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บทคัดยอ 

ความพยายามในการแยกและเลีย้งเซลลตนกําเนิดของเม็ดเลือดแดงจากเลือดสายสะดือเด็กแรกเกิดน้ัน

ไดผลดี เม่ือทําการแยกดวยอุปกรณที่มีขายดวยการนําเขาจากตางประเทศ การแยกเซลลโดยอาศัยแรง

ดึงดูดของแมเหล็กใหมีประสิทธิภาพสูงน้ันตองใชวธิีการจับเซลลน้ันดวยสารที่มีความจําเพาะตอโมเลกุล

บนผิวของเซลลน่ันคือ การใชแอนติบอดีที่ติดไวกับparamagnetic nanobead แตในปจจุบันนี้ยงัขาด

การศึกษาและความรูในลักษณะและคุณภาพของการจับติดกันระหวางเซลลกับnanobead  ในราย

งานวิจัยน้ีจึงศึกษาอัตราการจับติดกันทั้งแบบที่มีและไมมีความจําเพาะตอกันระหวางparamagnetic 

nanobead ขนาด 150 nm กับเซลลที่มีและไมมีความจําเพาะตอกัน  ปริมาณของnanobead ที่จับอยูบน

ผิวเซลลสามารถวัดไดดวยspectrophotometry แสดงผลใหเห็นวาอัตราการจับของnanobead กับเซลล

ตั้งแตระยะเริม่ตนจนถึงระดับอ่ิมตัวน้ันสมัพันธกับความเขมขนของnanobeadที่ใช สวนในการทดสอบ

แยกเซลลเม็ดเลือดขาวชนิดCD3+น้ันพบวาโอกาสที่จะเกิดการจับกันระหวางเซลลกับnanobead น้ันมี

สูงถึง 80 เทาตัวเม่ือเทยีบกับการจับแบบไมจําเพาะ  

ประการตอมาคือการแยกชนิดเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนออกจากกันเพ่ือใชเลี้ยงเชื้อมาลาเรียชนิด P.vivax 

น้ัน ยังไมสามารถทําให antibody ที่ตองการไปติดอยูบน nanobead ได จึงไมมีคุณภาพดีพอมาใชงาน

แยกเซลลดังกลาวได ในงานสวนนี้ยังทําไมสําเร็จ 
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Abstract 

An attempt to isolate and cultivate hematopoietic stem cells from cord blood has been 

successful considering the application of a commercialized antibody-conjugated nanobeads 

imported from other countries. Specific labelling of target cell surfaces using antibody-

conjugated paramagnetic nanobeads is essential for efficient magnetic cell separation. 

However, studies examining parameters determining the kinetics of bead-cell binding are 

scarce. The present study determines the binding rates for specific and unspecific binding of 

150 nm paramagnetic nanobeads to highly purified target and non-target cells. Beads bound to 

cells were enumerated spectrophotometrically. Results show that the initial bead-cell binding 

rate and saturation levels depend on initial bead concentration. Unspecific binding within 

conventional experimental was not detectable photometrically. For CD3-positive cells, the 

probability of specific binding was found to be around 80 times larger than that of unspecific 

binding. 

However, the second part of this project attempting to isolate various stages of erythrocytes 

from cultivated hematopoietic stem cells in order to serve as new target cells for P.vivax 

malaria parasite is not successful. Due to the fact that the selected antibody used in 

conjugation with the nanobead did not render a satisfactory amount of the cells and neither the 

specific cell isolation. Therefore, the attempt to cultivate P.vivax malaria parasite in vitro is not 

successful. 

 

 

 

Keywords: high gradient magnetic separation; bead-cell binding; iron content; paramagnetic 

nanoparticles; magnetic labeling; cell separation  
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Executive Summary 

การเลี้ยงเช้ือมาลาเรียชนิดไวแว็กซอยางตอเน่ืองดวยการใชเซลลเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนที่ผลิต

โดยการเลี้ยงและแยกเซลลตนกําเนิดดวยhigh-gradient magnetic separation 

Development of continuous culture of Plasmodium vivax: Modified procedures using 

erythroblasts isolated  from human hematopoietic stem cells by high-gradient magnetic 

separation. 

 

Rationale of the study 

 Plasmodium falciparum and Plasmodium vivax are the two most prevalent human 

malaria parasites. In recently years, P. vivax has become a major public health problem in 

many regions of the world (Mendis et al., 2001; Sattabongkot et al., 2004). Thailand is one of 

the malaria-endemic countries where P. vivax has become the most prevalent human malaria 

parasite. Chloroquine-resistant P. vivax strains have been reported in many P. vivax-endemic 

regions (Rieckmann et al., 1989; Baird et al., 1996). In addition, understanding of the host 

immunity to P. vivax infection is scanty due to the lack of parasite materials for in vitro studies.  

Although recent efforts in culturing P. vivax have led to the development of a short-term culture 

method (Chotivanich et al., 2001), establishment of a continuous in vitro culture system for this 

parasite proves very difficult. A major obstacle is the selective invasion of erythroblast by the 

parasite (Panichakul et al., 2007). Therefore, continuous in vitro cultivation of the P. vivax 

parasite depends on the unlimited production of erythroblastic cells to serve as host cells.  

Several successful attempts to cycle P. vivax in continuous culture used reticulocyte-enriched 

blood either from monkeys that were treated with a hemolytic drug (Mons et al., 1988), or from 

hemochromatosis patients (Golenda et al., 1997), or from human cord blood (Udomsangpetch 

et al., 2007; Udomsangpetch et al., 2008). However, these procedures have received very 

limited applications in P. vivax research due to its labor-intensiveness and the unavailability of 

reticulocyte-enriched human blood. 
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 Research in P. vivax malaria often requires in vitro manipulations of the parasite field 

isolates for more extended period. In recognition of this need and based on the techniques we 

recently report (Panichakul et al. 2007); we therefore propose to develop a modified procedure 

for unlimited production of human erythroblasts to maintain the continuous culture of P. vivax. 

The materials produced by the in vitro cultivation of P. vivax will support abundant number of 

projects that have not been studied in this malaria parasite over the past decades. The 

products of this project will enhance various studies of P. vivax in different geographic regions, 

and significantly strengthen the success of several other researchers of the malaria community. 

Objectives  

1. Produce human hematopoietic stem cell line to provide unlimited erythroblasts for 

research use. 

2. Develop a simple and low cost cell separation technique for hematopoietic stem cells. 

3. Establish a continuous culture line of P. vivax parasite. 

Methods 

Part I – Production of erythroblastic cells 

A.1. Isolation and production of hematopoietic stem cells from human cord blood 

 Human umbilical cord blood samples obtained from Ramathibodi Hospital will be used 

for hematopoietic stem cell (HSCs) isolation. Cord blood collection (ID 04-45-16, see Appendix) 

has been approved by the Ethical Committee of Research on Human Being from Ramathibodi 

Hospital, Faculty of Medicine, Mahidol University, Bangkok, Thailand. 

A.2. Separation of mononuclear cells and isolation of stem cells 

 Mononuclear cells (MNCs) from cord blood will be separated by LymphoPrep TM 

solution (Schlenke et al. 1998). The CD133+ hematopoietic stem cells (HSCs) will be isolated 

by magnetic microbead selection, and Mini-MACS columns (Miltenyi Biotech,Germany) then 

cultured with Stemline II medium in 6-well plate for producing gRBCs.  
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A.3. Isolation of HSCs by high gradient magnetic separation (HGMS) 

HGMS technology (Bhakdi&Malasit 2007) is adapted for use with hematopoietic stem cells and 

erythroblastic cells. The HGMS device consists of a horseshoe magnet, a separation column, 

and a fluid reservoir. HSC are labelled with magnetic microbeads as described above and 

separated by the HGMS separating column. 

A.4. Propagation of hematopoietic stem cells 

 HSCs/CD133+ cells will be cultured in Stemline II medium supplemented with stem cell 

factor, IL-3, hydrocortisone, transferring, humulin® N, ferrous sulfate, monothioglycerol. The 

cells will be diluted with the complete Stemline II medium every 4 days for expansion of the 

HSC. The HSC are cultured in Stemline II medium with transferrin, humulin® N, ferrous sulfate, 

monothioglycerol and erythropoietin (EPO) for production of erythroblastic cells. All cultures will 

be incubated in the CO2 incubator at 37�C with 5% CO2. 

A.5. Determination of the culture quality and analysis of cell differentiation 

Discontinuous gradients (30-60%) of Percoll (Sigma-Aldrich, Inc, USA) are used to separate 

heterogeneous cell populations from the cell culture on day 10. Each cell fraction is separated, 

washed twice with RPMI medium by centrifugation at 1,000 g for 10 min. Differential 

enumeration of each cell type is performed by morphological examination of Giemsa’s stained 

cells using light microscope (Olympus BX50, Japan). 

B. Isolation and production of hematopoietic stem cells from induced pluripotent stem 

cells 

B.1. Induced pluripotent stem cells (IPS) 

Production of hematopoietic stem cells is modified from Ye et al. 2009. In our system, induction 

of human fibroblasts is performed by co-transfection with pMXs retroviral vectors, containing the 

human genes Oct3/4, Sox2, Klf4, c-Myc, Nmyc, Nanog, and Lin28 (Addgene). Early 

erythroblastic cells will be enriched by buffer optimized HGMS. 
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Part II - Cultivation, isolation and characterisation of P.vivax-infected red blood cells 

Patient recruitment 

Patients with P. vivax parasitemia visiting the Malaria Clinic in Mae Sot district, Tak province 

are recruited to the project. The human use protocol has been approved by the Ethical Review 

Committee of Mahidol University. Parasite infection is confirmed by microscopic examination of 

thin and thick blood films. After informed consent is obtained, 5 ml of blood are withdrawn into 

a heparinized tube. 

Parasite cultures 

P.vivax-infected red blood cells at mature stages, i.e. schizonts, are enriched by 60% Percoll 

gradient separation techniques. The parasites and erythroblast are mixed and cultured as 

described by Panichakul et al. 2007. Parasitemia and maturation are determined by Giemsa’s 

staining of thick blood films.  
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การแยกเซลลโดยอาศัยแรงดึงดูดของแมเหล็กใหมีประสิทธิภาพสูงน้ันตองใชวธิีการจับเซลลน้ันดวยสาร

ที่มีความจําเพาะตอโมเลกุลบนผวิของเซลลน่ันคือ การใชแอนติบอดีที่ติดไวกับparamagnetic 

nanobead แตในปจจุบันนีย้ังขาดการศึกษาและความรูในลักษณะและคุณภาพของการจับติดกันระหวาง

เซลลกับnanobead ในรายงานวิจัยน้ีจึงศกึษาอัตราการจับติดกันทั้งแบบที่มีและไมมีความจําเพาะตอกัน

ระหวางparamagnetic nanobead ขนาด 150 nm กับเซลลที่มีและไมมีความจําเพาะตอกัน ปริมาณของ

nanobead ที่จับอยูบนผิวเซลลสามารถวดัไดดวยspectrophotometry แสดงผลใหเห็นวาอัตราการจับ

ของnanobead กับเซลลตั้งแตระยะเริ่มตนจนถึงระดับอ่ิมตัวน้ันสัมพันธกับความเขมขนของnanobeadที่

ใชและfit curves ของสมการ A(1-exp(-kt)) แตการวัดระดับการจับแบบไมจําเพาะภายในระยะเวลา 60 

นาทีที่ทําการทดลองนั้นไมสามารถวัดดวยวิธsีpectrophotometry น้ี ในการทดสอบแยกเซลลเม็ดเลือด

ขาวชนิดCD3+น้ันพบวาโอกาสที่จะเกิดการจับกันระหวางเซลลกับnanobead น้ันมีสูงถึง 80 เทาตัวเม่ือ

เทียบกับการจับแบบไมจําเพาะ 

Keywords: high gradient magnetic separation; bead-cell binding; iron content; paramagnetic 

nanoparticles, magnetic labelling, cell separation 

 

2. Shahid Waseem, Rachanee Udomsangpetch, Sebastian C. Bhakdi.  

Buffer optimized high gradient magnetic separation: Collision theory predicts target cell 

capture rates. Submitted to Journal of Immunological Methods in 2013. (The present 

manuscript has investigated the effect of bead concentration and target cell 

concentration on the capture rate of CD14 positive cells and CD3 positive cells. The 

study also provides insight into the effect of bead size on capture rates in high gradient 

magnetic cell separation. Building on the insights of this study, improved protocols for 

HGMS isolation of cells with low antigen expression, like certain groups of stem cells, 

can be developed.) 

However the Editor informed us that they could not find any Reviewer for the 

manuscript (The letter from the Editor is enclosed below.)  

Sebastian Punyaratabandhu Bhakdi <sbhakdi@gmail.com> 

Your Submission  

Samuel Bader <jmmm@anl.gov> 21. August 2014 um 02:28 
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An: sbhakdi@gmail.com 

Ms. Ref. No.: MAGMAD1300540 

Title: Buffer optimized high gradient magnetic separation: target cell capture efficiency is 

predicted by linear bead capture theory. 

“Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials” 

Dear Dr.Med. Sebastian Chakrit Bhakdi, 

I apologize for the serious delay in the review process of your manuscript. We have 

been unable to find  reviewer to provide a review of your manuscript. Therefore we are 

returning it to you so that you can submit to a journal in your reference list where it will 

reach an appropriate audience.  

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to consider your work. 

Yours sincerely, 

Samuel D. Bader 

Editor 

Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 

For further assistance, please visit our customer support site at 

http://help.elsevier.com/app/answers/list/p/7923. Here you can search for solutions on a 

range of topics, find answers to frequently asked questions and learn more about EES 

via interactive tutorials. You will also find our 24/7 support contact details should you 

need any further assistance from one of our customer support representatives. 

 

การดําเนินงานในรอบปที่ผานมา 

 พยายามสรรหา Antibody ที่มีอยูเพ่ือการใชในงานแยกเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนตอไป แตยังหา

ไมได ถึงแมเราทําการแยกและเลีย้งเม็ดเลอืดแดงตัวออนไดดีระดับหน่ึงแลว แตการแยกชนิดเม็ดเลือด

แดงตัวออนแตละระยะออกจากกันเพ่ือการเลี้ยงเชื้อ Plasmodium vivax น้ันทําไดยากหากไมมี 

Antibody ที่จําเพาะตอเซลลระยะดังกลาว 

 Dr. Sebastian ผูรับผิดชอบดานการผลติ nanobeads เพ่ือติดกับ antibody ที่จําเพาะตอเม็ด

เลือดแดงตัวออนก็ยังพัฒนาไมสําเร็จดังคาดไว 
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ผลที่ไดรับจากทดลองการเลี้ยงเม็ดเลอืดแดงตวัออน 

การเลี้ยงและเตรียมเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออน 

การทดสอบการเก็บเม็ดเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนอายุ7วันของการเพาะเลี้ยง เก็บไวในถังแชแขง็ 

(Liquid nitrogen) ในระยะเวลาตางๆกัน ผลการศึกษาพบวา ภายหลังจากการที่เก็บเซลลไวเปน

ระยะเวลา ตั้งแต 1 เดือนถึง 6 เดือน  พบวาปริมาณเซลลที่มีชีวติอยู 100%  แตถาหากเก็บไวถึง 1 ป 

พบปริมาณเซลลที่มีชวีติอยู 97.06+1.42%  

สวนการเจริญเติบโตของเซลลภายหลังแชแข็งและทําการเพาะเลี้ยงตออีกหน่ึงสัปดาหน้ันพบวาเซลล

เหลาน้ีเจริญไดดี และมี viability ดี  

ตารางแสดงผลการทดสอบการเก็บเม็ดเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนแชแขง็ (Liquid nitrogen) ในระยะเวลา

ตางๆกัน  

Time 

(months) 

% of cell viability during re-cultivation post cryopreservation 

Day 7 Day 9 Day 11 Day 13 Day15

1 100 100 98.24+0.42 95.3+0.89 94.41+1.29

3 100 100 98.15+0.38 95.45+0.85 94.67+0.62

6 100 97.99+0.82 96.45+0.95 94.72+0.42 93.66+0.93

12 97.06+1.42 96.05+0.79 92.39+0.82 90.78+0.82 87.52+0.95

 

กราฟที่ 1 แสดงผลการเก็บเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนแชแขง็ (Liquid nitrogen) เปนเวลา 1 เดือนและ

เพาะเลี้ยงเซลลตอเน่ืองหน่ึงสัปดาห 
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กราฟที่ 2 แสดงผลการเก็บเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนแชแขง็ (Liquid nitrogen) เปนเวลา 3 เดือนและ

เพาะเลี้ยงเซลลตอเนื่องหน่ึงสัปดาห 

  

กราฟที่ 3 แสดงผลการเก็บเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนแชแขง็ (Liquid nitrogen) เปนเวลา 6 เดือนและ

เพาะเลี้ยงเซลลตอเนื่องหน่ึงสัปดาห 
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กราฟที่ 4 แสดงผลการเก็บเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนแชแขง็ (Liquid nitrogen) เปนเวลา 12 เดือนและ

เพาะเลี้ยงเซลลตอเน่ืองหน่ึงสัปดาห 

  

 

กราฟที่ 5 แสดงการเปรียบเทียบviability ของเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนอายุ 7 วันหลงัจากการเก็บเซลลไวใน

ถังแชแข็ง (Cryopreservation in liquid nitrogen) นาน  1, 3, 6 และ12 เดือน และเพาะเลี้ยงเซลล

ตอเน่ืองหน่ึงสัปดาห พบวาไมมีความแตกตางกัน และการแชแข็งเซลลเชนน้ีมีคุณภาพดี 
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Viability of human erythroid cells in the culture post cryopreservation 
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กราฟที่ 6 แสดงปริมาณเปรียบเทียบการเจริญเพ่ิมจํานวนของเม็ดเลอืดแดงตัวออนที่เพาะเลี้ยงหลังจาก

การเก็บเซลลอายุ 7 วันไวในถังแชแข็ง (Cryopreservation in liquid nitrogen) นาน  1, 3, 6 และ12 

เดือน  

 

Proliferation of erythroid cells under in vitro cultivation 

 

 

Time (months) Cell Number (x106)
Day7 Day9 Day11 Day13 Day15

1 1 9.1+0.24 28.4+0.89 52.6+1.24 63.8+1.1
3 1 8.7+1.19 30.3+1.12 48.5+0.46 55.3+0.53
6 1 8.9+0.23 26.1+0.67 47.2+0.12 60.9+0.87
12 1 7.3+1.52 22.3+1.1 45.8+0.93 50.6+0.47
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กราฟที่ 7 แสดงปริมาณเปรียบเทียบการเจริญเพ่ิมจํานวนของเม็ดเลอืดแดงตัวออนที่เพาะเลี้ยงในอาหาร

ชนิดตางๆที่มีขายในปจจุบนัแบบ serum-free  โดยเริ่มใชเซลล CD133+ จํานวน 1×105 เซลลที่แยก

จากเลือดสายสะดือเด็กแรกคลอดและเลี้ยงไวนาน 15 วนั 

 

Proliferation of erythroid cells in 3 serum-free culture media 

                                               

     

  
 

Summary Results: Stemline ll is excellent for cell multiplication in vitro without serum 
supplement. 

 
Media Cell Number (x106)

Day0 Day5 Day7 Day9 Day11 Day13 Day15
1. Stemline II 0.1 0.9* 3.8* 6.7* 7.6 8 8.2
2. Powerstem 0.1 0.05 0.1 0.05 0 0 0
3. Powerstem Complete 0.1 0.8* 1.8 2 3.6 3.8 4.1
4. Powerstem Complete+G+C 0.1 0.2 1 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.2

Stemline II

Powerstem

Powerstem Complete

Powerstem Complete+G+C

Powerstem+G+C

Stemspan

Stemspan+G+C
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5. Powerstem+G+C 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.3
6. Stemspan 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.05 0 0 0
7. Stemspan+G+C 0.1 0.6 2 1.6 2 2.2 1.8
ผลงานวิจยัที่ตีพิมพในวารสารวิชาการระดับนานาชาต ิ
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ปญหาและอุปสรรค 

 ความพยายามในการเลี้ยงและเตรียมเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนเพ่ือเก็บไวเลี้ยงเช้ือมาลาเรียชนิด P. 

vivax เราทําการแยกและเลีย้งเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนไดดี แตการแยกชนิดเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนแตละระยะ

ออกจากกันนั้นทําไดยาก เพราะไมสามารถหา antibody ที่จําเพาะตอระยะตางๆของเม็ดเลือดแดงตัว

ออนได 

การพัฒนาวิธกีารแยกเซลลเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนดวย high-gradient magnetic separation ยังมี

ปญหาดานคุณภาพการเตรียม nanomagnetic beads ไมได และเม่ือไมมี antibody ที่ดีมาประกอบเขา

ไป เราก็ไมสามารถทําการแยกเม็ดเลือดแดงตัวออนแตละระยะออกมาใชงานการเลีย้งเชื้อไดตามที่เสนอ

งานไว  
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Abstract: Specific labelling of target cell surfaces using antibody-conjugated paramagnetic 
nanobeads is essential for efficient magnetic cell separation. However, studies examining 
parameters determining the kinetics of bead-cell binding are scarce. The present study 
determines the binding rates for specific and unspecific binding of 150 nm paramagnetic 
nanobeads to highly purified target and non-target cells. Beads bound to cells were 
enumerated spectrophotometrically. Results show that the initial bead-cell binding rate  
and saturation levels depend on initial bead concentration and fit curves of the form  
A(1 − exp(−kt)). Unspecific binding within conventional experimental time-spans (up to 60 min) 
was not detectable photometrically. For CD3-positive cells, the probability of specific 
binding was found to be around 80 times larger than that of unspecific binding. 

Keywords: high gradient magnetic separation; bead-cell binding; iron content; 
paramagnetic nanoparticles; magnetic labeling; cell separation 
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1. Introduction 

Magnetic labelling of cells with paramagnetic nanoparticles is widely used in biomedical sciences. 
Labelled cells are used in research as well as in clinical diagnostics and therapy, facilitating a range of 
applications from magnetic cell separation [1] and clinical imaging to targeted drug delivery [2].  
The present paper focuses on labelling of cells for magnetic separation of target cells from 
heterogeneous cell suspensions. For magnetic cell separation in biomedical sciences, high gradient 
magnetic separation (HGMS) is the most widely used technique, with over 12,000 studies published [3]. 
Other separation technologies include magnetohydrostatic separation [1,4–7], magnetohydrodynamic 
separation, and separation using eddy currents [8,9]. 

In most magnetic cell separation protocols, target cells are labelled with magnetic nanobeads that 
are conjugated to specific antibodies [10]. The efficiency of magnetic separation is influenced by 
factors related to the hardware of the magnetic separation system used and factors determined by the 
quality of the magnetic labelling of cells which depend on the properties or quality of the magnetic 
nanobeads employed [11]. An ideal magnetic nanobead-based cell labelling system would offer 
completely specific binding of beads to target cells while completely avoiding binding of beads to  
non-target cells [12]. To optimize a nanobead-based magnetic separation system, it is therefore crucial 
to understand the kinetics of specific and unspecific binding of beads to cells. 

Previous studies have shown the negative impact of unspecific binding on the downstream recovery 
rate and purity of the target cells. It was established that optimization of bead concentration can 
minimize capture of non-target cells during HGMS [13,14]. 

The present study determines the binding rates for specific and unspecific binding of 150 nm 
paramagnetic beads to target and non-target cells using highly purified populations of untouched  
CD3- and CD14-positive cells. These cells often need to be separated in biomedical research.  
Hence the model is deemed relevant to a large number of biomedical studies. The model allows us to 
calculate the average number of beads per cell by optimized spectrophotometric measurement of total 
iron in well-defined populations of labelled target and non-target cells or, in other words, in models of 
specific and unspecific bead-cell binding. 

2. Results 

2.1. Characterization of Paramagnetic Nanobeads 

Manufacturer information described beads as polymer embedded, multi-domain iron oxide cores 
covalently conjugated to antibodies. Transmission electron microscope (TEM) images showed the iron 
oxide cores of nanobeads. As expected, the polymer matrix of the nanobeads could not be visualized 
by TEM. From TEM imaging, the iron oxide cores are estimated to measure 30–50 nm (Figure 1A).  
X-ray diffraction (XRD) confirmed that the iron oxide crystals consist of pure magnetite (Fe3O4)  
with a characteristic pattern of peaks at angles (2θ) of 30.1, 35.5, 43.1, 53.4, 57.0 and 62.6  
which correspond to the Miller indices shown in Figure 1B. Dynamic light scattering (DLS) of  
antibody-conjugated magnetic nanobeads returned a mean diameter of 158 and 156 nm for anti-CD3 
and anti-CD14 beads, respectively, which is consistent with polymer embedding of magnetite crystals 
as seen in TEM and XRD (Figure 1C). TEM and XRD data are consistent with superparamagnetic iron 
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oxide (magnetite) nanoparticles as described previously [15,16] and with data provided by the 
manufacturer. Determination of the antibody concentration of the nanobeads via a UV-Vis 
spectrophotometer showed 40 µg of antibodies per mg of nanobeads. 

Figure 1. Characterization of paramagnetic nanobeads. (A) TEM micrograph of  
antibody-conjugated magnetic nanobeads. The multi-domain iron oxide cores from two 
nanobeads are visible. Bar size is 100 nm; (B) XRD pattern of antibody-conjugated 
magnetic nanobeads; (C) Size distribution of antibody-conjugated magnetic nanobeads is 
shown by a dynamic light scattering (DLS) graph. Ten replicates, as shown by peaks of 
different colours, were analysed. 

 

2.2. Enrichment of Untouched CD3- and CD14-Positive Cells by Flow Cytometry 

Negative isolation of untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells was performed as described in the 
Experimental Section. Over 95% purity was achieved for untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells in all 
the experiments. One representative experiment is shown in Figure 2. 

2.3. Standard Curve 

Standard curves were generated for varying amounts of magnetic nanobeads with or without peripheral 
blood mononuclear cells (PBMC) using the method described in the Experimental Section. Two million 
PBMC were used for each data point. A linear relationship was determined between absorbance and 
number of magnetic beads (Figure 3). The presence of PBMC did not show any significant 
interference with the linearity of the relationship, especially in the range that proved to be relevant for 
kinetic experiments (up to 1010 beads). Calculations for the number of beads per cell for specific or 
unspecific binding in the proceeding experiments were made according to the standard curve of iron 
with PBMC (solid line, Figure 3). 
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Figure 2. Flow cytometric analysis of untouched CD14- and CD3-positive cells separated 
by buffer optimized high gradient magnetic separation (HGMS) (negative selection). Plots 
show CD14- and CD3-positive cells before and after magnetic separation. CD14-positive 
cells were enriched from 17% to 95% and CD3-positive cells from 62% to 96%. 

 

Figure 3. Standard curves for the number of magnetic beads with (solid line, dots) or 
without peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMC) (dashed line, crosses). For both 
standard curves R2 = 0.99. In this and later figures, data points are the mean of triplicate 
values. Vertical lines (sometimes smaller than the plotted points) indicate the range  
of values. 
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2.4. Quantification of Time-Dependent Binding of Magnetic Nanobeads to Target Cells 

Specific binding assays were performed using anti-CD3 and anti-CD14 conjugated magnetic 
nanobeads with purified, untouched CD3-positive cells and CD14-positive cells, respectively.  
To determine the rate of unspecific binding of antibody-coated beads to cells, anti-CD3 labelled beads 
were incubated with untouched CD14-positive cells and vice versa. 

Specific and unspecific binding kinetics of nanobeads to target cells were determined at time points 
varying from 5–45 and 30–300 min, respectively. 

2.4.1. Kinetics of Nanobead Binding to Untouched CD3-Positive Cells 

The kinetics of specific time-dependent binding of nanobeads to purified untouched CD3-positive 
cells was determined for different concentrations of nanobeads and target cells. The experiment with 
the lowest nanobead concentration (8 µg/100 µL), where the target cell concentration was maintained 
at 5 × 105 cells/100 µL, did not reach saturation (grey dashed line and square dots, Figure 4). 
Nanobead concentrations of 16 µg/100 µL (dotted line, Figure 4) and 32 µg/100 µL (black dashed line, 
Figure 4) where target cell concentrations were maintained at 1 × 106/100 and 2 × 106/100 µL, 
respectively, reached saturation after 20 or 30 min of incubation. Interestingly, higher saturation levels 
were achieved for higher concentrations of nanobeads and higher bead-to-cell ratios. 

Figure 4. Time-dependent binding of anti-CD3 conjugated magnetic nanobeads to 
untouched CD3-positive cells. In this figure and the next, data are fitted to saturation-type 
curves of the form A(1 − exp(−kt)) where t is the incubation time. Solid black and grey line 
and round dots: 32 µg beads/100 µL, 106 cells/100 µL, R2 = 0.95 and 0.99 (cells from two 
different donors); black dashed line and square dots: 32 µg beads/100 µL, 2 × 106 cells/100 µL, 
R2 = 0.99; dotted line and squares: 16 µg beads/100 µL, 106 cells/100 µL, R2 = 0.95;  
grey dashed line and square dots: 8 µg beads/100 µL, 5 × 105 cells/100 µL, R2 = 0.98.  

 

The effect of different blood donors on the kinetics of bead-cell binding was assessed by keeping 
the concentrations of nanobeads (32 µg/100 µL) and untouched CD3-positive cells (1 × 106/100 µL) 
constant. Similar kinetics of bead-cell binding and equal numbers of nanobeads per cell at saturation  
(~4000 beads per cell) were obtained for the two experiments based on blood samples from two 
different donors (solid lines, Figure 4). 
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2.4.2. Kinetics of Nanobead Binding to Untouched CD14-Positive Cells 

Kinetics of specific time-dependent binding of nanobeads to highly pure untouched CD14-positive 
cells were determined for different concentrations of nanobeads keeping the target cell concentrations 
constant. Saturation levels of around 3500 and 5000 nanobeads per cell were obtained in experiments 
where the concentration of nanobeads was 16 µg/100 µL (dashed and grey lines) and 32 µg/100 µL 
(solid line), respectively. As with the CD3 cells, the saturation levels were higher for the larger  
bead-to-cell ratio case (Figure 5). 

Figure 5. Time-dependent binding of anti-CD14 conjugated magnetic nanobeads to 
untouched CD14-positive cells. Solid line: 32 µg beads/100 µL, R2 = 0.98; dashed line and 
circles, dotted line and square dots: 16 µg beads/100 µL, R2 = 0.98 and 0.99. Concentration 
of target cells: 1 × 106/100 µL. The experiments are from samples from three different 
blood donors. 

 

2.4.3. Maximum Bead Saturation of Cells: Specific Binding Assays 

To determine the saturation level of specific nanobead-cell binding, saturation experiments were 
performed by adding an excess of beads, as described in the Experimental Section. It was observed 
that repeated incubation (“multi-step incubation”) of cells with beads increased the number of beads 
per cell to approximately 10,000. After three steps of bead-cell incubation, the numbers of beads per 
cell did not increase further. Similar results were found for both anti-CD3 (open circles) and  
anti-CD14 (solid circles) conjugated magnetic nanobeads (Figure 6). 

2.4.4. Unspecific Binding Assays 

To examine the rates of unspecific binding of beads to cells, highly purified, untouched populations 
of CD3 positive cells were incubated with CD14-specific beads and vice versa. Around 1000 nanobeads 
per cell were obtained after 5 h of incubation (Figure 7). The binding rate for unspecific binding was 
found to be 3.3 beads/cell/min (R2 = 0.95). This scales to 5.0 beads/cell/min for a bead concentration 
of 1012/mL. 
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Figure 6. Maximum saturation level for target cells was determined by using multi-step 
incubation, as described in the Experimental Section. Solid and open circles represent the 
number of beads per untouched CD14- and CD3-positive cell, respectively. 

 

Figure 7. Time-dependent unspecific binding of anti-CD14 conjugated magnetic 
nanobeads to untouched CD3-positive cells. Concentration of nanobeads: 16 µg/100 µL; 
concentration of target cells: 106/100 µL. 

 

2.5. Initial Binding Rate 

The initial binding rate was determined by calculating the initial slopes of time-dependent binding 
curves of untouched CD3- and CD14-positive cells. The initial binding rate (the number of beads 
binding to a cell per minute) was found to vary linearly with the initial bead concentration (Figure 8). 
The initial binding rate of beads to untouched CD3-positive cells (solid line, slope 390) is less than that 
of beads to untouched CD14-positive cells (dashed line, slope 550). Correlation of initial binding rate 
with initial bead concentration for CD3- and CD14-positive cells was found to be significant with R2 
values of 0.69 and 0.97, respectively. The slope for specific (plus unspecific) binding to CD3 positive 
cells is 390/5.0 = 80 times larger than the slope would be for unspecific binding to CD3 positive cells. 
When there is a small amount of unspecific binding, this is roughly the ratio of probabilities for 
specific and unspecific binding, as is described further in the discussion. 
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Figure 8. Initial rate of bead-cell binding as a function of initial bead concentration.  
Solid line and dots: CD3; dashed line and circles: CD14.  

 

3. Discussion 

HGMS is the most widely used magnetic cell separation technique for the isolation of magnetically 
labeled cells from cell suspensions [17]. A cell labelled with magnetic nanobeads will be captured in 
the HGMS column if the magnetic force acting on the cell is larger than the drag and gravitational 
forces [8]. In principle, the magnetic force acting on the cell is proportional to its magnetic 
susceptibility [18], and the magnetic susceptibility of a cell is proportional to the number of magnetic 
nanobeads bound to the cell. 

To optimize any magnetic separation assay it is therefore crucial to understand the kinetics of 
specific and unspecific bead-cell binding in detail. Previously, unspecific bead-cell binding was 
examined as a function of bead concentration for different cell types [14]. However, to our knowledge, 
this is the first time that bead-cell binding kinetics has been examined by direct quantification of 
magnetic beads on populations of highly purified target and non-target cells. For both specific and 
unspecific binding assays, sensitive iron detection assays were adopted to determine average numbers 
of magnetic beads per cell. 

CD3-positive cells encompass the entire lymphocyte population present in PBMC, whereas  
CD14-positive cells are known as monocytes. Both cell types were previously described as expressing 
80,000–120,000 receptors per cell [19–24]. Lymphocytes are usually 8–12 µm across, whereas 
monocytes exist in two well-characterized populations with diameters of 8–10 and 16–20 µm [19–24].  
The ratio of the two monocyte populations can be assumed to be 2:1 (smaller:larger) in healthy 
individuals [19,23–25]. 

The antibody-conjugated magnetic nanobeads employed in the study were found to be 150–160 nm 
in diameter with magnetite crystal cores of 30–50 nm, as determined by DLS and TEM images. 

Results showed that the initial binding rate of beads to cells is proportional to the initial bead 
concentration employed during bead-cell incubation. Experimental data of time-dependent assays 
showed saturation-type curves for all cell- and bead-type combinations. 

We assume that the rate at which beads bind to cells (db/dt where b is the number of beads per cell) 
is proportional to the concentration of viable beads in solution (which is n0 − ncb where n0 is the initial 
bead concentration and nc is the concentration of cells) and to the remaining area on the cell that can be 
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occupied by beads (which is proportional to bmax − b where bmax is the maximum possible number of 
beads per cell). Hence db/dt = C(n0 − ncb)(bmax − b) where C is the constant of proportionality which is 
itself proportional to the probability of binding. The solutions to this equation are saturation type 
curves which have an initial value of db/dt (the initial binding rate when b is still small) of Cn0bmax. 
One would therefore expect that the initial binding rate is proportional to the bead concentration. 

Later during the course of bead-cell binding, the value of b levels off at bmax when n0 > ncbmax  
(i.e., when there are enough beads in solution to saturate the cells) and at n0/nc when n0 < ncbmax which 
is when there are not enough beads to saturate the cells. For the cases n0 > ncbmax and n0 < ncbmax,  
these saturation curves are approximately of the form A(1 − exp(−kt)). Indeed, as shown in the results,  
fitting saturation-type curves of the form A(1 − exp(−kt)) to the experimental data returned significant  
R² values, corroborating the assumption of classical, concentration-dependent saturation-type kinetics 
based on the theory outlined here. 

To determine the maximum possible number of beads per cell, multi-step incubation experiments 
were performed. These gave higher saturation levels than single-step incubation experiments with 
increased bead concentrations (data not shown). Regarding the cells as spheres, the cell surface area is 
4πR2 where R ~5 µm is the radius of a cell, and treating the attached nanobeads conjugated to 
antibodies as discs of radius r ~80 nm, it would appear that the maximum number of beads on a cell 
surface would be 4πR2f/(πr2) where f is the maximum fraction of the cell surface area that can be 
covered by beads without overlap. Assuming that f = π/  = 0.91, the value for close packing of 
discs on a plane, gives in the order of 14,000 beads per cell. Saturation levels in multi-step incubation 
experiments reached approximately 10,000 beads per cell, which seems consistent with the above 
calculation allowing for the fact that there is a distribution of cell and bead sizes. This also corresponds 
with previous studies that demonstrated steric saturation of cell surfaces with nanobeads [13]. 

Perhaps the more interesting observation is that experiments without multi-step binding protocol 
show slowing of bead-binding rates and apparent saturation at much lower levels of beads per cell.  
A possible explanation is that the quality of beads is probably not consistent even within the same 
batch. Firstly, during production of nanometre-sized particles, the number of functional groups 
essential for antibody conjugation is difficult to control per particle, as assays of individual particles 
are not yet possible. Secondly, after antibody-bead conjugation, orientation and functionality of 
antibodies is also random to a certain extent, which further increases variability between beads. Hence 
it can be assumed that during the incubation of a seemingly homogenous population of nanobeads with 
cells, high-quality (i.e., highly reactive) beads are depleted first, and leftover lower quality beads 
contribute to a progressively slowing bead-cell binding rate, which would result in the case of  
n0 < ncbmax, even if only looking at bead numbers would lead to the initial assumption n0 > ncbmax. 

This unknown distribution could partly be characterized by a combination of the change of  
the binding rate over time, the ratio of the maximum saturation levels in multi-step incubation 
experiments, and saturation levels observed in kinetic, single-incubation experiments. Elucidating 
further parameters to characterize the distribution in detail certainly warrants further research, since  
its better understanding harbours the potential to advance validation of assays involving binding of 
nanobeads to cells. 
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4. Experimental Section 

4.1. Preparation of Mononuclear Cells 

Whole blood was obtained from healthy donors after informed consent. PBMC were prepared by 
density gradient centrifugation as described previously [26]. Briefly, whole blood was mixed with an 
equal volume of PBS (Biochrom, Berlin, Germany). Subsequently, blood was pipetted on top of an 
equal volume of Lymphoprep (Axis-Shield PoC AS, Oslo, Norway) and centrifuged at 800× g for  
20 min at 20 °C. PBMC were collected at the interface and then washed twice with PBS at 300× g for 
10 min at 20 °C. Cell concentration was determined by haemocytometer (Boeco, Hamburg, Germany) 
using the trypan blue (Gibco, Life Technologies, Stockholm, Sweden) exclusion method. 

4.2. Characterization of Paramagnetic Nanobeads 

The 150 nm HMX anti-human anti-CD3, anti-CD14, and anti-biotin magnetic beads were  
from X-Zell Biotec, Bangkok, Thailand. According to the manufacturer, antibodies were conjugated to  
carboxyl-functionalized polysaccharide beads containing a multi-domain magnetite core by carbodiimide 
chemistry. The size distribution, morphology, and crystallinity of the nanobeads were determined by 
dynamic light scattering (DLS), transmission electron microscopy (TEM), and X-ray diffraction (XRD), 
respectively. For the DLS, the bead suspension was analysed in a Zetasizer (Malvern Instruments Ltd., 
Worcestershire, UK). For the TEM, an aqueous solution of the nanobeads was dispersed on a copper 
grid, dried under vacuum, and micrographs were recorded using a Hitachi-600 electron microscope at  
80 kV. The XRD experiment was performed using a Rigaku (TTRAX III) X-ray diffractometer with 
fixed monochromater at a wavelength and speed of 0.1542 nm and 3°/min, respectively. 

The amount of antibody on the beads was determined by a Bradford assay. Briefly, antibody-conjugated 
nanobeads were placed in Bradford solution for 60 min and the protein concentration was determined 
using a NanoDrop spectrophotometer ND-1000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) at 595 nm. 

4.3. Isolation of Untouched CD3- and CD14-Positive Cells 

4.3.1. Magnetic Labeling 

Untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells were isolated from PBMC using buffer-optimized HGMS, 
anti-biotin magnetic beads, and a biotinylated antibody cocktail. The cocktail contained anti-CD14,  
-CD16, -CD19, -CD123, -CD235a for untouched CD3-positive cells, and anti-CD3, -CD7 -CD16,  
-CD19, -CD56 -CD123, -CD235a for untouched CD14-positive cells. All reagents were from X-Zell 
Biotec, Bangkok, Thailand. Briefly, PBMC were resuspended in HGMS buffer (3% BSA/PBS,  
pH 7.4) and incubated with human TruStain FcX (BioLegend, San Diego, CA, USA) (5 µL per  
2 × 106 cells) for 5–10 min at 4 °C to block Fc receptors. 10 µL of biotinylated antibody cocktail  
(for untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells) was added and incubated for 10 min at 4 °C. Finally,  
anti-biotin magnetic beads were mixed and incubated for 15 min at 4 °C. The incubation mixture was 
shaken every 5 min by finger tapping and finally washed (300× g at 4 °C for 10 min). 

The incubation volume was maintained at 250 µL. Fresh, filtered, cold buffer (3% BSA/PBS,  
pH 7.4) was used in the assay. 
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4.3.2. Magnetic Isolation of Untouched CD3- and CD14-Positive Cells 

Magnetically labeled PBMC were resuspended in HGMS buffer (3% BSA/PBS, pH 7.4)  
(500 µL/107 cells) and subjected to magnetic separation as described previously [27]. Briefly, the 
HGMS column was filled with HGMS buffer. Air bubbles were removed by gentle finger tapping. The 
HGMS column was placed inside an HGMS magnet 5 min before loading the sample. The HGMS 
column was connected to a 26G/½-inch needle via a stopcock. Magnetically labelled PBMC  
were loaded onto the column while the stopcock was opened. The column was washed with  
8–10 mL buffer (0.5% BSA/PBS, pH 7.4) at a flow rate of 0.33 mL/min. The target cells (untouched 
CD3- or CD14-positive cells) were allowed to flow through. The flow-through was centrifuged and 
target cells were pelleted at 300× g for 10 min at 4 °C. The concentration of the target cells was 
measured using a haemocytometer by the trypan blue exclusion method. Fresh, filtered, cold buffers 
(3% BSA/PBS or 0.5% BSA/PBS; pH 7.4) were used in the assay. The HGMS columns and magnet 
were from X-Zell Biotec, Bangkok, Thailand. 

4.4. Flow Cytometry 

The purity of the untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells was determined using a FACScan flow 
cytometer (BD, Erembodegem, Belgium). Cells were labelled with anti-CD3 or anti-CD14 antibodies 
(Exbio, Prague, Czech Republic) conjugated with phycoerythrin (R-PE) or fluorescein (FITC)  
(Innova Biosciences, Cambridge, UK). Cells were analysed before and after magnetic separation to 
confirm enrichment. 10,000 events were acquired from each sample. Unstained untouched CD3- or  
CD14-positive cells (after magnetic separation) were used as a negative control. 

4.5. Quantification of the Average Number of Beads per Cell 

4.5.1. Standard Curve 

Non-coated 150 nm HMX beads were used in the assay (X-Zell Biotec, Bangkok, Thailand). The 
bead diameter was 150 nm and the bead concentration was 4.11 × 109 beads/µg. The average number 
of beads per cell was quantified by creating standard curves of known numbers of beads using a 
photometric iron quantification assay as described previously [4]. 

Briefly, magnetic beads in distilled water containing 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9 µg beads were placed in 1.5 mL 
centrifuge tubes (SPL Lifesciences, Gyeonggi-Do, Korea) and PBMC were added as indicated. The 
bead-cell mixture was dried at 70 °C overnight. After the liquid evaporated completely, dried magnetic 
beads were soaked in 100 µL HCl (5M) (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA), vortexed, 
and incubated at 60 °C for 4 h. Caps of the tubes were kept on to avoid evaporation. After incubation, 
two-fold dilution was made with freshly prepared 5% potassium hexacyanoferrate (II) (Fluka AG, 
Buchs, Switzerland) and the tubes were incubated for a further 35 min at room temperature in the dark. 
The mixture was centrifuged at 9700× g for 10 min. The iron content was quantified by measuring the 
absorption in a NanoDrop spectrophotometer ND-1000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) 
at 700 nm. Triplicate samples were analysed. 
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4.5.2. Magnetic Beads per Cell 

Kinetics of Bead-Cell Binding 

To determine the number of magnetic beads on untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells, the 
untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells (2 × 106 cells, and in one case, 5 × 105 cells) were incubated 
with anti-CD3 or anti-CD14 magnetic beads (X-Zell Biotec, Bangkok, Thailand), respectively, in  
5% BSA/PBS at 4 °C for 5–45 min. The incubation volume was maintained at 200 µL. Each cell 
suspension was agitated every 5 or 10 min by gentle tapping. 

At the end of the incubation period, the cell suspension was diluted up to 10 mL and washed twice 
at 300× g for 10 min at 4 °C to wash away unbound magnetic beads. The cells were then pelleted, 
dried at 70 °C overnight, and the average number of beads was obtained by determining the total iron 
content as described in 4.5.1. 

Maximum Bead Saturation: Specific Binding Assay 

To determine the maximum saturation level per target cell, the following protocol was established. 
Saturation curves for specific binding for highly pure untouched CD3- or CD14-positive cells were 
determined by incubating target cells with anti-CD3 or anti-CD14 magnetic beads, respectively.  
Five sample tubes (1, 2, 3, 4 and 5) were prepared and subjected to one, two, three, four, and five 
incubation steps, respectively. The time for each incubation step was set at 30 min. The total amount of 
magnetic beads used for one, two, three, four, and five incubation steps was, respectively, 16, 64, 80, 96 
and 112 µg per 1 × 106 target cells per 100 µL. After the first incubation step, target cells were pelleted 
and resuspended in buffer, and the magnetic beads were mixed and incubated for the next 30 min at 4 °C. 
The incubation mixture was agitated gently every 10 min. All remaining incubation steps were 
performed in the same way. 

Maximum Bead Saturation: Unspecific Binding Assay 

To investigate the maximum saturation level per non-target cell (unspecific binding), anti-CD3 
magnetic beads were incubated with untouched CD14-positive cells (2 × 106 cells) and vice versa.  
The iron content was determined and the protocol was followed as described above. 

5. Conclusions 

The results demonstrated that the initial binding rate of magnetic nanobeads to cells is proportional 
to the initial bead concentration. The measured numbers of bound beads per cell as a function of time 
fit saturation-type curves of the form A(1 − exp(−kt)), and levels of binding after single-step incubation 
experiments are significantly lower than the levels achieved in multi-step incubation assays, which 
might be attributed to a previously unknown bead quality distribution. Our results show that the 
probability that a bead binds specifically is around 80 times that for unspecific binding. This explains 
our observation that unspecific binding within conventional experimental time-spans (up to 60 min) 
was not detectable photometrically. 
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Abstract

High gradient magnetic separation (HGMS) is the most commonly used magnetic cell separation technique
in biomedical science. However, parameters determining target cell capture efficiencies in HGMS still lack
systematic characterization. Low target cell capture efficiencies frequently lead to loss of information and
resources. The present study develops linear bead-capture theory to predict capture efficiencies in HGMS.
The theory is tested on a generic HGMS system by combining CD3- and CD14-positive cells with antibody-
labeled, paramagnetic beads of different diameters. To rule out adverse biological effects of adjusting bead
diameters, it is further demonstrated that physiological key functions of cells are not affected by respective
experimental conditions.

Keywords: high gradient magnetic separation, capture efficiency, recovery rate, CD3-positive cells,
CD14-positive cells

1. Introduction

Over the past three decades, magnetic cell separation has been established as an important tool in
biomedical research. To isolate a particular subgroup of cells from a heterogeneous cell suspension, target
cells are labelled with paramagnetic beads that are attached to specific antibodies. Commercially available
techniques include conventional magnetic separation (Dynal, Invitrogen, Carlsbad, USA), the technically5

more sophisticated quadrupole separation (EasySep, Stem Cell techniques, Vancouver), and high gradient
magnetic separation (MACS, Miltenyi Biotec, Germany). Bead sizes range from several micrometres down
to tens of nanometres, and the choice of bead size plays an important role as to which magnetic separation
technique can be employed. Micrometre-sized beads can be separated by conventional magnets but usu-
ally require removal after separation since they interfere with flow cytometric or light microscopic readout10

systems. It has also been reported that these larger bead sizes can lead to polyvalent binding, or in other
words, cross linking of receptors which leads to activation of sensitive cells and/or to endocytosis of beads
[1]. Currently, nanosized beads are therefore preferred for most applications. However, because of the sig-
nificantly lower amounts of paramagnetic material attached to each cell, they require one of the two more
sophisticated magnetic separation techniques.15

The most widespread technique for separation of very weakly paramagnetic bodies is high gradient
magnetic separation (HGMS). In HGMS, a matrix of thin filaments or spheres of ferromagnetic material
is placed in a strong homogeneous magnetic field. With this technique, magnetic field gradients of up to
100 T/cm can be created at the surface of the matrix [2]. Early work on generic HGMS systems [3, 4]
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eventually led to the development of the MACS HGMS system [5]. Today, the MACS system is still the20

only viable commercially available HGMS technique in cell biology, with over 12 000 studies published during
the past two decades [6].

The MACS system relies on HGMS in combination with 20–100 nm diameter paramagnetic beads.
However, while separation purities are generally reported to be acceptable, capture efficiencies (Et = [target
cells isolated]/[total target cell loaded]) are not always consistent between different researchers and different25

target cell types. In many cases this leads to loss of information and resources [7].
The present study develops linear bead-capture theory to describe practical predictive parameters for Et

in HGMS. The theory is tested by labelling two different cell types with commercially available magnetic
beads of 50 nm and 100 nm diameter. Buffer-optimized HGMS serves as a readout system for Et, as
described previously [8], and functional assays demonstrate viability of isolated cells.30

2. Theory

2.1. Capture of beads by cells
We treat the cells and beads as spheres. The mean speed of a body in equilibrium with its surroundings

is inversely proportional to the square root of its mass. The smallest cell (7 µm diameter) has a mass 703

times that of the largest bead used (0.1 µm diameter), assuming both have the same density. Hence the35

unattached beads have an average speed which is at least
√

703 ∼ 600 times that of the cells. We therefore
regard the cells as being stationary and subject to a flux of beads κn where n is the number density of the
unattached viable beads and κ is a constant [9]. Let B(t) and W (t) denote, respectively, the total numbers
of beads attached to antigens on the target cells and bound non-specifically (either to target cells or to other
cells) at time t. The beads are added at t = 0 and so B(0) = W (0) = 0. The number of unattached viable40

beads, N(t) = N(0)−B(t)−W (t), and n = N/V where V is the volume of the suspension. Let Asb be the
maximum possible total cell surface area taken up by specifically bound beads. If rb is the radius of a bead
then Asb = αtNcbmaxπr

2
b where Nc is the number of cells, αt is the fraction of cells which are target cells,

and bmax is the maximum number of beads that can be bound to antigens on a target cell and is given by

bmax = min(a, ϕd2t/r
2
b)45

where a is the number of antigens per target cell and ϕ is the fraction of the cell surface area that can be
covered by beads. We assume that ϕ = π/

√
12 = 0.9069, the value for close packing of discs on a plane.

The total surface area available for non-specific binding before any beads are present on all the cells is given
by

Ansb = πϕNc

∑
i

αid
2
i −Asb50

where di and αi are the root mean squared diameter of and proportion of cells that are cell type i.
To avoid making the model too detailed, we make the following assumptions: (i) the antigens are

uniformly distributed on the target cells (ii) beads only attach to areas not already occupied by a bead
(iii) a bead has a chance of attaching to an antigen if the point at which the bead initially touches the cell
is less than rb from the antigen (iv) non-specific binding never approaches saturation (i.e., Wπr2b � Ansb).55

Then we have

dB

dt
= βκn(Asb −Bπr2b), (1)

dW

dt
= γκn(Ansb −Wπr2b) (2)

where β and γ are the fraction of times that a viable bead sticks when colliding with, respectively, an antigen60

or another part of the cell surface. Dividing (1) and (2) by αtNc and Nc, respectively, gives

db

dt
= βπr2bκ(n0 − αtncb− ncw)(bmax − b), (3)

dw

dt
= γπr2bκ(n0 − αtncb− ncw)(wmax − w) (4)

2



where b is the mean number of beads attached to antigens on a target cell, w is the mean number of65

non-specifically bound beads on any cell, n0 is the initial number density of viable unattached beads, and

wmax ≡
ϕ

r2b

∑
i

αid
2
i − αtbmax.

The coupled nonlinear equations (3) and (4) cannot be solved analytically. However, the behaviour of b and
w is straightforward; both increase monotonically from zero and will saturate as either factor in brackets on
the right-hand sides approaches zero. When b � bmax, w � wmax, and αtncb + ncw � n0 the right-hand70

sides are approximately constant and are both proportional to n0. We refer to this case as the linear regime.
The number of beads attached to target cells is B + (Ansbt/Ansb)W where the total area not occupied

by antigens on the target cells, Ansbt = παtNcϕd
2
t −Asb. Hence ct, the mean number of beads attached to

a target cell, is given by

ct = b+

(
ϕd2t − bmaxr

2
b

wmaxr2b

)
w. (5)75

In the linear regime ct is therefore also proportional to n0.

2.2. HGMS capture efficiency

According to [10], the capture efficiency for a cell of type i (i.e., [the number of cells of type i cap-
tured]/[the number of cells of type i that enter column]) is given by

Ei = 1− exp

(
−〈h〉d

2
iFLχiMB0

36πηr2pbpvf

)
(6)80

where 〈h〉 is the geometric factor (which is 4/3 for a random filter), F is the filter filling factor (0.12 in our
case), L is the filter length (5 cm), M is the saturation magnetization of the matrix material (1.2 MA/m),
B0 is the applied magnetic flux density (0.7 T), η is the fluid dynamic viscosity (2× 10−3 kg m−1 s−1), rpbp
is the radius of the particle buildup profile (which is initially equal to the radius of the wires, 30 µm), and
vf is the mean fluid speed (2.0 mm/s). χi is the volume magnetic susceptibility of a cell of type i including85

the attached beads minus that of the fluid and is given approximately by

χi =

(
2rb
di

)3

fciχFe (7)

where f is the volume fraction of a bead occupied by the magnetite (0.18), χFe is the volume magnetic
susceptibility of the magnetite (0.61), and ci is the number of beads per cell of type i. Using (6) and (7)
with Et = 0.95 gives90

ct =
9π log(20)ηr2pbpvfdt

2〈h〉FLMB0r3bfχFe
(8)

which in our case, with dt = 10µm and 50 nm beads, evaluates to 130 which is much less than bmax. Thus
we can safely assume that the linear regime applies and so ct is proportional to n0. We may therefore write

Q ≡ − log(1− Et) ∝ n0. (9)

The constant of proportionality depends on the bead capture probabilities β and γ which will differ among95

blood donors. We remove the effect of having a variety of blood donors by dividing Q by the constant of
proportionality (calculated from the data obtained using cells of each donor using a regression line through
the origin) to obtain the normalized quantity q which we therefore expect to obey q = n0.
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3. Materials and methods

3.1. Mononuclear cell preparation100

Human peripheral blood was obtained from voluntary donors after informed consent and peripheral
blood mononuclear cells were separated by density centrifugation by equal ratio (1:1) of blood to Lympho-
prep (Axis-Shield PoC AS, Oslo) at 2000g for 20 min. Mononuclear cells (MNCs) at the interface were
collected and resuspended in HGMS buffer (X-Zell Biotech Co. Ltd., Bangkok). MNC were counted using
a haemocytometer (Boeco, Germany).105

3.2. Isolation of CD3- and CD14-positive cells

A customized HGMS magnet, HGMS columns, HGMS buffers, and HGMS beads were from X-Zell
Biotech Co. Ltd., Bangkok. The HGMS magnet provided a minimum magnetic field strength of 0.7 T
between the poles, as determined by a DC-Gaussmeter (alpha-Lab Inc., Salt Lake City, Utah). Positive
isolation of cells was performed according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Briefly, MNCs were incubated110

with 100µl of human AB serum (Gemini Bio Products Inc., California) for blocking of Fc receptors. Varying
volumes of 50 nm or 100 nm anti-CD3 or anti-CD14 HGMS beads were added and the MNCs were incubated
in HGMS buffer for 30 min at 4 ◦C. Cells were gently shaken every 10 min. The bead concentration was
adjusted to between 1.5 and 13 × 1012 beads/ml. The target cell concentration was between 0.75 and
20×106 cells/ml. After incubation, cells were washed once with PBS (Biochrom AG, Berlin), pelleted at115

400g for 10 min and resuspended in HGMS buffer. HGMS columns were filled with HGMS buffer in an
upright position to evacuate air by upward displacement. After removing the remaining air bubbles by
gentle finger tapping, a 20G/1-inch injection needle was connected to the stopcock. The column was placed
between the poles of the HGMS magnet and equilibrated for 5 min. The stopcock of the HGMS column
was opened, 107 MNCs were applied for each experiment and the column was rinsed with 30 ml of HGMS120

buffer. After this, the stopcock was closed and the column was removed from the magnet. The column was
flushed retrogradely with 12 ml of PBS. The eluate containing the target cells was collected, washed once
by centrifugation at 1100g for 10 min, Giemsa stained, and analysed by light microscopy.

3.3. Phagocytic assay

To test the phagocytic activity of isolated CD14-positive cells, phagocytic assays were adapted from125

[11]. Briefly, 1 × 105 isolated CD14-positive cells were suspended in culture media (RPMI 1640 + 10%
FBS) (both from Biochrom, Berlin) and incubated with 1 × 108 0.45µm-diameter latex beads in 24-well
cell culture plates (Becton Dickinson, USA) at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2. Phagocytic activity was analysed after
1.5 h. Cells were washed with 2% sucrose/PBS solution (USB Corporation, Cleveland/Biochrom, Berlin)
to remove non-ingested latex beads (kindly synthesized for us by Prof. Pramuan Tungboriboonrat, Mahidol130

University). The entire protocol was performed under sterile conditions. After incubation, bead-containing
and bead-free macrophages (MØ) were counted (per 1000 cells) under a phase contrast microscope (Olympus
Optical Co., Tokyo) and their ratio calculated. After counting, isolated cells were subjected to cytospin,
fixed and stained with Giemsa, and observed (at 400× magnification) under a light microscope (Olympus
Optical Co., Tokyo).135

3.4. Parasite culture

Plasmodium falciparum strain AMB47 was cultivated in O-positive whole blood as described in [12].
Peripheral blood was obtained from voluntary donors and human serum from the blood bank of Ramathibodi
Hospital, Bangkok. Blood was stored at 4 ◦C for at least one week to reduce viable leukocytes before parasite
culture. Infected red blood cells (iRBCs) were cultured in malaria culture media (MCM) (10.43 g RPMI 1640140

powder medium, 7.5% sodium bicarbonate (both Biochrom AG, Berlin), 40µg/ml gentamycin (Gibco),
25 mM 4-(2-hydroxyethyl)-1-piperazine ethane-4-sulphonic acid (HEPES) and 200 mM hypoxanthine (both
from Sigma, Hamburg) supplemented with 10% non-inactivated human serum) in 75 cm2 cell culture flasks
(Corning Inc., New York) at 37 ◦C with 5% CO2. The parasite culture medium was changed every 24 h.
The culture was maintained in 5% haematocrit.145
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3.4.1. Synchronization of parasites

Parasites were synchronized to ring stages by treating with 5% sorbitol (Merck, Germany) following
[13]. The parasite culture was washed twice (1000g, 90 s) with MCM after synchronization. Synchronized
parasites in 5% haematocrit were then resuspended in MCM. Synchronization was evaluated by Giemsa
staining.150

3.4.2. Cryopreservation

For stock, 0.33 volumes of glycerolyte (Sigma, Hamburg) were added dropwise to packed iRBCs, mixed
gently, and incubated at room temperature for 5 min. After incubation, 1.33 volumes of glycerolyte were
added, frozen in cryovials (Corning Inc., New York) at −80 ◦C overnight, and then stored in liquid nitrogen.

3.4.3. Thawing155

Cryovials were thawed at 37 ◦C and parasitized blood was transferred to 50 ml centrifuge tubes (Corning
Inc., New York). 0.2 volumes of cold 12% NaCl (Merck, Darmstadt) solution were mixed gently with thawed
iRBCs and incubated for 5 min at room temperature. Next, 10 volumes of cold 1.6% NaCl solution were
added gently and centrifuged at 300g for 10 min at 4 ◦C. After removal of the supernatant, 10 volumes of
cold 0.9% NaCl were added and mixed gently and centrifuged as above. The pellets were resuspended in160

MCM, and parasitemia and viability were measured by Giemsa staining.

3.5. Proliferation assay

Functional capacity of isolated CD3-positive cells was tested by proliferation and viability assays. The
protocol was adopted from [14] with modifications. Briefly, MNCs were separated by Lymphoprep and
cultured in a 75 cm2 cell culture flask in 35 ml RPMI 1640 with 10% FBS at 37 ◦C in 5% CO2 for 1.5 h.165

After incubation, supernatant containing suspended lymphocytes was removed. Monocytes attached to the
flask surface were washed gently with 10 ml RPMI 1640 + 10% FBS. Finally, 5 ml of the same media
was added to cover the monolayer of attached monocytes and incubated at 4 ◦C overnight. On day 2,
monocytes were removed from the pre-incubated cell culture flask by cell scraper (SPL Lifescience, Korea).
HGMS isolation of CD3-positive cells was performed from MNCs obtained from peripheral blood of the same170

donor. Isolated monocytes and CD3-positive cells were counted by haemocytometer. Three experimental
conditions were set per experiment. For all conditions, the initial cell count was 2 × 105 cells/well for MØ
and 1 × 106 cells/well for CD3-positive cells. Cells were incubated in a 24-well cell culture plate (Becton
Dickinson, USA) in 1 ml of media. Condition 1 comprised only MØ and unstimulated CD3-positive cells.
In condition 2, P. falciparum iRBCs were used for stimulation of CD3-positive cells, as described in [15].175

MØ were incubated with iRBCs for 4 h at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2 before adding CD3-positive cells. Cell
concentrations were set at 1:5:5 for MØ:CD3-positive cells:iRBCs, respectively. Condition 3 was identical to
condition 1 except that CD3-positive cells were stimulated with 2µg/ml leucoagglutinin (PHA-L) (Biochrom,
Cambridge, UK). Proliferation and viability of CD3-positive cells was assayed at four different times (day 2,
day 4, day 6, and day 8). Analysis was performed by Giemsa staining and light microscope. The entire180

protocol was performed under sterile conditions.

3.6. Mitotic assay

After counting CD3-positive cells, the remaining cells were incubated with 3µg/ml cytochalasin B
(Sigma-Aldrich, Germany) for 18–20 h at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2 as described in [16]. After incubation, cells were
harvested, subjected to cytospin, fixed for 10 min, and stained with Giemsa. Bi-, tri- and tetra-nucleated185

CD3-positive cells were analysed under light microscope. The mitotic index (MI), given by

MI =

4∑
r=1

rnr

4∑
r=1

nr

where nr is the number of cells which are r-nucleated, was calculated from 1000 cells.
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4. Results

4.1. Testing of predictive power of linear bead-capture theory190

Predictive accuracy of linear bead-capture theory was examined with two different bead sizes and two
different cell types, as described in the materials and methods. For both bead sizes, purities of CD3- and
CD14-positive cells after magnetic separation were at least 95% in all experiments.

If values of log(1 − Et) are plotted against bead concentration n0 then the theory predicts that the
points should lie on a straight line through the origin. Experimental results were normalized as described195

in section 2.2. Data of q, the normalized value of − log(1 − Et), was combined from a total of 15 different
blood donors and plotted against n0 as shown in Figure 1. R2 values range from 0.77–0.98.

For 50 nm beads, an Et of over 80% was consistently achieved for bead concentrations > 8.6× 1012 ml−1

and target cell concentrations > 4.0 × 106 ml−1 for CD14-positive cells, and for > 6.0 × 1012 beads/ml
and > 10.4 × 106 target cells/ml for CD3-positive cells. For 100 nm beads, such capture efficiencies were200

obtained with > 0.72× 1012 beads/ml and > 3.0× 106 target cells/ml for CD14-positive cells, and > 0.32×
1012 beads/ml and > 1.7× 106 target cells/ml for CD3-positive cells (data not shown).

Morphological examination of isolated target cells (CD3- and CD14-positive cells) showed no discernible
difference in their morphologies (Figure 2).

4.2. Functional assays205

4.2.1. CD3-positive cells proliferation and mitotic assay

To demonstrate the viability of CD3-positive cells after HGMS, cells were subjected to proliferation
assays. Figure 3 depicts the proliferation pattern of isolated CD3-positive cells. Experiments were continued
over 8 days, with three different conditions as described in the materials and methods. Condition 1 (MØ
and CD3-positive cells without stimulation) served as control and did not show significant proliferation at210

any time. In condition 2 (MØ + iRBCs + CD3-positive cells), proliferation of CD3-positive cells was seen
from day 2 until day 6. The number of cells increased 1.5-, 2.4- and 2.8-fold on days 2, 4, and 6, respectively.
A decrease in the number of cells was observed on day 8. With condition 3 (CD3-positive cells co-cultured
with MØ stimulated with PHA-L), the number of cells increased 1.6-, 2.8- and 3.5-fold on days 2, 4, and 6,
respectively. CD3-positive cell numbers decreased after day 6 (Figure 3).215

MI of isolated CD3-positive cells is shown in Figure 3. MI for both conditions 2 and 3 was higher
than controls. However, only MI for condition 3 was significantly higher than the control (p < 0.05). On
day 6, over 80% of PHA-stimulated CD3-positive cells and 30% of iRBC-stimulated CD3-positive cells were
binucleated as compared to 3% binucleated cells in the control. MI at day 2, day 4, day 6 and day 8
was, respectively, 0.97, 1.09, 1.41, and 0.89 for unstimulated CD3-positive cells, 0.98, 1.22, 1.74, and 1.13220

for iRBC-stimulated CD3-positive cells, and 1.3, 1.54, 2.5, and 1.19 for PHA-stimulated CD3-positive cells
(inset graph). Unstimulated CD3-positive cells showed hardly any proliferation and retained their cellular
morphology and membrane integrity (inset picture with white arrow head). However, iRBC-stimulated
(inset picture with yellow arrow head) and PHA-stimulated (inset picture with black arrow heads) CD3-
positive cells showed clear binuclei on day 6. Cells with tri- or tetra-nuclei were also observed (pictures not225

shown). Fewer proliferating CD3-positive cells were found on day 2 and day 4 (pictures not shown).

4.2.2. Phagocytic assay

To test key functions of CD14-positive cells after HGMS, phagocytic assays were performed by latex
bead (0.45 µm) ingestion assay. Around 82% of cells showed ingestion of latex beads in 1.5 h. Phagocytosis
was statistically significant (p < 0.01). A representative photograph of cells with ingested latex beads is230

shown in Figure 4. Identical results were observed after HGMS of CD14-positive cells with both 50 nm and
100 nm magnetic beads (100 nm bead data not shown).
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Figure 1: Normalized − log(1 − Et) against bead concentration n0 (both in units of 1012 ml−1) for both target cell types and
bead diameters: (a) CD3 50 nm (R2 = 0.88) (b) CD14 50 nm (R2 = 0.98) (c) CD3 100 nm (R2 = 0.77) (d) CD14 100 nm
(R2 = 0.93).

Figure 2: Morphologies of captured target cells. From left to right: CD3 50 nm; CD14 50 nm; CD3 100 nm; CD14 100 nm.
Images in this and subsequent figures were taken at 400× magnification by light microscope.
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Figure 3: Functional analysis of CD3-positive cells isolated by HGMS with 50 nm magnetic beads by proliferation and mitotic
assays. The MØ:CD3-positive cell:iRBC ratio was set at 1:5:5 (iRBCs only in condition 2). Significant proliferation of CD3-
positive cells was observed in conditions 2 and 3 (p < 0.01). For mitotic assays, the number of binucleated cells was counted.
Representative morphology of binucleated CD3-positive cells is shown in the inset. (Giemsa stained slides of day 6 for all three
experimental conditions). White arrow shows unstimulated CD3-positive cells, yellow arrow shows binucleated cells in iRBC-
stimulated CD3-positive cells, and black arrows show binucleated CD3-positive cells in PHA-stimulated condition. Mitotic
index (MI) for stimulated (with iRBCs and PHA-L) and unstimulated CD3-positive cells is shown in the inset graph. MI of
CD3-positive cells stimulated with PHA-L was significantly higher than controls on day 6 (p < 0.05) compared to unstimulated
CD3-positive cells on day 6. Data are collected from three independent experiments and calculated as mean±SE. ns = not
significant.
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Figure 4: Phagocytic assay based on ingestion of latex beads (0.45µm) by CD14-positive cells-derived macrophages (MØ),
after isolation by HGMS system with 50 nm magnetic beads. MØ (1 × 105) were exposed to latex beads (1 × 108) for 1.5 h
in a 24-well cell culture plate and then observed under a phase contrast microscope. Percentages of bead-free (white bar) and
bead-fed (grey bar) MØ were calculated from a total count of 1000 cells. MØ were also subjected to cytospin for Giemsa
staining to see latex beads inside cells. Inset image: a representative photograph of bead-fed MØ. Data are calculated from
three independent experiments as mean±SE.
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5. Discussion

In spite of the three decade-long history of HGMS in biomedical research, very few studies are available
that examine the influence of physical parameters on capture efficiency Et. This seems surprising given that235

not only the key parameters (drag force and magnetic force) of a conventional HGMS apparatus can be
considered constant, but also that the physical parameters of magnetically labelled cells vary only in a very
narrow range. More specifically, cell size and receptor density are well characterized for a large number of
cell sub-populations, and together with known parameters of the HGMS apparatus, it can be hypothesized
that consistent separation results should be achievable. The present study developed linear bead-capture240

theory which identifies bead concentration as the single most important parameter to predict Et.
The study chose to focus on CD3-positive cells, which are fairly constant in both size and CD3 receptor

expression [17], and CD14-positive cells which exist in two ranges of diameters, both with fairly constant
CD14 receptor expression [11, 18, 19]. These two cell types, together with two different bead sizes, served
as a model to test linear bead-capture theory on a generic, buffer-optimized HGMS system.245

The theory predicts that log(1−Et) is proportional to the number of beads bound to target cells. When
the number of beads bound to target cells is small, this number of bound beads is in turn proportional to
the initial concentration of beads during incubation of cells with beads. In other words, plots of log(1−Et)
against initial bead concentration n0 for various bead and target cell concentrations are expected to lie on
a straight line through the origin.250

Results of the present study confirm that the theory predicts Et in a highly significant manner, with R2

values ranging from 0.77–0.98 (Figure 1). As predicted by linear bead-capture theory, it is clear that bead
concentration and bead size must be optimized, while taking into account the surface receptor density of
target cells, to achieve consistently high Et.

Interestingly, variation of bead and target cell concentration, or in other words, variation of the bead/cell255

ratio and Et had no influence on isolation purity. Positive selection of CD3- and CD14-positive cells by the
HGMS system led to over 95% purity in all experiments.

From the above, it should now become possible to better predict Et for different cell types and bead
sizes. For example, CD34-positive haematopoietic stem cells were described to have receptor densities of
around 50 000 receptors per cell [20] or, in other words, around 2 times lower receptor density than CD3- and260

CD14-positive cells. At the same time it is known that Et for CD34-positive cells in conventional HGMS
systems are rather inconsistent [21]. It may now be hypothesized that commonly used protocols have not
optimized the bead concentration during labelling of cells with beads and/or that commercially available
50 nm beads are not able to confer sufficient magnetic susceptibility to cells with such low receptor densities.
In the latter case, use of 100 nm beads would increase magnetic susceptibility by one order of magnitude265

and should therefore lead to much more consistent results.
Since linear bead-capture theory might require different bead sizes for optimization of capture efficiency,

the present study also examined the effect of varying bead diameters on cellular functions. HGMS-purified
CD14- and CD3-positive cells were assessed by phagocytic and proliferation assays. Assays were performed
without prior removal of beads, as is sometimes recommended [22].270

Viability and proliferation rates of CD3-positive cells remained unchanged after separation with both
50 nm and 100 nm beads. Mitotic indices of CD3-positive cells were highest when stimulated with PHA-L,
while stimulation with iRBCs resulted in lower, but still significant, mitosis. The latter does not seem
surprising given the entirely different mechanisms of stimulation: PHA-L directly recruits T lymphocytes
to undergo mitosis [23] whereas iRBCs are phagocytosed by monocytes and by antigens presented to T275

lymphocytes [24].
To examine functionality of CD14-positive cells isolated by HGMS, the inert latex beads ingestion model

was adopted. Ingestion of latex beads in monocytes was previously explained as a measure of frustrated
phagocytosis; over 80% of phagocytically active monocytes reflect optimal cellular engagement with inert
latex beads [25, 26]. Results of the present study show that for isolation of CD14-positive cells with both280

50 nm and 100 nm beads, over 80% of cells were phagocytically active. Also, it was observed that adhesion
capacities of CD14-positive cells on cell culture dishes were over 80% (data not shown).
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In summary, linear bead-capture theory predicts Et in a highly significant manner. Assay-dependent
optimization of bead concentration and bead size seems feasible since no change of cellular functions could
be observed in HGMS-isolated cells labelled with paramagnetic beads of different diameters.285

Further studies corroborating linear bead-capture theory are certainly warranted. For example, the
theory contains various parameters whose values are difficult to obtain theoretically. The most important of
these are the quantities βκ and γκ which relate to the rate at which beads bind to the cells (see section 2.1).
To further refine the predictive power of the theory by finding these values more directly, data on the number
of beads attached as a function of time will be needed.290
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