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Abstract: Atherosclerosis represents an ever-present global concern, as it is a leading cause of
cardiovascular disease and an immense public welfare issue. Macrophages play a key role in the
onset of the disease state and are popular targets in vascular research and therapeutic treatment.
Carbon nanodots (CNDs) represent a type of carbon-based nanomaterial and have garnered attention
in recent years for potential in biomedical applications. This investigation serves as a foremost
attempt at characterizing the interplay between macrophages and CNDs. We have employed
THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages as our target cell line representing primary macrophages
in the human body. Our results showcase that CNDs are non-toxic at a variety of doses. THP-1
monocytes were differentiated into macrophages by treatment with 12-O-tetradecanoylphorbol-13-
acetate (TPA) and co-treatment with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs. This co-treatment significantly increased
the expression of CD 206 and CD 68 (key receptors involved in phagocytosis) and increased the
expression of CCL2 (a monocyte chemoattractant and pro-inflammatory cytokine). The phagocytic
activity of THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages co-treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs also showed
a significant increase. Furthermore, this study also examined potential entrance routes of CNDs
into macrophages. We have demonstrated an inhibition in the uptake of CNDs in macrophages
treated with nocodazole (microtubule disruptor), N-phenylanthranilic acid (chloride channel blocker),
and mercury chloride (aquaporin channel inhibitor). Collectively, this research provides evidence that
CNDs cause functional changes in macrophages and indicates a variety of potential entrance routes.

Keywords: carbon nanodots; macrophages; polarization; phagocytosis; uptake routes

1. Introduction

Cardiovascular disease (CVD) has more clinical implications than any other condition
worldwide. Globally, CVD accounts for one-third of all deaths [1]. In the United States,
over 600,000 humans die of CVD per year, representing a quarter of all American deaths [2].
For these reasons, devoting resources and research into ameliorating the mortality caused
by CVD is of principal priority. CVD can be expressed in several types such as ischemic

Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 1116. https://doi.org/10.3390/nano11051116 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/nanomaterials

https://www.mdpi.com/journal/nanomaterials
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3986-4581
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8606-0930
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4791-282X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2658-0248
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5187-1549
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano11051116
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano11051116
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano11051116
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/nanomaterials
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nano11051116?type=check_update&version=1


Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 1116 2 of 16

heart disease, cerebrovascular disease, or coronary artery diseases, which is usually caused
by atherosclerosis [3]. Atherosclerosis is the build-up of plaque in artery walls. This
condition leads to a decrease in blood flow to tissues. With the ever-increasing mortality
rate due to CVD, it is crucial to develop new methods of treatment. The biggest challenge
still is understanding the ramifications of the development of atherosclerosis.

Macrophages play a key role in the onset of the disease state. Free oxygen radicals
modify low-densitiy lipoprotieins (LDL) into ox-LDL. Upon injury to the endothelium of
blood vessels by ox-LDL, circulating monocytes differentiate into pro-inflammatory (M1)
or anti-inflammatory (M2) macrophages. In progressing lesions, M1 macrophages engulf
excess ox-LDL. In the process, these macrophages become lipid-laden and lose mobility,
finally proceeding to settle en masse on the bed of arteries as plaque. Dysregulated plaque
build-up in arteries results in a several fatal long-term health issues. Due to their crucial role
as mediators in atherogenesis, as well as their involvement in several aspects of the immune
response, macrophages are popular targets in vascular research and therapeutic treatment.

In recent years, interest in the development of nanoparticles for biological application
has risen. A key area of intrigue revolves around the interaction of nanoparticles with some
aspects of the immune response, resulting in their induction or repression [4]. Their use
also extends to imaging macrophages and disease states such as atherosclerotic lesions [5,6].
Carbon nanodots (CNDs) are particles of particular interest for a variety of reasons. These
particles tend to be smaller than 10 nm in size, have an sp2 hybridization, and are quasi-
spherical [7]. An essential characteristic of these nanodots is their high hydrophilicity,
which is made apparent by the presence of several functional groups in their surface such
as ether, carbonyl, hydroxyl, etc. This hydrophilicity allows for a very biocompatible
particle that is ready to interact with various organic or inorganic species [7]. CNDs also
have photoluminescent properties. This, combined with their hydrophilicity, makes CNDs
useful in sensing other particles. Their luminescent characteristics are defined by their
individual size, shape, functional groups, and other factors. Upon excitation by UV to
visible light, CNDs emission wavelengths range from UV to near-infrared [7].

CNDs have been synthesized with scavenging properties and proved themselves
capable ex vivo scavengers of free radicals, one of which is 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl
radicals (DPPH) [8]. In this assay, the successful conversion of DPPH into a stable DPPH-H
complex is due to antioxidant activity. This leads to a change in color from violet to light yel-
low, which can be quantified by ultraviolet-visible spectroscopy. Zhang et al. demonstrated
a dose-dependent increase in DPPH scavenging using N,S-codoped CNDs [8]. These
nanoparticles were synthesized using citric acid, α-lipoic acid, and urea precursors through
a hydrothermal method [9]. In vitro, CNDs have also demonstrated radical scavenging
ability. By way of Di-Chloro Di-Hydrofuran Fluorescein Di-Acetate (DCFH-DA) assay and
NBT (Nitro Blue Tetrazolium) reduction assay, Das et al. showcased CNDs (synthesized by
microwave irradiation of date molasses) scavenging ability of hydroxyl and superoxide
free radicals [10]. Altogether, these results denote the antioxidant propensity of CNDs and
evidence their potential for biological utilization.

Atherosclerosis is a long-standing inflammatory disease characterized by the narrow-
ing of arteries due to a build-up of plaque. The overproduction of ROS and its subsequent
oxidative stress play a key role in its initiation. Macrophages play an essential role as inter-
mediators of the disease state by differentiating into a pro-inflammatory state, secreting
cytokines and eventually becoming foam cells. As the concrete source for plaque build-up,
macrophages signify an area of interest. CNDs are a prospective choice for biomedical im-
plementation, having shown usefulness in ROS scavenging, biosensing, and drug delivery.
However, currently, no account exists that indicates whether or not CNDs have any ability
to affect the M1/M2 polarization of macrophages. In this study, we examined the effects of
CNDs on the expression of M1/M2 biomarkers and phagocytic activity of macrophages,
as well as potential entrance routes.
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2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Cell Culture

The THP-1 cell line (ATCC® TIB-202™, Manassas, VA, USA) cells were cultured
in Roswell Park Memorial Institute 1640 Medium (RPMI 1640) fortified with 10% Fetal
Bovine Serum (FBS) and 1% Penicillin–Streptomycin. This cell line was obtained from
the ATCC (Manassas, VA, USA) and grown in Cellstar® Filter Cap 75 cm2 cell-culture
treated, filter screw cap flasks in humidified incubators programmed to 37 ◦C and 5% CO2.
Corresponding media was renewed every 2 days and cells were split into a new passage
upon 85–90% confluence.

2.2. CNDs Synthesis and Characterization

The CNDs preparation using citric acid and ethylenediamine (EDA) as precursors
was synthesized based on an adaption of a previously published microwave-assisted
method [11]. In a 100 mL beaker, 0.96 citric acid 99.5% (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA)
was dissolved with 10.0 mL DDI water and then mixed with 1 mL (0.8980 g/mL) EDA
99% (ACROS Organics, Fair Lawn, NJ, USA) under vigorous stirring for 30 s. The beaker
containing the clear and colorless solution was covered with a watch glass and heated
using a domestic microwave oven (1200 W) for 5.0 min. After the elapsed time, the beaker
and contents were allowed to cool to room temperature. The brownish-orange crystalline
product was diluted with 10.0 mL DDI water and then dialyzed using a 500–1000 Da
MWCO Spectra Por Float-A-Lyzer G2 (Repligen, Waltham, MA, USA). The resultant clear,
brownish-orange aqueous solution was lyophilized using Labconco FreeZone Plus 12
(Labconco, Kansas City, MO, USA) to obtain the dried carbon nanodot product. UV-Vis
spectroscopy of CNDs was performed by Cary® Eclipse TM Fluorescence Spectropho-
tometer (Agilent, Santa Clara, CA, USA). Upon dilution to 2 mg/mL in DI-H2O, CNDs
were measured for fluorescence in a quartz cuvette to determine excitation and emis-
sion wavelengths. The surface chemistry of CNDS was characterized by carbon 1s X-ray
photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS, ESCALAB 250 Xi, Thermo Fisher, West Sussex, UK).

2.3. Monocyte Differentiation into Macrophages

THP-1 cells were cultured in cell plates containing RPMI 1640 Medium (Sigma-Aldrich,
St. Louis, MO, USA) or Hank’s Balanced Salt Solution (HBSS) with calcium, magne-
sium, and glucose (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA). Monocyte differentiation into
macrophages was induced with 3 ng/µL of 12-O-tetra-decanoylphorbol-13-acetate (TPA)
in an incubation period of 72 h period. Cells were lifted by cell scraper and the supernatant
placed in 50 mL Falcon tubes. Cell plates were rinsed with 2 mL PBS and also added to the
supernatant. Then, cells were pelleted by centrifuge.

2.4. CNDs Treatment

For cell viability measured by trypan blue staining and flow cytometry ViaCount
assays, THP-1 cells were treated with 3 ng/mL TPA in the presence or absence of 0.01, 0.1,
0.3, or 0.6 mg/mL CNDs in RPMI media for 72 h. The media was refreshed, and then,
the cells were incubated for another 72 h. For other experiments, THP-1 monocytes were
cultured in cell plates and co-treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs and 3 ng/µL TPA for 72 h in
RPMI media. Incubation occurred in 37 ◦C/5% CO2 incubators. Surrounding media was
decanted and replaced with new media, followed by another incubation period of 72 h,
after which plates were rinsed with 2 mL PBS and also added to the supernatant. Then,
cells were pelleted by centrifuge.

2.5. Cell Count (Trypan Blue)

Before and after differentiation and CNDs treatments, cells were counted. Monocytes
and macrophages were centrifuged at 300 g for 5 min at 4 ◦C and resuspended in either
PBS or respective media. After resuspension, cells were counted using a hemocytometer.
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Trypan blue was used to count viable, unstained cells, and the resulting concentration was
also calculated.

2.6. RNA Extraction

THP-1 cells were cultured in appropriate media in Corning® cell culture treated plates
(Corning Life Sciences, Durham, NC, USA). Upon treatment and incubation, adhered cells
were lifted sing a cell scraper. The media was extracted into 50 mL tubes. The cell plates
were rinsed twice with 1 × PBS to ensure no treatment media remained and also to extract
any remaining cells. Then, cells were then centrifuged at 300 g for 5 min at 4 ◦C. The
supernatant media was decanted, and the resulting cell pellets were treated with 1 mL of
ambion TRIzol® (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA). The resulting solution
was pipetted into 1 mL Eppendorf tubes. Then, 200 µL of chloroform were added, which
was followed by agitation, and then the solution was centrifuged at 12,000 rcf for 15 min.
The top aqueous phase was transferred to another set of 1 mL Eppendorf tubes and then
combined with 500 µL isopropanol and agitated before centrifuging again at 12,000 rcf for
10 min. The resulting pellet (RNA) was washed with 1 mL 75% ethanol and centrifuged at
7400 rcf for 5 min twice. Then, the pellet was resuspended in 10–15 µL of DEPC H2O.

2.7. CDNA Synthesis

After RNA extraction, the resulting RNA was quantified by way of a Thermo Scien-
tific™ Nanodrop 2000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA). Then, RNA was
diluted to a concentration of 500 ng/µL. Then, 2 µL of diluted RNA were mixed with 5 µL
of 5× Buffer, 1.25 µL of ddNTP, 1.25 µL of Random Primer, 14.875 µL of DEPC H2O, and
0.625 µL of MMLV-Reverse Transcriptase. Using Applied Biosystems™ Veriti™ 96-Well
Thermal Cycler (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA), the 25 µL solution was
converted to cDNA.

2.8. Quantitative Real-Time Polymerase Chain Reaction

Once cDNA was synthesized using the methods above, the resulting cDNA was
probed for a selection of M1/M2 biomarkers as mentioned previously, using H_GAPDH as
a housekeeping gene. This was performed by mixing 1 µL of cDNA with 10 µL of Power
SYBR® Green PCR Master Mix, 2 µL of 5 µM Forward Primer (Table 1), 2 µL of 5 µM
Reverse Primer (Table 1), 2 µL of 1:10 diluted cDNA, and 5 µL of DEPC H2O. The Applied
Biosystems™ StepOnePlus™ Real-Time PCR system (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham,
MA, USA) was employed and ran for 40 cycles. Each individual cycle constituted a 95 ◦C
phase for 15 s, a 58 ◦C phase for 60 s, and a 60 ◦C phase for 15 s. Comparative threshold
values were evaluated in order to quantify gene expression.

Table 1. Primer sequences for qrt-PCR reactions.

Target Forward Primer Reverse Primer

GAPDH 5’-AGA ACG GGA AGC TTG TCA TC-3’ 5’-GGA GGC ATT GCT GAT GAT CT-3’
IL-8 5’-CTC TGT GTG AAG GTG CAG TT-3’ 5’ –AAA CTT CTC CAC AAC CCT CTG-3’

CCL-2 5’-GCT CAG CCA GAT GCA ATC AA-3’ 5-GGT TGT GGA GTG AGT GGT CAA G-3’
CD68 5′-TCAGCTTTGGATTCATGCAG-3′ 5′-AGGTGGACAGCTGGTGAAAG-3′

IL-10 5′-CTAACCTCATTCCCCAACCA-3′ 5′-GTAGAGACGGGGTTTCACCA-3′

TNF-α 5′-CTATCTGGGAGGGGTCTTCC-3′ 5′-GGTTGAGGGTGTCTGAAGGA-3′

2.9. Vybrant™ Phagocytosis Assay Kit (V-6694)

First, 4 × 106 THP-1 cells were grown in cell culture plates in corresponding media.
Differentiation into macrophages was induced by administering 3 ng/µL TPA with an
incubation period of 72 h (with or without co-treatment with a CNDs concentration of
0.1 mg/mL) at 37 ◦C, 5% CO2. After harvesting and pelleting cells, concentration was
re-suspended in HBSS to 2 × 106 cells/mL. Then, 1 mL of control cells were treated with
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1000 ng/mL TPA in order to activate cells to serve as a positive control. Next, 100 µL of cell
suspension was added to 5 wells per sample, plus 50 µL of HBSS (negative control wells
contained 200 µL of HBSS). Cells were left to incubate for 18 h in 35 ◦C/5% CO2 incubators.
This incubation period allows macrophages to settle. Then, HBSS was removed, and 200 µL
of fluorescently labeled E. coli suspension was administered for 2 h. Upon the removal of
suspension, cells were treated for 60 s with 100 µL of Trypan Blue suspension. Immediate
removal of suspension followed. The phagocytic activities of cells were quantified using a
BioTek™ Synergy 2.0 plater reader (BioTek Instruments, Winooski, VT, USA).

2.10. ViaCount Flow Cytometry

Cells were cultured with the necessary incubation times and treatments. Next, cells
were harvested by cell scraping and placed into tubes. The cell concentration was adjusted
to 5 × 106/mL. Then, 80 µL of cells were treated with 20 µL of ViaCount Reagent for
10 min at room temperature, upon which 500 µL of cold PBS was added. The samples were
analyzed for viability using a Guava® easyCyte™ Flow Cytometer (Luminex Corporation,
Austin, TX, USA).

2.11. CNDs Uptake

THP-1 human monocyte-derived macrophages were grown to 85–90% confluence
with corresponding media in clear cell plates and pre-treated with or without the follow-
ing inhibitors for 30 min: Cytochalasin A or D (5 µg/mL), chlorpromazine (10 µg/mL),
genistein (200 µM), nocodazole (20 µM), phenylglyoxal (100 µg/mL), amiloride hydrochlo-
ride (50 uM), n-phenylanthranilic acid (0.1mM), niflumic acid (10 mM), ebselen (15 µM),
amiodarone hydrochloride (10 µM), chlorpromazine HCl (0.1 mg/mL), mercury chloride
(0.075 mM), and copper sulfate (100 µM). Then, cells were treated with a concentration of
0.1 mg/mL CNDs for 24 h. Cells were harvested and resuspended in PBS. Fluorescence
was read at 360/460 top 400 nm in a well plate reader (Synergy 2.0).

3. Results
3.1. Characterization of CNDs

The UV-visible CNDs spectrum shows a shoulder peak at 240 nm, which is consistent
with π–π∗ transitions of C–C and C = C bonds in sp2 hybrid regions. The main peak at
350 nm comes from the n–π∗ transitions of C=O moieties (Figure 1A). The fluorescence
emission spectra at different excitation wavelengths starting from 220 to 400 nm with 20 nm
intervals were conducted. The strongest emission peak is centered at 450 nm with an
excitation wavelength of 350 nm. XPS was used to examine the surface functional groups
of CNDs. The XPS survey spectra demonstrates characteristic peaks corresponding to C1s
(284.5 eV), O1s (531.6 eV), and N 1s (399.5 eV), which confirms the presence of C, O, and N
elements. Based on the high-resolution C1s XPS spectra, four components were detected at
284.5 eV (C=C/C-C, 54.69%), 285.8 eV (C-O-C/C-OH, 19.68%), 286.8 eV (C-N, 9.83%), and
288.3 eV (C=O, 15.8%). The high-resolution N1s XPS spectrum shows three peaks at 399.5,
400.3, and 401.3 eV, which can be attributed to pyridinic, pyrrolic, and graphitic nitrogen
atoms. The results of deconvolution treatment for the high-resolution O1s spectrum of
the sample shows two peaks, located at 531.6 eV and 532.8 eV, respectively, which were
attributed to C–OH/C–O–C and C = O.

3.2. Differentiation of THP-1 Monocytes

THP-1 monocytes were treated with 0, 1, 3, and 10 ng/mL TPA for 72 h in RPMI
media so as to stimulate the cells into differentiation. Then, the media was replaced, and
cells were allowed to incubate for an additional 72 h. By way of qrt-PCR, expression of
CD 206 (a macrophage differentiation marker) was assessed. As demonstrated by Figure 2,
an increase in the expression of CD 206 (p < 0.05) was observed in these TPA-treated cells.
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Figure 1. Characterization of CNDs. (A) Absorption spectrum. (B) CNDs show emission peak of
≈450 nm with excitation wavelengths from 220 to 400 nm. (C–F), X-ray photoelectron spectrum signals.

Figure 2. Increase in CD206 expression in THP-1 human monocyte-derived macrophages. THP-1
cells (3.3 × 106) were treated with 0, 1, 3, and 10 ng/mL of 12-O-tetradecanoylphorbol 13-acetate
(TPA) in RPMI media for 72 h, upon which media was refreshed. Then, cells were left to incubate
and mature for another 72 h. RNA was isolated, converted to cDNA, and probed for CD206 using
SYBR green qRT-PCR reagents via Biosystems™ StepOnePlus™ Software v2.3. GAPDH was the
housekeeping gene. All data represent mean ± SEM. (n = 3, *, p < 0.05 vs. control).

3.3. Cell Viability Determined by Trypan Blue Cell Counts and ViaCount Flow Cytometry

In order to analyze the effect of CNDs on the viability of THP-1 monocyte-derived
macrophages, cell counts in a hemocytometer were performed using Trypan Blue and
ViaCount Flow Cytometry. The general concept behind the cell counts is that Trypan
Blue can enter cells with a compromised membrane [12]. ViaCount reagent demonstrates
effects on cell viability by using two DNA-binding dyes. One stains DNA in all cells,
the other specifically binds to DNA in dead cells. THP-1 cells were treated with CNDs
concentrations ranging from 0.01 to 0.6 mg/mL for 72 h. After refreshing media, and an
additional incubation period of 72 h, cells were analyzed with both methods. The Trypan
Blue cell counts demonstrate a significant decrease (p < 0.05) in cell viability only at a
concentration of 0.6 mg/mL (Figure 3). Flow cytometric analysis demonstrates a significant
reduction (p < 0.05) in cell viability at 0.6 mg/mL CNDs (Figure 4), and also that the
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percentage of live cells in the upper left quadrant only differ significantly (p < 0.05) between
untreated cells and cells treated with the same CNDs concentration (Figure 4).

Figure 3. Effect of CNDs on cell viability (Trypan Blue). THP-1 cells were treated with 3 ng/mL
TPA in the presence or absence of 0.01, 0.1, 0.3, or 0.6 mg/mL CNDs in RPMI media for 72 h, upon
which media was refreshed. Then, cells were left to incubate for another 72 h. Cells were harvested,
and a cell count performed using a hemocytometer and Trypan Blue. All data represent mean ± SEM
(n = 3, *, p < 0.05 vs. control).

Figure 4. Effect of CNDs on cell viability (ViaCount). THP-1 cells were treated with 3 ng/mL TPA in the presence or
absence of 0.01, 0.1, 0.3, or 0.6 mg/mL CNDs in RPMI media for 72 h, upon which media was refreshed. Then, cells were left
to incubate for another 72 h, after which cells were harvested and treated with ViaCount reagent. Then, a viability analysis
was performed using a Guava® easyCyte™ Flow Cytometer (Single Sample System). All data represent mean ± SEM.
(n = 3, *, p < 0.05 vs. control).

3.4. Expression of M1/M2 Biomarkers in Macrophages as Affected by CNDs

M1 (pro-inflammatory) macrophages play a crucial intermediary role in the atheroscle-
rosis disease state. The effect of CNDs on the expression of M1 or M2 biomarkers was
analyzed by PCR. THP-1 monocytes were co-treated with 3 ng/mL TPA and 0.1 mg/mL
CNDs for 72 h. Then, these cells had their media refreshed, followed by an additional incu-
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bation period of 72 h. Afterwards, cells were harvested, RNA isolated, cDNA synthesized,
and analyzed for expression of genes by qrt-PCR.

As previously mentioned, CD206 is a recognized M2 biomarker. IL-10 cytokine, which
suppresses the immune response, was also analyzed as an M2 biomarker [13]. A selection
of M1 biomarkers was included in the analysis. IL-8 and TNF-α are all well-established
pro-inflammatory cytokines, and they are also regarded as M1 biomarkers. CCL2 serves
as a macrophage chemoattractant [14,15]. CD68 is a surface receptor classified as an M1
biomarker. Our results indicate a significant increase (p < 0.05) in CD 206, CD 68, and CCL2
expression in cells treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs. No significant effect was observed in
the expression of TNF-alpha, IL-8, and IL-10 (Figure 5).

Figure 5. Effect of CNDs on expression of M1/M2 biomarkers in macrophages. THP-1 cells (1 × 106)
were treated with 3 ng/mL TPA in the presence or absence of 0.1 mg/mL CNDs in RPMI media for
72 h, upon which media was refreshed. Then, cells were left to incubate and mature for another 72 h.
RNA was isolated, converted to cDNA, and probed for CD206 (panel A), CD68 (panel B), TNF-alpha
(panel C), IL-8 (panel D), IL-10 (panel E), and CCL2 (panel F) using SYBR green qRT-PCR reagents
via an Applied Biosystems™ StepOne™ Real-Time PCR System. GAPDH was the housekeeping
gene. All data represent mean ± SEM. (n = 4–6, *, p < 0.05 vs. control).

3.5. CNDs Effect on the Phagocytic Activity of Macrophages

Phagocytic activity is an essential function of macrophages. Macrophages that absorb
an excess of ox-LDL turn into foam cells, which are the main component of the necrotic
plaque that settles on an artery bed [16]. In order to analyze the effect of CNDs on the
phagocytic function of THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages, THP-1 cells were co-treated
with 3 ng/mL TPA and with or without CNDs at 0.1 mg/mL with similar incubation
periods as denoted previously. Cells were harvested and incubated in a 96-well plate for
18 h. Before this incubation period, a sample of control cells was treated with 1000 ng/mL
TPA so as to activate macrophages (positive control). Next, cells were treated for 2 h with a
suspension of fluorescent-labeled Escherichia coli. Lastly, cells were treated with a Trypan
Blue suspension for 1 min before analysis in a plate reader. Our results indicate that THP-1
monocytes treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs during the differentiation process exhibit a
significant increase (p < 0.05) in phagocytic activity (Figure 6).



Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 1116 9 of 16

Figure 6. Increase in phagocytic activity in CND co-treated cells. THP-1 cells (2 × 106) were treated
with 3 ng/mL TPA in the presence or absence of 0.1 mg/mL CNDs. Cells were incubated for a
period of 72 h, upon which media was refreshed, and followed by another incubation period of 72 h.
Cells were harvested, and a sample of control cells were treated with 1000 ng/mL TPA to serve as a
positive control. Cells were distributed in a 96-well plate and left to incubate for 18 h. Treatment of
cells with fluorescent E. coli suspension followed for 2 h, upon which the suspension was removed.
Cells were finally treated with Trypan Blue. The removal of Trypan Blue preceded the reading in a
BioTek™ Synergy 2.0 plate reader. All data represent mean ± SEM. (n = 5, *, p < 0.05 vs. control).

3.6. Potential Uptake Routes of CNDs into Macrophages

In order to exert intracellular effects, xenobiotics often need to cross the plasma
membrane. Nanoparticles are an example of xenobiotics, and recently, uptake routes have
become characterized. Hara et al. demonstrated that pre-treatment of THP-1 monocyte-
derived macrophages with cytochalasin D, a potent inhibitor of actin polymerization, led
to a decrease in the uptake of nano-silica particles [17]. This supports the notion that
nanoparticles may mainly enter the cell through phagocytosis.

In order to characterize potential uptake routes of CNDs into macrophages, THP-1
monocytes with 3 ng/µL TPA with incubation periods were differentiated as described
previously. Treatment with or without a variety of chemical inhibitors (Table 2) for 30 min
ensued (with the exception of mercury chloride for 15 min) before treating cells with
0.1 mg/mL CNDs. Then, cells were harvested, placed in a 96-well plate, and analyzed
for fluorescence in a plate reader. Our results indicate significant inhibition (p < 0.05) of
CNDs uptake with the use of Nocodazole, mercury chloride, and N-phenylanthranilic
acid (Figure 7a–c). All other inhibitors used did not show a significant inhibition in CNDs
uptake (Figure 8a–k).

Table 2. Inhibitors used for potential uptake routes of CNDs.

Inhibitor Name Abbrev Function

4-Aminopyridine ~98% C5H6N2 Ion channel blocker (K+) [18]
Amiodarone Hydrochloride Amiodarone HCL Non-selective ion channel blocker [19]
Barium Chloride Anhydrous BaCL2 Ion channel blocker (K+) [18]

Chlorpromazine HCL Chlorpromazine HCL Suppresses clathrin disassembly [20,21]
Cobalt (II) Chloride CoCL2 Ion channel blocker (Ca+) [22]

Copper Sulfate Cu hAQP3 Aquaporins [23]
Cytochalasin A Cyt Actin disruptor [21]

Ebselen Ebselen Inhibits mammalian H+, K+–ATPase [24]
Genstein Genstein Inhibits tyrosine kinase receptors [21]

Mercury Chloride Mercury Chloride hAQPI Aquaporins [23]
N-Phenlanthranilic Acid N-Phen Ion channel blocker (Cl−) [25]

Niflumic Acid Niflumic Acid Ion channel blocker (Cl−)
Nocodazole Phenylglyoxal Actin and microtubule disruptor [21]

Phenylglyoxal Phenylglyoxal Selective inhibitor of phagocytosis [26]
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Figure 7. Effect of mercury chloride (A), nocodazole (B) and N-phen (C) on the uptake of CNDs
into macrophages. THP-1 human monocyte-derived macrophages were treated for 30 min with or
without inhibitors (for 15 min). Next, cells were treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs for 24 h. Lastly, cells
were harvested and placed in a 96-well plate. Fluorescence analysis ensued in a BioTek™ Synergy
2.0 plate reader. All data represent mean ± SEM. (n = 4, *, p < 0.05 vs. control, #, p < 0.05 vs. CND
treatment only).

Figure 8. Chemical inhibitors’ effect on uptake of CNDs into macrophages (Panel A: cyto A; Panel B:
BaCl2; Panel C: CoCl2; Panel D: CsCl; Panel E: C5H6N2; Panel F: Niflumic Acid; Panel G: Genistein;
Panel H: Ebselen; Panel I: Amiodarone HCl; Panel J: Chlorpromazine HCL; Panel K: Phenylglyoxal).
THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages (1 × 106) were treated for 30 min with or without inhibitors.
Next, cells were treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs for 24 h. Lastly, cells were harvested and placed in a
96-well plate. Fluorescence analysis ensued in a BioTek™ Synergy 2.0 plate reader. All data represent
mean ± SEM. (n = 3, *, p < 0.005 vs control).

With data indicating inhibition in CNDs uptake of cells treated with nocodazole,
n-phenylanthranilic acid, and mercury chloride, the effects of these inhibitors on cell
viability were determined using flow cytometry. Cells were differentiated as previously
described. Treatment with the previously mentioned inhibitor concentrations followed.
After refreshing culture media (so as to remove the presence of the inhibitors), cells were
left to incubate for 24 h. Cell viability was tested using previously mentioned Trypan
Blue cell count and ViaCount protocols. Our results indicate no significant decrease in
the viability of macrophages at any designated concentration of each inhibitor in both
the Trypan Blue (Figure 9a) and ViaCount analyses (Figure 9b,c). Representative flow
cytometric analysis demonstrates no change in the percentage of live cells present in the
upper left quadrant for any cells treated with inhibitors (Figure 9c).
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Figure 9. Effect of chemical inhibitors on the viability of cells (ViaCount). THP-1 monocyte-derived
macrophages (1 × 106) cultured as mentioned previously, then harvested, resuspended in HBSS,
and treated for 30 min with cytochalasin A (3 µg/mL), nocodazole (20 mM), N-phenylanthranilic
acid (0.1 mM), or mercury chloride (0.075 mM) for 15 min. With media refreshed. Panel A: Then,
cells were incubated for a period of 24 h, after which a viability analysis was performed with a
hemocytometer cell count using Trypan Blue. Panel B,C, cells were incubated for a period of 24 h
before treatment with ViaCount reagent. Then, a viability analysis was performed using a Guava®

easyCyte™ Flow Cytometer (Single Sample System). All data represent mean ± SEM. (n = 3, *,
p < 0.05 vs. control).

4. Discussion

Macrophages play an important role as mediators of atherosclerosis. For this rea-
son, they are highly sought targets when studying the disease state. CNDs are recently
discovered carbon-based nanomaterials reported to have sizes of 10 nm or less, and they
also exhibit favorable qualities for use in biomedical application [27]. Collectively, our
study represents an initiatory attempt at understanding the interactions of CNDs and
macrophages involved in atherosclerosis. Our analysis included studying changes in
macrophage biomarker expression. In addition, we studied the effect of CNDs on the
phagocytic activity of macrophages. Lastly, we investigated possible uptake routes of
this nanoparticle.

Macrophages play a crucial intermediary role in the atherosclerosis disease state. The
overabundance of settling macrophages and foam cells, due to an excess of lipoprotein
ingestion, leads to the emergence of plaque. These macrophages exacerbate the inflamma-
tory microenvironment by secreting pro-inflammatory cytokines to different cell types [28].
A side effect of this process is an excessive dysregulation of macrophage polarization,
causing circulating monocytes to differentiate into pro-inflammatory macrophages (M1)
in abundance.

As a model, THP-1 human monocyte-derived macrophages were utilized. These
monocytes exhibit a homogenous genetic background and differentiate into adheren
macrophages upon exposure to 12-O-tetradecanoylphorbol-13-acetate (TPA). The cell line
is resembling of primary monocytes/macrophages, which made it an ideal model for our
purposes [29]. These macrophages are characterized by an increase in the expression of
scavenger receptors while simultaneously reducing LDL receptor expression [30]. Due to
their ability to absorb modified lipoproteins and convert to foam cells, THP-1 monocyte-
derived macrophages act as a representative model to study macrophage involvement



Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 1116 12 of 16

in atherogenesis. In fact, this model has seen extensive use in recent years, appearing in
several in vitro studies regarding monocyte/macrophage drug transport, signaling, and
function [31]. The favorable increase in CD 206 (a macrophage biomarker) expression
observed at 3 ng/µL TPA confirmed monocyte differentiation (Figure 2). With this result,
and previously mentioned properties, THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages became a
useful model to analyze the effects of CNDs on the phagocytic activity of macrophages and
their expression of biomarkers.

Phagocytic activity is among the most important functions of macrophages. As a form
of endocytosis, phagocytosis is defined by the use of a cell membrane to engulf extracellular
particles, allowing them entrance into the cell’s cytoplasm. As key players of the immune
system, macrophages ingest a variety of particles including microbes, modified lipids, and
even dead cells entirely [32]. The phagocytic function of macrophages, as well as other
roles in immunological responses, makes macrophages a popular target for therapeutic
testing. Despite this popularity, no research has been committed to studying the effects
of CNDs on the phagocytic activity of primary macrophages. Our study provides a novel
insight into this matter. As shown in Figure 6, THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages that
were treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs during the differentiation process exhibit an increase
in phagocytic activity.

The expressions of macrophage biomarkers, from treatment with CNDs during the
differentiation process of THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages, were analyzed to further
understand if this boost in phagocytic function favors M1 or M2 polarization. Circulating
monocytes that are activated through receptor-ligand binding differentiate into M1 (pro-
inflammatory) or M2 (anti-inflammatory) macrophages. This is typically dependent on the
immunological response in need. M1 macrophages typically eliminate xenobiotics through
phagocytosis and promote the local inflammatory environment. In an atherogenic state,
M1 macrophages aim to phagocytose modified lipoproteins in an effort to clear choles-
terol. They also extend the inflammatory response by secreting several pro-inflammatory
cytokines such as TNF-alpha, IL-1, IL-6, and IL-12 [33]. These cytokines signal addi-
tional circulating monocytes to differentiate into M1 macrophages, as well as a host of
other cell types involved in immunity. In addition to the previously mentioned cytokines,
M1 macrophages exhibit a variety of biomarkers. In vitro studies identify M1 macrophages
by the up-regulation of certain receptors such as CD 64, 68, and 80 [34,35]. Though crucial
for host defense, the functions of M1 macrophages can be expropriated during disease
states, resulting in dysregulated inflammation [36]. In contrast, M2 macrophages pro-
mote tissue repair, clear cellular debris, and secrete anti-inflammatory cytokines [37]. The
presence of M2 macrophages is associated with regressing plaques. Biomarkers of M2
macrophages include anti-inflammatory cytokines such as IL-4, IL-10, and IL-13, as well as
a variety of surface receptors that include CD 206, CD 23, and CD 163. As a commonality,
both types exhibit phagocytic function.

Cells treated with 0.1 mg/mL CNDs demonstrated a significant increase in CCL-2
and CD 68, which are both considered M1 biomarkers (Figure 5b,f). Several studies have
demonstrated that M1 macrophages accumulate cholesterol via modified, atherogenic
LDL (e.g., ox-LDL) as opposed to native LDL [28]. Modified LDL is internalized through
phagocytosis. In the case of atherosclerosis, M1 macrophages recognize ox-LDL by means
of scavenger receptors including scavenger receptor A, CD 36, and CXCL16 [28,38]. CD 68
and its mouse ortholog macrosialin have also been recognized as receptors for ox-LDL [39].
The excessive uptake of cholesterol from modified lipoproteins leads to a dysregulation
of lipid metabolism within M1 macrophages. This dysregulation results in a build-up of
free cholesterol, which is toxic unlike other forms such as cholesteryl ester [38]. Among
the effects of free cholesterol is the activation of stress responses in the endoplasmic
reticulum, which prevents the re-esterification of cholesterol. Normally, macrophages
submit cholesterol through a process of esterification that permits a series of transporters to
expel them from the cell [28]. Thus, ER stress promotes the build-up of free cholesterol in
macrophages, which in turn furthers the creation of foam cells. This knowledge, combined
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with the increase in both M1 biomarkers observed, would seem to suggest CNDs tilt the
polarization of macrophages toward M1.

Our results also demonstrated a significant increase in the expression of CD 206,
which is a prominent M2 biomarker (Figure 5a). This receptor has functionality in the
phagocytosis of different bacteria [13]. The increase observed in expression of this receptor
may very well explain the increase observed in phagocytic activity, considering that CD
206 recognizes E. coli [40]. Additionally, CD 206 serves as a regulator of adipocyte pro-
genitors [41]. This result seemingly counters the increase in M1 biomarkers mentioned
previously and suggests polarization toward M2 phenotypes.

In recent years, interest in the development of various carbon nanoparticles in the
biological application has risen. For example, diamond-like carbon (DLC) nanofilm is a
promising material for application in medical implants, with high mechanical and chemical
inertness and biocompatibility [42,43]. Both cell culture and animal experiments have
shown that DLC coating does not cause toxicity and inflammation [44]. The colloidal
solution of nanocarbon has recently been shown to inhibit bacteria’s growth without
affecting the viability of eukaryotic animal cells [44]. Studies by Jelinek et al. have shown
that Ge-doped DLC layers with low doping levels are not cytotoxic, while for higher
doping levels, Ge has been proven to be cytotoxic, which is related to the production
of reactive oxygen species [42,43]. Carbon nanotubes (CNTs) are promising candidates
in nanomedicine in treating various diseases [45]. However, these nanotubes have been
shown to exert various toxic effects on various cells. Multi-walled carbon nanotubes
(MWCNT) cause dose-dependent cytotoxicity when its concentration in THP-1 monocyte-
derived macrophages is higher than 25 µg/mL, and the concentration in lung epithelial
cell-derived A549 cells is higher than 100 µg/mL [46]. In our studies, trypan blue cell count
and ViaCount flow cytometry assays showed that CNDs have no effect on cell viability of
THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages at concentrations that do not exceed 0.3 mg/mL
(300 µg/mL). These results suggested that CNDs showed relatively low toxicity and better
biocompatibility compared to carbon nanotubes.

To further deepen our understanding of the interaction of CNDs and macrophages, the
final aims of this study examined potential uptake routes of CNDs into THP-1 monocyte-
derived macrophages. Previous studies have denoted the involvement of actin, micro-
tubules, and endocytic pathways in the uptake of nanoparticles: (i) Dos Santos et al. showed
that the use of chlorpromazine, genistein, nocodazole, and cytochalasin A inhibited the
uptake of carboxylated polystyrene nanoparticles via clathrin-mediated endocytosis in
various cell lines [21,47]. Chlorpromazine suppresses clathrin disassembly and receptor
recycling in the cell membrane. Genistein specifically inhibits tyrosine kinase receptors
involved in calveolae-mediated endocytosis. Nocodazole and cytochalasin A disrupt mi-
crotubule and actin filaments. (ii) Park et al. demonstrated that amiloride successfully
inhibited the uptake of hydrophobically modified glycol chitosan nanoparticles (HGC-
NPs). Amiloride inhibits macropinocytosis by suppressing Na+/H+ exchange [20]. These
studies suggest that nanoparticles may enter cells primarily through endocytic pathways.
Nonetheless, no research has been committed to utilizing these inhibitors to characterize
the potential uptake routes of CNDs into macrophages.

In addition to the previously mentioned inhibitors, our study employed a variety
of chemical inhibitors designed to cover multiple cellular entrance routes. Among the
list were mercury chloride (HgCl2), which is known to inhibit aquaporin channels [21].
Barium chloride and 4-aminopyridine also served to block potassium channels [18]. The
extensive list of inhibitors also included niflumic acid, ebselen, and phenylglyoxal. Uptake
analysis demonstrated significant inhibition in the uptake of CNDs when macrophages
were treated with nocodazole, N-phenylanthranilic acid, and mercury chloride (HgCl2)
(Figure 7). Changes were also observed with other inhibitors; however, no significant trend
could be established (Figure 8). Treatment with cytochalasin A demonstrated inhibition
of CNDs uptake. However, upon performing cell viability tests, it was discovered that
cytochalasin A had adverse effects on macrophages (Figure 9). This likely represents the
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observed inhibition of CNDs uptake as a causation of cell death, which would reduce the
fluorescent signal of CNDs, giving the appearance of uptake inhibition.

The observed inhibition of CNDs uptake as a result of treatment with nocodazole sug-
gests that CNDs can gain entrance into cells through endocytic pathways. N-phenylanthranilic
acid acts as a chloride channel blocker in cell membranes. The CNDs utilized in this study
exhibit negatively charged surface functional groups. Given that chloride is a negatively
charged molecule, the passage of CNDs through this channel has merit. This result also
gives rise to an interesting notion. Though small even in the nanoparticle scale (≈10 nm),
CNDs are still relatively large in comparison to chloride ions (≈0.2 nm). Our results sug-
gest that depending on the surface groups tailored to CNDs, size may not be an issue in
gaining entrance into cells through ion channels. Nanoparticles have demonstrated the
capability of binding to carrier proteins in order to enter plant cells through aquaporins,
ion channels, or endocytosis [48]. These findings explain the inhibition of uptake observed
with treatment of macrophages with HgCl2 and suggest that CNDs may pass through
aquaporins in similar fashion.

Our results showed that CNDs are taken up by THP-1 monocyte-derived macrophages.
However, in vivo, it remains unclear whether CNDs can enter macrophages and accumu-
late in the aorta or atherosclerotic plaque. In addition, the efficacy of the interaction of
nanoparticles and their target cell is judged not just by their ability to enter a cell but also
by the time it takes to be metabolized or released. It is not yet clear whether CNDs are
released from macrophages or other cells or tissues and whether this nanoparticle can be
metabolized into different molecules, which remains to be further examined in the future.

In summary, our results provide novel evidence of the interaction of CNDs and
macrophages involved in atherosclerosis. CNDs were confirmed to be non-toxic in concen-
trations that do not exceed 0.3 mg/mL by performing Trypan Blue cell counts and ViaCount
flow cytometry. Our PCR results indicate a significant increase in the expression of at least
one M2 biomarker (CD 206) and increases in M1 biomarkers CCL2 and CD 68. Two of these
biomarkers are involved in the phagocytic function of macrophages. Although no fixed
conclusions can yet be assumed regarding how CNDs affect macrophage polarization, our
phagocytosis assay results indicate that CNDs treatment during the differentiation process
boosts phagocytic activity, which is possibly due to the scavenging of ROS. Lastly, we also
determined potential cellular uptake routes of CNDs. Results showcased inhibitions of
CNDs uptake in cells treated with nocodazole, n-phenylanthranilic acid, and mercury
chloride, providing evidence for entrance routes in the form of endocytosis, chloride,
and water channels. Due to their crucial role as mediators in atherogenesis and their
involvement in several aspects of the immune response, macrophages are popular targets
in vascular research and therapeutic treatment [49]. Upon injury to the endothelium of
blood vessels by ox-LDL, circulating monocytes differentiate into pro-inflammatory (M1)
or anti-inflammatory (M2) macrophages [49]. In progressing lesions, M1 macrophages
engulf excess ox-LDL [49]. The effect of CNDs on the polarization of macrophages has not
been examined. Our results would provide new information on the potential applications
of novel CNDs to modulate macrophages’ polarization, which is a promising treatment
strategy for atherosclerosis, a chronic progressive inflammatory disease. Collectively, these
results yield a deeper understanding in the interaction between macrophages involved in
atherosclerosis and CNDs.

Author Contributions: Z.J. designed the experiments. A.D., K.P., S.B. and A.P. completed the
experiments and processed the experimental data. A.D. and Z.J. drafted the manuscript. X.Z., S.T.
and X.Y. contributed to analysis and interpretation of results. N.H.L.C., Z.Y., B.P., and J.W. contributed
nanoparticle synthesis and characterization. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: The work was supported in part by grants from the U.S. National Institutes of Health
(1R15HL129212-01A1 and 1R15HL150664-01A1). The US National Science Foundation (NSF) (Grant #:
1832134) also provided the financial support to JW and ZY for CNDs synthesis and characterization.



Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 1116 15 of 16

Institutional Review Board Statement: “Not applicable” for studies not involving humans or animals.

Informed Consent Statement: “Not applicable” for studies not involving humans.

Data Availability Statement: The data used to support the findings of this study are available from
the corresponding author upon request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Wahab, A.; Dey, A.K.; Bandyopadhyay, D.; Katikineni, V.; Chopra, R.; Vedantam, K.S.; Devraj, M.; Chowdary, A.K.; Navarengom,

K.; Lavie, C.J.; et al. Obesity, Systemic Hypertension, and Pulmonary Hypertension: A Tale of Three Diseases. Curr. Probl. Cardiol.
2021, 46, 100599. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Virani, S.S.; Alonso, A.; Benjamin, E.J.; Bittencourt, M.S.; Callaway, C.W.; Carson, A.P.; Chamberlain, A.M.; Chang, A.R.; Cheng, S.;
Delling, F.N.; et al. Heart Disease and Stroke Statistics-2020 Update: A Report from the American Heart Association. Circulation
2020, 141, e139–e596. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Joseph, P.; Leong, D.; McKee, M.; Anand, S.S.; Schwalm, J.D.; Teo, K.; Mente, A.; Yusuf, S. Reducing the Global Burden of
Cardiovascular Disease, Part 1: The Epidemiology and Risk Factors. Circ. Res. 2017, 121, 677–694. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Rezaei, R.; Safaei, M.; Mozaffari, H.R.; Moradpoor, H.; Karami, S.; Golshah, A.; Salimi, B.; Karami, H. The Role of Nanomaterials
in the Treatment of Diseases and Their Effects on the Immune System. Open Access Maced. J. Med. Sci. 2019, 7, 1884–1890.
[CrossRef]

5. Ovais, M.; Guo, M.; Chen, C. Tailoring Nanomaterials for Targeting Tumor-Associated Macrophages. Adv. Mater. 2019, 31,
e1808303. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Weissleder, R.; Nahrendorf, M.; Pittet, M.J. Imaging macrophages with nanoparticles. Nat. Mater. 2014, 13, 125–138. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

7. Roy, P.; Chen, P.-C.; Periasamy, A.P.; Chen, Y.-N.; Chang, H.-T. Photoluminescent carbon nanodots: Synthesis, physicochemical
properties and analytical applications. Mater. Today 2015, 18, 447–458. [CrossRef]

8. Zhang, W.; Zeng, Z.; Wei, J. Electrochemical Study of DPPH Radical Scavenging for Evaluating the Antioxidant Capacity of
Carbon Nanodots. J. Phys. Chem. C 2017, 121, 18635–18642. [CrossRef]

9. Zhang, W.; Chavez, J.; Zeng, Z.; Bloom, B.; Sheardy, A.; Ji, Z.; Yin, Z.; Waldeck, D.H.; Jia, Z.; Wei, J. Antioxidant Capacity of
Nitrogen and Sulfur Codoped Carbon Nanodots. ACS Appl. Nano Mater. 2018, 1, 2699–2708. [CrossRef]

10. Das, B.; Dadhich, P.; Pal, P.; Srivas, P.K.; Bankoti, K.; Dhara, S. Carbon nanodots from date molasses: New nanolights for the
in vitro scavenging of reactive oxygen species. J. Mater. Chem. B 2014, 2, 6839–6847. [CrossRef]

11. Hu, Q.; Meng, X.; Choi, M.M.; Gong, X.; Chan, W. Elucidating the structure of carbon nanoparticles by ultra-performance liquid
chromatography coupled with electrospray ionisation quadrupole time-of-flight tandem mass spectrometry. Anal. Chim. Acta
2016, 911, 100–107. [CrossRef]

12. Riss, T.; Niles, A.; Moravec, R.; Karassina, N.; Vidugiriene, J. Cytotoxicity Assays: In Vitro Methods to Measure Dead Cells.
In Assay Guidance Manual; Markossian, S., Sittampalam, G.S., Grossman, A., Brimacombe, K., Arkin, M., Auld, D., Austin, C.,
Baell, J., Bejcek, B., Caaveiro, J.M.M., et al., Eds.; Eli Lilly and Company: Bethesda, MD, USA; Indianapolis, IN, USA, 2004.

13. Shrivastava, R.; Shukla, N. Attributes of alternatively activated (M2) macrophages. Life Sci. 2019, 224, 222–231. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

14. Cooper, A.M.; Khader, S.A. IL-12p40: An inherently agonistic cytokine. Trends Immunol. 2007, 28, 33–38. [CrossRef]
15. Ruytinx, P.; Proost, P.; Van Damme, J.; Struyf, S. Chemokine-Induced Macrophage Polarization in Inflammatory Conditions.

Front. Immunol. 2018, 9, 1930. [CrossRef]
16. Yu, X.H.; Fu, Y.C.; Zhang, D.W.; Yin, K.; Tang, C.K. Foam cells in atherosclerosis. Clin. Chim. Acta 2013, 424, 245–252. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
17. Hara, K.; Shirasuna, K.; Usui, F.; Karasawa, T.; Mizushina, Y.; Kimura, H.; Kawashima, A.; Ohkuchi, A.; Matsuyama, S.; Kimura,

K.; et al. Interferon-tau attenuates uptake of nanoparticles and secretion of interleukin-1beta in macrophages. PLoS ONE 2014, 9,
e113974. [CrossRef]

18. Romero, F.; Palacios, J.; Jofre, I.; Paz, C.; Nwokocha, C.R.; Paredes, A.; Cifuentes, F. Aristoteline, an Indole-Alkaloid, Induces
Relaxation by Activating Potassium Channels and Blocking Calcium Channels in Isolated Rat Aorta. Molecules 2019, 24. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

19. Roden, D.M. Pharmacogenetics of Potassium Channel Blockers. Card. Electrophysiol. Clin. 2016, 8, 385–393. [CrossRef]
20. Park, S.; Lee, S.J.; Chung, H.; Her, S.; Choi, Y.; Kim, K.; Choi, K.; Kwon, I.C. Cellular uptake pathway and drug release

characteristics of drug-encapsulated glycol chitosan nanoparticles in live cells. Microsc. Res. Tech. 2010, 73, 857–865. [CrossRef]
21. Dos Santos, T.; Varela, J.; Lynch, I.; Salvati, A.; Dawson, K.A.; Schnur, J.M.E. Effects of Transport Inhibitors on the Cellular Uptake

of Carboxylated Polystyrene Nanoparticles in Different Cell Lines. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e24438. [CrossRef]
22. Wu, D.; Yotnda, P. Induction and testing of hypoxia in cell culture. J. Vis. Exp. 2011, 54, 2899. [CrossRef]
23. Alejandra, R.; Natalia, S.; Alicia, E.D. The blocking of aquaporin-3 (AQP3) impairs extravillous trophoblast cell migration.

Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2018, 499, 227–232. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpcardiol.2020.100599
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32560908
http://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000757
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31992061
http://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCRESAHA.117.308903
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28860318
http://doi.org/10.3889/oamjms.2019.486
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201808303
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30883982
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3780
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24452356
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mattod.2015.04.005
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.7b05353
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsanm.8b00404
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4TB01020E
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2016.01.034
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2019.03.062
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30928403
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2006.11.002
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.01930
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cca.2013.06.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23782937
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0113974
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24152748
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31362388
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccep.2016.02.003
http://doi.org/10.1002/jemt.20845
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0024438
http://doi.org/10.3791/2899
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2018.03.133


Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 1116 16 of 16

24. Kjellerup, L.; Gordon, S.; Cohrt, K.O.; Brown, W.D.; Fuglsang, A.T.; Winther, A.L. Identification of Antifungal H(+)-ATPase
Inhibitors with Effect on Plasma Membrane Potential. Antimicrob. Agents Chemother. 2017, 61. [CrossRef]

25. Martin, D.K.; Boneham, G.C.; Pirie, B.L.; Collin, H.B.; Campbell, T.J. Chloride ion channels are associated with adherence of
lymphatic endothelial cells. Microvasc. Res. 1996, 52, 200–209. [CrossRef]

26. Wieth, J.O.; Bjerrum, P.J.; Borders, C.L., Jr. Irreversible inactivation of red cell chloride exchange with phenylglyoxal, and
arginine-specific reagent. J. Gen. Physiol. 1982, 79, 283–312. [CrossRef]

27. Anwar, S.; Ding, H.; Xu, M.; Hu, X.; Li, Z.; Wang, J.; Liu, L.; Jiang, L.; Wang, D.; Dong, C.; et al. Recent Advances in Synthesis,
Optical Properties, and Biomedical Applications of Carbon Dots. ACS Appl. Bio Mater. 2019, 2, 2317–2338. [CrossRef]

28. Bobryshev, Y.V.; Ivanova, E.A.; Chistiakov, D.A.; Nikiforov, N.G.; Orekhov, A.N. Macrophages and Their Role in Atherosclerosis:
Pathophysiology and Transcriptome Analysis. Biomed. Res. Int. 2016, 2016, 9582430. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Chanput, W.; Peters, V.; Wichers, H. THP-1 and U937 Cells. In The Impact of Food Bioactives on Health: In vitro and ex vivo Models;
Verhoeckx, K., Cotter, P., Lopez-Exposito, I., Kleiveland, C., Lea, T., Mackie, A., Requena, T., Swiatecka, D., Wichers, H., Eds.;
Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2015; pp. 147–159. [CrossRef]

30. Qin, Z. The use of THP-1 cells as a model for mimicking the function and regulation of monocytes and macrophages in the
vasculature. Atherosclerosis 2012, 221, 2–11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Chanput, W.; Mes, J.J.; Wichers, H.J. THP-1 cell line: An in vitro cell model for immune modulation approach. Int. Immunophar-
macol. 2014, 23, 37–45. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Gordon, S.; Pluddemann, A. Tissue macrophages: Heterogeneity and functions. BMC Biol. 2017, 15, 53. [CrossRef]
33. Chistiakov, D.A.; Myasoedova, V.A.; Revin, V.V.; Orekhov, A.N.; Bobryshev, Y.V. The impact of interferon-regulatory factors to

macrophage differentiation and polarization into M1 and M2. Immunobiology 2018, 223, 101–111. [CrossRef]
34. Ren, S.; Fan, X.; Peng, L.; Pan, L.; Yu, C.; Tong, J.; Zhang, W.; Liu, P. Expression of NF-kappaB, CD68 and CD105 in carotid

atherosclerotic plaque. J. Thorac. Dis. 2013, 5, 771–776. [CrossRef]
35. Tarique, A.A.; Logan, J.; Thomas, E.; Holt, P.G.; Sly, P.D.; Fantino, E. Phenotypic, functional, and plasticity features of classical and

alternatively activated human macrophages. Am. J. Respir. Cell Mol. Biol. 2015, 53, 676–688. [CrossRef]
36. Tugal, D.; Liao, X.; Jain, M.K. Transcriptional control of macrophage polarization. Arter. Thromb. Vasc. Biol. 2013, 33, 1135–1144.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
37. Bi, Y.; Chen, J.; Hu, F.; Liu, J.; Li, M.; Zhao, L. M2 Macrophages as a Potential Target for Antiatherosclerosis Treatment. Neural

Plast. 2019. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
38. Moore, K.J.; Koplev, S.; Fisher, E.A.; Tabas, I.; Bjorkegren, J.L.M.; Doran, A.C.; Kovacic, J.C. Macrophage Trafficking, Inflammatory

Resolution, and Genomics in Atherosclerosis: JACC Macrophage in CVD Series (Part 2). J. Am. Coll. Cardiol. 2018, 72, 2181–2197.
[CrossRef]

39. Chistiakov, D.A.; Killingsworth, M.C.; Myasoedova, V.A.; Orekhov, A.N.; Bobryshev, Y.V. CD68/Macrosialin: Not just a
histochemical marker. Lab. Investig. 2017, 97, 4–13. [CrossRef]

40. Schulz, D.; Severin, Y.; Zanotelli, V.R.T.; Bodenmiller, B. In-Depth Characterization of Monocyte-Derived Macrophages using a
Mass Cytometry-Based Phagocytosis Assay. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 1925. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Nawaz, A.; Aminuddin, A.; Kado, T.; Takikawa, A.; Yamamoto, S.; Tsuneyama, K.; Igarashi, Y.; Ikutani, M.; Nishida, Y.; Nagai, Y.;
et al. CD206(+) M2-like macrophages regulate systemic glucose metabolism by inhibiting proliferation of adipocyte progenitors.
Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 286. [CrossRef]

42. Jelinek, M.; Kocourek, T.; Jurek, K.; Jelinek, M.; Smolková, B.; Uzhytchak, M.; Lunov, O. Preliminary Study of Ge-DLC
Nanocomposite Biomaterials Prepared by Laser Codeposition. Nanomaterials 2019, 9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Zemek, J.; Jiricek, P.; Houdkova, J.; Ledinsky, M.; Jelinek, M.; Kocourek, T. On the Origin of Reduced Cytotoxicity of Germanium-
Doped Diamond-Like Carbon: Role of Top Surface Composition and Bonding. Nanomaterials 2021, 11. [CrossRef]

44. Barkhudarov, E.M.; Kossyi, I.A.; Anpilov, A.M.; Ivashkin, P.I.; Artem’ev, K.V.; Moryakov, I.V.; Misakyan, M.A.; Christofi, N.;
Burmistrov, D.E.; Smirnova, V.V.; et al. New Nanostructured Carbon Coating Inhibits Bacterial Growth, but Does Not Influence
on Animal Cells. Nanomaterials 2020, 10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Negri, V.; Pacheco-Torres, J.; Calle, D.; López-Larrubia, P. Carbon Nanotubes in Biomedicine. Top. Curr. Chem. 2020, 378, 15.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Keshavan, S.; Andón, F.T.; Gallud, A.; Chen, W.; Reinert, K.; Tran, L.; Fadeel, B. Profiling of Sub-Lethal in Vitro Effects of
Multi-Walled Carbon Nanotubes Reveals Changes in Chemokines and Chemokine Receptors. Nanomaterials 2021, 11. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

47. Ismail, M.; Bokaee, S.; Morgan, R.; Davies, J.; Harrington, K.J.; Pandha, H. Inhibition of the aquaporin 3 water channel increases
the sensitivity of prostate cancer cells to cryotherapy. Br. J. Cancer 2009, 100, 1889–1895. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Rico, C.M.; Majumdar, S.; Duarte-Gardea, M.; Peralta-Videa, J.R.; Gardea-Torresdey, J.L. Interaction of nanoparticles with edible
plants and their possible implications in the food chain. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2011, 59, 3485–3498. [CrossRef]

49. Zhang, Z.; Tang, J.; Cui, X.; Qin, B.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, L.; Zhang, H.; Liu, G.; Wang, W.; Zhang, J. New Insights and Novel
Therapeutic Potentials for Macrophages in Myocardial Infarction. Inflammation 2021. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00032-17
http://doi.org/10.1006/mvre.1996.0058
http://doi.org/10.1085/jgp.79.2.283
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsabm.9b00112
http://doi.org/10.1155/2016/9582430
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27493969
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16104-4_14
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2011.09.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21978918
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2014.08.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25130606
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-017-0392-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.imbio.2017.10.005
http://doi.org/10.3978/j.issn.2072-1439.2013.12.36
http://doi.org/10.1165/rcmb.2015-0012OC
http://doi.org/10.1161/ATVBAHA.113.301453
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23640482
http://doi.org/10.1155/2019/6724903
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30923552
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2018.08.2147
http://doi.org/10.1038/labinvest.2016.116
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38127-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30760760
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00231-1
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano9030451
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30889797
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano11030567
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano10112130
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33120890
http://doi.org/10.1007/s41061-019-0278-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31938922
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano11040883
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33808372
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjc.6605093
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19513079
http://doi.org/10.1021/jf104517j
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10753-021-01467-2

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Culture 
	CNDs Synthesis and Characterization 
	Monocyte Differentiation into Macrophages 
	CNDs Treatment 
	Cell Count (Trypan Blue) 
	RNA Extraction 
	CDNA Synthesis 
	Quantitative Real-Time Polymerase Chain Reaction 
	Vybrant™ Phagocytosis Assay Kit (V-6694) 
	ViaCount Flow Cytometry 
	CNDs Uptake 

	Results 
	Characterization of CNDs 
	Differentiation of THP-1 Monocytes 
	Cell Viability Determined by Trypan Blue Cell Counts and ViaCount Flow Cytometry 
	Expression of M1/M2 Biomarkers in Macrophages as Affected by CNDs 
	CNDs Effect on the Phagocytic Activity of Macrophages 
	Potential Uptake Routes of CNDs into Macrophages 

	Discussion 
	References

