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Abstract
Cells have different intrinsic markers such as mechanical and electrical properties, which may be used as specific
characteristics. Here, we present a microfluidic chip configured with two opposing optical fibers and four 3D
electrodes for multiphysical parameter measurement. The chip leverages optical fibers to capture and stretch a single
cell and uses 3D electrodes to achieve rotation of the single cell. According to the stretching deformation and rotation
spectrum, the mechanical and dielectric properties can be extracted. We provided proof of concept by testing five
types of cells (HeLa, A549, HepaRG, MCF7 and MCF10A) and determined five biophysical parameters, namely, shear
modulus, steady-state viscosity, and relaxation time from the stretching deformation and area-specific membrane
capacitance and cytoplasm conductivity from the rotation spectra. We showed the potential of the chip in cancer
research by observing subtle changes in the cellular properties of transforming growth factor beta 1 (TGF-β1)-induced
epithelial–mesenchymal transition (EMT) A549 cells. The new chip provides a microfluidic platform capable of
multiparameter characterization of single cells, which can play an important role in the field of single-cell research.

Introduction
Among many biophysical properties1, mechanical2 and

electrical3 properties are intrinsic markers4 that can be
used as cellular-specific characteristics in disease diag-
nostics5, drug screening6, and personalized medicine7.
Continuing efforts have been made to measure the
mechanical and electrical properties of cells and have
resulted in many exciting technological advances8,9.
Recently, as single-cell analysis has arisen, precise
manipulation and analysis of single cells with the aid of
microfluidics has become popular10–12. Typically, a
microfluidic chip integrates multiple miniaturized mod-
ules to allow both manipulation and analysis of single-cell
samples13–15. Basically, there are two ways to measure
multiple biophysical parameters. One way is to serially

connect the outlet of one device to the inlet of the next.
This approach is straightforward, but the identity of cells
must be tracked as they cross devices. Another way is to
combine different measurement techniques into the same
integrated space such that different properties can be
measured simultaneously. This is the strategy that we
follow in this paper.
The mechanical properties of cells influence cellular and

subcellular functions, such as cell adhesion, migration,
polarization and differentiation16, providing clues about
cellular states and cell-related diseases17. Common cell
mechanical properties include shear modulus, steady-
state viscosity, and so on18. The main measurement
methods such as atomic force microscopy19, magnetic
twisting cytometry20, and particle-tracking micro-
rheology21 function to probe forces at localized points of
the cell. The major advantage of these methods is their
capability to conduct high-resolution measurements due
to the subcellular-scale positioning of the force probes.
However, the measurement result is highly dependent on
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the probing position, representing the localized rather
than whole-cell property.
Over the years, many microfluidic chips have been

reported to measure the mechanical properties of a whole
cell in suspension22. Basically, depending on how to apply
forces on the cell, these chips can be based on mechanical,
acoustic, and optical means. The mechanical means
mainly include micropipette aspiration tests23 and cell
transit analyzers24. Optical means mainly include optical
tweezers25 and optical stretching26. Among mechanical
means, micropipette aspiration tests use a micropipette to
aspire the cell and measure the mechanical properties by
analyzing its deformation. Suffering from low throughput,
this approach is potentially harmful to cells and requires
delicate operation. Cell transit analyzers measure the
mechanical properties by measuring the time that the cell
passes through a narrow microchannel. This approach has
high throughput, but the microchannel is prone to
blockage, and the size of cells is strictly limited.
Acoustic methods27 measure the mechanical properties of

cells by calculating the time it takes for acoustic waves to
travel within the cell. The advantage is noninvasive mea-
surement and low acoustic intensity that does not interfere
with cells. However, the method requires the piezo-
transducer to be close to the adherent cells, which poses
challenges for combination with microfluidic technology.
Among optical means, optical tweezers use focused

laser beams to stretch cells by manipulating two small
silica beads adhered to the opposite faces of a single cell to
serve as handles for optical traps; cells are deformed by
seizing the beads with twin optical tweezers and
increasing the distance between the two focal spots. The
advantage of this method is that cells are not directly
exposed to the high optical intensity of the focal spots,
which could cause the temperature to rise, thus mini-
mizing optical damage to the cells. However, this tech-
nique requires sophisticated instruments, and the
measurement throughput is low. Moreover, due to the
size of microbeads, the measured results only reflect the
local mechanical properties of cells. In contrast, optical
stretching forms an optical trap based on two opposing
laser beams with a Gaussian intensity distribution, capable
of capturing the cell in suspension and stretching it
in situ28,29. Because the laser beam in optical stretching is
divergent and unfocused, the radiation damage to the cell
of interest is minimal. Furthermore, optical stretching acts
on the entire cell membrane, so the whole-cell measure-
ment of viscoelastic properties is enabled. Overall, optical
stretching is well established and widely used.
In addition to mechanical properties, cellular electrical

properties are often used to describe the viability, growth,
and identity of different cell types30. Electrical parameters are
closely related to the structure and chemical composition of
cells and can be used to study their physiology. Cellular

electrical parameters mainly include the conductivity and
permittivity of the cell membrane and cytoplasm31. Cur-
rently, the electrical properties of cells can be achieved by a
variety of methods, including electrical cell-substrate impe-
dance sensing32, impedance flow cytometry33, and electro-
rotation methods34–36, where electrorotation is the only
method for accurately extracting the electrical properties of
cell membranes and internal cytoplasm.
Accordingly, we aim to integrate the optical stretching

modality on top of electrorotation platforms. Electro-
rotation can be implemented by planar electrodes or 3D
electrodes. In particular, 3D electrodes generate a much
more uniform electric field distribution in the vertical
direction37,38 than planar electrodes. Thus, the 3D elec-
trode configuration would result in a consistent and stable
rotation speed for the cell, avoiding concerns about the
cell’s position in the vertical direction. Extended from the
basic idea reported in microTAS 201839, this paper pre-
sents an integrated microfluidic chip that embeds two
extra opposing optical fibers between four isolated 3D
electrodes. The two optical fibers are used to fulfill both
optical trapping and stretching for mechanical property
measurement, while the four 3D electrodes are deployed
for electrorotation and dielectric property measurement.
Meanwhile, the 3D electrode structure here facilitates
insertion and alignment of the optical fibers. Enabled by
the unique structure, the device thus offers the advantages
of (i) multiple manipulation of capture, then trap–stretch,
and then trap–rotate; and (ii) separate in situ measure-
ment of mechanical and electrical properties for the same
cell remaining in the device. The mechanical and elec-
trical properties of the same single cell are thus obtained
and can be linked for single-cell characterization.
In the sequel, we first elaborate the working principle in

line with the device design. Then, we demonstrate single-
cell capture under the effect of optical forces and show the
cellular stretching step-stress responses of different types
of cells under different optical powers. In this study, we
tested five cell types (HeLa, A549, HepaRG, MCF7, and
MCF10A) available to us and biologically representative
(cancer cells, normal cells; human cells, and animal cells)
to show the feasibility and potential impact of our method
for a wide range of cells. According to the stretching
deformation results, we could calculate the mechanical
parameters of the cells by fitting the step-stress response
curves. Based on the stable trap but no stretching of cells,
we obtained the rotation spectrum of the cells and
extracted their dielectric properties (the area-specific
membrane capacitance and the conductivity of cyto-
plasm). We also showed that the mechanical and electrical
properties could be linked to characterize cells. To show
the great potential of our platform, we further measured
the mechanical and electrical properties of A549 cells
treated with TGF-β1, which is believed to induce
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epithelial–mesenchymal transition (EMT) in cancer
development and progression40. The measurement results
confirm that EMT A549 cells change their mechanical
characteristics and, more importantly, provide evidence
that EMT induces changes in cellular electrical properties
for the first time. The unprecedented manipulation and
measurement capabilities lend this enhanced platform
great potential to investigate single cells from new angles.

Materials and methods
Concept design and working mode of the chip
Figure 1a shows a sketch of the microfluidic chip. The

four isolated 3D sidewall electrodes sitting above an
indium tin oxide (ITO)-patterned glass slide are used to
generate an in-plane rotating electric field, in which a
virtual cell rotating chamber is formed. The four elec-
trodes also stand as microchannel walls, forming two
orthogonal microchannels. The microchannel along the
X-axis is the main channel through which the cell sample
flows. The perpendicular channel along the Y-axis is the
optical fiber loading channel, which embeds two Y-axis
aligned single-mode fibers for cell trapping and stretching.
Figure 1b shows a photograph of the microfluidic chip.

The microchannels are walled by carbon-PDMS (C-
PDMS) electrodes. Two optical fibers are inserted into the
fiber loading microchannel and aligned well.
The chip is operated in a sequential capture–trap–

stretch–relax–rotate–release mode (Fig. 1c), but the
stretching is not performed during rotation of the cell. Once
flowing into the fiber-effective zone along the main channel,
the cell is captured and trapped by the optical fiber laser-
induced optical force to an equilibrium position, which is
presumably the intersection point of the two orthogonal
channels, or the center of the rotation chamber. Upon
trapping, the fluid is stopped. Then, by applying a high-
power laser, the cell will be stretched in situ along the optical
fiber direction (Y-axis). Its time-varying deformation can be
instantly recorded by a camera, from which its mechanical
properties can be extracted. After stretching is performed,
the cell is given sufficient time to restore its morphology by
resetting the laser power low enough to maintain the trap-
ping status. Next, AC signals configured with proper para-
meters are applied to the four 3D electrodes to rotate the cell
in-plane (Fig. 1d). Again, the camera is used to obtain the
rotation spectrum, namely, the cellular rotation speed in
relation to the AC signal parameters, from which the electric
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properties of the cell can be extracted. After the above
procedure for a specific cell sample, the laser and AC signals
are turned off, and the fluid starts flowing again to release
the current cell and bring up the next one.

Working principle of optical stretching and mechanical
property measurement
Optical stretching is performed through two counter-

propagating fiber laser beams, which are combined to trap
and deform the cells using optically induced forces41. As
shown in Fig. 1c, there are two orthogonal induced forces,
gradient force and axial force. The gradient force pulls the
cell toward the position where the laser intensity is the
greatest, i.e., the centerline of the optical fibers (Fig. 1c-i).
The axial forces push the cell away from both optical fiber
ends until the cell is trapped at an equilibrium point along
the optical fiber centerline, like tug-of-war (Fig. 1c-ii).
When the laser power is increased, the forces acting on the
cell will correspondingly increase such that the cell
becomes stretched in the direction of light propagation
(Fig. 1c-iii). Tracking the cell contour enables dynamic
measurement of the cell deformation during the stretching
process, from which the cell mechanical properties such as
shear modulus can be extracted. An effective measurement
method to characterize the mechanical properties of a cell
is through step-stress analysis42,43. In step-stress analysis,
the cell is initially trapped at the equilibrium position by
optical stretching at a low power condition. Subsequently,
the cell is subject to a higher laser power held for a constant
time to deform the cell in its elasticity range, and the
corresponding deformation is recorded. The laser power is
finally restored to the original low power to keep the cell
trapped and allow its relaxation to the original morphology.
Denoting by γ(t) the strain of the cell as a function of

time, it is given by γ tð Þ ¼ r tð Þ�r0
r0

, where r(t) is the time-
varying diameter of the cell along the beam axis, and r0 is
the original diameter of the cell along the same direction
when the cell is trapped initially. These values are mea-
sured through a camera imaging system.
In the viscoelastic model, the strain of the cell is related

to its viscoelastic properties by the following equation44:

γ tð Þ ¼ σ0
b1
a1

� a2
a21

� �
1� exp �a1

a2
t

� �� �
þ σ0

a1
t ð1Þ

where a1, a2, and b1 are the coefficients to be solved. σ0 is
the maximum stress applied to the cell along the beam. It
can be calculated by

σ0 ¼ nmedI0
c

2� Rþ R2
� � ncell

nmed
� 1

� �
ð2Þ

where c is the speed of light in vacuum (c ≈ 2.99 × 108 m/s),
nmed is the refractive index of the medium (typically

nmed ≈ 1.335), and ncell is the refractive index of the cell. R
is the amount of light reflected at the interface between the
medium and the cell, and it can be calculated by

R ¼ ncell � nmed

ncell þ nmed

� �2

ð3Þ

Finally, I0 is the laser intensity along the laser axis at the
position of the cell and can be calculated using the fol-
lowing equation:

I0 ¼ 2P
ω2π

ð4Þ
where P is the total power of the laser beams, and ω is the
radius of the laser beams at the position of the cell.
Upon laser power retraction, the cell relaxes dynami-

cally back to equilibrium status, and the strain can be
fitted by

γ tð Þ ¼ σ0
b1
a1

� a2

a2
1

� �
1� exp �a1

a2
t

� �� �

exp �a1

a2
t � t1ð Þ

� �
þ σ0

a1
t

ð5Þ

Fitting the experimental strain data with the model
described by Eqs. (1) and (5), the coefficients a1, a2, and b1
can be determined, from which typical rheological para-
meters such as shear modulus G, steady-state viscosity ψ,
and relaxation time τ are given by

G ¼ 1
2 1þ μð Þ

a21
a1b1 � a2

ð6Þ

ψ ¼ 1
2 1þ μð Þ a1 ð7Þ

τ ¼ b1 ð8Þ
where μ is Poisson’s ratio, which may be assumed to be μ
= 0.45–0.50 for biological material. In our experiment, we
set μ= 0.50. The three mechanical parameters can be
collectively used to explain the different deformability
among cells. In particular, the shear modulus and steady-
state viscosity reflect the ability of the shell-like actin
cortex as the main module resisting small deformations.
The relaxation time can be related to the transient
binding of actin crosslinking proteins. Though not
independent, the three mechanical parameters are more
detailed indicators for deformability44.

Working principle of electrorotation and dielectric
property measurement
According to DEP theory, by applying AC signals with

90° phase shifts to the four vertical electrodes, an in-plane
rotating electric field is formed in the virtual rotation
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chamber enclosed by the electrodes. The cell inside this
chamber will exhibit in-plane rotation corresponding to
the rotating electric field. The cell rotation speed is related
to the electrical parameters of the cell, solution, and
external electric signals45, given by

Ω ¼ εm
2η

Im KCM½ � � E2 ð9Þ

where η is the viscosity of the medium, εm is the
permittivity of the solution, and

KCM ¼ ε�c � ε�m
ε�c þ 2ε�m

ð10Þ

ε�m ¼ εm � j
σm

ω
ð11Þ

ε�c ¼ εc � j
σc

ω
ð12Þ

where KCM is the Clausius–Mossotti (CM) coefficient, σm
is the conductivity of the solution, εc is the permittivity of
the cell, and σc is the conductivity of the cell.
The cell is mainly composed of the cell membrane and

cytoplasm, and its electrical properties are also more
complex models. It is assumed that the cytoplasm has a
uniform internal structure and can be equivalent to a
single-shell model.

ε�c ¼ ε�mem

R
R�d

� �3þ2
ε�cyto�ε�mem

ε�cytoþ2ε�mem

� �
R

R�d

� �3� ε�cyto�ε�mem

ε�cytoþ2ε�mem

� � � C�
mem

R � ε�cyto
R � C�

mem þ ε�cyto
; d � Rð Þ

ð13Þ
where ε�mem ¼ εmem � j σmem

ω , ε�cyto ¼ εcyto � j σcytoω , εmem is
the cell membrane permittivity, σmem is the cell mem-
brane conductivity, εcyto is the cell cytoplasm permittivity,
σcyto is the cell cytoplasm conductivity, and
C�
mem ¼ Cmem � j Gmem

ω . Cmem ¼ εmem
d is the area-specific

membrane capacitance, where Gmem ¼ σmem
d is the area-

specific membrane conductance, and d denotes the
membrane thickness. Area-specific membrane capaci-
tance reflects the membrane composition and morpholo-
gical complexity of the cell and can be related to the
accumulated ionic charges on the cell membrane in
response to the applied electrical field. The conductivity
of the cytoplasm reflects the electrical mobility of ionic
species in cytoplasmic water and intracellular barriers32.
The electrical properties of the cell can be calculated by

fitting the experimental data with the theoretical model46.
According to the electrorotation spectra measured in the
electrorotation experiment, the parameter fitting method

is used to minimize the residual error by

min
X
i

Ωexp ωið Þ �Ωtheory ωið Þ� 	2
ð14Þ

It is worth emphasizing that the 3D electrodes used in
the chip can overcome the attenuation problem36 of the
electric field in the vertical direction of the planar elec-
trode, so the cell can have a more uniform rotation speed
at different heights. Hence, the cell rotation spectrum
measured will be more accurate than that of planar
electrodes.

Experimental setup
Two counterpropagating laser beams emerging from

single-mode optical fibers are combined to trap and
deform cells using optically induced forces. The primary
laser produced by a 980-nm pump laser (VLSS-980-B,
Connet Fiber Optics, China) is split into two single-mode
optical fibers (HI1060, Thorlabs) by a 1 × 2 (50:50) cou-
pler, which are then aligned along the microchannel. The
choice of laser wavelength is crucial to avoid a tempera-
ture increase in the medium due to light absorption by
water. The laser wavelength of 980 nm has a low
absorption coefficient such that the heat problem can be
ignored47. To prevent the pump laser from being burned
by the returning laser, an isolator (OI-980, Connet Fiber
Optics, China) is connected between the output port of
the pump laser and the coupler. The 3D electrodes are
connected to a four-channel signal generator (TGA12104,
TTi, England). The cell solution is driven by gravity,
which is implemented by adjusting the relative height of a
reservoir by a manipulator (Sutter MP-285, USA). The
chip is placed under an inverted microscope (Ti-U,
Nikon), whose C-mount side port is connected to a CCD
camera (acA640-120gm, Basler, Germany) working at
30 Hz for experimental process observation and record-
ing. To prevent laser glaring when the cell is situated
under the laser beam, a 980-nm filter is placed between
the chip and CCD camera. The whole setup sits on a
vibration-isolation optical table.

Chip fabrication
3D electrodes were fabricated with C-PDMS36,38, which

was obtained by mixing carbon black particles into a
PDMS mixture (10:1 (by weight) PDMS base/curing
agent) (Sylgard 184, Dow Corning) and mixing for 15 min
by hand until a homogeneous paste was obtained48. A
125-μm-thick layer of negative photoresist (SU8-2075,
MicroChem) was first spin-coated and photopatterned to
obtain a channel mold. C-PDMS was then plastered on
the mold with a blade to remove the excess conductive
polymer. After being cured (80 °C, 30 min), pure PDMS
was poured on the mold and cured again. Finally, the
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PDMS/C-PDMS channel was unmolded and bonded to
the ITO glass substrate with patterned electrodes. The
patterned electrodes on ITO glass were fabricated by
photolithography with negative photoresist (BN303-30,
Kempur) and wet etching to ensure electric contact with
the C-PDMS electrodes and form external-wiring pads.
Oxygen plasma was then used to enhance the adhesion of
ITO glass and C-PDMS. The width and height of the
optical fiber loading channel were designed to be 125 ×
125 μm. Constrained by the microchannel geometry, two
optical fibers of 125 μm in diameter were inserted with
good alignment after bonding of the ITO glass and C-
PDMS. To prevent possible leakage through the gap
between the round optical fiber and the square channel,
we sealed the outside of the channel with adhesive.
The adhesive (UHU, Germany) was simply plastered on

both entrances of the two fiber loading channels. Due to
its high viscosity, the adhesive would not run into the
main channel while filling the gap. The two optical fibers
were carefully aligned by tweaking around the fiber out-
side of the channel. The movement of the fibers was done
by carefully touching the fiber with a steel needle with a
40-nm-positioning-resolution micromanipulator (Sutter
MP-285). Note that the movement was operated imme-
diately after the adhesive deposition, when the adhesive
was still liquid and soft enough for the fibers to be moved.
Once the alignment was done, the two fibers were tem-
porarily fixed to the glass by adhesive tape, which may be
finally removed. The device was then allowed to sit still at
room temperature for 0.5 h to allow solidification of the
adhesive such that the fibers were fixed firmly in position.
According to our experiment (ten times), the tape kept
the alignment of the fibers nearly the same while the
adhesive was solidifying. Therefore, this alignment pro-
cedure is highly repeatable. The y-axis alignment was
confirmed by direct microscopic observation, while the z-
axis alignment was confirmed by measuring the optical
coupling power, which is a standard method of optical
fiber alignment. We applied a certain power laser to one
optical fiber and measured the output power from the
other optical fiber. The two optical fibers are said to be
aligned when the input power equals the output power.
This method was validated by sacrificing one fabricated
device and looking at the cross-section of the two aligned
optical fibers. The misalignment offset was controlled
below 2 μm after the operator practiced to become
skillful.

DEP buffer preparation
Different media have different viscosities, absorbances,

and refractive indices, which have certain effects on
optical stretching and rotation. Therefore, to ensure the
consistency of the measuring conditions and compar-
ability of the measurement results, the same solution was

always used in the experiment. The buffer solution should
have a low conductivity, which can reduce the DEP-
induced Joule heating effect. In this work, DEP buffer was
composed of 16% (w/v) sucrose+ 2% (w/v) PBS+ 82%
(w/v) deionized water, which had a conductivity of
36.5 mS/m and was used to dilute the cell suspension.

Cell preparation
HeLa, A549, HepaRG, MCF7, and MCF10A cells

8–17 μm in diameter were used in the experiment. These
cells were cultured in a 5% CO2 and 37 °C incubator. Cells
were rinsed with PBS twice and lifted off by treatment in
trypsin for 5 min. Then, the cell suspension was washed
three times by centrifuging at 300 × g for 5 min, removing
the supernatant with a pipette, and resuspending the cell
pellet in 1 ml DEP buffer. To increase the efficiency of
single cell capture and reduce the frequency of trapping
multiple cells, we diluted the cell concentration to 1.5 ×
105 cells/ml.

TGF-β1 treatment
A549 cells were selected for the EMT experiment. Cells

were cultured in DMEM (Gibco). Each medium was
supplemented with 10% FBS (Gibco) and 100 U/ml
penicillin–streptomycin (Gibco). To induce EMT, cells
were treated with 5 ng/ml recombinant human TGF-β1
(Peprotech, USA) for 48 h according to the product
user guide.

Results and discussion
Cell capture–trap–stretch by optical stretching
The flowing cell in the medium could be captured,

trapped, and stretched smoothly by optical fibers. As
predicted by the theory, when one cell entered the
effective zone of the two optical fibers, collective action of
both gradient and axial forces drove the cell to the center
of the chamber.
The key factor for the cell to be captured lies in the

flow rate, which should be limited to avoid the flow drag
force being greater than the gradient force produced by
the optical fibers49. When flowing along the channel
centerline, the cell is subject to the maximum drag force
as the flow velocity across the channel cross-section
profile is parabolic, as shown in Fig. 2a. In this paper,
defining the conic zone as the overlapping region of the
two laser propagation areas, for a cell of r in diameter,
its gradient force at the center point of the conic zone is
estimated to be 14 pN (P= 100 mW per fiber) according
to the literature50. The equivalent drag force would
result in a maximum flow rate of 100 μm/s. Figure 2a
shows the distribution of the gradient force along the
center of the channel. Using this value as a starting
point, we adjusted the flow rate through experiment and
found that 40 μm/s worked well for all five types of cells.
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For the captured cell to be trapped in the center, the
laser power should be selected to produce enough gra-
dient force to counter against the sum of gravity and
buoyancy force of the cell. When approaching the conic
zone from the side of the channel, the cell can also be
captured. Normally, the cell could be trapped at the
center within 3 s upon capture by the conic zone under
the current chip structure.
In the experiment, only those cells dispersed in the

height overlapping with the conic zone could be trapped.
These cells were a small portion according to the prob-
ability principle; thus, the trapping percentage was low.
However, there may be a high cell-trapping percentage in
some scenarios. To this end, many efficient particle
focusing methods51–53 could be integrated into the device
to bring cells in the vicinity of the conic zone. Further-
more, cell dimension has little effect on the trapping
percentage, as long as the cell is smaller than the conic
zone, which was the case for this work. The reason is
because the cell trap is the result of balancing the fluidic
force and the light gradient force, and both forces are
proportional to the cell dimension47,54. Therefore, under
the used experimental settings (i.e., laser power of
200mW and flow rate of 40 μm/s), the five types of cells
flowing into the conic zone of the optical fibers were
almost 100% trapped.

If the two optical fibers are not aligned well, there will
be several interesting motion patterns in line with the
misalignment situations. We skip this part here because it
is not the focus.
Figure 2b shows the capture–trap process of an MCF7

cell (ESI Video 1). Note the effect of using the filter for
glare removal. First, the cell approached the effective
conic zone of the two optical fibers along the fluidic flow.
Once entering the conic zone, the cell was dragged with
acceleration to the centerline of the aligned optical fibers
under the gradient force, and then, the cell was pushed to
the center of the main channel by the scattering axial
force. For the case where the two optical fiber ends were
aligned well with the channel walls, the cell was centered
adaptively and trapped steadily in the main channel. After
the cell was trapped (Fig. 2c), increasing the laser power
stretched the cell along the fiber centerline (Fig. 2d).

Mechanical property measurement via optical stretching
The strain of the cell was measured offline through the

video clips recorded in synchronization with the step-
stress deformation experiment. As mentioned before,
once trapped by the fiber lasers with a low power (e.g.,
200 mW in total), the cell was stretched along the
direction of light propagation by setting a higher laser
power (e.g., up to 800 mW in total) for a constant time.
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During the course of stretching, the images of the cell
were recorded and analyzed offline by commonly used
image software (ImageJ, NIH) to determine the strain.
We observed the dynamic stretching pattern for the cell,
which was subjected to several cycles of step-stress
experiments. In each cycle, the cell subjected to the low
laser power for trapping was stretched by increased laser
power for the same constant time (i.e., 20 s) and then
returned to the original low power for 1 min to allow
cell relaxation. The maximum strain occurred at the end
of the constant time. Figure 3a shows the maximum
stretching deformation of ten A549 cells at different
power levels of 200, 400, 600, and 800 mW. It was found
that the maximum strain linearly correlated with the
applied laser power, which is consistent with the lit-
erature55. Specifically, the maximum deformation at
800 mW was ~3 times that at 400 mW. This observation
was critical because it indicates that we do not have to
worry about the stretching effect variance across laser
powers. Instead, as long as the cell stays viable, we can

set the laser power as high as possible to induce para-
mount cellular deformation, which facilitates the mea-
surement accuracy.
In this work, we chose a sample size of 10 to demon-

strate the repeatability of the mechanical and electrical
property measurements. The sample size was comparable
to the size in the literature18,56 for comparison. We
obtained the maximum strain for the five types of cells to
reflect their deformability (ESI Video 2). For each type, we
tested ten samples with a laser power of 800mW at a
constant time of 10 s. Under such conditions, the cells
were observed to recover their normal morphology upon
relaxation after stretching, and their viability reached 90%
(compared with 95% for the control) via the Trypan blue
exclusion assay. Figure 3b shows the maximum defor-
mation of the five types of cells. We found that the
deformability of the HeLa, A549, and MCF7 cells (cancer
cells) was significantly larger than that of the HepaRG and
MCF10A cells (normal cells). The average deformation of
A549 was the largest, ~14.7%, and that of HepaRG was

r

a b

c d

L
a

se
r

df

Laser power

Fig. 3 Optical stretching-induced cell deformation and step-stress responses of cells under optical stretching. a The maximum strain vs. laser
power for the A549 cell, which was subjected to step-stress experiments with 200, 400, 600, and 800mW laser power at a constant time of 20 s. b The
maximum deformation of ten samples for the five types of cells with 800mW laser power at a constant time of 10 s. Cell morphology before/after
trap–stretch is shown for each cell type. Scale bar: 10 μm. c The step-stress response curves of ten A549 cell samples. The blue line outlines the
average response of the ten cells. d The average step-stress responses of five different types of cells. Error bars in a and d correspond to the standard
deviation for ten cell samples
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the smallest, ~4.8%. Interestingly, the average deforma-
tion of MCF7 cancer cells is ~2 times that of MCF10A
normal cells.
We then measured the time-varying strain curves of the

five types of cells to extract their mechanical properties by
a step-stress experiment. For each type, we tested ten
samples with a laser power of 800 mW for a step constant
time of 5 s. Thus, we obtained ten step-stress curves and
the average curve for each cell sample (ESI Video 3).
Figure 3c shows the sample-wise and type-wise step-stress
responses of A549 cells, and Fig. 3d shows the type-wise
step-stress responses of all five types of cells. The defor-
mation of cancer cells (A549, MCF7, and HeLa) is greater
than that of noncancer cells (MCF10A and HepaRG),
indicating that cancer cells are more deformable than
normal cells.
We obtained three mechanical property indicators for

the five types of cells, as summarized in Table 1. The
fitting errors in the table indicate a good match between
the experimental data and the mathematical model. Using
numerical methods, we obtained the sensitivity for the
shear modulus (∼0.02 Pa), the sensitivity for the steady-
state viscosity (∼0.03 Pa·s), and the sensitivity for the
relaxation time (~0.03 s). In the literature16, MCF7 cells
tested by optical stretching have an 18 Pa shear modulus,
which is on the same order of magnitude as the result
(16 Pa) in this study. Differences in the cell line culture
environment and germline variance across different
laboratories are always considered the factors for variance
in measurement results. Therefore, we believe that the
comparable results w.r.t. the literature can validate our
measurement method.
The results indicate that HeLa, A549, and MCF7 cancer

cells have a lower shear modulus than HepaRG and
MCF10A normal cells, further confirming that the cancer
cells are softer. HepaRG cells have the highest steady-state
viscosity and relaxation time. Therefore, the response
times of HeLa deformation are the slowest among the five

types of cells under investigation. In particular, comparing
MCF10A cells with MCF7 cells, the shear modulus and
viscosity of MCF10 cells are approximately twice those of
MCF7 cells, and the relaxation time of MCF10A cells is
slightly larger than that of MCF7 cells.

Cell electrorotation and dielectric property measurement
In-plane rotation of the five types of cells was imple-

mented and controlled by adopting proper configuration
of AC signals applied to the four 3D electrodes. To pre-
vent the optical traps from affecting the cell rotation
measurements, the laser needs to be switched off when
the cell is rotating. In the experiment, after testing the
rotation speed of one frequency point, we turned on the
laser to recapture the cell and pull it back to the original
capture position. By resetting its rotation position, the cell
rotation spectrum was highly accurate and repeatable. In
particular, we applied AC signals of ≤10 V and a frequency
in the range of 100 kHz to 10MHz for in-plane cell
rotation experiments. We could rotate the cell at the trap
site in two directions, i.e., clockwise and anticlockwise
(ESI Video 4). Figure 4a shows one HeLa cell rotating
clockwise at a speed of ~120°/s, and Fig. 4b shows one
HepaRG cell rotating anticlockwise at a speed of 45°/s.
We could also enhance the speed by increasing the vol-
tage amplitude. However, as expected, the rotation spec-
trum is not positively related to AC frequency (ESI Video
5), which is swept in the dielectric property measurement.
For each type of cell, we tested ten samples under the AC

signal Vp− p= 10 V and frequency f= 100 kHz–10MHz
to obtain each type’s rotation spectrum, which had 20 data
points (Fig. 4c). The rotation spectrum was then fitted by
following the rule described by Eq. (14), which minimizes
the fitting error. Finally, the fitting result is shown as the
solid line in Fig. 4c, and the corresponding values for the
two dielectric properties, the area-specific membrane
capacitance Cmem and the cytoplasmic conductivity σcyto,
are shown in Fig. 4d. Table 2 also summarizes the mea-
surement results of the dielectric parameters for the five
types of cells. Consistent with previous measurements,
there exists a significant difference in the dielectric prop-
erties of different types of cells. A549 cells have the largest
area-specific membrane capacitance and the smallest
conductivity of the cytoplasm. In contrast, MCF10A cells
have the smallest area-specific membrane capacitance and
the largest conductivity of the cytoplasm. As a comparison
of the same lineage of cell lines, the average area-specific
membrane capacitance of MCF7 is nearly 1.5 times that of
MCF10A, but the conductivity of the cytoplasm of MCF7
is smaller than that of MCF10A. The possible reason is that
cancer cells have rougher surfaces (wrinkles, frills, and
grooves), which means that the total cell membrane area is
significantly larger than that of normal cells56.

Table 1 Mechanical property measurement results for
five types of cells

Cell type Shear

modulus G (Pa)

Steady-state

viscosity ψ

(Pa ·s)

Relaxation

time τ (s)

HeLa 19.10 ± 0.81 62.13 ± 4.30 3.50 ± 0.38

HepaRG 44.99 ± 1.97 156.37 ± 11.27 3.72 ± 0.42

MCF7 15.98 ± 0.69 52.07 ± 3.67 3.51 ± 0.39

MCF10A 30.67 ± 1.30 100.47 ± 6.83 3.53 ± 0.38

A549 14.63 ± 0.65 47.93 ± 3.37 3.53 ± 0.39
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Multiparameter measurement result analysis
To evaluate the effect of stretching on the electrical

property measurement, we performed a control
experiment with HeLa cells. In the control experiment,
ten HeLa cells were solely electrorotated without
stretching for direct electrical property measurement.
The control measurement results were Cmem = 13.61 ±
0.16 mF/m2 and σcyto = 0.32 ± 0.05 S/m, whereas the
measurement results after stretching were Cmem =

13.23 ± 0.32 mF/m2 and σcyto = 0.35 ± 0.06 S/m. As
shown in Fig. 5a, the small difference implies that
optical stretching has little effect on the single-cell
electrical property measurement. Using numerical
methods, we obtained the sensitivity for the unit
membrane capacitance (∼0.01 mF/m2) and the sensi-
tivity for cytoplasmic conductivity (∼0.002 S/m).
In our other measurement experiments, each cell sam-

ple was subjected to in situ stretching and rotation, so its
mechanical and electrical properties were collected toge-
ther to obtain the type-wise mechanical and electrical
properties summarized in Tables 1 and 2, respectively. To
study the underlying link of both properties, Fig. 5b shows
the distribution of the five parameters after normalization
for ten HeLa cells. We then plotted the distribution of the
five parameters after normalization for all five types of
cells, as shown in Fig. 5c. The results reveal the difference
between cell types, but the parameters that can reflect the
difference most are a different set against σcyto and τ. This
finding indicates that a certain single parameter of
mechanical or electrical properties may fail to specify cell
types. By contrast, the combination of those parameters is
most likely to better characterize cells. To demonstrate
this idea, the type-wise values of the five property para-
meters were processed by principal component analysis,
and the result is shown in Fig. 5d. It can be seen that the
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to

c d

t=0 s t=0.5 s

t=1 s t=1.5 s

20 µm

t=0 s t=0.7 s

t=1.4 s t=2.1 s

10 µm

a b

HeLa

MCF7
HepaRG
A549

MCF10A

Fig. 4 Electrorotation-based cell dielectric property measurement of the five types of cells. a One HeLa cell rotating clockwise at ~120
degrees/s. b One HepaRG cell rotating anticlockwise ~45 degrees/s. Both cases used Vp− p= 6 V and f= 600 kHz. c Cell rotation spectra (Vp− p=
10 V). Each cell type had 10 samples. d The 2D clustering visualization of the two measured dielectric parameters

Table 2 Electrical property measurement results for five
types of cells

Cell type Area-specific

membrane

capacitance

Cmem (mF/m2)

Conductivity

of cytoplasm

σcyto (S/m)

HeLa 13.23 ± 0.32 0.35 ± 0.06

HepaRG 14.71 ± 0.15 0.23 ± 0.07

MCF7 14.15 ± 0.09 0.50 ± 0.03

MCF10A 10.16 ± 0.07 0.55 ± 0.02

A549 17.12 ± 0.14 0.23 ± 0.04
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first two principal components of the five parameters are
able to distinguish the cell type.

Altered properties of TGF-β1-treated EMT A549 cells
TGF-β1 has been well established as an EMT inducer in

different cell lines such as A549. Our experimental results
show that after TGF-β1 treatment, A549 cells changed
their mechanical properties by increasing the average
deformation from 13.5 to 13.9%. According to the results
of optical stretch, we calculated and plotted the average
shear modulus and steady-state viscosity of twenty A549
cells without and with TGF-β1 treatment, as shown in Fig.
6a. On average, the shear modulus and steady-state visc-
osity of A549 cells were 2.7% and 6.6% smaller, respec-
tively, after TGF-β1 treatment.
Through the electrorotation experimental results, we

found that the electrical properties of the cells changed
after TGF-β1 treatment. Figure 6b shows the area-specific
membrane capacitance and cytoplasmic conductivity of
twenty A549 cells without and with TGF-β1 treatment.

On average, area-specific membrane capacitance was 1.3%
greater, while cytoplasmic conductivity was 8.7% less after
TGF-β1 treatment. This quantitative difference may
provide new thoughts for biologists to investigate cancer
cell development and progression.

Discussion
The cell phenotype can be affected by DEP-related

manipulations. In this sense, it is always desirable to
conduct cell property measurements in cell medium,
which would more closely reflect the cell’s phenotype.
However, a cell medium with high conductivity is not
suitable for DEP manipulation. For the DEP-related
electrical property measurement method to work in this
device, DEP buffer with low conductivity had to be used,
as opposed to high conductivity solutions prone to pro-
blems such as Joule heating and electroosmotic flow.
In addition, the same cell is measured in situ for both

mechanical and electrical properties. To this end, it is
unnecessary to use different solutions for the two

G

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

ΗepaRG

ΜCF7

MCF10A

ΗeLa

A549

G

0.7

0.8

1.0

ΗeLa1
ΗeLa2
ΗeLa3
ΗeLa4
ΗeLa5
ΗeLa6
ΗeLa7
ΗeLa8
ΗeLa9
ΗeLa10

0.9

1st principal component

2n
d 

pr
in

ci
pa

l c
om

po
ne

nt

0

–2

–1

3

2

1

–3

–4

–5
–50 0 50 100

ΗepaRG

ΜCF7

MCF10A

ΗeLa

A549

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.516

14

12

10

8

6

4

2

0

Experimental

Control

a b

c d

�
cy

to
 (

S
/m

)

C
m

e
m

 (
m

F
/m

2
)

Cmem

Cmem

Cmem

�cyto

�cyto

�cyto

Fig. 5 Multiparameter measurement result analysis. a Comparison of the electrical property measurement results of ten HeLa cell samples
between the experimental and control groups. b The distribution of all five mechanical and electrical parameters of ten HeLa cell samples. c The
distribution of all five mechanical and electrical parameters of the five types of cells. d PCA results of the five parameters of the five types of cells

Huang et al. Microsystems & Nanoengineering            (2020) 6:57 Page 11 of 14



techniques. Therefore, in this work, we used DEP buffer
for mechanical property measurement as well. This fact
may be one limitation of our method, as DEP buffer may
detrimentally affect the mechanical property measure-
ment. On the other hand, now that the electrical property
measurement must be in DEP buffer regardless, the
necessity of using another solution (e.g., cell medium) for
the same cell’s mechanical property measurement turns
out to be a minimal issue. Furthermore, according to
recent literature16, it seems more important to use the
same solution for different cells than some specific solu-
tion to collect comparable measurement results.
Different media may directly impact the mechanical

properties of the cell to be measured. For example, the
literature26,47 shows that the pH value, temperature, iso-
tonic pressure, and ion concentration of the solutions
would affect the morphology and thus mechanical prop-
erties of the cells. However, from the measurement side, if
we look into the current analytical model as shown by Eq.
(5), the refractive index of the medium is the only
medium-associated parameter that affects the mechanical
measurement57. Supposing that the cell maintains its
mechanical properties in cell medium (refractive index
nmedium= 1.335)58, the mechanical measurement would
increase in theory by 1% with respect to the DEP buffer
(refractive index nDEP= 1.327) used in the experiment.
The difference is negligible.
This device is suitable for manipulations such as cap-

ture, trapping, stretching, and rotation of both spherical
and nonspherical cells. However, the analytical equations
for mechanical and electrical property measurement here
are derived for spherical and homogeneous cells, so they
cannot be directly applied for nonspherical cells. To
extend the potential of the device, we plan to establish
analytical models for nonspherical cells in future work. In

that case, we probably have to consider the geometry and
structure of specific cells (e.g., biconcave red blood cells,
rod-shaped bacterial cells) to decide how to modify or
reconfigure the device for optical trapping and electro-
rotation of cells.

Conclusions
We combine the optical stretching and electrorotation

modules in one microfluidic chip to facilitate multiple
physical parameter measurements for single cells. In
particular, two optical fibers are embedded into one of the
two orthogonal microchannels formed by four isolated 3D
electrodes sitting on a transparent substrate. The two
opposing fibers generate optical stretching to efficiently
capture trap–stretch cells and maintain the spatial posi-
tion of the cell for stable rotation in the subsequent
electrorotation enabled by the four 3D electrodes.
Through optical stretching and electrorotation, we were
able to obtain five mechanical and electrical properties of
the cell in the same microfluidic chip. We provided proof
of concept by testing five types of cells including normal
cells (HepaRG and MCF10A) and cancer cells (HeLa,
A549, and MCF7), and we demonstrated its potential in
cancer-related cell analysis. Considering its easy-to-
fabricate and easy-to-operate merits, we believe that this
integrated chip can be a powerful tool in single-cell
manipulation and analysis.

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by the NSFC (nos. 61774095 and 21727813), the
National Key R&D Program (no. 2016YFC0900200), and the One-Thousand
Young Talent Program of China.

Author contributions
W.W. conceived and supervised the study. L.H., F.L., Y.F., and P.Z. designed and
performed the experiments. L.H. and F.L. fabricated the microchip. L.H. wrote

52

50

48

46

44

42

13.8 14.0 14.2 14.4 14.6 14.8 15.0 15.2 15.4 15.6 16.8 17.0 17.2 17.4 17.6

0.26

0.24

0.22

0.20

0.18

0.16

0.28

0.30
A549
A549 (TGF-β1)

A549
A549 (TGF-β1)

A549 (TGF-β1)

A549

A549

A549 (TGF-β1)

54

Area-specific membrane capacitance Cmem (mF/m2)Shear modulus G (Pa)

S
te

a
d

y-
st

a
te

 v
is

co
si

ty
 �

 (
P

a
·s

)

C
o

n
d

u
ct

iv
it

y 
o

f 
cy

to
p

la
sm

 �
cy

to
 (

S
/m

)

a b

Fig. 6 Property measurement results of A549 cells w/o and with TGF-β1 treatment. a Mechanical properties. b Electrical properties. Insets show
the typical morphology of cells under stretch and rotation w/o and with TGF-β1 treatment. Scale bars: 5μm

Huang et al. Microsystems & Nanoengineering            (2020) 6:57 Page 12 of 14



the manuscript. W.W. edited the manuscript. All authors read and approved
the manuscript.

Conflict of interest
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/
10.1038/s41378-020-0162-2.

Received: 19 August 2019 Revised: 8 January 2020 Accepted: 31 March
2020

References
1. Scher, H. I. et al. Validation and clinical utility of prostate cancer biomarkers.

Nat. Rev. Clin. Oncol. 10, 225–234 (2013).
2. Guck, J. et al. Optical deformability as an inherent cell marker for testing

malignant transformation and metastatic competence. Biophys. J. 88,
3689–3698 (2005).

3. Poudineh, M. et al. Three-dimensional, sharp-tipped electrodes concentrate
applied fields to enable direct electrical release of intact biomarkers from cells.
Lab Chip 14, 1785–1790 (2014).

4. Apichitsopa, N., Jaffe, A. & Voldman, J. Multiparameter cell-tracking intrinsic
cytometry for single-cell characterization. Lab Chip 18, 1430–1439 (2018).

5. Corbin, E. A. et al. Biophysical properties of human breast cancer cells mea-
sured using silicon MEMS resonators and atomic force microscopy. Lab Chip
15, 839–847 (2015).

6. Rijal, G. & Li, W. A versatile 3D tissue matrix scaffold system for tumor mod-
eling and drug screening. Sci. Adv. 3, e1700764 (2017).

7. Pritzker, K. Biomarker imprecision in precision medicine. Expert Rev. Mol. Diagn.
18, 685–687 (2018).

8. Xie, Y. et al. Probing Cell deformability via acoustically actuated bubbles. Small
12, 902–910 (2016).

9. Chen, Jian et al. A microfluidic device for simultaneous electrical and
mechanical measurements on single cells. Biomicrofluidics 5, 0141131 (2011).

10. Huang, L. et al. Microfluidics cell sample preparation for analysis: advances in
efficient cell enrichment and precise single cell capture. Biomicrofluidics 11,
011501 (2017).

11. He, W. et al. Highly integrated microfluidic device for cell pairing, fusion and
culture. Biomicrofluidics 13, 054109 (2019).

12. Tu, L. et al. Label-free and real-time monitoring of single cell attachment on
template-stripped plasmonic nano-holes. Sci. Rep. 7, 11020 (2017).

13. Li, P., Gao, Y. & Pappas, D. Multiparameter cell affinity chromatography:
separation and analysis in a single microfluidic channel. Anal. Chem. 84,
8140–8148 (2012).

14. Tang, Q. et al. On-chip simultaneous rotation of cells by acoustically oscillating
bubble array. Biomed. Microdevices 22, 13 (2020).

15. Tu, L., Huang, L. & Wang, W. A novel micromachined Fabry-Perot inter-
ferometer integrating nano-holes and dielectrophoresis for enhanced bio-
chemical sensing. Biosen. Bioelectron. 127, 19–24 (2019).

16. Wu, P. H. et al. A comparison of methods to assess cell mechanical properties.
Nat. Methods 15, 491–498 (2018).

17. Allison, S. J. Chronic kidney disease: actin cytoskeleton alterations in podo-
cytes: a therapeutic target for chronic kidney disease. Nat. Rev. Nephrol. 11, 385
(2015).

18. Bareil, P. B., Sheng, Y., Chen, Y. Q. & Chiou, A. Calculation of spherical red blood
cell deformation in a dual beam optical stretcher. Opt. Express 15,
16029–16034 (2007).

19. Mahaffy, R. E., Shih, C. K., MacKintosh, F. C. & Kas, J. Scanning probe-based
frequency-dependent microrheology of polymer gels and biological cells.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 880–883 (2000).

20. Zhang, Y. et al. Interfacing 3D magnetic twisting cytometry with confocal
fluorescence microscopy to image force responses in living cells. Nat. Protoc.
12, 1437–1450 (2017).

21. Tseng, Y., Kole, T. P., Lee, S. & Wirtz, D. Local dynamics and viscoelastic
properties of cell biological systems. Curr. Opin. Colloid. Interface Sci 7, 210–217
(2002).

22. Shojaei-Baghini, E., Zheng, Y. & Sun, Y. Automated micropipette aspiration of
single cells. Ann. Biomed. Eng. 41, 1208–1216 (2013).

23. Zhou, E. H., Xu, F., Quek, S. T. & Lim, C. T. A power-law rheology-based finite
element model for single cell deformation. Biomech. Model. Mechanobiol. 11,
1075–1084 (2012).

24. Z. Bow, H. et al. A microfabricated deformability-based flow cytometer with
application to malaria. Lab Chip 11, 1065–1073 (2011).

25. Chang, D., Sakuma, S., Kera, K., Uozumi, N. & Arai, F. Measurement of the
mechanical properties of single Synechocystis sp. strain PCC6803 cells in dif-
ferent osmotic concentrations using a robot-integrated microfluidic chip. Lab
Chip 18, 1241–1249 (2018).

26. Ekpenyong, A. E. et al. Mechanical deformation induces depolarization of
neutrophils. Sci. Adv. 3, e1602536 (2017).

27. Hildebrand, J. A. & Rugar, D. Measurement of cellular elastic properties by
acoustic microscopy. J. Microsc. 134, 245–260 (1984).

28. Lai, C. W., Hsiung, S. K., Yeh, C. L., Chiou, A. & Lee, G. B. A cell delivery and pre-
positioning system utilizing microfluidic devices for dual-beam optical trap-
and-stretch. Sensor. Actuat. B-Chem. 135, 388–397 (2008).

29. Yang, T., Bragheri, F. & Minzioni, P. A comprehensive review of optical stretcher
for cell mechanical characterization at single-cell level. Micromachines 7, 90
(2016).

30. Lei, U., Sun, P. H. & Pethig, R. Refinement of the theory for extracting cell
dielectric properties from dielectrophoresis and electrorotation experiments.
Biomicrofluidics 5, 044109 (2011).

31. Valero, A., Braschler, T. & Renaud, P. A unified approach to dielectric single cell
analysis: impedance and dielectrophoretic force spectroscopy. Lab Chip 10,
2216–2225 (2010).

32. Krinke, D., Jahnke, H. G., Panke, O. & Robitzki, A. A. A microelectrode-based
sensor for label-free in vitro detection of ischemic effects on cardiomyocytes.
Biosens. Bioelectron. 24, 2798–2803 (2009).

33. Feng, Y., Huang, L., Zhao, P., Liang, F. & Wang, W. A microfluidic device
integrating impedance flow cytometry and electric impedance spectroscopy
for high-efficiency single-cell electrical property measurement. Anal. Chem. 91,
15204–15212 (2019).

34. Huang, L., He, W. & Wang, W. A cell electro-rotation micro-device using
polarized cells as electrodes. Electrophoresis 40, 784–791 (2019).

35. Huang, L. et al. Study of a microfluidic chip integrating single cell trap and 3D
stable rotation manipulation. Micromachines 7, 141 (2016).

36. Huang, L., Zhao, P. & Wang, W. 3D cell electrorotation and imaging for
measuring multiple cellular biophysical properties. Lab Chip 18, 2359–2368
(2018).

37. Benhal, P., Chase, G., Gaynor, P., Oback, B. & Wang, W. Multiple-cylindrical
electrode system for rotational electric field generation in particle rotation
applications. Int. J. Adv. Robot. Syst. 12, 84 (2015).

38. Huang, L., Zhao, P., Wu, J. H., Chuang, H. S. & Wang, W. On-demand dielec-
trophoretic immobilization and high-resolution imaging of C. elegans in
microfluids. Sensor. Actuat. B-Chem 259, 703–708 (2018).

39. Huang, L., et al. A microfluidic chip combining optical stretcher and electro-
rotation for measuring cellular mechanical and electrical properties. In Proc.
MicroTAS (2018).

40. Teng, Y., Pang, M., Huang, J. & Xiong, C. Mechanical characterization of cancer
cells during TGF-β1-induced epithelial-mesenchymal transition using an
electrodeformation-based microchip. Sensor. Actuat. B-Chem. 240, 158–167
(2017).

41. Solmaz, M. E. et al. Optical stretching of giant unilamellar vesicles with an
integrated dual-beam optical trap. Biomed. Opt. Express 3, 2419–2427
(2012).

42. Lincoln, B. et al. Reconfigurable microfluidic integration of a dual-beam laser
trap with biomedical applications. Biomed. Microdevices 9, 703–710 (2007).

43. Lautenschlager, F. et al. The regulatory role of cell mechanics for migration of
differentiating myeloid cells. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 106, 15696–15701
(2009).

44. Wottawah, F. et al. Characterizing single suspended cells by optorheology.
Acta. Biomater. 1, 263–271 (2005).

45. Benhal, P., Chase, J. G., Gaynor, P., Oback, B. & Wang, W. AC electric field
induced dipole-based on-chip 3D cell rotation. Lab Chip 14, 2717–2727 (2014).

46. Yang, J. et al. Dielectric properties of human leukocyte subpopulations
determined by electrorotation as a cell separation criterion. Biophy. J. 76,
3307–3314 (1999).

47. Delabre, U. et al. Deformation of phospholipid vesicles in an optical stretcher.
Soft Matter 11, 6075–6088 (2015).

48. Deman, A. L. et al. Characterization of C-PDMS electrodes for electrokinetic
applications in microfluidic systems. J. Micromech. Microeng. 21, 095013 (2011).

Huang et al. Microsystems & Nanoengineering            (2020) 6:57 Page 13 of 14

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-020-0162-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-020-0162-2


49. Lee, S., Joo, B., Jeon, P. J., Im, S. & Oh, K. Columnar deformation of human red
blood cell by highly localized fiber optic Bessel beam stretcher. Biomed. Opt.
Express 6, 4417–4432 (2015).

50. Ashkin, A. Acceleration and trapping of particles by radiation pressure. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 24, 156–159 (1970).

51. Wu, M. et al. High-throughput cell focusing and separation via acoustofluidic
tweezers. Lab Chip 18, 3003–3010 (2018).

52. Kung, Y. C. et al. Tunnel dielectrophoresis for tunable, single-stream cell
focusing in physiological buffers in high-speed microfluidic flows. Small 12,
4343–4348 (2016).

53. Choi, S., Song, S., Choi, C. & Park, J. K. Sheathless focusing of microbeads and
blood cells based on hydrophoresis. Small 4, 634–641 (2008).

54. Stark, H. & Ventzki, D. Stokes drag of spherical particles in a nematic envir-
onment at low Ericksen numbers. Phys. Rev. E 64, 031711 (2001).

55. Matteucci, M. et al. Fiber-based, injection-molded optofluidic systems:
improvements in assembly and applications. Micromachines 6, 1971–1983
(2015).

56. Han, S. I., Joo, Y. D. & Han, K. H. An electrorotation technique for measuring the
dielectric properties of cells with simultaneous use of negative quadrupolar
dielectrophoresis and electrorotation. Analyst 138, 1529–1537 (2013).

57. Ananthakrishnan, R. et al. Modelling the structural response of an eukaryotic
cell in the optical stretcher. Curr. Sci. 88, 1434–1440 (2005).

58. Guck, J. et al. The optical stretcher: a novel laser tool to micromanipulate cells.
Biophy. J. 81, 767–784 (2001).

Huang et al. Microsystems & Nanoengineering            (2020) 6:57 Page 14 of 14


	On-chip integrated optical stretching and electrorotation enabling single-cell biophysical�analysis
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Concept design and working mode of the chip
	Working principle of optical stretching and mechanical property measurement
	Working principle of electrorotation and dielectric property measurement
	Experimental setup
	Chip fabrication
	DEP buffer preparation
	Cell preparation
	TGF-&#x003B2;1 treatment

	Results and discussion
	Cell capture&#x02013;nobreaktrap&#x02013;nobreakstretch by optical stretching
	Mechanical property measurement via optical stretching
	Cell electrorotation and dielectric property measurement
	Multiparameter measurement result analysis
	Altered properties of TGF-&#x003B2;1-treated EMT A549 cells

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Acknowledgements




