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Abstract: Adipose tissue-derived stromal cells (ASCs) represent a capable source for cell-based
therapeutic approaches. For monitoring a cell-based application in vivo, magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI) of cells labeled with iron oxide particles is a common method. It is the aim of the present
study to analyze potential DNA damage, cytotoxicity and impairment of functional properties of
human (h)ASCs after labeling with citrate-coated very small superparamagnetic iron oxide particles
(VSOPs). Cytotoxic as well as genotoxic effects of the labeling procedure were measured in labeled
and unlabeled hASCs using the MTT assay, comet assay and chromosomal aberration test. Trilineage
differentiation was performed to evaluate an impairment of the differentiation potential due to the
particles. Proliferation as well as migration capability were analyzed after the labeling procedure.
Furthermore, the labeling of the hASCs was confirmed by Prussian blue staining, transmission
electron microscopy (TEM) and high-resolution MRI. Below the concentration of 0.6 mM, which
was used for the procedure, no evidence of genotoxic effects was found. At 0.6 mM, 1 mM as
well as 1.5 mM, an increase in the number of chromosomal aberrations was determined. Cytotoxic
effects were not observed at any concentration. Proliferation, migration capability and differentiation
potential were also not affected by the procedure. Labeling with VSOPs is a useful labeling method
for hASCs that does not affect their proliferation, migration and differentiation potential. Despite the
absence of cytotoxicity, however, indications of genotoxic effects have been demonstrated.

Keywords: ASCs; adipose tissue-derived stromal cells; VSOP; iron oxide nanoparticles; toxicity; MRI;
cell labeling

1. Introduction

Adipose tissue-derived stromal cells (ASCs) share, as a subtype of mesenchymal
stem cells (MSCs), their characteristic properties. Thus, they are a valuable instrument for
cell-based therapeutic approaches in tissue regeneration and they are known for useful
effects on damaged tissue, such as the promotion of wound healing and prevention of
scarring [1-4]. Due to their promotion of neo-vascularization, ASCs also improve the long-
term survival and volume stability of transplanted fat grafts when added to the grafts as
so-called cell-assisted lipotransfer (CAL) [5-8]. The beneficial effects of ASCs are not based

Materials 2021, 14, 263. https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/ma14020263

https://www.mdpi.com/journal /materials


https://www.mdpi.com/journal/materials
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2248-1821
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6995-1849
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1881-4179
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14020263
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14020263
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14020263
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/materials
https://www.mdpi.com/1996-1944/14/2/263?type=check_update&version=3

Materials 2021, 14, 263

2 of 20

primarily on their multi-lineage differentiation potential into tissue-specific cells but on
paracrine secretion of various trophic factors, such as growth factors, cytokines, exosomes
and extracellular microvesicles. These factors activate resident and circulating cells, pro-
mote neovascularization and show antiapoptotic and immunomodulatory effects [3,9-17].
In addition to their promising properties for regenerative medicine, human (h) ASCs can
be harvested in large numbers without relevant donor-site morbidity [18].

In vivo visualization of magnetically labeled cells by magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI) is a commonly used method to monitor cell distribution and the success as well as
safety of cell therapy [9,19-24]. In addition, the labeling of the transplanted cells makes it
possible to distinguish them from the resident cells [19,21,23,25-29]. Therefore, iron oxide
nanoparticles (IONPs) are used for labeling various cell types: ASCs, mesenchymal stem
cells from the bone marrow (BMSCs), chondrocytes [19,21,23,30,31], human adult neural
stem cells (haNCSs) [31], murine embryonic stem cells (mESCs) [31] and human umbilical
blood mononuclear cells (hUCBCs) [27]. In addition, they are applied in cancer imaging and
treatment and used for targeted drug and gene delivery [24,29,32-34]. Different types of
IONPs with various surface coating materials and particle sizes are available, such as citrate-
coated very small superparamagnetic iron oxide particles (VSOPs) [19,20,23,33,35-38].

VSOPs (C200) have a small diameter of about 11 nm and a negative surface charge,
which enables an efficient uptake into the cells without the necessity of a transfection
agent [23]. In addition, the functionality of MSCs should be less affected than with other
IONPs due to the small diameter of the VSOPs [19]. VSOPs are metabolized in iron
metabolic pathways [19,31] and are supposed to have a high biocompatibility, although
adverse impacts of degradation products on cell physiology and functions cannot be
excluded [19]. Signal loss and hypointense, dark spots show present VSOPs-labeled cells
in the MRI images [19,31]. Labeling of cells with these so-called “negative” MRI contrast
agents [35] results in reduction in the T2 relaxation time, followed by hypointensity;, i.e.,
signal darkening in T*-weighted images [23,31,39].

The extension of the scope of IONPs leads to an increasing exposure of humans to
these particles [36,40]. Recently, Gaharwar et al. investigated the biodistribution and
accumulation of intravenously applied IONPs in the organs of rats. They showed a dose-
dependent accumulation of IONPs and ultrastructural changes with tissue damage [40].
However, the application of IONPs or the labeling of cells with IONPs in cell-based thera-
pies should not lead to a change in cell properties and functions or cause lasting damage. It
was described in previous studies that IONPs can potentially induce toxic effects due to the
production of reactive oxygen species (ROS), cell membrane leakage, DNA damage, cell
cycle alterations, the influence on the integrity of mitochondria, promotion of cell apoptosis
as well as the alteration of gene expression in exposed human cells [20,24,39,41-44]. Due to
the different cell types and different IONPs used in the studies, the results in the literature
are inconsistent with regard to toxic effects and functional impairment of the labeled cells,
which makes a direct comparison of the published data difficult [19,21,30,43-52].

Human ASCs labeled with VSOPs were used for the analyses in the present study
to evaluate potential cyto- and genotoxic effects of the labeling procedure. Furthermore,
an impairment of the migration and proliferation capacity as well as the multilineage
differentiation capacity of the hASCs by the labeling procedure were assessed. The results
should provide additional information on the interaction between VSOPs commonly used
for cell labeling and hASCs.

2. Material and Methods
2.1. Isolation and Expansion of Human Adipose Tissue-Derived Stromal Cells (hASCs)

Human ASCs were isolated from liposuction material as described several times
before [53,54]. This study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University
Hospital Wuerzburg (grant #72/06). Informed consent was obtained from every patient.

The liposuction material was first washed with phosphate-buffered saline solution
(PBS; Roche Diagnostics, Mannheim, Germany) containing 1% penicillin/streptomycin
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(P/S; Biochrom AG, Berlin, Germany), followed by a digestion step with collagenase P
(Roche Diagnostics) under continuous shaking. After centrifugation and discarding the
supernatant, erythrocyte lysis buffer was added. Following an additional centrifugation
and washing step, the cell pellet was dissolved in expansion medium (EM-DMEM), which
consisted of Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (Gibco Invitrogen, Karlsruhe, Germany)
plus 1% P/S and 10% fetal calf serum (FCS; Linaris, Wertheim-Bettingen, Germany).
Cultivation was performed at 37 °C in a humidified atmosphere and 5% CO, until the
cells reached a confluence of 80%. Cells were then detached with 0.25% trypsin plus
1 mM EDTA (Gibco Invitrogen) and frozen. Therefore, 1 x 10® hASCs were resuspended
in 1 mL cryopreservation medium (80% FCS, 10% DMEM and 10% dimethylsulfoxide
(DMSO, Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH, Taufkirchen, Germany)), frozen at —80 °C in an
ethanol-jacketed closed container for 2 days and afterwards stored in liquid nitrogen.

For the investigations, the hASCs of a total of 6 patients were thawed very quickly and
centrifuged to remove DMSO from the cryopreservation medium. Subsequently, the hASCs
were cultivated in EM-DMEM. ASCs of passages 2 and 3 were used for the investigations
of the present study.

2.2. Labeling of hASCs with VSOPs

Citrate-coated VSOPs C200 from Ferropharm (Teltow, Germany) with an iron oxide
core of 5 nm were used for the analyses [19,31,35]. According to the manufacturer, the
roundish particles are between 8 and 11 nm in size. In a recently published study of our
own group using the same VSOPs for long-term analyses, the dynamic light scattering
obtained a z-average hydrodynamical diameter of 16.47 nm, and a polydispersity index of
0.282 was yielded. The zeta potential at pH 7.4 was —28 mV with an isoelectric point of
3.2 [55]. The information on relaxivity of VSOPs C200 was taken from the publication of
Stroh et al. [39]: R122.5 mmol ! s~1 at 0.47 T and R2 49.7 mmol ! s~ ! at 0.47.

The labeling procedure was carried out as described previously, based on the manu-
facturer’s specifications [9,19]. VSOPs were added to the EM-DMEM in concentrations of
1.5 mM, 1 mM, 0.6 mM, 0.3 mM, 0.15 mM and 0.015 mM. The hASCs were then incubated
for 90 min at 37 °C and 5% CO,. Afterwards, the hASCs were washed three times with
1xPBS. After 24 h the cells were detached and used for the experiments.

2.2.1. Detection of VSOPs-Labeled hASCs with Prussian Blue Staining and TEM

The Prussian blue staining was used to detect intracellular VSOPs. Human ASCs were
seeded on slides, fixed and incubated with 1% potassium ferrocyanide in 1% hydrochloric
acid. After washing the cells, they were counterstained with nuclear fast red [56].

The intracellular particle distribution and accumulation of VSOPs was visualized by
transmission electron microscopy (TEM), as described previously [55,57]. VSOPs-labeled
and unlabeled hASCs were fixed in 0.1 M sodium cacodylate buffer (pH 7.2) with 2.5%
glutaraldehyde and 2% formaldehyde. The cells were postfixed with 2% osmium tetroxide
in 50 mM sodium cacodylate buffer (pH 7.2). After washing the samples, the staining was
performed overnight with 0.5% aqueous uranyl acetate. Following dehydration and em-
bedding in epoxy resion (Epon 812), the samples were cut into ultra-thin sections of 60 nm
thickness and examined with the transmission electron microscope. The investigations
were kindly performed by the group of Prof. Dr. Krohne, Division of Electron Microscopy,
Theodor-Boveri-Institut of the University of Wuerzburg. A Zeiss transmission electron
microscope EM 900 (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany) was used.

2.2.2. High-Resolution MR Imaging (MRI)

MR imaging studies of agarose gel phantoms seeded with VSOPs-labeled hASCs were
performed at 11.7 Tesla (T) with a maximum gradient strength of 0.66 T/m on a 500 MHz
Bruker Avance 500 MRI system (Bruker BioSpin GmbH, Rheinstetten, Germany). The
examinations were kindly performed at the Research Center Magnetic Resonance Bavaria,



Materials 2021, 14, 263

4 0f 20

now Magnetic Resonance and X-ray Imaging Department, Development Center X-ray
Technology EZRT, Fraunhofer Institute for Integrated Circuits IIS in Wuerzburg.

The hASCs were labeled with different concentrations of VSOPs between 0.15 mM
and 1.5 mM for these studies to qualitatively evaluate the labeling efficacy. Labeled hASCs
were resuspended in 1.5% agarose solution. The cell density in the gels was 1 x 10° per mL.
After solidification of the gels and subsequent fixation in 4% paraformaldehyde solution,
the constructs were transferred into a 20 mm MRI tube, and placed within a 'H quadrature
birdcage for MR imaging.

The images were acquired using a 3D FLASH sequence with 4 averages and the
following parameters: echo time TE = 6 ms, repetition time TR = 100 ms, and field-of-view
FOV = 25 x 20 x 20 mm3. The nominal spatial resolution was 98 x 78 x 78 um3. A
zero filling by a factor of two was applied in every spatial dimension during the image
post processing.

2.3. Genotoxicity
2.3.1. Alkaline Single-Cell Microgel Electrophoresis (Comet) Assay

As already described [53,57,58], the comet assay was used for the detection of DNA
strand breaks and incomplete excision repair sites. Labeled and unlabeled hASCs were
used for this purpose. A DMLB fluorescence microscope (Leica Microsystems, Wetzlar,
Germany) with a filter system comprising a green excitation filter (515-560 nm), a dichro-
matic beamsplitter (580 nm) and an emission filter (590 nm) 400 x magnification was used
for evaluation. Unlabeled hASCs were treated with 200 pM directly alkylating methyl
methanesulfonate (MMS; Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH) to serve as positive controls. Two
slides with 50 cells each (100 cells in total) for each patient and each VSOPs concentration
were counted. The following parameters were analyzed to quantify DNA fragmentation
using the COMET 5.5 image system (Kinetic Imaging, Liverpool, UK): tail DNA (TD), tail
length (TL) and the product of the median migration distance and the percentage of DNA
in the tail, the so-called olive tail moment (OTM) [59]. Following the recommendations of
Tice et al. [58], the statistical analysis was based on the OTM values.

2.3.2. Chromosomal Aberration (CA) Test

Human ASCs of passage 2 were used for the chromosome aberration test to exclude
passage-dependent chromosome aberrations [54]. ASCs treated with 200 uM directly
alkylating MMS served as positive controls. Chromosome sample preparation was based
on a modification of the Sonoda protocol [60], as described previously [54]. To arrest cells
in metaphase, 0.1 pg/mL colcemide (Gibco Invitrogen) was added to EM-DMEM for 1.5 h.
After treatment with 0.4% KCl in PBS for 20 min at 37 °C, the hASCs were fixed in a freshly
prepared Carnoy solution (3:1 mixture of methanol and acetic acid).

The cells were fixed twice at —20 °C before trypsinization. After seeding the cells on
glass slides, the slides were placed on a heating plate (Zipperer GmbH, Staufen, Germany)
at 90 °C for 30 min to dry before they were stored overnight at 60 °C. On the other day, the
slides were incubated with 1% trypsin in PBS for 30 s and stained with 3% Giemsa solution
(Merck Biosciences, Darmstadt, Germany, pH 6.4), then rinsed and air-dried. A competent
analyst assessed the Giemsa-stained metaphase cells with an inverted light microscope for
CA. A 100-fold magnification was used to evaluate CA. Fifty metaphase cells of each VSOPs
concentration, unlabeled hASCs and positive controls, resulting in 300 metaphase cells
per patient, were observed and CAs such as gaps, chromatid breaks, chromosome breaks,
reunions as well as numerical aberrations were recorded according to the International
System for Human Cytogenetic Nomenclature (ISCN) [61]. The ISCN defines a gap as a
clear, non-staining region on a chromosome, and a break as a chromosomal discontinuity.
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2.4. Cell Viability and Proliferation
2.4.1. Trypan Blue Exclusion Test

After cell detachment, the cell viability of VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs was
determined using the trypan blue exclusion test [62] to ensure an adequate number of
viable cells before performing the comet assay. In principle, viable cells can exclude the dye
and are transparent, whereas non-viable cells stain blue due to defects in the cell membrane
and subsequent accumulation of the dye within the cell. A Neubauer chamber was used
for cell counting. The percentage of viable cells was determined in 16 fields.

2.4.2. MTT Assay

To evaluate the effect on the proliferation ability of hASCs and possible cytotoxic
effects after VSOP labeling, the MTT (3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyl tetrazolium
bromide) test was performed [63]. Firstly, 1 x 10* hASCs per well were seeded in a 96-well
plate and incubated for 24 h with EM-DMEM at 37 °C in a 5% CO, atmosphere. After
24 h, the hASCs were labeled with 1.5 mM and 0.015 mM VSOPs for 90 min, according to
the protocol described above. Unlabeled hASCs were used as negative and cells treated
with tert-butylhydroperoxide (t-BHP; Luperox® TBH70X; Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH)
as positive controls. T-BHP induces cell apoptosis [64] and is routinely used by our study
group. For each patient, concentration and time point, 8 wells were seeded. The analyses
were performed immediately after labeling and after 24 h, 48 h and 72 h. After removing
the medium and washing the cells, 20 pL (0.5 mg per mL medium) of MTT solution was
added to each well, followed by incubation at 37 °C in a 5% CO; atmosphere for 4 h. The
medium was then replaced by 100 pL isopropanol. After 30 min, the color conversion of the
blue formazan dye was measured at 570 nm with a multiplate reader (Titertek Multiscan
PLUS (MKII), Pforzheim, Germany). The mean extinction values of 8 wells per patient,
concentration and time point were used for the analysis. The values of untreated hASCs
were adjusted to 100% viability. The viability of VSOPs-labeled cells and positive controls
was expressed as a percentage of the unlabeled controls.

2.4.3. Proliferation Analysis

VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs were seeded in 24-well plates with a density
of 2.5 x 10* cells each and maintained in EM-DMEM at 37 °C with 5% CO, for 12 days.
VSOPs concentrations of 1.5 mM and 0.15 mM were used for labeling. The proliferation
analysis was performed in duplicate for each patient, each VSOPs concentration and for
unlabeled cells, resulting in 10 wells per patient per day. Every second day the cells were
detached with trypsin and counted with an automated cell counter (Casy® Technologies,
Innovatis AG, Reutlingen, Germany).

2.5. Scratch Assay for Wound Healing

The wound healing (scratch) assay was used to evaluate the migration capacity of
VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs. The hASCs were labeled with 1.5 mM VSOP for
90 min. Labeled and unlabeled hASCs were seeded at a density of 1.5 x 10° cells/well
in 6-well plates. They were maintained in EM-DMEM in monolayer culture. After 24 h,
a straight line wound was induced and cell debris was removed by washing with PBS.
Wound width (time point 0 h) was measured after photography (Leica Microsystems) using
Image] software. After a further incubation for 24 h, the wound width (time point 24 h)
was measured and photographed. To show the relative migration of the cells, the images
of both points of time were compared and “wound closure” was analyzed in relation to the
percentage difference of the wound area at time 0 h. Analyses of the images for labeled and
unlabeled hASCs were performed in triplicates for each patient under blinded conditions.

2.6. Multilineage Differentiation Potential

Adipogenic, osteogenic and chondrogenic differentiation were performed to evaluate
the multidifferentiation potential and a possible impact of VSOPs labeling. The hASCs were
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labeled with 1.5 mM VSOPs, the highest concentration used for the experiments. In the
literature, an impairment of the differentiation potential of MSCs as a function of IONPs
concentration is described [51,52]. Defined media were used to induce differentiation.
For adipogenic differentiation, EM-DMEM supplemented with 10 uM dexamethasone,
1 pg/mL insulin, 100 uM indomethacin and 500 uM 1-methyl-3-isobutylxanthine was
used based on a modification [65] of the protocol of Pittenger et al. [66]. The osteogenic
differentiation medium consists of EM-DMEM with 100 nM dexamethasone, 10 mM
B-glycerophosphate and 50 pg/mL ascorbic acid according to Jaiswal et al. [67]. Chondro-
genic differentiation was induced with DMEM plus 1% P/S and 100 nM dexamethasone,
100 pg/mL sodium pyruvate, 50 pg/mL ascorbate-2-phosphate, 40 ug/mL proline, ITS-
plus (Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH) and 10 ng/mL TGF-83 (LONZA, Basel, Switzerland).

2.6.1. Histology

In this study, 2 x 10* VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs per well were plated in
4-wells (Greiner Bio-One GmbH, Frickenhausen, Germany) for adipogenic and osteogenic
differentiation. The cells were cultivated for two and three weeks, respectively, and the
medium was changed every other day. The chondrogenic differentiation was performed
in a high-density three-dimensional pellet culture modified by Johnstone et al. [68]. Then,
3 x 10° VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs were centrifuged in 15 mL polypropylene
tubes (Cellstar, Greiner Bio-One) to form cell aggregates. The pellets were cultivated
for three weeks and the medium was changed every other day. After three weeks, the
pellets were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde, washed and embedded using Tissue-Tek®
O.C.T™ Compound (Optimal Cutting Temperature Paraffin; Sakura, Alphen aan den Rijn,
The Netherlands) for the frozen sections.

The Oil Red O stain was used to visualize intracellular lipid droplets after adipogenic
differentiation. The presence of black nodules due to extracellular mineral deposition
was detected by von Kossa staining after osteogenic differentiation. Extracellular depo-
sition of calcium was also shown in red using the Alizarin Red staining. Chondrogenic
differentiation was confirmed by the typical turquoise alcian blue staining of extracellular
glycosaminoglycans.

ASCs from the same donor, in monolayer culture or as pellets were maintained in
EM-DMEM for two weeks to serve as negative controls for the differentiation procedures.

2.6.2. Real Time-PCR Analyses

The adipogenic, osteogenic and chondrogenic differentiation were quantified by Real-
Time PCR analyses. Firstly, 1 x 10° cells labeled and unlabeled hASCs per well were
seeded in 6-wells (Greiner Bio-One GmbH) for adipogenic and osteogenic differentiation,
while a 3D pellet culture was used for chondrogenic differentiation, as described above.
As mentioned above, the samples were harvested and examined after 14 and 21 days,
respectively. The RNeasy Mini Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) was used for the extraction of
total-RNA, the High Capacity RNA-to-cDNA Master Mix (Applied Biosystems, Darmstadt,
Germany) for reverse transcription. Real-Time PCR was performed in duplicates using
50 ng cDNA per replicate with standard Tagman® assays on a Real-time PCR device
(Applied Biosystems).

The gene expression of specific marker genes was quantified. For adipogenically
differentiated samples, the fatty acid binding protein 4 (aP2; NM_001442.2), lipoproteinli-
pase (LPL; NM_000237.2) and leptin (NM_002303.5) were measured. The alkaline phos-
phatase (ALP; NM_000478.4), the bone gamma-carboxylglutamate protein (osteocalcin;
NM_199173.4) and Runt-related transcription factor 2 (Runx-2/cbfa-1, NM_004348.3) were
measured as osteogenic markers and aggrecan (NM_001135.3), the transcription factor
SOX-9 (NM_000337.1) and collagen II (COL2A1; NM_033150.2) were used as chondrogenic
marker genes. The ACT values were normalized to the expression of GAPDH (house-
keeping gene, NM_002046.3). The RNA from fat tissue, cartilage and bone remaining
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after elective surgery was used as a positive control for the expression of the specific
marker genes.

2.7. Statistical Analyses

For the statistical analyses and the graphs, GraphPad 8 (Graphpad Software, La Jolla,
CA, USA) was used. For the analysis of differences in chromosomal aberrations, cell
viability and DNA fragmentation (comet assay), a one-way ANOVA was applied. For the
analysis of proliferation and migration capacity as well as to compare tissue specific marker
gene expression, the unpaired t-test was used in case of Gaussian distribution, otherwise
the Mann—-Whitney U test was performed. A two-way ANOVA with Bonferroni post tests
was performed for the MTT assay analysis.

Significance was indicated in the figures by asterisks and assumed for p < 0.05. Results
were mostly charted as Boxplots with the box showing the median, the 1st quartile and the
3rd quartile. The whiskers present the minimal and maximal values. The columns show
the mean and standard error of the mean (SEM).

3. Results
3.1. Labeling of hASCs with VSOPs
3.1.1. Detection of VSOPs-Labeled hASCs

A Prussian Blue staining was used to confirm the VSOPs labeling. Blue staining
clearly identified intracellular VSOPs within the labeled hASCs (Figure 1A), whereas no
positive staining could be found in unlabeled cells (Figure 1B). In addition, TEM images
showed intracellular vesicles with aggregates of VSOPs in the labeled hASCs (Figure 1C).
No detectable particles are present in the unlabeled hASCs (Figure 1D).

labeled ASCs unlabeled ASCs

Figure 1. Detection of VSOP-labeled hASCs: Prussian Blue staining of human adipose tissue-
derived stromal cells (hASCs) labeled with 1.5 mM citrate-coated very small superparamagnetic
iron oxide particles (VSOPs): (A) Intracellular blue spots indicate the uptake of iron oxide particles
into the hASCs. (B) No blue staining was detected in unlabeled controls. Magnification x200; scale
bars represent 100 um. Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) image analysis: (C) Intracellular
distribution of vesicles containing VSOPs in hASCs after labeling with 1.5 mM VSOPs. The insert
shows individual vesicles at higher magnification with intravesicular VSOPs highlighted by black
arrows. (D) Within the unlabeled hASCs, no intracellular deposition of VSOPs was detected. Scale
bars represent 2.5 um.
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3.1.2. High-Resolution MRI

VSOPs-labeled cells seeded in agarose gels were detected using high-resolution MR
imaging at 11.7 T (Figure 2). The typical signal intensity decrease, presented as hypointense,
dark spots, confirmed the presence of VSOPs-labeled cells in the gels (Figure 2A) with lower
average signal intensity in the gels with higher VSOPs concentration. Control agarose gel
phantoms with unlabeled hASCs showed only single hypointense spots due to microscopic
air bubbles (Figure 2B).

0.15 mM unlabeled

0.6 mM unlabeled

1mM unlabeled

1.5mM unlabeled

Figure 2. High-resolution MR imaging: (A) Magnetic resonance (MR) images of VSOPs-labeled hASCs seeded in agarose
gel show the typical hypointense dark spots due to the signal decrease by iron oxide particles. The signal intensity is directly

proportional to the concentration of VSOPs used for the labeling procedure. (B) The single hypointense spots in the gels
with the unlabeled hASCs correspond to microscopic air bubbles located within or at the surfaces of the agarose gels.

3.2. Genotoxicity
3.2.1. Comet Assay

There was no increase in OTM values and thus DNA fragmentation after labeling of
hASCs with VSOPs. After exposure to 200 uM MMS (positive control), a significant increase
in OTM values was observed compared to unlabeled hASCs. Including the positive control
in the statistical analyses, no significant difference in the value of 1.5 mM was determined
compared to the control. However, a trend towards an increase in OTM values at 1.5 mM
can be seen in the graph (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Comet Assay: No significant increase in olive tail moment (OTM) values and thus in DNA
fragmentation was observed after labeling of hASCs. A significant increase in OTM values after
exposure to 200 uM MMS, which served as a positive control, was determined compared to unlabeled
hASCs. Significance is indicated by asterisks (* p < 0.0001).
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3.2.2. Chromosomal Aberration (CA) Test

A CA test was used to evaluate genotoxicity at the chromosomal level. In the hASCs
labeled with VSOPs, there was a significant increase in chromosomal aberrations at a
concentration of 0.6 mM or higher compared to the unlabeled control (Figure 4A). Further-
more, there was a significant increase in chromosomal aberrations after exposure of the
hASCs to 200 uM MMS. Observed chromosomal aberrations consisted of chromatid and
chromosomal breaks (Figure 4B).
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Figure 4. Chromosomal aberration test: (A) There was a significant increase in chromosomal aber-
rations from a concentration of 0.6 mM onwards compared to the unlabeled control (* p < 0.001:
0.6 mM, 1 mM; * p < 0.05: 1.5 mM). Furthermore, there was a significant increase in chromosomal
aberrations after exposure of the hASCs to 200 uM MMS (positive control, * p < 0.0001). Significance
is indicated by asterisks. (B) Chromatid and chromosomal breaks were observed: the example shows
a chromatid break of chromosome 4.
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3.3. Cell Viability and Proliferation Capacity
3.3.1. Trypan Blue Exclusion Test

There was no difference in the viability of the VSOPs-labeled hASCs compared to
the unlabeled control. Unlabeled hASCs showed a viability of 95.1% =+ 3.6%, VSOPs-
labeled hASCs showed a viability of 95.4% =+ 4.4%, 94.54% =+ 0.96%, 93.82% =+ 2.13%,
94.29% = 3.31%, 97.2% =+ 2.0% as well as 96.1% = 3.1% for 1.5 mM, 1 mM, 0.6 mM, 0.3 mM,
0.15 mM, and 0.015 mM VSOPs (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. Trypan Blue exclusion test: There was no difference in the viability of the VSOPs-labeled
hASCs compared to the unlabeled control.

3.3.2. MTT Assay Proliferation Analyses

VSOPs-labeled hASCs did not show decreased viability compared to the unlabeled
controls immediately after the labeling procedure and after 24 h, 48 h and 72 h in the
MTT assay (Figure 6A). Moreover, VSOPs-labeled hASCs showed no impairment of their
proliferation ability over 10 days (Figure 6B).

3.4. Scratch Assay for Wound Healing

The migration ability of the hASCs was determined with the scratch assay. There was
no difference between VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs (Figure 7). After 24 h, 62.3%
of the experimental wound was closed by the unlabeled hASCs and 61.8% by the hASCs
labeled with VSOPs at a concentration of 1.5 mM.
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Figure 6. MTT and proliferation assay: (A) There was no difference between the viability of hASCs,
which were labeled with 0.015 mM (light grey columns) and 1.5 mM VSOPs (dark grey columns),
and unlabeled cells (white columns) immediately after the labeling procedure and after 24, 48 and
72 h. The values of the unlabeled cells were normalized to a viability of 100% for each single patient.
Mean extinction values for each patient and concentration were normalized to the respective values
of unlabeled hASCs from the same patient. Human ASCs treated with tert-butylhydroperoxide
(t-BHP) (black columns) showed a significant decrease in cell viability compared to VSOPs-labeled
and unlabeled hASCs. Significance is indicated by asterisks (* p < 0.0001). (B) VSOPs-labeled hASCs

showed no difference in proliferation capacity compared to the unlabeled controls.
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Figure 7. Scratch assay: To evaluate the influence of VSOPs-labeling on the migration ability of
hASCs, the scratch assay was used. After 24 h, there was no remarkable difference between labeled

and unlabeled cells.
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3.5. Multilineage Differentiation Potential

There was no difference observed in the histological images after differentiation of
VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled cells (Figure 8). Both VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs
showed the typical intracellular lipid droplets after two weeks of adipogenic differentiation
using the Oil Red O stain. Labeled and unlabeled hASCs maintained in EM-DMEM did
not develop intracellular lipid vacuoles. After three weeks of treatment with osteogenic
differentiation medium, VSOPs-labeled hASCs and untreated controls using Alizarin Red
and von Kossa staining revealed a deposition of calcified extracellular matrix, which could
not be detected in the negative controls. Pellets of labeled and unlabeled hASCs showed the
typical blue-turquoise staining of the extracellular matrix after chondrogenic differentiation
using the Alcian Blue stain. The control pellets maintained in EM-DMEM showed no
blue staining.

Qil Red O von Kossa Alizarin Red Alcianblue
(osteogenic) (osteogenic) (chondrogenic)
. o L35 GRTEDC R

Figure 8. Histological analysis after adipogenic, osteogenic and chondrogenic differentiation: Red-stained, intracellular
lipid droplets are apparent in both VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs after adipogenic differentiation (Row (R) 1 and 2,
column (C) 1). The deposition of extracellular calcium was confirmed by the von Kossa stain (C2) and Alizarin Red stain

(C3) in both groups. Chondrogenic differentiation was verified by the blue-turquoise staining of acid glycosaminglykans of
the extracellular matrix (C4). VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs, maintained in expansion medium, did not show lipid
vacuoles or any extracellular matrix deposition (R3, 4/ C1-4). Magnification x200; scale bars represent 100 um in all figures.

Furthermore, the gene expression values of specific adipogenic (FABP4, LPL and
leptin), osteogenic (ALP, RUNX-2 and osteocalcin) and chondrogenic (SOX-9, aggrecan
and collagen II) marker genes were not different in VSOPs-labeled and unlabeled hASCs
(Figure 9).
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Figure 9. Real time-PCR analyses after adipogenic, osteogenic and chondrogenic differentiation:
The presented values (ACT values) are normalized to the gene expression values of GAPDH. No
differences in the expression of specific marker genes after adipogenic, osteogenic and chondrogenic
induction between labeled and unlabeled hASCs were detected. Native tissues such as adipose tissue,
bone and cartilage were used as positive controls.

4. Discussion

Iron oxide nanoparticles (IONPs) are used in various biomedical fields. In cancer
treatment, they are applied to induce hyperthermia [69,70] or to improve the effectiveness
of radiation therapy by generating reactive oxygen species (ROS) [71]. In addition, IONPs
can be directed to specific sites in the organism due to their magnetic properties. They
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are used for tissue engineering [72] and the delivery of biotherapeutic agents [40,70,73,74].
An important diagnostic application of IONPs is the labeling of cells for cell imaging by
MRI. However, basic requirements must be met for the labeling procedure: the labeling
technique or agent has to be non-toxic and biocompatible. In addition, the agent must
not impair the properties, function and behavior of the cells to maintain the effect of
the therapy.

In the present study, hASCs were labeled with citrate-coated VSOPs. VSOPs aggre-
gates were found in intracellular, cytoplasmatic vesicles, which was confirmed using the
Prussian Blue staining method and TEM image analyses (Figure 1). This is consistent with
findings in the literature [31,57]. Agarose gel phantoms, which were seeded with hASCs af-
ter labeling with different concentrations of VSOPs, were examined by high-resolution MRL
The detection of hypointense areas increased with the concentration of VSOPs used for the
labeling procedure (Figure 2). It has been shown that the effectiveness of labeling depends
on the surface/volume ratio of the cells, with a higher probability of endocytotic events
and consequently an improved detectability in cells with a higher ratio. Therefore, higher
concentrations of IONPs may be necessary for sufficient labeling of certain cells [30,75]. In
addition, MRI adjustment protocols play an important role [22,30].

Concentration-dependent negative effects of IONPs, for example on the viability and
differentiation potential of labeled cells, have been described and are of high relevance
for the use of IONPs in cell-based therapy [26,27,41,43,49,51,52,76]. In the present study,
viability was not impaired by the labeling procedure with VSOPs compared to the non-
labeled hASCs (Figure 5). In addition, no decrease in viability was observed over the
period of 72 h after labeling with different VSOPs concentrations using the MTT assay
(Figure 6A). These observations are consistent with the literature, where no reduction in the
viability or increased apoptosis of the cells was found after labeling with VSOPs by many
authors [9,19,31,38,47,57]. Some authors, however, described concentration-dependent
cytotoxic effects of IONPs [43,51,77].

To evaluate genotoxic effects of VSOPs on hASCs, the comet assay was
performed [53,56,58,59]. DNA fragmentation degree tends to be increased in the group of
hASCs which were labeled with 1.5 mM VSOPs; however, there was no significant differ-
ence compared to the unlabeled hASCs and the other VSOPs concentrations (Figure 3). In
addition, the chromosomal aberration test demonstrated a significant increase in structural
and numerical chromosomal aberrations from a concentration of 0.6 mM (Figure 4). Differ-
ent statements can be found in the literature regarding the cyto- and especially genotoxicity
of IONPs, that may, among others, be due to the use of different cells with different IONPs
uptake for the analyses [24,31,42,78-84]. While IONPs appear to be non-cytotoxic and safe
below a concentration of 100 pg/mL, the same study showed evidence of genotoxic effects
at concentrations between 10 and 100 ug/mL in the comet assay [25,43,78]. There are no
comparable data published that provide information on genotoxic effects of the VSOPs
used in the present study. However, the small size of the used VSOPs may be a reason for
the genotoxic effects represented by an increased number of chromosomal aberrations in
the present study. The induction of DNA strand breaks and DNA damage is supposed to
be strongly influenced by the size of the IONPs and their surface coating. Small particles
show a greater mutagenic effect compared to larger ones [24,41,82]. The surface area
of the nanoparticles, which plays a crucial role in the interaction between nanoparticles
and cellular components, increases with the decrease in the particles’ size. Thus, a larger
proportion of molecules and atoms of the particles is exposed to the cell structures [41,82].
In addition, the intracellular release of iron ions after VSOPs degradation can lead to an
increase in ROS. High, unphysiological levels of ROS induce oxidative stress and lead to
protein and lipid peroxidation and DNA damage [20,31,42,85]. ROS-induced imbalances
of redox regulation and cellular signaling may also result in genotoxic effects [84,85]. In
addition, a direct interaction of the IONPs with the DNA through intercalation of the iron
particles within the DNA base pairs has been described [84].
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The results of in vitro toxicity tests could overestimate the risk of genotoxicity and
tumor formation in vivo after exposition to IONPs [24], but possible consequences such
as tumor development cannot be excluded with certainty. Possible toxic implications
may be due to local accumulation of IONPs or free iron ions in the tissue. Thereby, a
triggered imbalance in the tissue homeostasis can lead to cytotoxicity, DNA damage,
epigenetic events, inflammation and oxidative stress. Such mechanisms of iron-induced
carcinogenesis and subsequent tumor formation have been described in the literature [42].

To evaluate functional impairment of the hASCs after the labeling, trilineage differenti-
ation procedures were performed. There were no differences observed in the differentiation
potential of the labeled and unlabeled hASCs histologically (Figure 8). In addition, using
PCR analysis for quantitative assessment both groups showed a positive expression of the
specific marker genes after the induction process without significant differences; however,
the gene expression values of the cells of the respective native tissue were not reached by the
hASCs (Figure 9). The impact of the labeling procedure with IONPs on the differentiation
potential of MSCs is discussed controversially [19,22,25,38,46-48,50,51,86-89], especially
with regard to their chondrogenic potential, which is described to be impaired in a dose-
dependent manner [22,38,45,46,52]. However, a decrease in the adipogenic and osteogenic
differentiation potential of MSCs has also been reported [49,51,52]. Differences in particle
size, surface coating material, iron load of the cells after labeling as well as the use of trans-
fection agents are supposed to be explanations for the described effects on the functional
behavior of different cell types after labeling with IONPs [19,21,22,25,37,38,46-48,50,86-88].
The results of the present analyses are consistent with several studies [19,30,47,48,86,89],
although the study by Heymer et al. [19] is the most comparable, since the same particles
and the same differentiation protocols were used. The authors also found no impairment of
the adipogenic, osteogenic and chondrogenic differentiation capacity of BMSCs due to the
labeling procedure with VSOPs. However, they described in detail a low-grade inhibition
of cartilage-specific matrix deposition histologically with an unaffected gene expression of
aggrecan and collagen II. Degradation products released by the endosomal VSOPs may
lead to enzyme interaction and inhibition of protein synthesis in the cytoplasm [19].

Undisturbed chondrogenic differentiation is contrary to the observations of others,
who found an insufficient production of cartilage-specific extracellular matrix after chon-
drogenic differentiation [22,46]. Andreas et al. [22] assumed on the basis of other stud-
ies [20,90-92] and their own observations that a high intracellular concentration of IONPs
has a negative influence on the organization of the cytoskeleton, especially the actin
network, and thus, dose-dependently, inhibits cell functions such as chondrogenesis (mes-
enchymal condensation), proliferation capacity and cell migration [20,22,90]. However,
VSOPs (C-200) did not affect the cytoskeleton, cellular morphology and focal adhesion
complexes [20], which may explain the varying results on differentiation potential in the
present study and the one of Heymer et al. [19].

The proliferation activity of hASCs was not impaired by the labeling procedure
compared to the unlabeled cells in the present study, which is consistent with the results
of others, who also used VSOPs (C-200) and MSCs for their studies [9,19]. In addition, no
impact on migration capacity was determined. This is in contrast to some authors, who
found a decrease in migration capacity and colony formation ability after the labeling of
MSCs [37] and neural stem cells [88] with IONPs.

In summary, the present study revealed no cytotoxicity and functional impairment
of human ASCs after labeling with citrate-coated VSOPs. An indication of concentration-
dependent genotoxic effects is given by the increased number of chromosomal aberrations
after the labeling procedure. In the case of in vivo cell monitoring using the MRI in stem
cell-based therapeutic approaches, it might be useful to use a higher amount of labeled
cells for the application to enhance the detectability in the MRI instead of using higher
concentrations of the labeling agent to reduce concentration-dependent effects on the cells.



Materials 2021, 14, 263 16 of 20

Author Contributions: Conceptualization: K.R., S.H. (Stephan Hackenberg), A.R. and N.K.; Method-
ology and investigation: K.R., S.H. (Stephan Hackenberg), M.R.T. and A.S.; MRI experiments and
analysis: K.B. and D.H.; Conception and design of MRI experiments: K.B. and D.H.; Analysis: K.R.,
M.R.T, S.H. (Stephan Hackenberg), A.S., N.K,, K.B., D.H. and A.R; Statistical analysis/Software:
J.M. and S.H. (Sabine Hochmuth); Resources: N.K.; Writing—Original Draft Preparation: K.R. and
D.H.; Writing—Review and Editing: A.R.; Visualization, K.R.; Supervision: K.R. and A.R.; Project
Administration: K.R.; Funding Acquisition: K.R. and N.K. Every author has contributed substantially
to the work reported. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was supported by grants (D-137) from the Interdisciplinary Center of Clinical
Research (IZKF) Wuerzburg, Germany and the Rudolf Bartling Foundation.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board
of the University Hospital Wuerzburg (grant #72/06).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.
Data Availability Statement: Data sharing is not applicable to this article.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Silke Hummel, Petra Joa and Michael Kessler for
their excellent technical assistance and the group of Krohne, Division of Electron Microscopy Theodor-
Boveri-Institute, University of Wuerzburg for their support in Transmission Electron Microscopy.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

References

1. Froelich, K.; Hagen, R.; Kleinsasser, N. Adipose-derived stromal cells (ASC)-basics and therapeutic approaches in otorhinolaryn-
gology. Laryngorhinootologie 2014, 93, 369-380.

2. Chen, L; Tredget, E.E.; Wu, PY.G.; Wu, Y.Y.G. Paracrine Factors of Mesenchymal Stem Cells Recruit Macrophages and Endothelial
Lineage Cells and Enhance Wound Healing. PLoS ONE 2008, 3, e1886. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Ren,S,; Chen,].,; Duscher, D.; Liu, Y.; Guo, G.; Kang, Y; Xiong, H.; Zhan, P.; Wang, Y.; Wang, C.; et al. Microvesicles from human
adipose stem cells promote wound healing by optimizing cellular functions via AKT and ERK signaling pathways. Stem Cel Res.
Ther. 2019, 10, 47. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Si, Z.; Wang, X.; Sun, C.; Kang, Y,; Xu, ].; Wang, X.; Hui, Y. Adipose-derived stem cells: Sources, potency, and implications for
regenerative therapies. Biomed. Pharmacother. 2019, 114, 108765. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Matsumoto, D.; Sato, K.; Gonda, K.; Takaki, Y.; Shigeura, T.; Sato, T.; Aiba-Kojima, E.; Lizuka, F,; Inoue, K.; Suga, H.; et al.
Cell-assisted lipotransfer: Supportive use of human adipose-derived cells for soft tissue augmentation with lipoinjection. Tissue
Eng. 2006, 12, 3375-3382. [CrossRef]

6. Yoshimura, K,; Sato, K.; Aoi, N.; Kurita, M.; Inoue, K.; Suga, H.; Eto, H.; Kato, H.; Hirohi, T.; Harii, K. Cell-assisted lipotransfer for
facial lipoatrophy: Efficacy of clinical use of adipose-derived stem cells. Dermatol. Surg. 2008, 34, 1178-1185. [CrossRef]

7. Zielins, ER; Luan, A.; Brett, E.A.; Longaker, M.T.; Wan, D.C. Therapeutic applications of human adipose-derived stromal cells
for soft tissue reconstruction. Discov. Med. 2015, 19, 245-253.

8. Vyas, K.S,; Vasconez, H.C.; Morrison, S.; Mogni, B.; Linton, S.; Hockensmith, L.; Kabir, T.; Zielins, E.; Najor, A.; Bakri, K.; et al. Fat
Graft Enrichment Strategies: A Systematic Review. Plast. Reconstr. Surg. 2020, 145, 827-841. [CrossRef]

9.  Winkler, T,; von Roth, P.; Schuman, M.R;; Sieland, K.; Stoltenburg-Didinger, G.; Taupitz, M.; Perka, C.; Duda, G.N.; Matziolis, G.
In vivo visualization of locally transplanted mesenchymal stem cells in the severely injured muscle in rats. Tissue Eng. Part A
2008, 14, 1149-1160. [CrossRef]

10.  Zhou, K.; Guo, S.; Tong, S.; Sun, Q.; Li, F.; Zhang, X.; Qiao, Y.; Liang, G. Inmunosuppression of Human Adipose-Derived Stem
Cells on T Cell Subsets via the Reduction of NF-kappaB Activation Mediated by PD-L1/PD-1 and Gal-9/TIM-3 Pathways. Stem
Cells Dev. 2018, 27, 1191-1202. [CrossRef]

11.  Harrell, C.R.; Fellabaum, C.; Jovicic, N.; Djonov, V.; Arsenijevic, N.; Volarevic, V. Molecular Mechanisms Responsible for
Therapeutic Potential of Mesenchymal Stem Cell-Derived Secretome. Cells 2019, 8, 467. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Salgado, A.J.; Reis, R.L.; Sousa, N.; Gimble, ]. M. Adipose Tissue Derived Stem Cells Secretome: Soluble Factors and Their Roles in
Regenerative Medicine. Curr. Stem Cell Res. Ther. 2010, 5, 103-110. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Fu, Y,; Karbaat, L.; Wu, L.; Leijten, ].; Both, S.K.; Karperien, M. Trophic Effects of Mesenchymal Stem Cells in Tissue Regeneration.
Tissue Eng. Part B Rev. 2017, 23, 515-528. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Ferreira, J.R.; Teixeira, G.Q.; Santos, S.G.; Barbosa, M.A.; Almeida-Porada, G.; Gongalves, R.M. Mesenchymal Stromal Cell
Secretome: Influencing Therapeutic Potential by Cellular Pre-conditioning. Front. Immunol. 2018, 9, 2837. [CrossRef]

15. Li, X; Ma, T; Sun, J.; Shen, M.,; Xue, X.; Chen, Y.; Zhang, Z. Harnessing the secretome of adipose-derived stem cells in the

treatment of ischemic heart diseases. Stem Cell Res. Ther. 2019, 10, 196. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0001886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18382669
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13287-019-1152-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30704535
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2019.108765
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30921703
http://doi.org/10.1089/ten.2006.12.3375
http://doi.org/10.1097/00042728-200809000-00003
http://doi.org/10.1097/PRS.0000000000006557
http://doi.org/10.1089/ten.tea.2007.0179
http://doi.org/10.1089/scd.2018.0033
http://doi.org/10.3390/cells8050467
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31100966
http://doi.org/10.2174/157488810791268564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19941460
http://doi.org/10.1089/ten.teb.2016.0365
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28490258
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.02837
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13287-019-1289-7

Materials 2021, 14, 263 17 of 20

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Praveen Kumar, L.; Sangeetha, K.; Ranjita, M.; Vijayalakshmi, S.; Rajagopal, K.; Rama Shanker, V. The mesenchymal stem cell
secretome: A new paradigm towards cell-free therapeutic mode in regenerative medicine. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 2019, 46,
1-9.

Meiliana, A.; Dewi, N.M.; Wijaya, A. Mesenchymal stem cell secretome: Cell-free therapeutic strategy in regenerative medicine.
Indones. Biomed. J. 2019, 11, 113-124. [CrossRef]

Oedayrajsingh-Varma, M.J.; van Ham, S.M.; Knippenberg, M.; Helder, M.N.; Klein-Nulend, J.; Schouten, T.E.; Ritt, M.].; van
Milligen, FJ. Adipose tissue-derived mesenchymal stem cell yield and growth characteristics are affected by the tissue-harvesting
procedure. Cytotherapy 2006, 8, 166-177. [CrossRef]

Heymer, A.; Haddad, D.; Weber, M.; Gbureck, U.; Jakob, PM.; Eulert, J.; Noth, U. Iron oxide labelling of human mesenchymal
stem cells in collagen hydrogels for articular cartilage repair. Biomaterials 2008, 29, 1473-1483. [CrossRef]

Soenen, S.J.; Himmelreich, U.; Nuytten, N.; De Cuyper, M. Cytotoxic effects of iron oxide nanoparticles and implications for
safety in cell labelling. Biomaterials 2011, 32, 195-205. [CrossRef]

Foldager, C.B.; Pedersen, M.; Ringgaard, S.; Biinger, C.; Lind, M. Chondrocyte gene expression is affected by very small iron
oxide particles-labeling in long-term in vitro MRI tracking. J. Magn. Reason. Imaging 2011, 33, 724-730. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Andreas, K.; Georgieva, R.; Ladwig, M.; Mueller, S.; Notter, M.; Sittinger, M.; Ringe, J. Highly efficient magnetic stem cell labeling
with citrate-coated superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles for MRI tracking. Biomaterials 2012, 33, 4515-4525. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Lobsien, D.; Dreyer, A.Y.; Stroh, A.; Boltze, J.; Hoffmann, K.T. Imaging of VSOP Labeled Stem Cells in Agarose Phantoms with
Susceptibility Weighted and T2* Weighted MR Imaging at 3T: Determination of the Detection Limit. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e62644.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Valdiglesias, V.; Kilig, G.; Costa, C.; Fernandez-Bertélez, N.; Pasaro, E.; Teixeira, ].P; Laffon, B. Effects of iron oxide nanoparticles:
Cytotoxicity, genotoxicity, developmental toxicity, and neurotoxicity. Environ. Mol. Mutagen. 2015, 56, 125-148. [CrossRef]
Farrell, E.; Wielopolski, P.; Pavljasevic, P; van Tiel, S.; Jahr, H.; Verhaar, J.; Weinans, H.; Krestin, G.; O’Brien, EJ.; van Osch, G.; et al.
Effects of iron oxide incorporation for long term cell tracking on MSC differentiation in vitro and in vivo. Biochem. Biophys. Res.
Commun. 2008, 369, 1076-1081. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Stroh, A.; Zimmer, C.; Werner, N.; Gertz, K.; Weir, K.; Kronenberg, G.; Steinbrink, J.; Mueller, S.; Sieland, K.; Dirnagl, U.; et al.
Tracking of systemically administered mononuclear cells in the ischemic brain by high-field magnetic resonance imaging.
Neuroimage 2006, 33, 886-897. [CrossRef]

Stroh, A.; Boltze, J.; Sieland, K.; Hild, K.; Gutzeit, C.; Jung, T.; Kressel, ].; Hau, S.; Reich, D.; Grune, T.; et al. Impact of Magnetic
Labeling on Human and Mouse Stem Cells and Their Long-Term Magnetic Resonance Tracking in a Rat Model of Parkinson
Disease. Mol. Imaging 2009, 8, 166-178. [CrossRef]

Wagner, S.; Schnorr, J.; Ludwig, A.; Stangl, V.; Ebert, M.; Hamm, B.; Taupitz, M. Contrast-enhanced MR imaging of atheroscle-
rosis using citrate-coated superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles: Calcifying microvesicles as imaging target for plaque
characterization. Int. ]. Nanomed. 2013, 8, 767-779.

Liu, W.; Dahnke, H.; Jordan, E.K.; Schaeffter, T.; Frank, J.A. In vivo MRI using positive-contrast techniques in detection of cells
labeled with superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles. NMR Biomed. 2008, 21, 242-250. [CrossRef]

Wang, N.; Zhao, ].Y.; Guan, X.; Dong, Y.; Liu, Y.; Zhou, X.; Wu, R;; Du, Y.; Zhao, L.; Zou, W.; et al. Biological characteristics of
adipose tissue-derived stem cells labeled with amine-surface-modified superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles. Cell Biol. Int.
2015, 39, 899-909. [CrossRef]

Stroh, A.; Kressel, J.; Coras, R.; Dreyer, A.Y.; Frohlich, W.; Forschler, A.; Lobsien, D.; Bliimcke, I.; Zoubaa, S.; Schlegel, J.; et al. A
Safe and Effective Magnetic Labeling Protocol for MRI-Based Tracking of Human Adult Neural Stem Cells. Front. Neurosci. 2019,
13,1092. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Duguet, E.; Vasseur, S.; Mornet, S.; Devoisselle, ]. M. Magnetic nanoparticles and their applications in medicine. Nanomedicine
2006, 1, 157-168. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gupta, A K,; Naregalkar, RR.; Vaidya, V.D.; Gupta, M. Recent advances on surface engineering of magnetic iron oxide nanoparti-
cles and their biomedical applications. Nanomedicine 2007, 2, 23-39. [CrossRef]

Huang, G.; Chen, H.; Dong, Y.; Luo, X.; Yu, H.; Moore, Z.; Bey, E.A.; Boothman, D.A.; Gao, J. Superparamagnetic Iron Oxide
Nanoparticles: Amplifying ROS Stress to Improve Anticancer Drug Efficacy. Theranostics 2013, 3, 116-126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Pilgrimm, H. Superparamagnetic Particles with Increased R1 Relaxivity, Process for Producing Said Particles and Use Thereof.
U.S. Patent no. US6,638,494, 28 October 2003.

Ito, A.; Shinkai, M.; Honda, H.; Kobayashi, T. Medical application of functionalized magnetic nanoparticles. J. Biosci. Bioeng. 2005,
100, 1-11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Schifer, R.; Kehlbach, R.; Miiller, M.; Bantleon, R.; Kluba, T.; Ayturan, M.; Siegel, G.; Wolburg, H.; Northoff, H.; Dietz, K.; et al.
Labeling of human mesenchymal stromal cells with superparamagnetic iron oxide leads to a decrease in migration capacity and
colony formation ability. Cytotherapy 2009, 11, 68-78. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Roeder, E.; Henrionnet, C.; Goebel, J.C.; Gambier, N.; Beuf, O.; Grenier, D.; Chen, B.; Vuissoz, P.A.; Gillet, P; Pinzano, A.
Dose-response of superparamagnetic iron oxide labeling on mesenchymal stem cells chondrogenic differentiation: A multi-scale
in vitro study. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, €98451. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://doi.org/10.18585/inabj.v11i2.839
http://doi.org/10.1080/14653240600621125
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2007.12.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2010.08.075
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.22470
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21563258
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2012.02.064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22445482
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0062644
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23667503
http://doi.org/10.1002/em.21909
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2008.02.159
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18336785
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2006.07.009
http://doi.org/10.2310/7290.2009.00017
http://doi.org/10.1002/nbm.1187
http://doi.org/10.1002/cbin.10457
http://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2019.01092
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31680827
http://doi.org/10.2217/17435889.1.2.157
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17716105
http://doi.org/10.2217/17435889.2.1.23
http://doi.org/10.7150/thno.5411
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23423156
http://doi.org/10.1263/jbb.100.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16233845
http://doi.org/10.1080/14653240802666043
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19191056
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0098451
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24878844

Materials 2021, 14, 263 18 of 20

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

Stroh, A.; Zimmer, C.; Gutzeit, C.; Jakstadt, M.; Marschinke, F,; Jung, T.; Pilgrimm, H.; Grune, T. Iron oxide particles for molecular
magnetic resonance imaging cause transient oxidative stress in rat macrophages. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 2004, 36, 976-984.
[CrossRef]

Gaharwar, U.S.; Meena, R.; Rajamani, P. Biodistribution, Clearance and morphological alterations of intravenously administered
iron oxide nanoparticles in male Wistar rats. Int. . Nanomed. 2019, 14, 9677-9692. [CrossRef]

Soenen, S.J.; De Cuyper, M. Assessing iron oxide nanoparticle toxicity in vitro: Current status and future prospects. Nanomedicine
2010, 5, 1261-1275. [CrossRef]

Singh, N.; Jenkins, G.J.; Asadi, R.; Doak, S.H. Potential toxicity of superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles (SPION). Nano Rev.
2010. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Alarifi, S.; Ali, D.; Alkahtani, S.; Alhader, M.S. Iron oxide nanoparticles induce oxidative stress, DNA damage, and caspase
activation in the human breast cancer cell line. Biol. Trace Elem. Res. 2014, 159, 416-424. [CrossRef]

Liu, G.; Gao, J.; Ai, H.; Chen, X. Applications and potential toxicity of magnetic iron oxide nanoparticles. Small 2013, 9, 1533-1545.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bulte, ].W,; Kraitchman, D.L.; Mackay, A.M.; Pittenger, M.F. Chondrogenic differentiation of mesenchymal stem cells is inhibited
after magnetic labeling with ferumoxides. Blood 2004, 104, 3410-3412; author reply 3412-3413. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kostura, L.; Kraitchman, D.L.; Mackay, A.M.; Pittenger, M.F.; Bulte, ].W. Feridex labeling of mesenchymal stem cells inhibits
chondrogenesis but not adipogenesis or osteogenesis. NMR Biomed. 2004, 17, 513-517. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Arbab, A.S.; Yocum, G.T.; Rad, A.M.; Khakoo, A.Y.; Fellowes, V.; Read, E.J.; Frank, J.A. Labeling of cells with ferumoxides-
protamine sulfate complexes does not inhibit function or differentiation capacity of hematopoietic or mesenchymal stem cells.
NMR Biomed. 2005, 18, 553-559. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Balakumaran, A.; Pawelczyk, E.; Ren, J.; Sworder, B.; Chaudhry, A.; Sabatino, M.; Stroncek, D.; Frank, J.A.; Robey, P.G.
Superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles labeling of bone marrow stromal (mesenchymal) cells does not affect their “stemness”.
PLoS ONE 2010, 5, €11462. [CrossRef]

Chen, Y.C.; Hsiao, ].K.; Liu, HM.; Lai, I.Y.; Yao, M.; Hsu, S5.C.; Ko, B.S; Chen, Y.C.; Yang, C.S.; Huang, D.M. The inhibitory effect of
superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticle (Ferucarbotran) on osteogenic differentiation and its signaling mechanism in human
mesenchymal stem cells. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 2010, 245, 272-279. [CrossRef]

Yang, C.Y.; Hsiao, ].K,; Tai, M.F;; Chen, S.T.; Cheng, H.Y.; Wang, J.L.; Liu, H.M. Direct labeling of hMSC with SPIO: The long-term
influence on toxicity, chondrogenic differentiation capacity, and intracellular distribution. Mol. Imaging Biol. 2011, 13, 443—451.
[CrossRef]

Fan, J; Tan, Y;; Jie, L.; Wu, X;; Yu, R.; Zhang, M. Biological activity and magnetic resonance imaging of superparamagnetic iron
oxide nanoparticles-labeled adipose-derived stem cells. Stem Cell Res. Ther. 2013, 4, 44. [CrossRef]

Kasten, A.; Griittner, C.; Kiihn, J.P; Bader, R.; Pasold, J.; Frerich, B. Comparative in vitro study on magnetic iron oxide
nanoparticles for MRI tracking of adipose tissue-derived progenitor cells. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e108055. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Froelich, K.; Steussloff, G.; Schmidt, K.; Ramos Tirado, M.; Technau, A.; Scherzed, A.; Hackenberg, S.; Radeloff, A.; Hagen, R.;
Kleinsasser, N. Dil labeling of human adipose-derived stem cells: Evaluation of DNA damage, toxicity and functional impairment.
Cells Tissues Organs 2013, 197, 384-398. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Froelich, K.; Mickler, J.; Steusloff, G.; Technau, A.; Ramos Tirado, M.; Scherzed, A.; Hackenberg, S.; Radeloff, A.; Hagen, R.;
Kleinsasser, N. Chromosomal aberrations and deoxyribonucleic acid single-strand breaks in adipose-derived stem cells during
long-term expansion in vitro. Cytotherapy 2013, 15, 767-781. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Radeloff, K.; Radeloff, A.; Ramos Tirado, M.; Scherzad, A.; Hagen, R.; Kleinsasser, N.H.; Hackenberg, S. Toxicity and Functional
Impairment in Human Adipose Tissue-Derived Stromal Cells (hASCs) Following Long-Term Exposure to Very Small Iron Oxide
Particles (VSOPs). Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 741. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ittrich, H.; Lange, C.; Dahnke, H.; Zander, A.R.; Adam, G.; Nolte-Ernsting, C. Labeling of mesenchymal stem cells with different
superparamagnetic particles of iron oxide and detectability with MRI at 3T. Fortschr Rontgenstr 2005, 177, 1151-1163. [CrossRef]
Hackenberg, S.; Scherzed, A.; Kessler, M.; Hummel, S.; Technau, A.; Froelich, K.; Ginzkey, C.; Koehler, C.; Hagen, R.; Kleinsasser,
N. Silver nanoparticles: Evaluation of DNA damage, toxicity and functional impairment in human mesenchymal stem cells.
Toxicol. Lett. 2011, 201, 27-33. [CrossRef]

Tice, R.R.; Agurell, E.; Anderson, D.; Burlinson, B.; Hartmann, A.; Kobayashi, H.; Miyamae, Y.; Rojas, E.; Ryu, J.C.; Sasaki, Y.C.
Single cell gel/comet assay: Guidelines for in vitro and in vivo genetic toxicology testing. Environ. Mol. Mutagen. 2000, 35,
206-221. [CrossRef]

Olive, PL.; Durand, R.E.; Le Riche, J.; Olivotto, I.A.; Jackson, S.M. Gel electrophoresis of individual cells to quantify hypoxic
fraction in human breast cancers. Cancer Res. 1993, 53, 733-736.

Sonoda, E.; Sasaki, M.S.; Buerstedde, ] M.; Bezzubova, O.; Shinohara, A.; Ogawa, H.; Takata, M.; Yamaguchi-Iwai, Y.; Takeda, S.
Rad51-deficient vertebrate cells accumulate chromosomal breaks prior to cell death. EMBO J. 1998, 17, 598-608. [CrossRef]
Harnden, D.G.; Klinger, H.P. An International System for Human Cytogenetic Nomenclature: Report of the Standing Committee on
Human Cytogenetic Nomenclature; Karger Publishers: Basel, Switzerland, 1985.

Philips, H.J. Dye exclusion test for cell viability. In Tissue Culture: Methods and Applications; Kruse, PE, Jr., Patterson, M.K,, Jr., Eds.;
Academic Press: New York, NY, USA, 1973; pp. 407-408.


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2004.01.016
http://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S223142
http://doi.org/10.2217/nnm.10.106
http://doi.org/10.3402/nano.v1i0.5358
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22110864
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12011-014-9972-0
http://doi.org/10.1002/smll.201201531
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23019129
http://doi.org/10.1182/blood-2004-06-2117
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15525839
http://doi.org/10.1002/nbm.925
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15526348
http://doi.org/10.1002/nbm.991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16229060
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0011462
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.taap.2010.03.011
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11307-010-0360-7
http://doi.org/10.1186/scrt191
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0108055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25244560
http://doi.org/10.1159/000346714
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23485626
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcyt.2012.12.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23643417
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano10040741
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32294970
http://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-858330
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2010.12.001
http://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-2280(2000)35:3&lt;206::AID-EM8&gt;3.0.CO;2-J
http://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/17.2.598

Materials 2021, 14, 263 19 of 20

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

Mosmann, T. Rapid colorimetric assay for cellular growth and survival: Application to proliferation and cytotoxicity assays. J.
Immunol. Methods 1983, 65, 55-63. [CrossRef]

Chen, D.; Xia, D.; Pan, Z.; Xu, D.; Zhou, Y.; Wu, Y,; Cai, N.; Tang, Q.; Wang, C.; Yan, M.; et al. Metformin Protects Against
Apoptosis and Senescence in Nucleus Pulposus Cells and Ameliorates Disc Degeneration In Vivo. Cell Death Dis. 2016, 7, e2441.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Noth, U.; Osyczka, A.M.; Tuli, R.; Hickok, N.J.; Danielson, K.G.; Tuan, R.S. Multilineage mesenchymal differentiation potential of
human trabecular bone-derived cells. J. Orthop. Res. 2002, 20, 1060-1069. [CrossRef]

Pittenger, M.F,; Mackay, A.M.; Beck, S.C.; Jaiswal, R.K.; Douglas, R.; Mosca, D.J.; Moorman, M.A.; Simonetti, D.W.; Craig, S.M.;
Marshak, D.R. Multilineage potential of adult human mesenchymal stem cells. Science 1999, 284, 143-147. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Jaiswal, N.; Haynesworth, S.E.; Caplan, A.L; Bruder, S.P. Osteogenic differentiation of purified, culture-expanded human
mesenchymal stem cells in vitro. J. Cell Biochem. 1997, 64, 295-312. [CrossRef]

Johnstone, B.; Yoo, J.U. Autologous mesenchymal progenitor cells in articular cartilage repair. Clin. Orthop. Relat. Res. 1999, 367,
5156-5162. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Legge, C.J.; Colley, H.E,; Lawson, M. A ; Rawlings, A.E. Targeted magnetic nanoparticle hyperthermia for the treatment of oral
cancer. . Oral Pathol. Med. 2019, 48, 803-809. [CrossRef]

Thomas, R; Park, LK.; Jeong, Y.Y. Magnetic iron oxide nanoparticles for multimodal imaging and therapy of cancer. Int. ]. Mol.
Sci. 2013, 14, 15910-15930. [CrossRef]

Hauser, A K.; Mitov, M.I;; Daley, E.F.; McGarry, R.C.; Anderson, K.W.; Hilt, ].Z. Targeted iron oxide nanoparticles for the
enhancement of radiation therapy. Biomaterials 2016, 105, 127-135. [CrossRef]

Pottler, M.; Fliedner, A.; Bergmann, J.; Bui, L.K.,; Mihlberger, M.; Braun, C.; Graw, M.; Janko, C.; Friedrich, O.; Alexiou, C.; et al.
Magnetic Tissue Engineering of the Vocal Fold Using Superparamagnetic Iron Oxide Nanoparticles. Tissue Eng. Part A 2019, 25,
1470-1477. [CrossRef]

Mok, H.; Zhang, M. Superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticle-based delivery systems for biotherapeutics. Expert Opin. Drug
Deliv. 2013, 10, 73-87. [CrossRef]

Tietze, R.; Zaloga, ]J.; Unterweger, H.; Lyer, S.; Friedrich, R.P.; Janko, C.; Pottler, M.; Diirr, S.; Alexiou, C. Magnetic nanoparticle-
based drug delivery for cancer therapy. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2015, 468, 463-470. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ketkar-Atre, A.; Struys, T.; Soenen, S.J.; Lambrichts, I.; Verfaillie, C.M.; De Cuyper, M.; Himmelreich, U. Variability in contrast
agent uptake by different but similar stem cell types. Int. . Nanomed. 2013, 8, 4577-4591.

Novotna, B.; Jendelova, P.; Kapcalova, M.; Rossner, P.; Turnovcova, K.; Bagryantseva, Y.; Babic, M.; Horak, D.; Sykova, E.
Oxidative damage to biological macromolecules in human bone marrow mesenchymal stromal cells labeled with various types of
iron oxide nanoparticles. Toxicol. Lett. 2012, 210, 53—-63. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Naqvi, S.; Samim, M.; Abdin, M.; Ahmed, FJ.; Maitra, A.; Prashant, C.; Dinda, A.K. Concentration-dependent toxicity of iron
oxide nanoparticles mediated by increased oxidative stress. Int. ]. Nanomed. 2010, 5, 983-989. [CrossRef]

Karlsson, H.L.; Cronholm, P.; Gustafsson, J.; Méller, L. Copper oxide nanoparticles are highly toxic: A comparison between metal
oxide nanoparticles and carbon nanotubes. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 2008, 21, 1726-1732. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mahmoudi, M.; Hofmann, H.; Rothen-Rutishauser, B.; Petri-Fink, A. Assessing the in vitro and in vivo toxicity of superparamag-
netic iron oxide nanoparticles. Chem. Rev. 2012, 112, 2323-2338. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Auffan, M.; Decome, L.; Rose, J.; Orsiere, T.; De Meo, M.; Briois, V.; Chaneac, C.; Olivi, L.; Berge-Lefranc, J.L.; Botta, A.; et al.
In vitro interactions between DMSA-coated maghemite nanoparticles and human fibroblasts: A physicochemical and cyto-
genotoxical study. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2006, 40, 4367—-4373. [CrossRef]

Hong, S.C.; Lee, J.H,; Lee, J.; Kim, H.Y; Park, ].Y.; Cho, J.; Lee, J.; Han, D.W. Subtle cytotoxicity and genotoxicity differences in
superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles coated with various functional groups. Int. |. Nanomed. 2011, 6, 3219-3231.

Liu, Y; Xia, Q.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, S.; Cheng, F; Zhong, Z.; Wang, L.; Li, H.; Xiao, K. Genotoxicity assessment of magnetic iron oxide
nanoparticles with different particle sizes and surface coatings. Nanotechnology 2014, 25, 425101. [CrossRef]

Sadiq, R.; Khan, Q.M.; Mobeen, A.; Hashmat, A.J. In vitro toxicological assessment of iron oxide, aluminium oxide and copper
nanoparticles in prokaryotic and eukaryotic cell types. Drug Chem. Toxicol. 2015, 38, 152-161. [CrossRef]

Ansari, M.O.; Parveen, N.; Ahmad, M.F,; Wani, A.L.; Afrin, S.; Rahman, Y.; Jameel, S.; Khan, Y.A.; Siddique, H.R.; Tabish, M.; et al.
Evaluation of DNA interaction, genotoxicity and oxidative stress induced by iron oxide nanoparticles both in vitro and in vivo:
Attenuation by thymoquinone. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 6912. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Dadfar, S.M.; Roemhild, K.; Drude, N.I; von Stillfried, S.; Knitichel, R.; Kiessling, F,; Lammers, T. Iron oxide nanoparticles:
Diagnostic, therapeutic and theranostic applications. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 2019, 138, 302-325. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sun, J.H.; Zhang, Y.L.; Qian, S.P; Yu, X.B.; Xie, H.Y; Zhou, L.; Zheng, S.S. Assessment of biological characteristics of mesenchymal
stem cells labeled with superparamagnetic iron oxide particles in vitro. Mol. Med. Rep. 2012, 5, 317-320. [PubMed]

Chang, YK, Liu, Y.P,; Ho, ].H.; Hsu, S.C.; Lee, O.K. Amine-surface-modified superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles interfere
with differentiation of human mesenchymal stem cells. J. Orthop. Res. 2012, 30, 1499-1506. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cromer Berman, S.M.; Kshitiz Wang, C.J.; Orukari, I.; Levchenko, A.; Bulte, ].W.; Walczak, P. Cell motility of neural stem cells is
reduced after SPIO-labeling, which is mitigated after exocytosis. Magn. Reason. Med. 2013, 69, 255-262. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1759(83)90303-4
http://doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2016.334
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27787519
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0736-0266(02)00018-9
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.284.5411.143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10102814
http://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4644(199702)64:2&lt;295::AID-JCB12&gt;3.0.CO;2-I
http://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-199910001-00017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10546644
http://doi.org/10.1111/jop.12921
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms140815910
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2016.07.032
http://doi.org/10.1089/ten.tea.2019.0009
http://doi.org/10.1517/17425247.2013.747507
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2015.08.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26271592
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2012.01.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22269213
http://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S13244
http://doi.org/10.1021/tx800064j
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18710264
http://doi.org/10.1021/cr2002596
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22216932
http://doi.org/10.1021/es060691k
http://doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/25/42/425101
http://doi.org/10.3109/01480545.2014.919584
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-43188-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31061500
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2019.01.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30639256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22011913
http://doi.org/10.1002/jor.22088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22337660
http://doi.org/10.1002/mrm.24216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22374813

Materials 2021, 14, 263 20 of 20

89.

90.

91.

92.

Jasmin; Torres, A.L.M.; Nunes, H.M.; Passipieri, J.A.; Jelicks, L.A.; Gasparetto, E.L.; Spray, D.C.; Campos de Carvalho, A.C,;
Mendez-Otero, R. Optimized labeling of bone marrow mesenchymal cells with superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles and
in vivo visualization by magnetic resonance imaging. J. Nanobiotechnology 2011, 9, 4.

Nohroudi, K.; Arnhold, S.; Berhorn, T.; Addicks, K.; Hoehn, M.; Himmelreich, U. In vivo MRI stem cell tracking requires balancing
of detection limit and cell viability. Cell Transpl. 2010, 19, 431—441. [CrossRef]

Soenen, S.J.; Illyes, E.; Vercauteren, D.; Braeckmans, K.; Majer, Z.; De Smedt, S.C.; De Cuyper, M. The role of nanoparticle
concentration-dependent induction of cellular stress in the internalization of non-toxic cationic magnetoliposomes. Biomaterials
2009, 30, 6803-6813. [CrossRef]

Soenen, S.J.; Nuytten, N.; De Meyer, S.E,; De Smedt, S.C.; De Cuyper, M. High intracellular iron oxide nanoparticle concentrations
affect cellular cytoskeleton and focal adhesion kinase-mediated signaling. Small 2010, 6, 832-842. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.3727/096368909X484699
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2009.08.050
http://doi.org/10.1002/smll.200902084

	Introduction 
	Material and Methods 
	Isolation and Expansion of Human Adipose Tissue-Derived Stromal Cells (hASCs) 
	Labeling of hASCs with VSOPs 
	Detection of VSOPs-Labeled hASCs with Prussian Blue Staining and TEM 
	High-Resolution MR Imaging (MRI) 

	Genotoxicity 
	Alkaline Single-Cell Microgel Electrophoresis (Comet) Assay 
	Chromosomal Aberration (CA) Test 

	Cell Viability and Proliferation 
	Trypan Blue Exclusion Test 
	MTT Assay 
	Proliferation Analysis 

	Scratch Assay for Wound Healing 
	Multilineage Differentiation Potential 
	Histology 
	Real Time-PCR Analyses 

	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	Labeling of hASCs with VSOPs 
	Detection of VSOPs-Labeled hASCs 
	High-Resolution MRI 

	Genotoxicity 
	Comet Assay 
	Chromosomal Aberration (CA) Test 

	Cell Viability and Proliferation Capacity 
	Trypan Blue Exclusion Test 
	MTT Assay Proliferation Analyses 

	Scratch Assay for Wound Healing 
	Multilineage Differentiation Potential 

	Discussion 
	References

