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Introduction
Intracellular drug delivery stands as an indispensable 
prerequisite propelling the progress of cell-based therapy 
and gene therapy technologies. This holds particularly 
true for the immensely promising nucleic acid drug mol-
ecules, including DNAs and RNAs [1, 2]. However, the 
cell membrane’s negative charge, due to its phospholipid 
bilayer structure and surface protein modifications, pres-
ents a significant barrier to negatively charged nucleic 
acid molecules. Current cell transfection methods help 
overcome this barrier by facilitating the movement of 
nucleic acids into the cytoplasm and eventually to the 
nucleus for transcription. Common transfection methods 

Journal of Nanobiotechnology

†Juan Jiang, Jing Liu and Xinmin Liu contributed equally to this work.

*Correspondence:
Hui-jiuan Chen
chenhuix5@mail.sysu.edu.cn
Ji Wang
wangj683@mail.sysu.edu.cn
Xi Xie
xiexi27@mail.sysu.edu.cn
1Institute of Precision Medicine, The First Affiliated Hospital, Sun Yat-sen 
University, Guangzhou 510080, Republic of China
2State Key Laboratory of Optoelectronic Materials and Technologies, 
Guangdong Province Key Laboratory of Display Material and Technology, 
School of Electronics and Information Technology, Sun Yat-Sen University, 
Guangzhou 510006, Republic of China
3Sun Yat-sen University Zhongshan School of Medicine,  
Guangzhou 510080, Republic of China

Abstract
Effective intracellular DNA transfection is imperative for cell-based therapy and gene therapy. Conventional gene 
transfection methods, including biochemical carriers, physical electroporation and microinjection, face challenges 
such as cell type dependency, low efficiency, safety concerns, and technical complexity. Nanoneedle arrays have 
emerged as a promising avenue for improving cellular nucleic acid delivery through direct penetration of the 
cell membrane, bypassing endocytosis and endosome escape processes. Nanostraws (NS), characterized by their 
hollow tubular structure, offer the advantage of flexible solution delivery compared to solid nanoneedles. However, 
NS struggle to stably self-penetrate the cell membrane, resulting in limited delivery efficiency. Coupling with extra 
physiochemical perforation strategies is a viable approach to improve their performance. This study systematically 
compared the efficiency of NS coupled with polyethylenimine (PEI) chemical modification, mechanical force, 
photothermal effect, and electric field on cell membrane perforation and DNA transfection. The results indicate that 
coupling NS with PEI modification, mechanical force, photothermal effects provide limited enhancement effects. 
In contrast, NS-electric field coupling significantly improves intracellular DNA transfection efficiency. This work 
demonstrates that NS serve as a versatile platform capable of integrating various physicochemical strategies, while 
electric field coupling stands out as a form worthy of primary consideration for efficient DNA transfection.
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use chemical carriers like liposomes and positively 
charged polymers to encapsulate nucleic acids, neutral-
izing their charge and enhancing interaction with the cell 
membrane [3, 4]. However, these methods have limita-
tions including potential risks associated with carrier res-
idues and the reliance on endosomal escape post cellular 
endocytosis [5]. Biocarriers like membrane-penetrating 
peptides and viral vectors pose safety concerns, limiting 
their clinical use [6, 7]. In contrast, physical force-based 
intracellular delivery methods offer a direct approach 
without introducing foreign agents. These methods 
include mechanical forces [8, 9], laser pulses [10, 11], and 
electricity [12], which facilitate the entry of nucleic acid 
molecules into cells. Established methods like electropor-
ation and microinjection have successfully secured com-
mercial footholds [13–15], but they have drawbacks such 
as cytotoxicity due to the ultra-high voltages (~ 200 V) for 
bulk electroporation [16, 17], and limitations in manipu-
lating multiple cells simultaneously due to the intricate 
and time-consuming nature of microinjection [18].

Nanoneedle arrays, characterized by their nanometer-
scale diameters, have showcased significant strides in the 
advancement of drug delivery into cells [19–21]. These 
arrays, fabricated through techniques like micromachin-
ing or chemical growth, offer a stark departure from con-
ventional microinjection methods, boasting diameters 
spanning from 100 to 500 nm. When cells are cultured on 
these arrays, their membranes embrace the nanoneedles, 
creating a tight interface [22, 23]. The high height-to-
diameter ratio and finely honed structure of nanonee-
dles hold the potential to disrupt cell membrane during 
growth, facilitating the diffusion of molecules absorbed 
onto their surface or dispersed within a solution [24, 25]. 
The pivotal advantage of this delivery methodology lies in 
the direct access it provides for drug molecules into the 
cell cytoplasm, bypassing the need for cellular endocy-
tosis and endosomal escape [26–28]. Furthermore, the 
feasible of crafting expansive arrays of nanoneedles paves 
the way for simultaneous intracellular delivery to a mul-
titude of cells. Additionally, owing to the significantly 
smaller diameter of nanoneedles compared to typical 
cells (~ 10  μm), the disruption area incurred by nanon-
eedle penetration is minimized.

Despite these benefits, a growing body of research 
emphasizes the challenges of relying solely on gravita-
tional or adhesive forces for membrane perforation [29]. 
Even in occasional instances of successful membrane 
perforation, there is considerable variance in final deliv-
ery efficiency. To amplify the effectiveness of nanoneedle 
penetration through cell membranes, the application of 
external physical forces or chemical modifications has 
emerged as a promising strategy. These mechanisms 
entail the integration of physical fields, such as mechani-
cal forces, laser irradiation, and electric field, or chemical 

modifications, with the nanoneedles to bolster penetra-
tion efficiency. For example, Wang et al. harnessed cen-
trifugal force and nanoneedle arrays to deform cell 
membranes, leading to a remarkable eight-fold enhance-
ment in the transfection efficiency of primary cells with 
plasmid DNA [30]. Laser irradiation of metal nanon-
eedles can generate photothermal heat, breaking cell 
membranes, while high-velocity nanoshockwaves can 
also perforate membranes [31]. Liu et al. extended this 
exploration by synergizing nanoneedles with electrical 
stimulation, achieving successful delivery of fluorescent 
molecules through cell membranes [32]. Furthermore, 
the application of chemical modifications or auxiliary 
agents to nanoneedles hold the potential to augment 
membrane perforation and overall transfection efficiency 
[29, 33]. In summation, the application of external physi-
cal forces or chemical modifications offers a promis-
ing avenue for augmenting the capability of nanoneedle 
structures to traverse the cell membrane’s phospholipid 
bilayer, thereby promoting intracellular delivery. How-
ever, it is crucial to acknowledge that conventional solid 
nanoneedles indeed have limitations in active drug deliv-
ery and in precisely controlling the timing or repeating 
of the drug delivery process, whether the molecules are 
adsorbed on the surface or dispersed within the culture 
medium.

Diverging from solid nanoneedles, nanostraws (NS) 
represent nanoneedle-like structures characterized by 
hollow tubes, conferring upon them the unique capabil-
ity of facilitating the flexible delivery of solutions [33–35]. 
Consequently, they possess a slew of advantages over 
the solid nanoneedles in the realm of intracellular drug 
delivery. Employing a microfluidic design, the lower 
solution storage chamber and the upper cell culture 
cavity are constructed and integrated with NS to create 
a device tailored for cellular delivery [36] (Fig. 1a). This 
specialized set not only facilitates the precise adjustment 
of drug concentration and composition but also enables 
flexible control over the timing and repetitive intracel-
lular administration aligned with specific requirements. 
However, analogous to the limitations encountered 
with solid nano-needles, the cellular delivery efficiency 
remains quite modest through NS, relying solely on the 
cell’s inherent gravity and adhesion (Fig.  1b). To bolster 
delivery efficiency, it becomes imperative to leverage a 
combination of external physical fields (electric field, 
mechanical force, and laser) and chemical modification 
integrated with NS. Nevertheless, a notable gap prevails 
in comprehensive and comparative investigations assess-
ing the potential of these physicochemical methods in 
tandem with NS to facilitate the perforation of the cell 
membrane, thereby augmenting the efficiency of cellular 
delivery.
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In this study, we couple the hollow alumina (Al2O3) 
NS with four distinct physicochemical perforation 
methods, including cationic polymer PEI modification, 
mechanical force, photothermal effect, and electric field 
(Fig.  1c). These combinations are employed in intracel-
lular DNA transfection with the objective of enhancing 
transfection efficiency. Our investigations span across 
three representative cell lines, including epithelial cell 
line HeLa, immune cell line DC2.4, and cardiac cell line 
HL-1 (Fig.  1d). NS is incorporated into four custom-
ized settings, each specifically designed for application 
in one of the four physicochemical perforation coupling 
scenarios involving NS (Fig.  1e). Within the ambit of 
this study, we conduct a systematic exploration into the 
synergistic effects of coupling NS with various physi-
cochemical perforation methods on DNA transfection 
efficiency and cellular safety. For each coupling tech-
nique, we examine an array of applied intensity condi-
tions to optimize transfection efficiency while ensuring 
minimal impact on cell viability. Our results show that 
the coupling strategies involving NS with PEI modifica-
tion, mechanical force, photothermal effects, exhibit a 
modest impact on enhancing DNA transfection. Exces-
sive mechanical force and photothermal effects exert a 
significant toll on cell viability. Conversely, electric field-
coupled NS remarkably prompt DNA transfection, show-
casing substantial improvements across three distinct cell 
lines. This emphasizes the versatility of NS as a platform 
proficient in integrating various physicochemical perfo-
ration methods. Proper selection of coupling strategies 
and the optimization of conditions are crucial factors 
for promoting efficient DNA transfection. This study 
establishes a reliable platform for testing and developing 
high-throughput, secure, and efficient DNA transfection 
methodologies, contributing to the progression of cell 
therapy and gene therapy technologies.

Results and discussion
Nanostraw fabrication, characterization and cell culturing
In this study, track-etched polycarbonate mem-
branes (TPM) serve as templates to fabricate NS. The 
25  μm-thick membrane features evenly distributed ver-
tical nanochannels spanning from the bottom to the 
top surface, which act as molds for shaping NS. Critical 
parameters of the NS, such as pore diameter, length, and 
distribution density on the substrate, can significantly 
impact cell transfection efficiency. Given the typical cell 
spreading length on substrates falls within the order of 
10 μm, a TPM boasting nanochannels with 200 nm diam-
eter is chosen as the ideal template for NS fabrication. 
The diameter represents 2% of the cell spreading length, 
thus avoiding potential cellular damage caused by large-
area perforation. Additionally, the distribution density 
of NS emerges as a pivotal factor influencing the safety 

and intracellular delivery efficiency. Based on preliminary 
experimental results [16], a TPM with a distribution den-
sity of 2 × 107 nanochannels/cm² is selected as the tem-
plate, resulting in an average spacing of 2.2 μm between 
each pair of NS. Following a well-established procedure 
to fabricate the NS [37], the initial step involves deposit-
ing a ~ 20 nm thick layer of Al2O3 onto the surface of the 
TPM and the inner walls of all nanochannels through 
atomic layer deposition (ALD) (Fig.  1f). Subsequently, 
reactive ion etching (RIE) is employed to completely 
remove the Al2O3 layer from the surface of TPM, expos-
ing the underlying polycarbonate material. The Al2O3 NS 
are then formed after additional oxygen plasma etching. 
The depth of the TPM removed via oxygen plasma etch-
ing is precisely controlled to yield NS of desired height. 
The height of NS is another crucial element that influ-
ence the cell growth and delivery efficiency. Previous 
study has demonstrated that NS measuring around 1 μm 
in height efficiently enhance cellular drug delivery with-
out significant cytotoxicity [38, 39]. In this study, precise 
control of the etching time was implemented to attain NS 
measuring 1 μm in length, forming an array of NS. Scan-
ning electron microscopy (SEM) characterization shows 
the uniform distribution of nanochannels with a diam-
eter of 200 nm on the surface of the TPM (Fig. 1g, Fig. 
S1a). Following the aforementioned micro-nano fabrica-
tion process, an array of Al2O3 NS with a height of 1 μm 
is effectively cultivated within the nanochannels, present-
ing a consistent vertical tubular structure adorned with 
smooth orifices at the tip (Fig. 1h, Figure S1b).

To facilitate cell cultivation and the coupling with vari-
ous physicochemical perforation methods, a cell culture 
device is constructed for NS-based delivery by integrat-
ing NS with cell culture chamber and microchannel. The 
NS is positioned above the microfluidic groove, while 
the cell culture chamber is situated above them. And the 
microfluidic groove is stuck to a glass substrate. Addi-
tionally, there are two throughout sample injection holes 
besides the cell culture chamber, which connect with the 
lower microchannel. The lower microchannel layer and 
upper cell culture chamber layer are fabricated using 
polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) cross-linking through 
molding. The TPM, hosting the NS array, function as a 
central layer between the microchannel and the cell cul-
ture chamber, forming a sandwich structure (Figure S2). 
As a result, this allows for dynamic control over the con-
centration of DNA molecules within the microchannel 
solution, providing flexibility in regulating the applied 
DNA concentration to the cells.

Before cell culturing, the surface of the NS is ini-
tially coated with fibronectin (Fn) to enhance cell adhe-
sion and spreading upon attachment. HeLa, DC2.4, and 
HL-1 cells are then cultured in the cell culture chamber 
within the device, and their biocompatibility is assessed 
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by cell condition, involving the morphology and viabil-
ity. Simultaneously, cells with the same concentrations 
are seeded in a conventional 96-well plate, serving as the 
control, to facilitate a comparison of cell spreading over 
time on two distinct substrates. After 6 and 24 h of cell 
culture, the cells are stained with Calcein AM, Hoechst, 
and propidium iodide (PI) to label the cytoplasm of live 
cells, cell nucleus, and dead cells, respectively, followed 
by observation under fluorescence microscopy. The 
microscopy imaging illustrates that the HeLa and DC2.4 
cells are growing well on both substrates and exhibits a 
gradual spreading state after 6 h and full spreading after 
24  h. HL-1 cells adhere to the NS after 6  h but do not 
fully spread until 24 h, displaying the typical spindle car-
diomyocyte morphology (Fig. 2a, Fig. S3). Compared to 

conventional cell culture plates, NS culture conditions 
exhibit minimal impact on cell growth characteristics, as 
evidenced by the similar morphology observed between 
the two distinct conditions. Additionally, the viability of 
HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells on the NS after 24 h of cul-
ture exceeds 90% (Fig. 2b). However, at 6 h, the viability 
of HeLa and HL-1 cells on the NS is slightly lower than 
that on the culture plates, indicating that some cells have 
not yet adapted to the NS culture environment at the ini-
tial stage. Overall, cells are able to grow healthily on the 
NS, and the vertical nanostructure does not exhibit sig-
nificant cytotoxicity, demonstrating the good biocompat-
ibility of the NS.

To directly visualize the interaction between cells 
and the NS, DCs are cultured on the NS for 24 h before 

Fig. 1  Schematic representation of NS coupling with various physicochemical perforation for intracellular DNA delivery. (a) Schematic representation 
of NS integrated with a microfluidic design tailored for intracellular delivery. (b) Transfection model illustrating NS alone-mediated modest transfection 
without the application of external forces. (c) Schematic representation of NS coupling with four distinct physicochemical perforation methods for 
transfection, including cationic ionic polymer PEI modification, mechanical force, photothermal effect, and electric field. (d) Illustration of three distinct 
cell types used to test transfection efficiency: epithelial-like cells (HeLa), immune cells (DC2.4), and myocardial cells (HL-1). (e) Four customized settings 
designed for application in one of the four physicochemical perforation coupling scenarios involving NS. (f) Schematic demonstrating the fabrication 
procedure for the array of hollow Al2O3 NS. (g) Photograph (left) and SEM image (right) of the TPM. (h) SEM image of NS with a height of 1 μm, with an 
enlarged view provided on the right
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imaging with SEM. Our observations reveal that DCs 
have stabilized and displayed complete adhesion and 
spreading on the NS. The NS is distinctly visible beneath 
the DCs, indicating the formation of a robust biophysi-
cal interface between them (Fig.  2c). However, there is 
potential of cell membrane rupture and perforation dur-
ing the growth on NS. Therefore, we first conduct a vali-
dation to demonstrate whether the cell membrane is able 
to be pierced by the NS alone for plasmid DNA delivery. 
Once the cell membrane is pierced by the NS, the unique 

hollow tubular architecture, extending vertically from the 
lower surface of the polycarbonate membrane to the top, 
facilitates the diffusion of the solution from the lower 
microchannel into the upper section of the NS. Here, the 
green fluorescence protein (GFP) encoded plasmid DNA 
(pMAX-GFP) is engaged as a nucleic acid molecular 
tool to characterize the intracellular delivery efficiency 
through the NS. The pMAX-GFP solution is introduced 
into the cell culture medium and the lower microchan-
nel with a final concentration of 0.1 µg/µl, and the cells 

Fig. 2  Cells cultured on NS and pMAX-GFP transfection through NS without external forces. (a) Fluorescent microscopy images displaying the growth 
and spreading of HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells on the conventional Plate and NS over a 6 or 24-h period after seeding. Calcein AM (green), Hoechst (gray), 
and PI (red) are used for cell labeling. The upper panel shows HeLa cells, the middle panel represents DC2.4 cells, and the lower panel displays HL-1 cells. 
The left two rows show cells cultured on a conventional cell culture plate (Plate), and the right two rows represent cells cultured on the NS. (b) Quantifica-
tion of cell viability after 6 and 24 h of culture on the NS. Mean ± SEM, n = 3 regions, Two-way ANOVA. (c) SEM image of DCs on the NS after 24 h cultivation. 
The orange line illustrates the border of the cell, and the blue arrows indicate the NS beneath DCs. (d) Schematic illustration of cells cultured on the NS 
for pMAX-GFP delivery without external force. (e) Fluorescent microscopy images of HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells expressing GFP at 24 h after NS-mediated 
delivery of pMAX-GFP without external forces, respectively. The images display the merged channel of GFP (green), Hoechst (gray), and PI (red). The scale 
bars in all images are 200 μm
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undergo an additional 24 h of cultivation (Fig. 2d). Then 
cells are stained with Hoechst and PI staining for com-
prehensive cell counting and evaluating the number of 
dead cells. As it shows in the microscopy imaging, almost 
no any expression of GFP from all the three types of 
cells after 24  h post pMAX-GFP introduction, suggest-
ing unsuccessful membrane perforation (Fig.  2e). These 
results validate that either the gravitational forces of the 
cell or the adhesive forces between cells and the NS are 
insufficient to enable the penetration of the cell mem-
brane, emphasizing the necessity for additional external 
energy or chemical modifications to augment the cell 
membrane penetration efficiency of NS.

Subsequently, we employ distinct coupling approaches 
for NS, involving cationic polymer PEI modification, 
mechanical force, photothermal effects, and an electric 
field. Each of these diverse coupling strategies is applied 
individually for DNA transfection into cells, and we sys-
tematically compare their relative efficacy in enhancing 
transfection efficiency.

Nanostraws coupled with PEI modification for cellular DNA 
transfection
We initiate an exploration into the potential of NS in 
intracellular DNA transfection following chemical 
modification. We investigate PEI, a prominent cationic 
polymer, to assess its capacity to modify NS, aiming to 
evaluate its potential in penetrating cell membranes and 
facilitating DNA transfection (Fig. 3a). Cationic polymers 
are commonly employed in nanoparticle modification 
to enhance endocytosis, facilitating substance delivery 
into cells. Since cell membranes typically carry a nega-
tive charge, the PEI modification proves advantageous for 
enhancing the binding force between the cell membrane 
and NS. This robust binding force potentially induces 
stability changes in the double-layer phospholipid struc-
ture of the cell membrane, facilitating the perforation 
of the cell membrane. Specifically, the PEI modification 
procedure involves chemically bonding hydroxyl groups 
on the surface of Al2O3 NS with a silane coupling agent. 
Subsequently, solutions of PEI at concentrations of 0.1, 
1.0, 10.0, and 40.0  mg/mL are introduced, followed by 
overnight incubation for modification reaction (Fig. 3b). 
Additionally, to corroborate the successful modification 
of PEI onto NS, a fluorescent gorup, Cy5, is conjugated to 
PEI subsequent to its modification onto the NS, yielding 
PEI-Cy5@NS (Figure S4a). Following this, PEI-Cy5@NS 
undergo fluorescence microscopy imaging. The unmodi-
fied NS and NS modified with a silane coupling agent 
(Silane@NS), utilized as controls, exhibit a failure to bind 
with Cy5. However, the observable fluorescence emitted 
by Cy5 on the PEI-Cy5@NS, which becomes more pro-
nounced with higher concentrations of PEI modification, 
confirms the successful PEI modification (Figure S4b).

The PEI-modified NS (PEI@NS) are integrated with 
microchannel into cell culture devices and HeLa, DC2.4, 
and HL-1 cells are subsequently seeded on PEI@NS 
for cell viability detection to assess the influence of PEI 
modification. Cells are stained with Calcein AM, PI, and 
Hoechst after a 24-h culture period on PEI@NS, followed 
by observation through a microscope. Robust cell adhe-
sion is observed, with consistently high viability rates 
(> 95%) for all cell types, indicating that PEI modification 
does not compromise cell health, albeit with a very slight 
reduction in viability observed in HeLa cells (Fig. 3c and 
d, Figure S5a). We proceed to test the feasibility of PEI@
NS for DNA transfection into cells. A solution containing 
pMAX-GFP is applied to the cell culture medium and the 
microchannel below the PEI@NS with a concentration 
of 0.1  µg/µL. This ensures a sufficient presence of plas-
mid DNA around the cells, preventing diffusion difficul-
ties through the NS that could potentially affect the final 
transfection efficiency. After the introduction of pMAX-
GFP, cells are cultured for an additional 24 h, followed by 
PI and Hoechst staining. Transfection efficiency is cal-
culated as the ratio of cells expressing GFP to the total 
cell count. Fluorescence microscopy observations reveal 
that, after modifying NS with 1.0, 10.0, and 40.0 mg/mL 
of PEI, only sporadic HeLa and DC2.4 cells are success-
fully transfected, with GFP expression efficiency below 
1% (Fig. 3e and f, Figure S5b). There is almost no expres-
sion of GFP observed in HL-1 cells. Although the cell 
viability after transfection validate that PEI modification 
indeed does not induce cytotoxicity or compromise cell 
activity, it fails to enhance the pMAX-GFP transfection 
efficiency in HeLa, HL-1, and DC2.4 cells significantly. 
Several factors may account for this compromised effi-
ciency. On one hand, PEI molecules are exclusively modi-
fied on the surface of Al2O3 NS and not on the TPM. The 
limited surface area of the NS results in a relatively sparse 
modification of PEI molecules, leading to restricted cell 
membrane permeability. On the other hand, the closely 
adherent cell membranes to the substrate present a chal-
lenge for the entry of plasmid DNA molecules, even fol-
lowing cell membrane penetration through coaction with 
PEI. To achieve both cell membrane penetration and effi-
cient plasmid DNA delivery in this system, a potential 
strategy could involve introducing a solution containing 
PEI molecules and plasmid DNA into the microchannel. 
This approach may facilitate the entry of plasmid DNA 
molecules following cell membrane penetration at the 
tips of NS. Nevertheless, a critical consideration is the 
low diffusion efficiency of plasmid DNA molecules in 
aqueous solutions, posing limitations on the efficacy of 
free diffusion into cells.
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Nanostraws coupled with mechanical force applied to 
cellular DNA transfection
Due to the slender structure of the NS, we therefore con-
sider to apply external mechanical force to facilitate NS 
in penetrating the cell membrane, investigating the fea-
sibility of DNA transfection (Fig.  4a). The application 
of external mechanical force is beneficial as it enhances 
pressure exerted by NS on the cell membrane, promot-
ing the attainment of the energy barrier necessary for 

breaching the cell membrane. Initially, HeLa, DC2.4, and 
HL-1 cells are cultured in standard 48-well culture plate. 
All cell types undergo a 24-h culture period to facilitate 
adhesion to the substrate and achieve better spreading, 
ensuring a more uniform force application on the cells. 
Subsequently, the TPM with NS is affixed to a coverslip, 
then inversely positioned onto the cell surface, allowing 
the NS to establish direct vertical contact with the cells. 
Additional weights, ranging from 0.1 to 1.0  g including 

Fig. 3  NS coupled with PEI modification for cellular DNA transfection. (a) Schematic illustration outlining the transfection by NS coupled with PEI modifi-
cation (PEI modification@NS). (b) Depiction of the PEI modification procedure of the NS. (c) Fluorescent microscopy images illustrating the cell condition 
on the PEI@NS context over a 24-h period after initial cell seeding. Merged signals from Calcein AM (green), Hoechst (gray), and PI (red) are presented. 
The upper panel represents HeLa cells, the middle panel shows DC2.4 cells, and the lower panel features HL-1 cells. Cell condition on PEI@NS modified 
with various concentrations of PEI (0.1, 1.0, 10.0, and 40.0 mg/mL) solution are arranged from left to right. (d) Quantification of cell viability on the PEI@NS 
based on microscopy images. Mean ± SEM, n = 3, One-way ANOVA. (e) Fluorescent microscopy images showcasing cells expressing GFP following trans-
fection through PEI@NS. These images display the merged signals of GFP, Hoechst, and PI, and the rows correspond to those shown in panel (c). (f) Quan-
tification of transfection efficiency and cell viability after pMAX-GFP transfection mediated by PEI@NS, based on the microscopic images. Mean ± SEM, 
n = 3, Two-way ANOVA. Scale bars in all images are 200 μm
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Fig. 4 (See legend on next page.)
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the weight of the coverslip, are applied to the back of 
the TPM, subjecting cells to four different forces for a 
duration of 12 h (Fig. 4b). Considering the potential for 
external force to induce alterations in cell morphology or 
behavior, along with the risk of mechanical force caus-
ing cell membrane rupture and subsequent cell death, 
our initial step involves assessing the cell condition. Fol-
lowing the removal of NS and mechanical force, cells are 
stained with Calcein AM, PI, and Hoechst for subsequent 
microscopy observation. The results reveal that coupling 
NS with 0.1 and 0.2 g weights has no significant impact 
on cell viability or morphology, maintaining cell viabil-
ity of HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 consistently above 90%. 
However, under the weight of 0.5  g, the cell viability is 
notably affected. Specifically, the viability of HeLa cells is 
reduced to 73.05%, DC2.4 cells exhibit viability of 82.33%, 
and HL-1 cells show viability of 78.15%. Moreover, HeLa 
cells tend to form clusters when subjected to an external 
weight of 0.5  g, indicating a gradual impact on cell sta-
tus with increased pressure. Notably, when exposed to 
NS combined with a weight of 1.0 g, HeLa cell viability 
decreases to 47.80%, DC2.4 cells to 37.96%, and HL-1 
cells to 36.51% (Fig. 4c and d, Figure S6a), suggesting that 
excessive pressure significantly impairs cell viability.

Having gained comprehensive insights into the impact 
of coupling NS with various external mechanical forces 
on cellular activity, we leverage this understanding to 
enhance cellular DNA transfection. In this process, a 
solution containing pMAX-GFP is introduced to the 
cell culture medium at a final concentration of 0.1  µg/
µl. As previous, cells are subjected to varying degrees of 
external force for a duration of 12 h before removing the 
external weight and the NS. The cells are then cultured 
for an additional 24  h, allowing sufficient time for GFP 
expression (Fig.  4b). Post-incubation, the cells are sub-
jected to PI and Hoechst staining for fluorescence char-
acterization. The results show that, the external force 
provided by the weight of 0.1  g does not lead to trans-
fection in HeLa cells. When subjected to weights of 0.2, 
0.5, and 1.0  g coupled with NS, only a limited number 
of HeLa cells successfully undergo transfection, albeit 
with a GFP expression efficiency below 2%. The impaired 
cell activity with 48.91% under the highest degree of the 
external force supplied by a weight of 1.0  g. Notably, 

DC2.4 cells exhibit no transfection under any of the four 
conditions, while the cell viability significantly reduces to 
38.21% in the scenario of NS coupling a weight of 1.0 g. 
Among HL-1 cells, GFP expression is observed under the 
weights of 0.1, 0.2, and 0.5  g, yielding transfection effi-
ciencies of 4.71%, 2.22%, and 4.00%, respectively, with no 
significant variance (Fig. 4e and f, Figure S6b). However, 
the transfection effects are notably inhomogeneous, with 
several local areas failing to exhibit transfection results. 
The higher weight of 1.0 g results in declined viability to 
17.85%, with no contribution to pMAX-GFP transfection. 
In comparison to HeLa and DC2.4 cells, HL-1 cells dem-
onstrate a relatively higher efficiency of successful trans-
fection mediated by NS coupling with mechanical forces. 
This could be attributed to the well-spreading nature of 
HL-1 cells, increasing the likelihood of cell membrane 
perforation under mechanical force. In contrast, DC2.4 
cells have no benefits from NS coupling external forces 
strategy in the aspect of cellular DNA transfection. This 
is likely due to the softness of DC2.4 cells and their highly 
fluid cell membrane, which hinders membrane penetra-
tion by NS assisted with mechanical force. Despite this, 
excessive external mechanical force still results in a sig-
nificant decrease in cell viability, highlights that the dam-
age caused by mechanical force is irreversible.

These outcomes indicate that coupling with external 
mechanical force does not effectively enhance the abil-
ity of NS to transfect DNA into cells. The limited success 
of this coupling strategy may be attributed to multiple 
complicated reasons. Although the NS features a slender 
nanoneedle-like structure, the top smooth orifice, lacking 
a sharp needle-tip effect, may not facilitate the penetra-
tion of cell membranes under mechanical forces. Fur-
thermore, the uneven surface of cell membranes and the 
relatively limited length of NS, pose a challenge in ensur-
ing a uniform distribution of force on the cell membrane 
surface, consequently influencing their cellular status and 
transfection efficiency. Of note, it is difficult to precisely 
manipulate the application of mechanical force during 
the transfection process, which may also lead to the het-
erogeneous transfection efficiency.

(See figure on previous page.)
Fig. 4  NS coupled with mechanical force applied to cellular DNA transfection. (a) Schematic illustrating the transfection by NS coupled with mechanical 
force (Mechanical force & NS). (b) Depiction of the procedure involved in applying mechanical forces to the NS to facilitate transfection efficiency. (c) 
Fluorescent microscopy images showing the cell condition to mechanical forces applied to the NS over a 12-h period. The images display the merged 
signals from Calcein AM (green), Hoechst (gray), and PI (red). The upper panel represents HeLa cells, the middle panel shows DC2.4 cells, and the lower 
panel features HL-1 cells. Results of cell condition after different weights (0.1, 0.2, 0.5, and 1.0 g) application are presented in rows from left to right. (d) 
Assessment of cell viability under different mechanical force conditions based on microscopic images. Mean ± SEM, n = 3, One-way ANOVA. (e) Fluores-
cent microscopy images displaying cells expressing GFP following delivery via NS coupled with mechanical force. These images represent the merged 
signals of GFP, Hoechst, and PI, with the rows corresponding to those in panel (c). (f) Evaluation of transfection efficiency and cell viability after pMAX-GFP 
transfection mediated by NS coupled with mechanical force, based on the microscopic images. Mean ± SEM, n = 3, Two-way ANOVA. Scale bars in all im-
ages are 200 μm
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Nanostraws coupled with photothermal effect applied to 
cellular DNA transfection
Photothermal perforation represents a commonly uti-
lized physical method for intracellular delivery. The fol-
lowing investigation explores the potential application of 
an additional photothermal effect to aid NS in breaching 
the cell membrane for DNA transfection. To enhance the 
photothermal effects of the NS, magnetron sputtering is 
employed to deposit a gold layer on the surface of the NS 
(Au/NS). Due to the surface plasmon resonance of gold, 
Au/NS can absorb energy of infrared light and convert 
it into heat, thereby elevating their surface temperature 
(Fig. 5a). The heightened temperature can disrupt the sta-
bility of the phospholipid bilayer in the cell membrane, 
leading to membrane perforation.

To investigate the appropriate laser power density for 
cellular photothermal perforation, we first assess the 
photothermal effect of Au/NS through a comparative 
analysis involving gold-sprayed TPM (Au/TPM) and 
unsprayed NS. The NS, Au/NS, and Au/TPM are inte-
grated with microfluidic groove into cell culture device. 
Employing an 808  nm infrared laser with light power 
densities spanning from 2.0 to 7.4  W/cm², we monitor 
the temperature dynamic of Au/TPM, NS, and Au/NS 
throughout a time span of 0 to 420 s. The findings high-
light a pronounced photothermal effect in Au/NS, char-
acterized by a fast temperature increase within the initial 
60 s of laser exposure, followed by a gradual rise that sta-
bilizes around the 180-s mark. At a low power density of 
2.0 W/cm², Au/NS exhibits a temperature increase from 
the starting point of 25.6 to 31.3 °C after 180 s. At higher 
power densities of 3.6, 4.6, and 7.4 W/cm², temperatures 
escalate to 38.8 °C, 43.6 °C, and 46.9 °C, respectively, after 
the same duration. In contrast, unsprayed NS displays no 
discernible photothermal effect, and Au/TPM maintains 
negligible temperature changes, holding at 31.9  °C after 
420  s of irradiation at 4.6  W/cm² (Fig.  5b and c, Figure 
S7a). This stark contrast underscores the pivotal role of 
the pillar-shaped nanostructure inherent to NS in elicit-
ing the observed photothermal effect.

We further conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the 
impact of Au/NS-coupled photothermal effects on cell 
viability across various conditions, with the goal of estab-
lishing a secure operational range. Au/NS are integrated 
with microchannel into cell culture devices and HeLa, 
DC2.4, and HL-1 cells are culture within the devices. 
Following 24  h culture, during which cells adhere and 
spread on the Au/NS, they undergo a 3-min exposure to 
an 808 nm infrared laser at light power densities of 2.0, 
3.6, 4.6, and 7.4  W/cm², respectively. Subsequently, the 
cells are cultured for an additional 2 h and stained with 
Calcein AM, Hoechst, and PI for cell viability assess-
ment. Fluorescent microscopy results demonstrate that 
at a laser power of 2.0  W/cm², cell viability remains 

unaffected, with the activity of all three cell types main-
tained above 95%. However, with an increase in laser 
power to 3.6, 4.6  W/cm², discernible variations in cell 
activity emerge. HeLa cells exhibit decreased activity 
to 93.29% and 90.05%, DC2.4 cells maintain activity at 
98.02% and 97.06%, while HL-1 cells, being more sensi-
tive to the photothermal effect, experience activity reduc-
tions to 94.21% and 75.00%. These findings suggest a 
gradual impact of the photothermal effect mediated by 
Au/NS on cell viability with increasing laser power. Upon 
reaching an applied power of 7.4 W/cm², HeLa cell via-
bility significantly drops to 20.61%, DC2.4 cell viability 
decreases to 19.61%, and HL-1 cell viability plummets to 
11.87% (Fig. 5d and e). This underscores the potential of 
an excessively strong photothermal effect to induce irre-
versible cell membrane perforation or trigger cell apopto-
sis, significantly impacting cell viability.

Subsequent to determining the effects of Au/NS-
induced photothermal energy on cell viability, our inves-
tigation progresses to assess the effectiveness of Au/
NS-coupled photothermal perforation for cell DNA 
transfection (Fig.  5f ). Following a 24-h incubation 
period of cells on Au/NS, pMAX-GFP is introduced into 
the cell culture medium and the microchannel 15  min 
prior to laser irradiation at various power densities for 
3 min (Fig.  5g). Cells are then allowed for another 24 h 
of culture with the presence of pMAX-GFP, followed by 
staining with Hoechst and PI for further analysis. Charac-
terization results from fluorescent microscopy reveal that 
coupling Au/NS with 3.6 or 4.6 W/cm² laser irradiation 
yields GFP expression efficiencies of 0.37% and 1.92% in 
HeLa cells. Meanwhile, DC2.4 cells display limited trans-
fection, observed only under 4.6 W/cm² condition, with 
GFP expression efficiencies of 0.05%. HL-1 cells demon-
strate a faint transfection efficiency of only 0.34% under 
3.6  W/cm² conditions. Notably, all three cell types sub-
jected to Au/NS coupling with a low power density of 
2.0 W/cm² or a high-power density of 7.4 W/cm² do not 
demonstrate successful transfection. The decrease in cell 
viability after transfection under high power density vali-
date the damage on cell condition (Fig. 5h and i, Figure 
S7b).

The experimental findings reveal that Au/NS can 
absorb energy from near-infrared light, converting it into 
heat. However, this coupling strategy does not signifi-
cantly enhance intracellular delivery. Similar to the limi-
tations observed in PEI@NS mediated transfection, the 
photothermal perforation of the cell membrane occurs 
in the region closely in contact with the substrate, mak-
ing it difficult for plasmid DNA molecules through this 
perforated area into the cells. Moreover, the small dif-
fusion coefficient of plasmid DNA in solution, coupled 
with spatial hindrance, restricts the quantity entering the 
cytoplasm by free diffusion. Additionally, cells exhibit a 
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Fig. 5  NS coupled with photothermal effect applied to cellular DNA transfection. (a) Schematic illustrating the photothermal effect of NS. (b) NIR thermal 
imaging and (c) photothermal curves characterizing the photothermal properties of the Au/NS. (d) Fluorescent microscopy images capturing the cell 
condition to various laser intensity applied to the NS. The images display the merged signals from Calcein AM (green), Hoechst (gray), and PI (red). The 
upper panel represents HeLa cells, the middle panel shows DC2.4 cells, and the lower panel features HL-1 cells. Different laser intensity (2.0, 3.6, 4.6, and 
7.4 W/cm2) are organized in rows from left to right. (e) Cell viability assessment under varied laser intensity conditions based on microscopic images. 
Mean ± SEM, n = 3, One-way ANOVA. (f) Schematic of transfection by NS coupled with photothermal effect (Photothermal effect & NS). (g) Photograph 
displaying the cell culture device is exposed to laser irradiation. (h) GFP expression observed by microscopy post-transfection via NS coupled with pho-
tothermal effect. These images show the merged signals of GFP, Hoechst, and PI, with the rows corresponding to those in panel (d). (i) Quantification 
of transfection efficiency and cell viability after pMAX-GFP transfection mediated by NS coupled with photothermal effect, based on the microscopic 
images. Mean ± SEM, n = 3, Two-way ANOVA. Scale bars in all images are 200 μm
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narrow tolerance window to the thermal effect, posing a 
challenge in achieving increased transfection efficiency 
without compromising cell viability. To enhance the effi-
ciency of intracellular DNA delivery by photothermal 
perforation, the incorporation of electrophoresis-assisted 
plasmid DNA migration could be considered to further 
improve the transfection efficiency.

Nanostraws coupled with electric field for cellular DNA 
transfection
After the attempts to couple various physicochemical 
with NS for cell perforation, we eventually employed an 
electric field-assisted method to achieve cell membrane 
electroporation for intracellular delivery of pMAX-GFP. 
We integrate a layer of indium tin oxide (ITO) glass to 
replace the ordinary glass located at the bottom as an 
electrode, along with a platinum (Pt) electrode posi-
tioned above the cell culture chamber, constituting a NS-
based electroporation (NSEP) device. This configuration 
forms an electrical circuit encompassing the ITO elec-
trode at the microchannel’s bottom, the solution within 
the microchannel and inside the NS, the cell culture 
medium, and the Pt electrode (Fig. 6a and b). The appli-
cation of electric pulses between these two electrodes 
facilitates the propagation of the electric field through 
the conductive solution in microchannel and NS, result-
ing in a localized effect at the exit tip of the NS. A trans-
membrane potential of 0.2 ~ 1.5  V represents a critical 
threshold for cell membrane perforation induced by 
electric field [40]. In the context of cell membrane tightly 
adhering to the surface of NS, the localized electric field 
at the NS-cell membrane interface promotes the distur-
bance of the stability of the cell membrane structure, ulti-
mately resulting in the perforation. Concurrently, due to 
the negative charge of DNA molecules, the electric field, 
with the ITO glass electrode as the cathode and Pt elec-
trode as the anode, prompts DNA molecules to migrate 
from the microfluidic groove along the NS to the cell 
membrane through electrophoresis (Fig. 6c).

To gain a deeper insight into the localized effect of the 
electric field coupled to NS, we construct a 2D COM-
SOL model based on the geometric structure of the NS 
array and the cell interaction interface. Specifically, the 
2D model consists of a half-ellipse-shaped hollow cell 
membrane shell, measuring 6  nm in thickness (Figure 
S8 and Table S1). This membrane shell embraces the NS. 
The NS are filled with an electrically conductive cell cul-
ture medium, while the microchannel at the bottom is 
also filled with a cell culture medium (Figure S8 ). Using 
the AC/DC Module in a steady-state regimen in COM-
SOL for simulation calculations [16], we apply an ini-
tial voltage (V0) of 20 V. The simulation modeling of the 
electric potential distribution reveals a concentration of 
high potential on the NS, with a noticeable decline after 

traversing the cell membrane above them (Fig. 6d and e). 
Similarly, the norm intensity of the electric field is pri-
marily accumulated at the interface between the NS and 
the cell membrane, intensifying to maximum strength at 
the top of the NS (Figure S9a,S9b). The localized electric 
field generated by the NS, combined with a significant 
difference in potential between the external and internal 
aspects of the cell, facilitates the targeted accumulation 
of energy needed to overcome the perforation energy 
barrier in that specific region. Meanwhile, the major-
ity of other regions experience only weak electric fields, 
ensuring the cell’s safety. We further scrupulously analyze 
the electric field norm distribution and the transmem-
brane potential at different regions, encompassing the 
interface between the cell membrane and NS, as well as 
areas within the cell not contact to NS either proximal or 
situated at a distance from the NS. The locations of the 
three regions are illuminated with three lines in the sche-
matic diagram (Fig. 6f ). With the V0 setting at 20 V, the 
transmembrane voltage of the cell membrane in contact 
with the NS reaches 7.9 (Line 1), whereas the transmem-
brane voltage of the cell region at the proximal end (Line 
2) or farther away from the NS (Line 3) remains below 
5 V (Fig. 6g). Additionally, the position indicated in line 1 
demonstrates the most substantial variation in electrical 
field strength when compared to the other two sections 
(Figure S9c). This outcome signifies that NS effectively 
concentrate the electric field at the tip exit, enabling the 
cell membrane in contact to attain the critical transmem-
brane voltage condition for perforation. Conversely, the 
cell membrane not in contact with the NS withstands 
minimal transmembrane voltage, averting extensive per-
meabilization and preserving the integrity of most cell 
membranes, thus ensuring cell health.

Based on our previous research, we have gained 
insights into the optimal range of voltage conditions for 
cell transfection [41]. In this study, we employ an electric 
field-coupled NS system with voltage ranging from 10 to 
30 V for cell membrane perforation. Leveraging the elec-
trophoretic mobility of plasmid DNA in the presence of 
an electric field, where ITO glass functions as the cath-
ode and a Pt electrode as the anode, plasmids undergo 
directed migration from the lower microchannel to the 
immediate vicinity of cells. Furthermore, we systemati-
cally evaluate the effectiveness across a spectrum of volt-
age conditions for cellular DNA transfection. Following a 
24-h incubation of cells within the NSEP device, a solu-
tion containing 0.1 µg/µl pMAX-GFP is introduced into 
the lower microchannel prior electroporation. Subse-
quently, electric pulses spanning a range from 10 to 30 V, 
with a pulse frequency of 20 Hz, pulse width of 200 µs, 
and a total pulse duration of 30 s, are applied. Following 
that, cells are cultured for an additional 24 h, followed by 



Page 13 of 20Jiang et al. Journal of Nanobiotechnology          (2024) 22:131 

staining with PI and Hoechst for microscopy observation 
to determine transfection efficiency and cell viability.

The results demonstrate that coupling NS with volt-
age conditions of 10, 15, 20, and 25 V yields GFP expres-
sion efficiencies of 8.74%, 30.94%, 69.33%, and 47.72% for 
HeLa cells, with corresponding cell viability of 99.61%, 
99.69%, 98.73%, and 67.37%, respectively. DC2.4 cells 
demonstrate GFP expression efficiencies of 7.74% (10 V), 
16.11% (15 V), 41.76% (20 V), and 26.25% (25 V), respec-
tively. Their cell viability remains above 95% under volt-
ages below 15  V but slightly decreases to 89.57% and 
83.86% when applying 20 and 25 V to the NS integrated 
system. Similarly, HL-1 cells subjected to NS coupling 
under voltage conditions of 15, 20, 25, and 30 V, exhibit 
GFP expression efficiencies of 7.87%, 27.94%, 32.25%, and 
37.05%. HL-1 cell viability does not significantly decrease 
after NS combined electroporation under voltage condi-
tions of 15, 20, and 25  V, while a palpable reduction to 
83.59% occurs under the higher voltage condition of 30 V 
(Fig.  6h and i, Figure S10). These findings underscore 
the notion that subjecting cells to NS with an external 
electric field for perforation under optimized conditions 
significantly amplifies the efficiency of pMAX-GFP 
transfection with minimal cell damage. Excessively high 
voltage applied for NS coupling can cause irrevers-
ible damage to cells, negatively impacting their viability. 
Across HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cell lines, efficient and 
high-quality DNA transfection is achievable under low-
voltage conditions, with the most favorable transfection 
effects observed at 20 V, 20 V, and 25 V, respectively. It 
is noteworthy that beyond these optimal voltage settings, 
further increases in voltage fail to enhance cell transfec-
tion efficiency, while concurrently leading to a noticeable 
decline in cell viability.

The robust transfection efficiency mediated by the 
NS-electric field coupling strategy may be due to sev-
eral factors. Firstly, the electric field is confined to the 
nanochannels of the NS, creating a nanoscale electric 
field localized specifically on the cell membrane sur-
face above the NS. This results in a significant electric 
potential difference between the interior and exterior 
of the cell membrane, even under low-voltage electrical 
pulse conditions. Secondly, the specific electrode con-
figuration, with a Pt electrode as the anode and an ITO 
glass electrode as the cathode, accommodates the nega-
tively charged DNA molecules, facilitating their efficient 
migration along the NS towards the cells through electro-
phoresis. Thirdly, prior investigations have demonstrated 
that cell membrane perforations induced by this method 
typically undergo complete repair within a maximum 
of 5 min, thereby showcasing minimal cytotoxic effects. 
Consequently, this ensures the successful expression of 
DNA plasmids subsequent to their entry into the cells.

In our aforementioned study, we systematically com-
pare the optimal efficiency of cellular DNA transfec-
tion achieved by NS coupling with PEI modification, 
mechanical forces, photothermal effects, and electric 
filed. Additionally, we conduct an analysis of cell viabil-
ity under these conditions. The results reveal that, for 
HeLa cells, the optimal transfection efficiency with NS-
coupled positively charged PEI modification is limited 
to 0.33%, though cell viability remains relatively high at 
98.37%. NS coupling with mechanical forces achieves a 
modest transfection efficiency of 1.61%, with cell viability 
at 90.93%. Similarly, the optimal transfection efficiency 
mediated by NS coupling and photothermal effects is 
1.92%, with cell viability at 92.35%. Notably, NS coupling 
with electroporation demonstrates an impressive optimal 
transfection efficiency of 69.33%, while maintaining high 
cell viability at 98.73%. Clearly, the transfection efficacy 
of NS coupling with electroporation surpasses that of 
the other three physicochemical techniques. For DC2.4 
cells, the optimal transfection efficiency mediated by 
NS-coupled PEI modification is 0.1%, with cell viability 
at 99.15%. Unfortunately, NS coupling with mechanical 
forces fails to achieve transfection, even under high-
pressure conditions, significantly impacting cell viability. 
In the context of NS coupling with photothermal effects, 
the optimal transfection efficiency is a mere 0.05%, with 
cell viability at 80.07% under the laser power density of 
4.6  W/cm2. In contrast, NS coupling with electropora-
tion in DC2.4 cells demonstrates a remarkable optimal 
transfection efficiency of 41.76%, coupled with a cell 
viability of 89.57%. This underscores the exceptional per-
formance of NS coupling with electroporation in terms 
of transfection efficacy, compared to the other three 
physicochemical techniques. Similarly, for HL-1 cells, 
NS-coupled PEI modification fails to achieve successful 
transfection, although with no significant impact on cell 
viability. NS coupling with mechanical forces achieves an 
optimal transfection efficiency of 4.71%, maintaining a 
high cell viability of 95.58%. NS coupling with photother-
mal effects achieves an optimal transfection efficiency 
of 0.34%, with cell viability at 94.93%. Significantly, NS 
coupling with electroporation once again demonstrates 
superior transfection efficacy, with an optimal transfec-
tion efficiency of 32.25%, coupled with a cell viability 
of 96.45% (Fig.  7a and b). Overall, these research find-
ings underscore the universality and superiority of NS 
coupling with electroporation across different cell lines. 
Two key factors contributing to their outstanding per-
formance are rooted in the localized electric field gen-
erated by NS, resulting in membrane perforation, and 
the electrophoresis of DNA molecules from the lower 
microchannel to the cellular environment under the 
customized electric field direction. Meanwhile, NS-cou-
pled electric field-mediated transfection offers several 
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advantages over traditional transfection methods. The 
NS-electric field facilitates direct entry of plasmids into 
the cytoplasm. This bypasses potential degradation that 
may occur through endocytosis pathways, which is a 

limitation of chemical carriers. While bulk electropora-
tion, a widely used method, can also deliver plasmids 
directly into the cytoplasm, it is prone to drawbacks such 
as cell damage from high-voltage electrical pulses and 

Fig. 6  NS coupled with electric field for cellular DNA transfection. (a) Components of the NSEP device. The upper PDMS chunk housing the cell culture 
chamber, the NS, the lower PDMS layer of the microchannel, ITO glass (bottom electrode), a Pt electrode (top electrode) are integrated into the NSEP de-
vice. (b) Photograph of NSEP device. (c) Schematic representation of transfection using NS coupled with electric field (Electric field & NS). (d, e) COMSOL 
simulation of electric potential distribution at the cell-NS interface. (f) Schematic representation of the 2D model used for COMSOL simulation, featuring 
three intercept lines marked as 1, 2, and 3 across the cell membrane. (g) The electric potential across the cell membrane along the three intercept lines. 
The horizontal axis, the Arc line, represents the length of the intercept line, while the corresponding Y values from 0 to 0.10 μm represent the electric 
potential values across the intercept lines from top to bottom as shown in (f). (h) Fluorescent microscopy images capturing GFP expression 24 h after 
NS coupled with electric field-mediated transfection. The images merge signals from GFP (green), Hoechst (gray), and PI (red). Upper panel: HeLa cells, 
middle panel: DC2.4 cells, lower panel: HL-1 cells. Rows from left to right represent different electric voltages (10, 15, 20, 25, and 30 V). Scale bars in all 
images measure 200 μm. (i) Quantitative assessment of transfection efficiency and cell viability following pMAX-GFP transfection via NS coupled with 
electric field delivery system, as determined from microscopic images. Mean ± SEM, n = 5 regions, Two-way ANOVA
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uneven transfection efficiency across cell populations. 
In contrast, the low voltage utilized in NS-coupled elec-
tric field strategies minimizes cell toxicity and promotes 
rapid cell repair. Additionally, the design of microfluidic 
devices employed in NS-coupled electric field approaches 
enables precise and repetitive delivery, further enhancing 
the efficacy and versatility of this transfection method. 
Therefore, electric field coupling forms constitute the pri-
oritized modality for further enhancing the efficiency of 
NS-mediated DNA transfection.

Conclusion
In summary, our investigation revolves around integrat-
ing an array of NS with four physicochemical perfora-
tion techniques, including PEI modification, mechanical 
forces, photothermal effects, and electric fields, aiming 
to enhance the efficiency of cell membrane perforation 
and consequently promote DNA transfection. Detailed 
investigations are conducted on representative cell lines, 
namely HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1, with a specific empha-
sis on optimizing transfection efficiency through adjust-
ments in applied intensity for each physicochemical 
coupling forms. The results validate that NS face chal-
lenges in penetrating the cell membrane solely relying on 
the inherent forces of the cells. Despite the application 
of external power, involving PEI modification, mechani-
cal forces, and photothermal effects, NS demonstrate 
relatively modest improvements in DNA transfection. 
Specifically, coupling with mechanical forces yields 

non-uniform transfection outcomes, and coupling with 
photothermal effects displays a limited effective window, 
potentially leading to cell death. Moreover, the influ-
ence of PEI modification on promoting NS-mediated cell 
membrane perforation is notably weak. In stark contrast, 
the amalgamation of electric fields with NS markedly 
enhances their efficiency in DNA transfection, consis-
tently showcasing improved effects across the three cell 
lines. In conclusion, our research underscores NS as 
a versatile material platform adept at flexible coupling 
with diverse physicochemical perforation methods. The 
exploration in this study paves the way for optimizing the 
forms and conditions of additional physicochemical per-
foration techniques, thereby improving the efficiency of 
NS-mediated DNA transfection into cells. This work not 
only showcases the feasibility of highly efficient cell trans-
fection using micro-nano devices but also holds promis-
ing implications for the development of safe and efficient 
transfection technologies applicable across various cell 
types. The ongoing advancement of the transfection plat-
form based on NS is poised to facilitate its widespread 
utilization in cellular and gene therapy technologies.

Materials and methods
Cell culture
HeLa (ATCC) and DC2.4 (ATCC) cells are cultured 
in DMEM (Corning) supplemented with 10% heat-
inactivated fetal bovine serum (FBS, Excell), 100 U/
mL penicillin, 100  µg/mL streptomycin (Gibco), and 

Fig. 7  Heatmap depicting transfection efficiency and cell viability 24 h after intracellular pMAX-GFP delivery through NS coupled with four distinct 
physicochemical perforation methods. (a) Comparative analysis of transfection efficiency mediated by four coupling strategies. (b) Cell viability analysis 
after transfection using four coupling strategies. Crossed squares indicate no testing data
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1% non-essential amino acid (NEAA, HyClone). HL-1 
(ATCC) cells are cultured in MEM (Gibco) supplemented 
with 10% heat-inactivated fetal bovine serum (FBS, 
Excell), 100 U/mL penicillin, 100  µg/mL streptomycin 
(Gibco), and 1% NEAA (HyClone). All cells are main-
tained in a tissue culture incubator at 37 ℃ plus 5% CO2 
with saturating humidity. Upon the confluence reach-
ing 80%, HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells undergo passag-
ing using trypsin (Corning). Specifically, the cell culture 
medium is discharged, followed by washing with PBS. 
Subsequently, a small amount of pre-warmed trypsin is 
added, and the cells are incubated for several minutes in 
the tissue culture incubator. The trypsinization process is 
neutralized with an equal volume of complete cell culture 
medium, followed by centrifugation and resuspension of 
cells in fresh culture medium.

The fabrication of NS
A 25-µm thick TPM with pore size of 200 nm and den-
sity of 2 × 107 nanochannels per cm2 (it4ip) serves as the 
foundational template. The porous TPM is fabricated by 
bombardment with heavy ion beams. The particles cre-
ate tracks as they pass through the membrane, form-
ing cylindrical channels with precise size, shape, and 
distribution corresponding to the original tracks. The 
membrane initially undergoes ALD to deposit a ~ 20-nm 
thick Al2O3 layer on both their surface and within the 
nanochannels’ walls. The ALD procedure involves the 
sequential introduction of triethylaluminum (Al(C2H5)3) 
and water vapor into the reaction chamber. This chemi-
cal reaction is represented by the equation: 2Al(C2H5)3 + 
3H2O → Al2O3 + 6C2H6. Following 120 cycles, a uniform 
Al2O3 layer forms on both the TPM surface and within 
the nanochannel walls. Subsequently, the chamber is 
purged with nitrogen to eliminate any residual unre-
acted Al(C2H5)3 and the generated C2H6. Following this, 
the Al2O3 layer on the surface of the TPM is selectively 
removed through RIE, exposing the underlying TPM sur-
face. Further, O2 plasma etching is employed to remove a 
certain height of the exposed TPM, revealing the Al2O3 
nanostructure within the nanochannels, forming an 
array of NS The power for the O2 plasma etching is set 
at 100 W, and precise control of the etching time results 
in the attainment of NS with a consistent height of 1 μm.

SEM characterization
DCs are cultured on the FN-coated NS for 24 h. The cells 
are then fixed in a 2.5% glutaraldehyde solution, followed 
by a series of sequential dehydration steps, involving 
immersion in ethanol aqueous solutions with increas-
ing concentrations (30, 50, 70, 90, 100%). The next dehy-
dration step involves substituting acetone for the 100% 
ethanol, and the samples are then transferred to isoamyl 
acetate. Following this, a critical-point drying (Leica EM 

CPD300) process is performed to ensure complete dehy-
dration. The samples are sputtered with a thin layer of Au 
(KYKY GVC-2000) for SEM imaging. The TPM and the 
NS are directly sputtered with a thin layer of Au before 
SEM characterization. The SEM images are captured 
using a field emission scanning electron microscope 
(Zeiss SUPRA 60).

Cell culture devices construction
Initially, the NS integrate with a microfluidic design to 
construct NS-based perforation devices for cell cul-
ture. In summary, the device comprise a cell-culture 
chamber and a microfluidic channel made of PDMS, an 
intermediate layer of NS, and a glass substrate. The fab-
rication process commences by thoroughly blending 
PDMS monomer and curing agent (Dow Corning) at 
a weight ratio of 10 (monomer) to 1 (curing agent). The 
mixture is then poured into a mold and cured at 80  °C 
for a minimum of 30 min. The PDMS chunk of the cell 
culture chamber measures 30  mm × 20  mm × 5  mm, 
with a central chamber of 5 mm in diameter specifically 
designed for cell culture. Additionally, two through-
holes, each with a diameter of 1.5 mm, are positioned on 
either side of the cell culture chamber, connected to the 
microchannel, serving as injection ports for the delivery 
of solutions. The microfluidic layer, with dimensions of 
30  mm × 20  mm × 0.5  mm, encompasses an elongated 
channel measuring 15 mm in length and 1 mm in width. 
The two terminals of the microchannel also feature two 
circular holes with a diameter of 1.5  mm, aligning with 
that beside in the cell culture chamber. The solution 
introduced through the holes adjacent to the cell cul-
ture chamber can flow into the bottom microchannel. To 
assemble all the components, the PDMS layer contain-
ing the microfluidic channel is first stuck onto glass sub-
strates with the uncured PDMS and then heated at 80 °C 
for 15  min. The TPM housing NS is attached onto the 
PDMS layer, covering the microfluidic channel. Finally, 
the PDMS section of the cell culture chamber is care-
fully attached to the lower PDMS layer, with the NS in 
the middle of the two PDMS layers. The established cell 
culture devices are sterilized with UV light for 1  h and 
the NS are immersed in a solution containing 100 ng/mL 
Fn (Sigma) and incubated at 37  °C for 6  h, followed by 
washing with PBS before cell culturing. Subsequently, a 
certain number of cells are seeded in the upper chamber 
and given a 24-h period for adhesion or growth. For HeLa 
and DC2.4, the seeded cell numbers are 8000, while for 
HL-1 the cell number is 5000. Unless stated otherwise, 
the cell culture process in the device consistently adheres 
to this protocol.
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Cell viability assessment
HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells cultured within cell culture 
devices for either 6 or 24 h undergo staining procedures 
to assess their growth characteristics and cell viability. 
A co-staining approach with Calcein-AM (Invitrogen), 
PI (Sigma), and Hoechst 33,342 (Invitrogen) enables 
the quantification of live cells, dead cells, and total cells, 
respectively. A working solution is prepared by diluting 
the dyes in cell culture medium, resulting in concentra-
tions of 6 µM for Calcein-AM, 5 µM for Hoechst, and 
0.5 µM for PI. The working solution is introduced to 
ensure comprehensive coverage of the cells. Following a 
15-min incubation period at 37℃, the working solution 
is exchanged with fresh culture medium before micros-
copy observation.

Intracellular DNA delivery by NS alone
HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells are seeded onto Fn-coated 
NS within cell culture devices for 24  h, then a solution 
containing pMAX-GFP is introduced into the cell culture 
medium and the lower microchannel at a concentration 
of 0.1  µg/µL. Subsequently, the cells are cultured in the 
incubator for additional 24  h. Afterward, the cells are 
stained with PI and Hoechst 33,342, following a protocol 
similar to the one described previously, before micros-
copy observation. Plasmid pMAX-GFP is procured at a 
concentration of 1  µg/µL from commercially available 
cell transfection kits (Lonza, Cat No.: V4XP-3032).

NS coupled with PEI modification
The TPM housing an array of NS is affixed to the sub-
strate of cell culture plates. A solution of 10 mM silane 
coupling agent KH-560 (Sigma) is added to cover the 
TPM and incubate at room temperature (RT) for 24  h. 
Polyethyleneimine (PEI, Mw ~ 800  g/mol) is diluted in 
double-distilled water (ddH2O) to achieve final concen-
trations of 0.1, 1.0, 10.0, and 40.0  mg/mL, respectively. 
The diluted PEI solutions are then introduced to cover 
the TPM, followed by overnight incubation at RT. For the 
formation of PEI-Cy5@NS, Cy5 first undergoes an acti-
vated ester reaction with N-hydroxysuccinimidyl ester, 
thereby forming Cy5 with an activated carboxyl group 
(Cy5-NHS). Cy5-NHS, which reacts with amidogen on 
PEI, is then added to PEI@NS at a concentration of 20 
µM and incubated for 24  h at RT before fluorescence 
imaging. A thorough washing step with PBS and ddH2O 
is carried out after each reaction.

HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells are seeded on Fn-coated 
PEI@NS and allowed to incubate for 24 h. Subsequently, 
the cell viability is assessed using live/dead staining. For 
cellular DNA transfection experiments, following a 24-h 
culture period on the PEI@NS, pMAX-GFP is introduced 
into the cell culture medium at a concentration of 0.1 µg/
µL. The cells are then cultured at 37 °C for an additional 

24  h to allow for successful GFP expression before 
microscopy imaging.

NS coupled with mechanical force
HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells are initially seeded on con-
ventional 48-well cell culture plate (Greiner Bio-One) 
for 24  h to promote adhesion. Subsequently, the TPM 
housing NS is attached to a coverslip with the radius of 
4  mm (Solarbio), and then meticulously positioned in 
an inverted orientation onto the adherent cell surface. 
This arrangement ensures the vertical contact of NS with 
the cells. Virous degrees of external mechanical force 
is applied using cured PDMS onto the coverslip. Spe-
cifically, un-crosslinked PDMS is prepared with precise 
weight measurement before curing, ensuring the forma-
tion of solid PDMS with specific weight properties. The 
total weight includes the cured PDMS plus the coverslip 
weights, with values of 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, and 1.0  g, respec-
tively. Following a 12-h exposure to these mechanical 
forces, the PDMS weights and the NS adhered to the cov-
erslip are carefully removed. Subsequently, the cells are 
subjected to live/dead staining for viability assessment.

In cellular DNA transfection experiments, after an 
initial 24-h seeding period on conventional cell culture 
plates, a controlled external force is applied to the cells. 
As detailed in the context, this force is sustained for a 
duration of 12  h before being carefully removed. After-
ward, pMAX-GFP is added to the cell culture medium at 
a concentration of 0.1  µg/µL, and the cells are cultured 
for another 24  h for GFP expression. Subsequently, cell 
viability and transfection efficiency are evaluated by 
microscopy imaging after staining.

NS coupled with photothermal effect
Firstly, a gold layer is deposited onto the surfaces of both 
the NS and the TPM utilizing of an automated magne-
tron ion sputtering instrument (KYKY GVC-2000). The 
thickness of the gold layer is determined by controlling 
the sputtering duration. To maintain transparency for 
microscopy imaging of the TPM with/without NS, a min-
imal yet efficient thickness of the gold layer exhibiting 
a significant photothermal effect is deemed optimal in 
this context. The sputtering current is consistently set at 
30 mA, and extending the sputtering duration results in 
a thicker gold layer. Upon comparing the photothermal 
effects of gold layers sputtered for 3 and 5 min, the lat-
ter exhibits superior performance while maintaining the 
transparency of TPM. Then the NS, Au/NS or Au/TPM is 
integrated into cell culture devices equipped with micro-
fluidic channel.

To validate the photothermal effects, 60 µL PBS is 
introduced into the cell culture chamber, and the cell 
culture device is positioned 3 cm beneath a laser probe 
to enable irradiation of the entire chamber. A laser 



Page 18 of 20Jiang et al. Journal of Nanobiotechnology          (2024) 22:131 

generator (Laserwave LWIR808-2  W) emitting contin-
ued light at 808 nm is employed to provide laser power, 
and a power meter (Laserwave LW-P10W-A) is utilized 
for precise laser power detection. The power density is 
determined by dividing the light power by the area of 
the light spot. The NS, Au/NS or Au/NPM within the 
cell culture chamber is subjected to the laser irradiation 
at varying power densities (2.0, 3.6, 4.6, and 7.4 W/cm²). 
Temperature dynamics of NS, Au/NPM, and Au/NS are 
monitored over a duration of 0 to 420 s using an infrared 
thermal imaging camera (FOTRIC).

HeLa, DC2.4, and HL-1 cells are seeded on Au/NS 
within cell culture chamber, and after 24  h, these cells 
undergo laser irradiation for 3  min at various power 
densities (2.0, 3.6, 4.6, and 7.4  W/cm²). Subsequently, 
the cells are cultured continuously for an additional 2 h 
before undergoing live/dead assessments.

In the context of cellular DNA transfection experi-
ments, pMAX-GFP is introduced into the cell culture 
medium, simultaneously loaded into the lower microflu-
idic channel at a concentration of 0.1  µg/µL for 15  min 
preceding laser irradiation. Subsequently, cells undergo 
laser irradiation for 3 min at various power densities (2.0, 
3.6, 4.6, and 7.4 W/cm²). After an additional 24 h of cul-
ture, cellular samples are stained and then subjected to 
microscopy for transfection efficiency and cell viability 
assessments.

NS coupled with electric field
The cell culture device designed for the NS coupled with 
an electric field scenario comprises an upper PDMS 
layer with cell-culture chamber, a central TPM with NS, 
a lower PDMS layer housing a microfluidic channel, 
and an ITO glass electrode, as illustrated in Fig.  6a. All 
components are assembled to NSEP devices as previous 
description. The ITO glass functions as the bottom elec-
trode in the NSEP devices. For electroporation, a wave-
form generator (Rigol) and a voltage amplifier (Agitek) 
are employed to generate electric pulses. A Pt electrode, 
serving as the top electrode, is immersed into the cell 
culture medium to establish an electrical circuit with the 
ITO glass. To facilitate cellular DNA delivery, the Pt elec-
trode functions as the anode, while the ITO glass serves 
as the cathode.

In the context of cellular DNA transfection experi-
ments, a solution of pMAX-GFP is loaded into the lower 
microchannel at a concentration of 0.1 µg/µL, 3 min prior 
to electroporation. A square-wave electric pulse ranging 
from 10 to 30 V with a duration time of 200 µs, frequency 
of 20 Hz, and a total period of 30 s is applied between the 
ITO glass and Pt electrodes. The pMAX-GFP solution 
is removed 15  min post-electroporation, and the cells 
are subsequently cultured at 37 ℃ for another 24 h with 

fresh culture medium before cell staining and microscopy 
imaging.

COMSOL simulation
The AC/DC Module of the COMSOL Multiphys-
ics finite-element-analysis software (COMSOL Inc) is 
used to stimulate the electric field and electric potential 
distribution upon the application of an electric pulse 
between the ITO glass and the Pt electrode. The 2D 
model is designed to mimic a cell situated on NS, with 
a conductive cell culture medium in the upper layer 
and a conductive solution in both the lower microflu-
idic channel and within the NS. To simplify the model, 
the cell membrane is represented as a half-ellipse with a 
thickness of 6 nm, mirroring its actual dimensions, and is 
assigned a conductivity of 0.000001 S/m. The TPM with 
insulating properties, is assigned a conductivity value of 
0.000001  S/m. The NS, filled with a solution containing 
nucleic acid molecules, demonstrate enhanced electri-
cal conductivity attributed to the presence of freely dis-
persed ions. Similarly, the upper conductive cell culture 
medium and the solution within the NS and lower micro-
fluidic channels are assigned a conductivity of 0.2  S/m. 
To exclude the influence of intracellular organelles, the 
electrical conductivity values of the internal cell environ-
ment are standardized to 0.2 S/m due to the conductive 
cytoplasm, with a particular focus on the properties of 
the cell membrane within this model. Specific parameters 
are established in the model to faithfully depict the elec-
tric field scenario associated with NS coupling. The upper 
cell culture medium is defined with a height of 3 mm, and 
the lower microfluidic channel solution is set to a height 
of 1 mm. In the model, the starting point for the poten-
tial is designated at the bottom of the lower microfluidic 
channel solution, initialized at 20 V. Conversely, the top 
of the upper cell culture medium is defined as the refer-
ence point, with an assigned potential value of zero.

The COMSOL simulation model employed in this 
study incorporates the following control equations:

	 ∇ · J = 0

J = бE

	 E = −∇V

Where J is the transmitted current density, б is the elec-
trical conductivity, E is the electric field strength, and V 
is the electric potential. By combining these three equa-
tions, Laplace’s equation for the global calculation of 
electric field and potential is derived:

∇(б·V) = 0
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Fluorescent microscopy imaging and analysis
Microscopic imaging is conducted using the fluores-
cence microscope (Leica DMi8 or Olympus CKX53 or 
Olympus FV3000). ImageJ software is utilized to pro-
cess microscopy images. Specifically, for cell viability 
analysis, the images of cells labeled with Hoechst dye are 
converted to 8-bit format, and then the threshold is fine-
tuned and particle analysis is performed to count all the 
cells. The number of Hoechst-labeled cells is denoted as 
NHoe. The cells labelled with PI undergo the same analy-
sis procedure, and recorded as NPI. Alternatively, manual 
counting is performed if the cell borders are unclear. The 
cell viability is calculated using the following equation: 
Cell viability = NPI ÷ NHoe × 100%.

In the context of transfection efficiency analysis, the 
quantification of GFP-positive cells and total cells is 
conducted by ImageJ software as the detailed method 
described above, denoted as NGFP and NHoe. The delivery 
efficiency of pMAX-GFP is calculated using the following 
equation:

Delivery efficiency = NGFP ÷ NHoe × 100%.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.
org/10.1186/s12951-024-02392-w.

Supplementary Material 1

Acknowledgements
Thanks for the technology support by the public platform of The First Affiliated 
Hospital and the State Key Laboratory of Optoelectronic Materials and 
Technologies of Sun Yat-Sen University.

Author contributions
JJ, JL and XML performed the experiments, analyzed the data and wrote 
the main manuscript text. XYX, ZJL, SH analyzed the data and revised the 
manuscript. XSH and CJY performed SEM experiments and revised the 
manuscript. XFW conducted PEI modification on NS experiments. YXC 
prepared Fig. 5b and c. HJC, JW, and XX conceived the project, designed the 
experiments and edited the manuscript. All authors have read and approved 
the final manuscript.

Funding
This work was financially supported by the National Key R&D Program of 
China (Grant No. 2022YFC2305800), National Natural Science Foundation 
of China (Grant No. T2225010, 32171399, 62105380, 32270993, 32171456, 
22007105). The authors also would like to thank the China Postdoctoral 
Science Foundation (2021M693686, 2022T150763, 2023TO0386), the 
Guangdong Basic and Applied Basic Research Foundation (Grant No. 
2023A1515011267, 2024B03J1284), the Open Fund of the State Key 
Laboratory of Luminescent Materials and Devices (South China University of 
Technology, Grant No. 2023-skllmd-09), and the Open Research Fund of State 
Key Laboratory of Digital Medical Engineering (Grant No. 2023-K09).

Data availability
All data generated and analyzed during this research are included in this 
published article and its supporting information file.

Declarations

Consent for publication
All authors agree for publication.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Supporting information
Diameter and height measurements of nanochannels and NS; the 
components and dimensions of the cell culture device; experimental data of 
the fluorescence microscopy imaging; 2D simulation model with a table of 
the parameters; the graph of the electric field in the simulation model.

Received: 18 January 2024 / Accepted: 10 March 2024

References
1.	 Cao Y, Ma E, Cestellos-Blanco S, Zhang B, Qiu R, Su Y, Doudna JA, Yang P. Proc 

Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2019;116:7899.
2.	 Qiu M, Li Y, Bloomer H, Xu Q. Acc Chem Res. 2021;54:4001.
3.	 Felgner PL, Ringold GM. Nature. 1989;337:387.
4.	 Tenchov R, Bird R, Curtze AE, Zhou Q. ACS Nano. 2021;15:16982.
5.	 Chan CL, Majzoub RN, Shirazi RS, Ewert KK, Chen YJ, Liang KS, Safinya CR. 

Biomaterials. 2012;33:4928.
6.	 Stewart MP, Sharei A, Ding X, Sahay G, Langer R, Jensen KF. Nature. 

2016;538:183.
7.	 Thomas CE, Ehrhardt A, Kay MA. Nat Rev Genet. 2003;4:346.
8.	 Sharei A, Zoldan J, Adamo A, Sim WY, Cho N, Jackson E, Mao S, Schneider S, 

Han MJ, Lytton-Jean A, Basto PA, Jhunjhunwala S, Lee J, Heller DA, Kang JW, 
Hartoularos GC, Kim KS, Anderson DG, Langer R, Jensen KF. Proc. Natl. Acad. 
Sci. U. S. A 2013, 110, 2082.

9.	 Han X, Liu Z, Jo MC, Zhang K, Li Y, Zeng Z, Li N, Zu Y, Qin L. Sci Adv 2015, 1, 
e1500454.

10.	 Xiong R, Hua D, Van Hoeck J, Berdecka D, Leger L, De Munter S, Fraire JC, Raes 
L, Harizaj A, Sauvage F, Goetgeluk G, Pille M, Aalders J, Belza J, Van Acker T, 
Bolea-Fernandez E, Si T, Vanhaecke F, De Vos WH, Vandekerckhove B, van Hen-
gel J, Raemdonck K, Huang C, De Smedt SC, Braeckmans K. Nat Nanotechnol. 
2021;16:1281.

11.	 Raes L, Stremersch S, Fraire JC, Brans T, Goetgeluk G, De Munter S, Van Hoecke 
L, Verbeke R, Van Hoeck J, Xiong R, Saelens X, Vandekerckhove B, De Smedt S, 
Raemdonck K, Braeckmans K. Nano-Micro Lett. 2020;12:185.

12.	 Fajrial AK, He QQ, Wirusanti NI, Slansky JE, Ding X. Theranostics. 2020;10:5532.
13.	 Neumann E, Schaefer-Ridder M, Wang Y, Hofschneider PH. Embo J. 

1982;1:841.
14.	 Capecchi MR. Cell. 1980;22:479.
15.	 Chow YT, Chen S, Wang R, Liu C, Kong CW, Li RA, Cheng SH, Sun D. Sci Rep. 

2016;6:24127.
16.	 Liu J, Jiang J, Deng C, Huang X, Huang S, Liu Z, Yang J, Mo J, Chen HJ, Wang J, 

Xie X. Small 2023, 19, e2303088.
17.	 Liu F, Yang Z, Yao R, Li H, Cheng J, Guo M. ACS Nano. 2022;16:19363.
18.	 Zhang Y, Yu LC. Curr Opin Biotechnol. 2008;19:506.
19.	 Chiappini C, Chen Y, Aslanoglou S, Mariano A, Mollo V, Mu H, De Rosa E, He 

G, Tasciotti E, Xie X, Santoro F, Zhao W, Voelcker NH, Elnathan R. Nat Protoc. 
2021;16:4539.

20.	 Zhu X, Yuen MF, Yan L, Zhang Z, Ai F, Yang Y, Yu PK, Zhu G, Zhang W, Chen X. 
Adv Healthc Mater. 2016;5:1157.

21.	 Li X, Ma Y, Xue Y, Zhang X, Lv L, Quan Q, Chen Y, Yu G, Liang Z, Zhang X, Weng 
D, Chen L, Chen K, Han X, Wang J. ACS Nano. 2023;17:2101.

22.	 Hanson L, Lin ZC, Xie C, Cui Y, Cui B. Nano Lett. 2012;12:5815.
23.	 Qu Y, Zhang Y, Yu Q, Chen H. ACS Appl Mater Interfaces. 2020;12:31054.
24.	 Peckys DB, Melechko AV, Simpson ML, Mcknight TE. Nanotechnology. 

2009;20:145304.
25.	 Xie X, Xu AM, Angle MR, Tayebi N, Verma P, Melosh NA. Nano Lett. 

2013;13:6002.
26.	 Higgins SG, Becce M, Belessiotis-Richards A, Seong H, Sero JE, Stevens MM. 

Adv Mater 2020, 32, e1903862.
27.	 Kolhar P, Doshi N, Mitragotri S. Small. 2011;7:2094.
28.	 Chen Y, Aslanoglou S, Gervinskas G, Abdelmaksoud H, Voelcker N. H., Elna-

than R. Small. 2019;15:e1904819.
29.	 Hachim D, Zhao J, Bhankharia J, Nunez-Toldra R, Brito L, Seong H, Becce 

M, Ouyang L, Grigsby CL, Higgins SG, Terracciano CM, Stevens MM. Small. 
2022;18:e2202303.

30.	 Wang Y, Yang Y, Yan L, Kwok SY, Li W, Wang Z, Zhu X, Zhu G, Zhang W, Chen X, 
Shi P. Nat Commun. 2014;5:4466.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-024-02392-w
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12951-024-02392-w


Page 20 of 20Jiang et al. Journal of Nanobiotechnology          (2024) 22:131 

31.	 Messina GC, Dipalo M, La Rocca R, Zilio P, Caprettini V, Proietti ZR, Toma A, 
Tantussi F, Berdondini L, De Angelis F. Adv Mater. 2015;27:7145.

32.	 Liu Z, Nie J, Miao B, Li J, Cui Y, Wang S, Zhang X, Zhao G, Deng Y, Wu Y, Li Z, Li 
L, Wang ZL. Adv Mater 2019, 31, e1807795.

33.	 Peer E, Artzy-Schnirman A, Gepstein L, Sivan U. ACS Nano. 2012;6:4940.
34.	 Hebisch E, Hjort M, Volpati D, Prinz CN. Small. 2021;17:e2006421.
35.	 He G, Feng J, Zhang A, Zhou L, Wen R, Wu J, Yang C, Yang J, Li C, Chen D, 

Wang J, Hu N, Xie X. Nano Lett. 2019;19:7201.
36.	 Zhang A, Fang J, Wang J, Xie X, Chen HJ, He G. Biosensors-Basel 2022, 12.
37.	 He G, Yang C, Hang T, Liu D, Chen HJ, Zhang AH, Lin D, Wu J, Yang BR, Xie X. 

ACS Sens. 2018;3:1675.
38.	 Xie X, Xu AM, Leal-Ortiz S, Cao Y, Garner CC, Melosh NA. ACS Nano. 

2013;7:4351.

39.	 Wen R, Zhang AH, Liu D, Feng J, Yang J, Xia D, Wang J, Li C, Zhang T, Hu N, 
Hang T, He G, Xie X. ACS Appl Mater Interfaces. 2019;11:43936.

40.	 Stewart MP, Langer R, Jensen KF. Chem Rev. 2018;118:7409.
41.	 Liu J, Jiang J, He M, Chen J, Huang S, Liu Z, Yao C, Chen HJ, Xie X, Wang J. ACS 

Appl Mater Interfaces. 2023;15:50015.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in 
published maps and institutional affiliations. 


	﻿Coupling of nanostraws with diverse physicochemical perforation strategies for intracellular DNA delivery
	﻿Abstract
	﻿Introduction
	﻿Results and discussion
	﻿Nanostraw fabrication, characterization and cell culturing
	﻿Nanostraws coupled with PEI modification for cellular DNA transfection
	﻿Nanostraws coupled with mechanical force applied to cellular DNA transfection
	﻿Nanostraws coupled with photothermal effect applied to cellular DNA transfection
	﻿Nanostraws coupled with electric field for cellular DNA transfection

	﻿Conclusion
	﻿Materials and methods
	﻿Cell culture
	﻿The fabrication of NS
	﻿SEM characterization
	﻿Cell culture devices construction
	﻿Cell viability assessment
	﻿Intracellular DNA delivery by NS alone
	﻿NS coupled with PEI modification
	﻿NS coupled with mechanical force
	﻿NS coupled with photothermal effect
	﻿NS coupled with electric field
	﻿COMSOL simulation
	﻿Fluorescent microscopy imaging and analysis


	﻿References


