same group reported also that optimal cancellation by a single or multiple nsPEFs in different cell types could 
be achieved by a negative phase E-field amplitude ~50% lower than the positive phase25. With respect to pulse 
duration, YO-PRO-1 uptake into CHO cells exposed to a 900 ns unipolar pulse was reduced 73% by a ↑900 + ↓300 
bipolar pulse22. In view of these findings, we tested for possible cancellation of Ca2+ influx various bipolar pulse 
waveforms where, relative to the positive phase, the duration of the negative pulse phase was increased and the 
E-field amplitude was decreased. Essentially, for each negative pulse phase duration tested between 150 and 
1000 ns, we evaluated the impact of progressively decreasing the E-field amplitude from 2.4 to 0.2 kV/cm (Fig. 7). 
Representative traces of each waveform are depicted in Fig. 5B. A 150 ns unipolar pulse with an E-field amplitude 
of 3.1 kV/cm was used in all experiments to obtain a control response to which the amplitude of the Ca2+ tran-
sient evoked by the asymmetrical bipolar pulse was normalized.

Consistent with the experiments described in the previous section, increasing the duration of the negative 
pulse phase led to enhanced stimulation, especially at higher E-fields (compare for example Fig. 7A,E at 2.4 kV/
cm; Fig. 7F). Interestingly, the stimulatory effect of the negative pulse progressively subsided by decreasing the 
E-field amplitude from 2.4 to 0.2 kV/cm for all pulse durations tested (Fig. 7A thru E; summarized in Fig. 7F). In 
fact, significant cancellation was observed for very long durations and low E-field amplitudes, in particular with 
asymmetrical bipolar pulses of ↑150 + ↓800 ns at an E-field of 0.2 kV/cm (Fig. 7D; p < 0.01) and ↑150 + ↓1000 ns 
at an E-field ≤ 0.4 kV/cm (Fig. 7E; p < 0.01). Figure 8 shows the response of the cells to a ↑150 + ↓800 ns pulse, 
negative phase set to 0.2 kV/cm, where it can be seen that compared with the Ca2+ response elicited by the 
150 ns unipolar pulse, not only was the magnitude of the rise in [Ca2+]i decreased but also [Ca2+]i returned 
to pre-stimulus levels during the 50-s post-pulse monitoring period. Indeed, the Ca2+ response triggered by 
these bipolar pulse waveforms now more closely resembled that evoked by the physiologic stimulus, activation of 

Condition

Effect on Ca2+ Fluorescence Intensity

Stimulation (%) Cancellation (%) P value

1. Untreated cells

Symmetrical bipolar pulse*

   ↑150 + ↓150 ns vs ↑150 ns 18 — <0.01

   ↑200 + ↓200 ns vs ↑200 ns 26 — <0.01

   ↑400 + ↓400 ns vs ↑400 ns 15 — <0.01

Asymmetrical bipolar pulse*

   ↑150 + ↓200 ns vs ↑150 ns 29 — NS

   ↑150 + ↓400 ns vs ↑150 ns 37 — <0.05

   ↑150 + ↓800 ns vs ↑150 ns 47 — <0.01

Asymmetrical bipolar pulse**

   ↑150 + ↓200 ns (2.4 kV/cm) 35 — NS

   ↑150 + ↓200 ns (0.2 kV/cm) — 4 NS

   ↑150 + ↓400 ns (2.4 kV/cm) 36 — <0.05

   ↑150 + ↓400 ns (0.2 kV/cm) — 27 NS

   ↑150 + ↓800 ns (2.4 kV/cm) 66 — <0.05

   ↑150 + ↓800 ns (0.2 kV/cm) — 43 <0.05

   ↑150 + ↓1000 ns (2.4 kV/cm) 86 — <0.05

   ↑150 + ↓1000 ns (0.2 kV/cm) — 36 <0.05

2. VGCCs blocked

Symmetrical bipolar pulse*

   ↑150 + ↓150 ns — 60 <0.05

Asymmetrical bipolar pulse**

   ↑150 + ↓1000 ns (3.1/0.4 kV/cm) — 58 <0.05

Table 1.  Summary of bipolar nsPEF parameters that evoked maximal stimulation or cancellation of Ca2+ influx 
elicited by a 150 ns unipolar pulse. *3.1 kV/cm each phase. **3.1 kV/cm positive phase, varied amplitude and 
duration of the negative phase. NS: Not significant.
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nicotinic cholinergic receptors26. Due to the technical limitations of our bipolar pulse exposure system, we could 
not determine if maximal cancellation of Ca2+ influx was achieved since this would require negative pulse phases 
of even lower E-field amplitude and/or longer duration, which are not possible with our setup.

Table 1 provides a summary of mean data for % stimulation or cancellation of Ca2+ influx by the various pulse 
parameter combinations. Cancellation reached a maximum of 43% when the positive phase was 150 ns at 3.1 kV/
cm, and the negative phase was 800 ns at 0.2 kV/cm. We currently have no plausible explanation for why a bipolar 
pulse consisting of a prolonged duration, low amplitude negative phase was needed to cause cancellation of Ca2+ 
influx in these cells. Our data are nevertheless in general agreement with the observation that reducing the E-field 
amplitude of the negative relative to the initial positive pulse phase has a cancellation effect21,25.

Stimulation of Ca2+ influx by symmetrical bipolar pulses was converted to cancellation when 
VGCCs were blocked.  As indicated previously, strong bipolar cancellation of Ca2+ influx has been reported 
for symmetrical bipolar pulses in CHO cells that lack VGCCs20. In contrast, in chromaffin cells that express 
multiple types of VGCCs1, bipolar cancellation by symmetrical bipolar pulses was not achieved (Fig. 2) even 
though our recent report showed that ~30–40% of the rise in [Ca2+]i triggered by 150 ns unipolar pulses occurred 
through a process of electronanoporation18. One potential factor that could explain the differential response of 
chromaffin cells relative to CHO cells may be attributed to the presence of VGCCs in the former but not in the lat-
ter. Since VGCCs respond in an all-or-none fashion to 5 ns unipolar pulses26 and 60–70% of Ca2+ influx triggered 
by longer (≥150 ns) unipolar pulses is passing through VGCCs18, it is possible that bipolar pulses are unable or 
are less efficient at cancelling the Ca2+ influx component involving VGCCs, or that the Ca2+ that enters the cells 
via VGCCs affects how the cell responds to a bipolar pulse.

To explore these possibilities, we determined whether conducting experiments under conditions that would 
eliminate the contribution of VGCCs to nsPEF-evoked responses would show cancellation of Ca2+ influx by 
symmetrical bipolar pulses, as shown for cells that do not express VGCCs. For this determination, chromaffin 
cells were pre-treated with a combination (cocktail) of Ca2+ channel blockers and exposed to a ↑150 + ↓150 ns 
bipolar pulse. The cocktail of Ca2+ channel blockers comprised 100 nM ω-agatoxin GVIA (P/Q-type) + 20 nM 
ω-conotoxin (N-type) + 20 µM nitrendipine (L-type), which we previously determined was effective for blocking 
Ca2+ influx mediated by VGCCs in cells exposed to the pulse durations used in this study18. In other experiments, 
cells were pre-treated with dihydropyridines alone at high concentrations (20 µM nitrendipine, 20 µM nimodip-
ine or 40 µM nimodipine), which we previously also determined caused substantial inhibition of Ca2+ influx 

Figure 3.  Representative bright field images of cells exposed to bipolar pulses. Images of the cells were captured 
before (0 s) and 50 s after exposure to a ↑150 + ↓150 ns, ↑200 + ↓200 ns, and ↑400 + ↓400 ns pulse. The E-field 
amplitude of each phase of each pulse duration was 3.1 kV/cm.
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triggered by ≥150 ns pulses18. High concentrations of dihydropyridines ensured that both CaV1.2 and CaV1.3 iso-
forms of L-type channels, which are both expressed in bovine chromaffin cells27, were effectively inhibited since 
CaV1.3 channels are less sensitive to dihydropyridines than CaV1.228. That this treatment significantly inhibited 
Ca2+ influx10 most likely meant that the other types of VGCCs present in these cells were partially blocked29.

Similar to the results shown in Fig. 2, those in Fig. 9A show that a symmetrical bipolar ↑150 + ↓150 ns pulse 
evoked a rise in [Ca2+]i that was larger by around 18% than that elicited by the corresponding 150 ns unipolar 
pulse. When cells were treated with the cocktail of VGCC blockers, Ca2+ influx elicited by a 150 ns pulse was 
inhibited by around 66% (Fig. 8A,B), which is in agreement with our previous findings18. We attributed the 
remaining 34% of Ca2+ influx to electropermeabilization. Figure 8A,B also show that the presence of the Ca2+ 
channel blockers converted symmetrical bipolar pulse-induced stimulation to cancellation. That is, when VGCCs 
were blocked, Ca2+ influx was reduced 50% by the symmetrical bipolar pulse. Figure 9C shows further that bipo-
lar pulse-induced Ca2+ influx in the presence of 20 µM nitrendipine was likewise attenuated to a comparable 
degree. Results similar to those shown in Fig. 9C were also found for 20 µM nimodipine and 40 µM nimodipine 
(not shown). Figure 9D summarizes the results where we observed 60%, 49%, 70% and 59% attenuation of the 
bipolar-mediated Ca2+ response with a cocktail of VGCC inhibitors, 20 µM nitrendipine, 20 µM nimodipine, and 
40 µM nimodipine, respectively. In each case, the difference between the corresponding unipolar pulse control 
(i.e., in the presence of the VGCC blocker) reached statistical significance (p < 0.01 for all treatments). These 
results are evidence that bipolar pulses were cancelling the portion of Ca2+ influx attributable to Ca2+ permeation 
mediated by electronanoporation and not Ca2+ influx via VGCCs. They also beg the question of why Ca2+ influx 
due to electronanoporation was now achievable when Ca2+ influx via VGCCs was suppressed. The answer to this 
question awaits future investigation30.

The levels of cancellation achieved by suppressing VGCCs were slightly greater than those achieved by asym-
metrical bipolar pulses producing significant and optimal cancellation (Table 1). This difference could be because 
full cancellation of Ca2+ influx was not achievable with the range of asymmetrical bipolar pulse waveforms avail-
able with our current exposure setup. It could also be because any depolarizing stimulus that causes Ca2+ entry 
via VGCCs in chromaffin cells, such as nicotinic receptor stimulation as well as nsPEF, may also trigger some 
CICR due to activation of ryanodine receptors30–33. Thus, blocking Ca2+ influx via VGCCs would also prevent 
CICR, causing an apparent enhanced cancellation effect relative to cells exposed to asymmetric bipolar pulses 
with VGCC responses intact. We did not test for the presence of CICR since it is a response that is secondary to 

Figure 4.  Effect of extracellular Ca2+ on Ca2+ responses elicited by symmetrical bipolar pulses. Averaged 
cell responses ± s.e.m for cells exposed to a (A) ↑150 + ↓150 ns pulse (n = 12–13), (B) ↑200 + ↓200 ns pulse 
(n = 10–14), and (C) ↑400 + ↓400 ns pulse (n = 6–11). Pulses were applied at an E-field of 3.1 kV/cm to cells 
in the absence (Ca2+-free BSS with 1 mM EGTA) or presence of 2 mM extracellular Ca2+. The arrow indicates 
when the pulse was delivered to the cells.
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Ca2+ influx via VGCCs and thus outside the scope of the present study, which was mainly focused on determining 
pulse parameters and conditions that would allow us to detect bipolar cancellation of Ca2+ influx.

Blocking VGCCs enhanced the cancellation of Ca2+ influx by asymmetrical bipolar pulses.  Since 
cancellation of Ca2+ influx by symmetrical bipolar pulses was observed only when VGCCs were blocked, we 
explored how Ca2+ influx via VGCCs impacted the level of cancellation produced by an asymmetrical bipolar 
pulse having a long duration (1000 ns), low E-field amplitude (0.4 kV/cm) negative pulse phase. For these exper-
iments, cells were exposed to a 150 ns unipolar pulse or to a ↑150 + ↓1000 ns bipolar pulse in the presence and 
absence of the VGCC blocker cocktail. As shown in Fig. 10 and Table 1, the level of cancellation of Ca2+ influx by 
the asymmetrical bipolar pulse was significantly greater when VGCCs were blocked (36% vs 58% in the absence 
and presence of the VGCC blocker cocktail, respectively). These results again demonstrate that in chromaffin 
cells, bipolar pulses appear to be cancelling the portion of Ca2+ influx attributable to Ca2+ permeation mediated 
by electronanoporation. They also provide additional evidence that Ca2+ influx via VGCCs may impact cancel-
lation efficiency.

Summary.  This study provides new insight into the potential application of bipolar pulses for modulating 
nsPEF-evoked Ca2+ responses in excitable cells. Using neuroendocrine chromaffin cells isolated from the adrenal 
medulla as a cell model, we had previously reported10 and show here also that exposing these cells to unipolar 
pulses that are ≥150 ns in duration elicit an increase in [Ca2+]i that is mediated by Ca2+ influx via both VGCCs 
and putative plasma membrane nanopores, i.e. electropores. We now show that depending on the shape of the 
pulse waveform, exposing chromaffin cells instead to a bipolar pulse can partially cancel the portion of Ca2+ 
influx attributed to electropores, thereby attenuating an undesirable pathway of Ca2+ entry into the cells while 
leaving all-or-none VGCC activation intact. This finding, together with reports from other groups showing that 
bipolar pulses can cause less cell death of CHO, U937 and Jurkat cells than unipolar pulses24, provides incentive 
for continuing studies that explore the range of nsPEF parameters that can be used to drive neuromodulation 
safely and potentially non-invasively in the future.

Figure 5.  Representative oscilloscope traces of bipolar pulses having the same positive phase and negative 
phases but varying in duration and E-field magnitude. (A) Bipolar pulses in which the positive phase was 150 ns 
and negative phases were 200, 400 or 800 ns. In all cases, the E-field for each phase was set at 3.1 kV/cm. (B) 
Bipolar pulses in which the positive phase was 150 ns set at 3.1 kV/cm, and the negative pulse phase varied in 
amplitude from 2.4 kV/cm to 0.2 kV/cm (one E-field per column) and in duration from 150 to 1000 ns (one 
duration per row).
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Regarding mechanisms, bipolar stimulation of Ca2+ influx, where the second phase of the bipolar pulse acts 
like a 2nd stimulus, most likely reflects an increase in the number of electropores. However, mechanisms underly-
ing bipolar cancellation are not yet well defined and several have been proposed to explain the phenomenon. They 
include: (1) assisted membrane discharge20; (2) electropermeabilization of membranes as a two-step chemical 
process20; (3) reverse electrophoretic ion transfer20,34; (4) localized membrane charging and discharging22 and 
(5) nanopore occlusion35. Adding to the complexity of the bipolar cancellation phenomenon in chromaffin cells 
is the demonstration that for symmetrical bipolar pulses, Ca2+ influx via VGCCs can determine whether there is 
cancellation or stimulation. Future experiments will be carried out to test these various hypotheses.

In conclusion, the demonstration in this study that the shape of bipolar nsPEFs could be altered in manner to 
allow for titrating the response of chromaffin cells may pave the way in the future for remote and non-invasive 
control of these and other types of excitable cells in vivo.

Materials and Methods
Chromaffin cell culturing and preparation.  Fresh bovine adrenal glands were obtained from a local 
slaughterhouse (Wolf Pack Meats, University of Nevada, Reno). After the outer adrenal cortex was removed by 
dissection, chromaffin cells were isolated by collagenase digestion of the adrenal medulla and maintained in sus-
pension culture in Ham’s F-12 medium supplemented with 10% bovine calf serum, 100 U/ml penicillin, 100 µg/
ml streptomycin, 0.25 µg/ml fungizone, and 6 µg/ml cytosine arabinoside at 36.5 °C under a humidified atmos-
phere of 5% CO2 as previously described36. Cells were used up until 2 weeks in culture. For nsPEF exposure, the 
large aggregates of cells that form in suspension culture were dissociated into single isolated cells with the pro-
tease dispase37 and plated onto fibronectin-coated 35 mm glass bottom dishes. Once attached, cells retained their 
spherical morphology and were used for a period not exceeding two days after attachment.

Fluorescence imaging of intracellular Ca2+ levels.  Changes in [Ca2+]i were monitored in cells labeled 
with the Ca2+-sensitive fluorescent indicator, Calcium Green-1(Ex480 nm and Em535 nm) as previously described18. 
For dye loading, the cells were incubated with 1 µM Calcium Green-1 for 45 min at 37 °C in a balanced salt 

Figure 6.  Comparison of the effect of asymmetrical bipolar pulses vs a unipolar pulse on [Ca2+]i when the 
duration of the negative phase was increased. (A) Averaged cell responses ± s.e.m. for the rise in [Ca2+]i in cells 
exposed to a 150 ns unipolar pulse (n = 8) vs a ↑150 + ↓200 ns bipolar pulse n = 8). The E-field amplitude for 
each phase was 3.1 kV/cm and the arrow indicates when the pulse was delivered to the cell. (B) Same as in (A) 
except that the bipolar pulse was ↑150 + ↓400 ns (n = 10), and in (C) 150 + ↓800 ns (n = 10). (D) Bar graph 
showing the mean ± s.e.m. for the maximal increase in [Ca2+]i for the responses shown in (A–C). *p < 0.05, 
significantly different from the 150 ns unipolar pulse.
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solution (BSS) containing 0.1% bovine serum albumin (BSA) and (in mM): 145 NaCl, 5 KCl, 1.2 NaH2PO4, 
2 CaCl2, 1.3 MgCl2, 10 glucose, and 15 HEPES, pH 7.4. For fluorescence monitoring, cells were washed twice 
with dye-free BSS lacking BSA and placed on the stage of a Nikon TE2000 epifluorescence microscope equipped 
with a 100X objective. For Ca2+ free experiments cells were bathed in Ca2+-free BSS Ca2+ containing 1 mM 

Figure 7.  Effect of simultaneously decreasing the amplitude and increasing the duration of the negative phase 
of a bipolar pulse on [Ca2+]i. For panels (A–E), the amplitude of Ca2+ transients (mean ± s.e.m.) triggered by 
bipolar pulses was normalized to that elicited by a 150 ns unipolar pulse (n = 6–9) set to an E-field of 3.1 kV/
cm, and plotted as a function of the E-field amplitude of the negative pulse (represented as negative values). 
Pulse duration combinations were as follows: (A) ↑150 + ↓150 ns (n = 7–9), (B) ↑150 + ↓200 ns (n = 5–9), (C) 
↑150 + ↓400 ns (n = 6–11), (D) ↑150 + ↓800 ns (n = 10–16) and (E) ↑150 + ↓1000 ns (n = 7–12). (F) Bar graph 
showing the mean ± s.e.m. for the maximal increase (Stimulation) or decrease (Cancellation) in the amplitude 
of the Ca2+ transients for the responses shown in (A–E) relative to that elicited by a 150 ns unipolar pulse. The 
E-field of the negative phase of the pulse was either 2.4 or 0.2 kV/cm. *p < 0.05, significantly different from 
corresponding 150 ns unipolar pulse.

Figure 8.  Comparison of the effect of asymmetrical bipolar pulses vs a unipolar pulse on [Ca2+]i when the 
duration of the negative phase was increased and the amplitude decreased. Averaged cell responses ± s.e.m 
for cells exposed to a 150 ns unipolar pulse vs a ↑150 + ↓800 ns pulse (n = 15–10) in which the positive pulse 
phase was set to 3.1 kV/cm and negative pulse phase set at 0.2 kV/cm. The arrow indicates when the pulse was 
delivered to the cells.
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EGTA. Fluorescence images of the cells were captured before, during and after application of a stimulus by an 
iXonEM + DU-897 EMCCD camera (Andor Technology Ltd., Belfast, UK) using the open source microscopy 
software Micro-Manager (version 1.4, Vale Lab, UCSF, San Francisco, CA). The exposure time of the camera was 
set to 100 ms and images were captured at a rate of 7.5 Hz. Bright field images were obtained at the start and end 
of an experiment, and all experiments were carried out at ambient room temperature.

nsPEF exposure.  The custom-designed high-voltage biphasic nanosecond pulse generator used to expose 
chromaffin cells to nsPEF has been previously described18 and complete fabrication details are given in Ryan et 
al.38. The unit has two independent circuits that deliver positive and negative pulses ranging from 150 to 1000 ns, 
with the ability to adjust the pulse widths and amplitudes of the positive and negative pulses separately. For cell 
exposure, single unipolar and bipolar pulses were delivered to an attached cell via a pair of cylindrical tungsten 
rod electrodes (127 µm diameter) with their tips spaced 100 µm apart. The cell to be investigated was positioned 
at the center of the gap between the electrode tips, which were positioned 40 µm above the bottom of the dish 
using a motorized micromanipulator (model MP-225, Sutter Instruments, Novata, CA). A LabVIEW program 
(version 8.01) was used to control the delivery of pulses. Each cell was exposed to a single unipolar or bipolar 
pulse only once. As reported in Bagalkot et al.18, the E-field distribution in the vicinity and at the location of the 
target cell was computed using the commercially available Finite-Difference Time-Domain (FDTD) software 
package SEMCAD X (version 14.8.5, SPEAG, Zurich, Switzerland). The simulations showed that the E-field at the 
location of the cell was essentially uniform and that minor differences in electrode placement among cells would 
have negligible impact on the E-field amplitude to which a cell was exposed18.

Figure 9.  Effect of blocking VGCCs on Ca2+ responses elicited by symmetrical bipolar pulses. Averaged cell 
responses ± s.e.m for cells exposed to a 150 ns unipolar pulse vs a ↑150 + ↓150 ns symmetrical bipolar pulse 
with all pulse phases set to 3.1 kV/cm. Ca2+ responses were monitored in cells in the absence of VGCC blockers 
(A) Control (n = 8–6), or in the presence of a (B) cocktail of VGCC blockers containing 100 nM ω-agatoxin, 
20 nM ω-conotoxin and 20 µM nitrendipine (n = 18–25) or (C) 20 µM nitrendipine (n = 32–34). The arrow 
indicates when the pulse was delivered to the cells. (D) Bar graph showing the mean ± s.e.m. for the maximal 
increase in [Ca2+]i elicited by a 150 ns unipolar pulse vs a ↑150 + ↓150 ns symmetrical bipolar pulse in the 
absence or presence of the VGCC blocker cocktail, 20 µM nitrendipine (Nitren) or 20 μM (n = 13–10) or 40 μM 
(n = 9–9) nimodipine (Nimo). Cells were pre-treated with the blockers for 1 hr at room temperature. *p < 0.05, 
significantly different from the corresponding unipolar pulse.
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Image processing and data analysis.  Fluorescence images for each cell were continuously recorded 
during a period spanning 10 s prior to nsPEF exposure to obtain baseline, and then for a period spanning 50 s 
after nsPEF exposure. Images were analyzed using the public domain image processing software ImageJ (https://
imagej.nih.gov/ij/). Changes in cell fluorescence intensity (ΔF) were calculated by subtracting background flu-
orescence from the fluorescence of the cell (ΔF = Fcell − Fbackground). The values were then normalized to the fluo-
rescence intensity value at the time when the pulse was applied (F0). All experiments were replicated using cells 
from different cell preparations and different days in culture. Results were expressed as the mean ± standard error 
of the mean (s.e.m.). Statistical analyses, which were performed using SigmaPlot 13 software (Systat software, 
Inc., San Jose, CA), consisted of an unpaired two-tailed t-test when the means of two groups were compared, or 
a one-way ANOVA test followed by Tukey post hoc multiple range tests for multiple group comparisons. p < 0.05 
was considered statistically significant.

References
	 1.	 García, A. G., García-De-Diego, A. M., Gandía, L., Borges, R. & García-Sancho, J. Calcium signaling and exocytosis in adrenal 

chromaffin cells. Physiol. Rev. 86, 1093–131 (2006).
	 2.	 Burgoyne, R. D. Control of exocytosis in adrenal chromaffin cells. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1071, 174–202 (1991).
	 3.	 Aunis, D. Exocytosis in chromaffin cells of the adrenal medulla. Int. Rev. Cytol. 181, 213–320 (1998).
	 4.	 Craviso, G. L., Choe, S., Chatterjee, P., Chatterjee, I. & Vernier, P. T. Nanosecond electric pulses: a novel stimulus for triggering Ca2+ 

influx into chromaffin cells via voltage-gated Ca2+ channels. Cell. Mol. Neurobiol. 30, 1259–65 (2010).
	 5.	 Schoenbach, K. H. et al. The Effect of Intense Subnanosecond Electrical Pulses on Biological Cells. IEEE Trans. Plasma Sci. 36, 

414–422 (2008).
	 6.	 Kumar, P. et al. A Hyperband Antenna to Launch and Focus Fast High-Voltage Pulses Onto Biological Targets. IEEE Trans. Microw. 

Theory Tech. 59, 1090–1101 (2011).
	 7.	 Vernier, P. T. & Sun, Y. Gundersen Nanoelectropulse-driven membrane perturbation and small molecule permeabilization. BMC 

Cell Biol. 7, 37 (2006).
	 8.	 Pakhomov, A. G. et al. Longlasting plasma membrane permeabilization in mammalian cells by nanosecond pulsed electric field 

(nsPEF). Bioelectromagnetics 28, 655–663 (2007).
	 9.	 Pakhomov, A. G. et al. Lipid nanopores can form a stable, ion channellike conduction pathway in cell membrane. Biochem. Biophys. 

Res. Commun. 385, 181–186 (2009).
	10.	 Pakhomov, A. G. & Pakhomova, O. N. Nanopores: A distinct transmembrane passageway in electroporated cells. in Advanced 

Electroporation Techniques in Biology in Medicine (eds Pakhomov, A. G., Miklavcic, D. & Markov, M. S.) 178–194 (CRC Press, Boca 
Raton, 2010).

	11.	 Ibey, B. L. et al. Plasma membrane permeabilization by trains of ultrashort electric pulses. Bioelectrochemistry 79, 114–121 (2010).
	12.	 Vernier, P. T., Sun, Y., Chen, M.-T., Gundersen, M. A. & Craviso, G. L. Nanosecond electric pulse-induced calcium entry into 

chromaffin cells. Bioelectrochemistry 73, 1–4 (2008).
	13.	 Craviso, G. L., Choe, S., Chatterjee, I. & Vernier, P. T. Modulation of intracellular Ca2+ levels in chromaffin cells by 

nanoelectropulses. Bioelectrochemistry 87, 244–52 (2012).
	14.	 Craviso, G. L., Fisher, C., Chatterjee, I. & Vernier, P. T. Adrenal chromaffin cells do not swell when exposed to nanosecond electric 

pulses. Bioelectrochemistry 103, 98–102 (2015).
	15.	 Pakhomov, A. G., Semenov, I., Casciola, M. & Xiao, S. Neuronal excitation and permeabilization by 200-ns pulsed electric field: An 

optical membrane potential study with FluoVolt dye. Biochim. Biophys. acta. Biomembr. 1859, 1273–1281 (2017).
	16.	 Yoon, J. et al. Enhanced monitoring of nanosecond electric pulse-evoked membrane conductance changes in whole-cell patch clamp 

experiments. J. Membr. Biol. 249, 633–644 (2016)
	17.	 Casciola, M., Xiao, S. & Pakhomov, A. G. Damage-free peripheral nerve stimulation by 12-ns pulsed electric field. Sci. Rep. 7, 10453 

(2017).
	18.	 Bagalkot, T. R., Terhune, R. C., Leblanc, N. & Craviso, G. L. Different membrane pathways mediate Ca2+ influx in adrenal chromaffin 

cells exposed to 150–400 ns electric pulses. Biomed Res. Int. 2018, 1–12 (2018).

Figure 10.  Effect of blocking VGCCs on Ca2+ responses elicited by asymmetrical bipolar pulses. Averaged cell 
responses ± s.e.m. for the rise in [Ca2+]i in cells exposed to a 150 ns unipolar pulse vs a ↑150 + ↓1000 ns bipolar 
pulse in the presence of a cocktail of VGCC blockers (+cocktail; n = 7–12), whose composition was identical 
to that described in Fig. 8, or in the absence of the cocktail (−cocktail; n = 7–9). Cells were pre-treated with 
the blockers for one hr at room temperature. Positive and negative pulse phases of the pulse were set to 3.1 and 
0.4 kV/cm, respectively, and the arrow indicates when the pulse was applied to the cells. *p < 0.05, significantly 
different from the response triggered by the corresponding 150 ns unipolar pulse. The arrow indicates when the 
pulse was delivered to the cells.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47929-4
https://imagej.nih.gov/ij/
https://imagej.nih.gov/ij/


13Scientific Reports |         (2019) 9:11545  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47929-4

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

	19.	 Roth, C. C. et al. Nanosecond pulsed electric field thresholds for nanopore formation in neural cells. J. Biomed. Opt. 18, 035005 
(2013).

	20.	 Pakhomov et al. Cancellation of cellular responses to nanoelectroporation by reversing the stimulus polarity. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 71, 
4431–41 (2014).

	21.	 Gianulis, E. C. et al. Electroporation of mammalian cells by nanosecond electric field oscillations and its inhibition by the electric 
field reversal. Sci. Rep. 5, 13818 (2015).

	22.	 Valdez, C. M. et al. Asymmetrical bipolar nanosecond electric pulse widths modify bipolar cancellation. Sci. Rep. 7, 16372 (2017).
	23.	 Gianulis, E. C., Casciola, M., Xiao, S., Pakhomova, O. N. & Pakhomov, A. G. Electropermeabilization by uni- or bipolar nanosecond 

electric pulses: The impact of extracellular conductivity. Bioelectrochemistry 119, 10–19 (2018).
	24.	 Ibey, B. L. et al. Bipolar nanosecond electric pulses are less efficient at electropermeabilization and killing cells than monopolar 

pulses. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 443, 568–73 (2014).
	25.	 Pakhomov, A. G. et al. The second phase of bipolar, nanosecond-range electric pulses determines the electroporation efficiency. 

Bioelectrochemistry 122, 123–133 (2018).
	26.	 Zaklit, J. et al. Adrenal chromaffin cells exposed to 5-ns pulses require higher electric fields to porate intracellular membranes than 

the plasma membrane: an experimental and modeling study. J. Membr. Biol. 250, 535–552 (2017).
	27.	 Mahapatra, S., Marcantoni, A., Zuccotti, A., Carabelli, V. & Carbone, E. Equal sensitivity of Cav1.2 and Cav1.3 channels to the 

opposing modulations of PKA and PKG in mouse chromaffin cells. J. Physiol. 590, 5053–73 (2012).
	28.	 Xu, W. & Lipscombe, D. Neuronal Ca(V)1.3alpha(1) L-type channels activate at relatively hyperpolarized membrane potentials and 

are incompletely inhibited by dihydropyridines. J. Neurosci. 21, 5944–51 (2001).
	29.	 Diochot, S., Richard, S., Baldy-Moulinier, M., Nargeot, J. & Valmier, J. Dihydropyridines, phenylalkylamines and benzothiazepines 

block N-, P/Q- and R-type calcium currents. Pflugers Arch. Eur. J. Physiol. 431, 10–19 (1995).
	30.	 Stauderman, K. A., McKinney, R. A. & Murawsky, M. M. The role of caffeinesensitive Ca2+ stores in agonist- and inositol 

1,4,5-trisphosphate-induced Ca2+ release from bovine adrenal chromaffin cells. Biochem. J. 278(Pt 3), 643–50 (1991).
	31.	 Cheek, T. R. et al. Quantal Ca2+ release from caffeine-sensitive stores in adrenal chromaffin cells. J. Biol. Chem. 268, 27076–83 

(1993).
	32.	 Alonso, M. T. et al. Ca2+-induced Ca2+ release in chromaffin cells seen from inside the ER with targeted aequorin. J. Cell Biol. 144, 

241–54 (1999).
	33.	 Liu, P. S., Lin, Y. J. & Kao, L. S. Caffeine-sensitive calcium stores in bovine adrenal chromaffin cells. J. Neurochem. 56, 172–7 (1991).
	34.	 Schoenbach et al. Ion transport into cells exposed to monopolar and bipolar nanosecond pulses. Bioelectrochemistry 103, 44–51 

(2015).
	35.	 Gowrishankar, T. R., Stern, J. V., Smith, K. C. & Weaver, J. C. Nanopore occlusion: A biophysical mechanism for bipolar cancellation 

in cell membranes. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun., https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2018.07.024 (2018).
	36.	 Craviso, G. et al. Nanosecond electric pulse-induced increase in intracellular calcium in adrenal chromaffin cells triggers calcium-

dependent catecholamine release. IEEE Trans. Dielectr. Electr. Insul. 16, 1294–1301 (2009).
	37.	 Craviso, G. L. Generation of functionally competent single bovine adrenal chromaffin cells from cell aggregates using the neutral 

protease dispase. J. Neurosci. Methods 137, 275–81 (2004).
	38.	 Ryan, H. A., Hirakawa, S., Yang, E., Zhou, C. & Xiao, S. High-Voltage, Multiphasic, nanosecond pulses to modulate cellular 

responses. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Circuits Syst. 12, 338–350 (2018).

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by AFOSR MURI Grant FA9550-15-1-0517 and by partial support from AFOSR Grants 
FA9550-14-1-0018 and FA9550-14-1-0023. The authors would like to thank Dr. Shu Xiao in the Department 
of Electrical and Computer Engineering and Frank Reidy Research Center for Bioelectrics at Old Dominion 
University, Norfolk, VA for providing the bipolar pulse generator. We also are grateful to Robert Terhune for 
performing the SEMCAD simulations, Dr. Indira Chatterjee for use of the software SEMCAD, Dr. Lisha Yang for 
help with preparing chromaffin cells and editing the manuscript, Simon Li and Hetvaben Patel for technical help, 
Mike Maskaly for engineering support, and Wolf Pack Meats, University of Nevada, Reno for providing fresh 
bovine adrenal glands.

Author Contributions
T.R.B. designed the research, performed experiments, analyzed the data and wrote the original draft; N.L. and 
G.L.C. designed the research, interpreted the data, and edited the manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47929-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2018.07.024
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Stimulation or Cancellation of Ca2+ Influx by Bipolar Nanosecond Pulsed Electric Fields in Adrenal Chromaffin Cells Can Be  ...
	Results

	Symmetrical bipolar pulses stimulated Ca2+ influx to a greater degree than the corresponding unipolar pulse. 
	Increasing the duration of negative phase relative to the positive phase stimulated Ca2+ influx to a greater degree than a  ...
	Bipolar pulses with a long duration, low E-field amplitude negative pulse phase attenuated Ca2+ influx. 
	Stimulation of Ca2+ influx by symmetrical bipolar pulses was converted to cancellation when VGCCs were blocked. 
	Blocking VGCCs enhanced the cancellation of Ca2+ influx by asymmetrical bipolar pulses. 
	Summary. 

	Materials and Methods

	Chromaffin cell culturing and preparation. 
	Fluorescence imaging of intracellular Ca2+ levels. 
	nsPEF exposure. 
	Image processing and data analysis. 

	Acknowledgements

	Figure 1 Oscilloscope traces of unipolar (A) and symmetrical bipolar (B) nsPEFs.
	Figure 2 Comparison of the effect of unipolar pulses vs symmetrical bipolar pulses on [Ca2+]i.
	﻿Figure 3 Representative bright field images of cells exposed to bipolar pulses.
	Figure 4 Effect of extracellular Ca2+ on Ca2+ responses elicited by symmetrical bipolar pulses.
	Figure 5 Representative oscilloscope traces of bipolar pulses having the same positive phase and negative phases but varying in duration and E-field magnitude.
	Figure 6 Comparison of the effect of asymmetrical bipolar pulses vs a unipolar pulse on [Ca2+]i when the duration of the negative phase was increased.
	Figure 7 Effect of simultaneously decreasing the amplitude and increasing the duration of the negative phase of a bipolar pulse on [Ca2+]i.
	Figure 8 Comparison of the effect of asymmetrical bipolar pulses vs a unipolar pulse on [Ca2+]i when the duration of the negative phase was increased and the amplitude decreased.
	Figure 9 Effect of blocking VGCCs on Ca2+ responses elicited by symmetrical bipolar pulses.
	Figure 10 Effect of blocking VGCCs on Ca2+ responses elicited by asymmetrical bipolar pulses.
	Table 1 Summary of bipolar nsPEF parameters that evoked maximal stimulation or cancellation of Ca2+ influx elicited by a 150 ns unipolar pulse.




