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Abstract: Human amniotic fluid collected during amnio-
centesis contains a heterogeneous population of differen-
tiated and undifferentiated cells. Properties and number
of these cells vary depending on the gestational age and
the presence of potential fetal pathologies. The aim of
this study was to analyze the effects of maternal, fetal,
and environmental factors on the success rates of amniotic
fluid stem cell cultures, the number of human amniotic
fluid stem cells (hAFSC), their growth rates in primary
cultures, and the number of cell passages. The study
included 355 patients qualified for genetic amniocentesis
at the Prenatal Genetic Unit, Department of Obstetrics,
Gynecology and Oncologic Gynecology, Nicolaus Copernicus
University Medical College in Bydgoszcz in 2011–2017. The
mean age of the study participants was 34 ± 6.2 years, and
mean gravidity amounted to 2.48 ± 1.4. Amniotic fluid
sample volume turned out to be a highly significant

(p < 0.01) predictor of culture success, and the relation-
ship was particularly evident in women older than
40 years. Another highly significant predictor of culture
success was the presence of two cell populations in the
sample (p < 0.01). The likelihood of culture success cor-
related significantly (p < 0.05) with the season of the year
at the time of amniocentesis. The number of cell passages
differed significantly depending on the maternal age
(p < 0.01). The number of passages also showed a highly
significant relationship with the season of the year the
sample was obtained (p < 0.01). Younger maternal age
was identified as a determinant of high passage number
(≥3), and another highly significant determinant of high
passage number was the presence of two cell populations
in the amniotic fluid sample (p < 0.01). Percentage of suc-
cessfully established hAFSC cultures and thenumber of pas-
sages depended on amniotic fluid volume, the presence of
twocell populationswithin thesample, and the seasonof the
year. Individual characteristics of the donors, such as age
andgravidity, didnot exert a significant effect on thenumber
of isolated hAFSCs and the rate of their growth. Patients’
place of residence, fetal karyotype, transportation time,
and purity of the samples did not affect the success rates
for primary cultures and the number of passages.

1 Introduction

The term “stem cells” refers to the cells that are capable
of self-renewal, i.e., can undergo unlimited divisions and
differentiate into many various cell types [1]. Depending
on their differentiation potential, stem cells can be clas-
sified as totipotent (i.e., the cells that can differentiate
into all the cell types in a body, as well as into extra-
embryonic cells), pluripotent (that can differentiate into
cells derived from all three germ layers), multipotent (dif-
ferentiating only into cells characteristic for one specific
germ layer), and unipotent (that can turn into only one
particular type of cell) [2,3]. Based on their origin, stem
cells are classified into embryonic stem cells (ESCs), fetal
stem cells (FSCs), adult stem cells (ASCs), and induced
pluripotent stem cells (iPSCs) [4]. Despite their relatively
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lower differentiation potential and limited possibilities of
their genetic modification, ASCs represent a potential
source of stem cells used for clinical purposes.

Recently, the role of stem cells is extensively exam-
ined in the development of different benign and malignant
gynecological pathologies. Endometrial stem progenitor
cells were proposed as cells that give rise to the origin of
benign and malignant endometriotic lesions. Endometrial
stem cells demonstrated a high plastic capacity of differ-
entiation by the characterization of several lines of cells
with a different expression pattern of cell surface markers,
endometrial localization, and clonal efficiency. The endo-
metrial stem cells have demonstrated the ability to migra-
tion, adhesion, proliferation, and induction of angiogenesis.
It is proposed that physical and biochemical injuries caused
by inflammatory cytokines and reactive oxygen species
trigger the activation of endometrial stem cells inducing
local production of estrogen and tissue injury-repair
mechanisms such as cell cycle activation. On that basis,
endometrial stem progenitor cells may be involved in
the etiopathogenesis of benign and malignant endome-
trial aberrations such as endometriosis, endometrial
hyperplasia, and endometrial cancer [5,6].

Moreover, the possible role of ovarian stem cells in
the initiation and progression of ovarian cancer is getting
growing attention. Accumulating evidence suggest that
stem cells may play pivotal role in recurrence disease.
The initial clinical response is primarily due to the ther-
apeutic efficacy of chemotherapy against differentiated
cancer cells that constitute the bulk of the tumor, whereas
the high rate of recurrence is thought to be due to remaining
drug-resistant cells, biologically distinct, identified as
cancer stem cells. Current efforts focus on the genetic
and cytological definition of cancer stem cells, to guide
the development of new diagnostic and therapeutic per-
spectives [7,8].

Human amniotic fluid collected during amniocent-
esis contains a heterogeneous population of differen-
tiated and undifferentiated cells. Properties and number
of these cells vary depending on gestational age and the
presence of potential fetal pathologies. Periodical changes
in fetal status may also contribute to changes in the popu-
lation of amniotic fluid stem cells [9]. In addition, both
total cell count and cell viability may differ considerably
from sample to sample. For example, the total cell count
in the amniotic fluid from the second trimester was shown
to vary from 10 to 1,000 cells/µL [10]. The heterogeneity of
the cells can also be a consequence of direct contact of
the fluid with fetal tissues due to its variable flow between
the growing fetus and the amniotic sac. Some cells found

in the amniotic fluid were identified as fetal cells derived
from the skin or amniotic membrane [10]. Therefore, the
amniotic fluid is routinely used for genetic and biochem-
ical testing for various fetal anomalies and sometimes also
to establish the sex of a growing fetus [9].

Based on theirmorphology, cells present in the amniotic
fluid can be divided into three types: amniotic fluid-specific
cells (AF-type), epithelioid cells (E-type), and fibroblastic-
type cells (F-type). The largest group among these types
are AF-type cells that account for 60–70% of all cells found
in the amniotic fluid. E-type and F-type cells constitute
20–30% and less than 10% of all cells, respectively [11].
While the published terminology used to describe the
amniotic fluid cells varies from paper to paper, usually
two main populations, amniotic fluid mesenchymal stem
cells (AF-MSCs) and amniotic fluid-derived stem cells
(AFSCs), are identified [9]. AF-MSCs are postulated to
be more abundant among these two types. However,
according to the available literature, we conclude that
both have the similar properties, and authors describing
mesenchymal stem cells isolated from the amniotic fluid
use also both terms interchangeably. That is why we
decided to focus on the most common term, which is
AFSCs, and its population was subjected to all analysis.

MSCs are a population of multipotent stem cells that
can differentiate into mesoderm-derived cells, such as
adipocytes, chondrocytes, myoblasts, and osteoblasts [12].
However, these cells were also shown to turn into the cells
of ectodermal and endodermal lineages [13,14]. MSCs were
first identified in the bone marrow, whereby they constitute
0.001–0.01% of all nuclear cells [15]. However, the presence
of these cells, with similar properties to those isolated from
the bone marrow, was later demonstrated in many adults,
fetal, and extra-embryonic tissue [16].

First reports on the presence of a cellular subpopula-
tion with biological properties resembling those of MSCs
in the amniotic fluid were published in 2001 [17]. In 2003,
Prusa et al. demonstrated that the cells present in the
amniotic fluid could express OCT4, a pluripotency marker
[10]. In the same year, In’t Anker et al. showed that the
amniotic fluid could be a source of multipotent stem
cells [18].

The pool of amniotic fluid stem cells includes a popu-
lation expressing markers of mesenchymal cells, such as
CD90, CD105, CD73, and CD166 and a population lacking
expression of hematopoietic cell markers, CD45, CD34,
and CD14 [19]. These cells constitute 0.9–1.5% of all cells
found in the amniotic fluid [19]. The results of a compre-
hensive analysis of these cells were published in 2007 by
De Coppi et al. who isolated a population of CD117+ cells
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with clonogenic potential [20]. Colony-forming amniotic
fluid stem cells are also capable of self-renewal and can
maintain the constant telomere length in late passages.
Moreover, despite their high proliferation potential, these
cells have typical morphological features of MSCs and
express pluripotency markers, such as OCT4, NANOG,
SSEA3, SSEA4, and c-MYC even up to 25 passages [21].
Moreover, they maintain normal karyotypes in culture
and do not form neoplastic tissue in vivo [22]. In vitro
studies demonstrated that these cells could differentiate
into the cells derived from all three germ layers, turning
into adipocytes, osteocytes, myocytes, as well as into
endothelial cells and neurons. Given those findings,
MSCs derived from the amniotic fluid were classified into
a new type of multipotent cells that combine the charac-
teristics of embryonic and adult stem cells [23]. Amniotic
fluid stem cells also have the ability to modulate immune
cells. Several research groups demonstrated that these
cells showed decreased expression of HLA-DR and proin-
flammatory molecules and enhanced the activity of anti-
inflammatory molecules, e.g., interleukin 10 [24,25]. In
addition, they do not express major histocompatibility
complex antigens MHC class II and some clusters of differ-
entiation markers, namely, CD40, CD80, and CD86 [21].
These findings suggest that these cells can release immu-
nosuppressive factors in response to the activation of the
immune system, which seems vitally important in the con-
text of prevention of the rejection of transplanted amniotic
stem cells by the recipient [9].

The aim of this study was to analyze the effects of
maternal, fetal, and environmental factors on the success
rates of amniotic fluid stem cell cultures, the number of
harvested human amniotic fluid stem cells (hAFSC), their
growth rates in primary cultures, and the number of cell
passages.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Patients

This study included 355 patients qualified for genetic
amniocentesis at the Prenatal Genetic Unit, Department
of Obstetrics, Gynecology andOncologic Gynecology, Nicolaus
Copernicus University Medical College in Bydgoszcz in
2011–2017. Only women with singleton pregnancy were
included in our study. Women with multiple pregnancies
and after in vitro fertilization were excluded from the study.
The mean age of the study participants was 34 ± 6.2 years,

and mean gravidity amounted to 2.48 ± 1.4. Amniocentesis
was carried out at a mean gestational age of 16.4 ± 1.6
weeks. All patients were qualified for amniocentesis after
noninvasive testing. Women who were referred to the
prenatal genetic unit between 11 and 13 + 6 weeks of gesta-
tion underwent the integrated test in which the risk of fetal
abnormalities was estimated based on the results of the
ultrasound and biochemical tests. The latter included the
determination of serum concentration of free beta-hCG
and PAPP-A. The results expressed as multiples of the
median (MoM) were 2.4 ± 7.4 for beta-hCG and 0.8 ± 1.4
for PAPP-A (the mean values were as follows: 44.18 ± 23.4 IU/l
for free beta-hCG and 3.36 ± 2.27 IU/l for PAPP-A).
Comprehensive ultrasonographic examination (GE Voluson
E8 apparatus with a volumetric probe)was conducted by one
of the experienced operators trained according to the FMF
and PTG (Polish Society of Gynecologists and Obstetricians)
standards. The list of parameters determined during the
ultrasonographic examination included crown-rump length
(CRL, mm) to confirm gestational age (range 45–84mm), the
presence of nasal bone (NB), nuchal translucency (NT, mm),
and fetal heart rate (FHR).

Patients who were qualified for invasive prenatal
testing due to medical indications were first consulted
by a physician. During the consultation with a specialist
in clinical genetics, they were familiarized with detailed
indications for amniocentesis and potential complica-
tions of this procedure and asked about their preferences.
On a scheduled date of the procedure, each patient
signed the informed consent form prepared according
to the Polish Society of Gynecologists and Obstetricians
recommendations. During the consultation, the patients
were also informed about the option to culture stem cells
isolated from the first collected volume of amniotic fluid,
which in line with the current recommendations should
be discarded as it cannot be used to determine fetal kar-
yotype. After expressing their consent to participate in
the study and signing the informed consent form, 355
enrolled women were qualified for the amniotic fluid
analysis.

Amniocentesis was carried out in an outpatient set-
ting under ultrasonographic guidance. After initial ultraso-
nographic examination, including determination of the
fetal heart rate, the position of the fetus, and chorion, an
optimal puncture site was selected. Routinely, amniocent-
esis was carried out without anesthesia and antibiotic pro-
phylaxis. Aseptic preparation included disinfection of the
puncture site and ultrasonographic probe, inserting the
latter into a sterile cuff, and the use of sterile syringes and
ultrasonographic gel. The amniotic fluid at a volume of
15–18mL was collected with a 20-gauge Brown needle,
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using a free-hand technique or a guidewire. The needle was
inserted in such a way that it did not puncture the chorion,
or if not feasible, it punctured the placenta at its thinnest
part, avoiding the placental margin and insertion of the
umbilical cord. The entire puncture procedure was carried
out under ultrasonographic guidance. After the assistant
connected the syringe to the needle, the first volume of
the amniotic fluid, which is not used routinely to determine
the fetal karyotype, was collected and sent to the
Department of Tissue Engineering to establish the cell cul-
ture. Then, the syringe was replaced by the new one, and
another volume of amniotic fluid was collected for the
determination of the fetal karyotype. After the amniocent-
esis was completed and the needle was removed, the fetal
heart rate was reassessed. After securing amniotic fluid
samples under sterile conditions and labeling the syringes
appropriately, they were sent to the laboratory. The patients
were instructed to self-control for potential amniotic fluid
leakage, bleeding, and uterine contractions. Anti-D prophy-
laxis was recommended to pregnant women who were Rh
negative.

Fetal karyotype was determined at the Department of
Clinical Genetics, Nicolaus Copernicus University Medical
College in Bydgoszcz (Prof. Jurasz Memorial University
Hospital No. 1), based on chromosome banding. The
most commonly found abnormalities included trisomy
21, trisomy 18, and trisomy 13.

2.2 Methodology of laboratory tests

2.2.1 Isolation and in vitro culture of human amniotic
fluid mesenchymal stem cells

Collected amniotic fluid, at a 0.1–5 mL volume, was trans-
ferred from syringes to tubes under sterile conditions
of a laminar chamber. The content of the syringes was
inspected macroscopically for contamination, such as resi-
dual blood. Then, the tubes were centrifuged at 350×g for
10min, the supernatant was discarded, and the precipitate
was suspended in Dulbecco’s Modified Essential Medium
(DMEM/Ham’s F12, Sigma, Germany) supplemented with
20% fetal bovine serum (FBS, Sigma, Germany), 10 ng
bFGF (Sigma, Germany), and 1% antibiotic solution (peni-
cillin/streptomycin, amphotericin B, Sigma, Germany). The
viability of the cells was determined by the trypan blue test.
Then, the cells were transferred to 35mm Petri dishes. The
dishes were incubated at 37°C with 5% CO2 and constant
humidity. The culture mediumwas replaced every 48 h. The
cells were cultured until they reached confluence and then
transferred to new Petri dishes.

2.2.2 Passaging of amniotic fluid mesenchymal stem
cells

All procedures related to maintenance of in vitro cell cultures
and cell passaging were carried out under sterile conditions of
class II laminar chamber (Jouan, France). The first stage of
passaging was the removal of the culture medium; then, the
growth surface was rinsed with phosphate-buffered saline
(PBS) without calcium and magnesium (Sigma, Germany).
Subsequently, the cells were treated with 0.05% trypsin solu-
tion (Sigma, Germany) mixed with 0.5mM EDTA (POCh,
Poland) in 1:1 ratio. The cells were incubated at 37°C for
5min, while the degree of their detachment was controlled
under an inverted microscope (Nikon, Japan). The trypsiniza-
tion was inhibited by adding an equal volume of culture
medium; then, the material was transferred to a sterile tube,
centrifuged at 350×g for 10min, and the sediment was sus-
pended in 1mL of the culture medium. The number of viable
cells was determined in a hemocytometer based on the result
of the trypan blue test. Cell morphology was examined under
an inverted phase-contrast microscope (CKX53 Olympus); the
cells were classified as epithelioid or fibroblastic type.

2.2.3 Determination of amniotic fluid mesenchymal cell
viability

To determine cell viability, an equal volume of 0.4% trypan
blue solution (Sigma, Germany) was added to the cell sus-
pension. The mixture was applied onto the Neubauer
chamber, and the number of viable cells was determined
under an inverted microscope. Viable cells were counted
in four squares of the Neubauer chamber, and the cell
viability was calculated as follows: L = A/4 × 2 × 104 × B,
where L is the total number of viable amniotic fluid
mesenchymal stem cells and A is the number of viable
cells in four squares of the chamber.

Assays confirming the mesenchymal nature of iso-
lated stem cells, in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the International Society for Cytotherapy, were
performed at the Department of Tissue Engineering, Nicolaus
Copernicus University Medical College in Bydgoszcz and
published previously [26].

2.3 Statistical analysis

Statistical analyses were carried out with PQStat package,
version 1.6.4.110. A relationship betweenmaternal age and
cell culture success rate was analyzed using a logistic
regression model, and by the chi-squared test when the
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age was converted into a categorical variable. Cell counts
at the beginning of culture and following subsequent pas-
sages were compared with Mann–Whitney U test. A rela-
tionship between amniotic sample volume and cell culture
success rate was analyzed using a logistic regression
model. Effects of grouping variables on cell culture success
rate were analyzed with the chi-squared test. Relationships
among maternal age, cell count at the beginning of the
culture (P0), or the number of cell passages were analyzed
by the Kruskal–Wallis test, Dunn–Bonferroni post-hoc test,
and Jonckheere–Terpstra trend test; also, Spearman’s co-
efficients of correlation between maternal age and the
numbers of cells/passages were calculated. Relationships
among various dichotomous grouping variables, cell count
at the beginning of the culture (P0), and the number of cell
passages were analyzed by the Mann–Whitney U test.
Relationships among the season of the year at the time of
amniocentesis, cell count at the beginning of the culture
(P0), or the number of cell passages were analyzed with
the Kruskal–Wallis test and Dunn–Bonferroni post hoc
test. Predictors of high passage number (≥3)were identified
through the logistic regression analysis, and predictors of
cell count at the beginning of the culture (P0) were deter-
mined through the multiple regression analysis. The results
of all tests were considered significant at p < 0.05 and
highly significant at p < 0.01.

Ethics statement: The protocol of the study was approved
by the Local Bioethics Committee at Ludwik. Rydygier
Collegium Medicum in Bydgoszcz (decision no. KB 239/

2011), and written informed consent was sought from all
participants.

3 Results

As shown in Table 1, culture success did not depend on
maternal age (p > 0.05). No statistically significant differences
in culture success rates were observed (p > 0.05) on compara-
tive analysis of the results for women from various age groups
(Table 2).

The amniotic sample volume turned out to be a highly
significant (p < 0.01) predictor of the culture success. The
larger the sample volume, the more likely successful the
culture (Table 3). While the relationship was particularly
evident in women older than 40 years, it was not observed
in patients younger than 25 years (Tables 4 and 5). No sig-
nificant relationship between the sample volume and cul-
ture success was observed in younger women (p > 0.05)
(Table 4). Among older women, the sample volume was a
significant (p < 0.05) determinant of culture success. In this
age group, the likelihood of culture success increased
proportionally to the sample volume (Table 5).

Another highly significant predictor of culture suc-
cess was the presence of two cell populations in the
amniotic fluid sample (p < 0.01); the cultures prepared
from the amniotic fluid containing two populations of
cells were more likely to be successful (Table 6). While
this relationship was not observed among younger women
(p > 0.05), it was statistically significant in the group of
older patients (p < 0.05).

The likelihood of culture success correlated signifi-
cantly (p < 0.05) with the season of the year at the time of
amniocentesis, with the lowest success rates for the sam-
ples collected in summer and the highest for the stem
cells harvested in winter. The relationship between cul-
ture success and the season of the year was not observed

Table 1: Culture success rates depending on maternal age

Beta p-Value Odds ratio −95% CI +95% CI

Intercept 1.7194 0.0093 5.5810 1.5286 20.3769
Age −0.0360 0.0530 0.9646 0.9301 1.0005

Table 2: Culture success rates in various age groups

Culture success Age

Up to 25 26–30 31–35 36–40 41 and above

N % N % N % N % N %

No 13 32.5 13 27.66 28 34.15 59 45.38 24 42.86
Yes 27 67.5 34 72.34 54 65.85 71 54.62 32 57.14
Chi-square 6.6415
Df 4
p-value 0.1561
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in the group of younger women (p > 0.05) but was sta-
tistically significant among older patients (p < 0.05) in
whom the highest success rates were obtained for the
stem cells harvested in winter (Table 7).

No statistically significant relationship was found
between the success rates at the time elapsed since amnio-
centesis to the establishment of the culture (p > 0.05). The
success rates for cultures established up to 10 h from har-
vesting and later did not differ significantly (Table 8).

The culture success rate was also not associated with
contamination of the sample (p > 0.05).

Cell count at the beginning of the culture (P0) did not
correlate significantly with maternal age, sample volume,
the presence of two cell populations in the sample, and
the season of the year at the time of amniocentesis.

However, multiple regression analysis demonstrated
that P0 correlated strongly (p < 0.01) with the sample
volume (Table 9).

The number of cell passages differed significantly
depending on maternal age; a strong inverse correlation
was observed between these two parameters (p < 0.01;
Table 10). It also differed in morphology and cell density

in following passages. In early one, cells were smaller
and proliferated very intensively. However, changes in
cells’ morphology, their size, and growth were observed
in later passages. Human AFSCs were larger and prolif-
erated slower, which can also indicate the undergoing
aging process (Figure 1).

Moreover, the number of passages was significantly
higher when the culture was prepared from a larger
volume of the amniotic fluid (p < 0.05; Table 11).

A highly significant difference was also found in the
number of passages prepared from the amniotic fluid
containing one and two populations of cells (p < 0.01);
in the latter case, the number of passages turned out to be
significantly higher (Table 12).

The number of passages also showed a highly signif-
icant relationship with the season of the year the sample

Table 3: Culture success rates depending on sample volume
(overall)

Beta p-value Odds ratio −95% CI +95% CI

Intercept −0.3471 0.0986 0.7068 0.4682 1.0669
Sample
volume
(mL)

0.4189 <0.0001 1.5203 1.2574 1.8380

Table 4: Culture success rates depending on sample volume in
women aged 25 years and younger

Beta p-Value Odds
ratio

−95% CI +95% CI

Intercept 0.2642 0.7188 1.3024 0.3091 5.4879
Sample
volume (mL)

0.2749 0.4844 1.3164 0.6091 2.8452

Table 5: Culture success rates depending on sample volume in
women older than 40 years

Beta p-Value Odds ratio −95% CI +95% CI

Intercept −0.8663 0.0863 0.4205 0.1563 1.1315
Sample
volume
(mL)

0.6406 0.0111 1.8976 1.1577 3.1102

Table 6: Culture success rates depending on the presence of two
cell populations within the sample

Culture success Overall

Presence of two cell populations

No Yes

N % N %

No 121 52.84 13 10.66
Yes 108 47.16 109 89.34
Chi-square 60.0076
Df 1
p-Value <0.0001

Culture success Younger (<25 years)

Presence of two cell populations

No Yes

N % N %

No 12 40% 1 10
Yes 18 60% 9 90
Chi-square 3.0769
Df 1
p-Value 0.0794

Culture success Older (>40 years)

Presence of two cell populations

No Yes

N % N %

No 21 56.76 2 11.11
Yes 16 43.24 16 88.89
Chi-square 10.3695
Df 1
p-value 0.0013
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was obtained (p < 0.01). The number of passages for cul-
tures established in winter was significantly higher than
for those established in spring and summer (Table 13).

No statistically significant relationships were observed
between the number of passages and sample contamina-
tion, fetal karyotype, and indications for amniocentesis
(p > 0.05).

Younger maternal age was identified as a determi-
nant of high passage number (three and more passages);
the older the maternal age, the lower the number of
obtained passages. Another highly significant determi-
nant of high passage number was the presence of two
cell populations in the amniotic fluid sample (p < 0.01;
Table 14).

4 Discussion

The applicability of stem cells for regeneration of tissues
and organs is a subject of many currently ongoing studies
in the field of tissue engineering and regenerative medi-
cine. In recent years, amniotic fluid has emerged as an
alternative source of cells for therapeutic purposes. The
uniqueness of this source of stem cells is also associated
with the fact that the latter can be used even before birth,
in fetal life [27]. Aspiration of the amniotic fluid does not
raise controversies of ethical nature as it is a part of a
routine amniocentesis procedure. Amniotic fluid stem
cells constitute not only a diagnostic instrument but

Table 7: Culture success rates depending on the season of the year

Culture
success

Overall

Season

Spring Summer Autumn Winter

N % N % N % N %

No 38 40.43 30 50.85 30 42.86 39 29.55
Yes 56 59.57 29 49.15 40 57.14 93 70.45
Chi-square 8.9685
Df 3
p-Value 0.0297

Culture success Younger (<25 years)

Season

Spring Summer Autumn Winter

N % N % N % N %

No 5 41.67 2 25 3 42.86 3 23.08
Yes 7 58.33 6 75 4 57.14 10 76.92
Chi-square 1.5332
Df 3
p-Value 0.6746

Culture success Older (>40 years)

Season

Spring Summer Autumn Winter

N % N % N % N %

No 7 41.18 2 28.57 10 76.92 5 26.32
Yes 10 58.82 5 71.43 3 23.08 14 73.68
Chi-square 8.8860
Df 3
p-Value 0.0308

Table 8: Culture success rates depending on the time elapsed since
amniotic fluid sampling to the establishment of the culture

Culture success Overall

Time elapsed since the sampling

<10 h >10 h

N % N %

No 108 38.85 29 37.66
Yes 170 61.15 48 62.34
Chi-square 0.0358
Df 1
p-Value 0.8499

Culture success Younger (<25 years)

Time elapsed since the sampling

<10 h >10 h

N % N %

No 10 29.41 3 50
Yes 24 70.59 3 50
Chi-square 0.9854
Df 1
p-Value 0.3209

Culture success Older (>40 years)

Time elapsed since the sampling

<10 h >10 h

N % N %

No 18 42.86 6 42.86
Yes 24 57.14 8 57.14
Chi-square 0
Df 1
p-Value 1
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also a potential treatment of many congenital defects
[28]. Hence, amniotic fluid stem cells are an interesting
research model from a perspective of their applicability in
preclinical studies. The volume of amniotic fluid col-
lected for diagnostic purposes is small, approximately

20mL. If the total volume of amniotic fluid, expressed
as an amniotic fluid index (AFI), is normal, amniocent-
esis does not pose a threat for a growing fetus. Another
argument, vitally important from a perspective of the clin-
ical application, is the possibility of storing the sample

Table 9: Predictors of high passage number at the beginning of the culture (P0)

Beta p-value Standardized beta Standard error for beta

Intercept 327077 0.4912
Age 12,842 0.3010 0.0538 0.0519
Sample volume (mL) −205,548 0.0005 −0.1835 0.0520
Season 46,518 0.4442 0.0397 0.0519
Time since the sampling −163,851 0.3597 −0.0477 0.0520

Table 10: Number of passages in various age groups

Overall Up to 25 26–30 31–35 36–40 41 and more

Median 2 1.5 2 2 1 1
Minimum 0 0 0 0 0 0
Maximum 9 7 8 9 9 8
Lower quartile 0 0 0.5 0 0 0
Upper quartile 3 3 2 3 2 2
Kruskal–Wallis test H 7.6830

p 0.1039
Jonckheere–Terpstra test Z 2.4620

p 0.0138

Up to 25 26–30 31–35 36–40 41 and more

Dunn–Bonferroni test Up to 25 1 1 1 1
26–30 1 1 1 1
31–35 1 1 0.3933 0.3274
36–40 1 1 0.3933 1
41 and more 1 1 0.3274 1

Spearman correlation R −0.1361
p 0.0095

Figure 1: Isolation and in vitro culture of hAFSCs. (a) hAFSCs after 2nd passage, (b) hAFSCs after 6th passage.
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frozen, even if the pregnancy was terminated by the
cesarean section [29].

An interesting problem, albeit rarely addressed in
the available literature, is a relationship between the
maternal age and the possibility to isolate amniotic fluid
stem cells and to culture them in vitro. In this study, we
did not find a significant difference in culture success
rates for amniotic fluid stem cells obtained from pregnant
women of different ages. In the study conducted by

Romani et al., the culture success rate for amniotic fluid
stem cells obtained from a group of 35- to 40-year-old
women was 40% [30]. In other studies, which analyzed
gestational rather than maternal ages, culture success
rates reached up to 93% [31]. We also did not find statis-
tically significant differences in the number of amniotic
fluid stem cells obtained from women of various ages.
Bielec-Berek et al. and Azouna et al. also did not observe
a significant relationship between maternal age and the
number and viability of fetal stem cells isolated from
another source, i.e., umbilical cord blood [32,33]. Similar
findings were also reported by Ballen et al. who did not
find an association between maternal age and biological
properties of stem cells [34].

Our present study demonstrated that the culture suc-
cess rate for hAFSCs obtained from women older than 40
years depended on the volume of the amniotic fluid
sample, whereas no such relationship was observed for
the stem cell cultures from younger patients, younger
than 25 years. According to the study by Sessarego et
al., the culture success rate for stem cells obtained from
2mL of amniotic fluid was 91%. However, the authors of
that study did not analyze the association between the
success rate and the maternal age [35]. Further analyses
did not show a significant effect of amniotic fluid volume,
less than 1mL or >1mL, on the number of isolated cells. In
the most previous studies, stem cells were obtained from
amniotic fluid volumes greater than 1mL, and also the
results of those experiments suggest that the sample volume
does not affect the number of isolated cells [31,36].

In our study, the presence of two cell populations
within the sample exerted a significant effect on the suc-
cess of amniotic fluid stem cell culture, especially if the
cells were originated from women older than 40 years.

Table 11: Number of passages depending on sample volume

Up to 1 mL More than 1 mL

Median 1 2
Minimum 0 0
Maximum 9 9
Lower quartile 0 0
Upper quartile 2.25 3
Z 2.2114
p 0.0270

Table 12: Number of passages depending on the presence of two
cell populations within the sample

No Yes

Median 1 2
Minimum 0 0
Maximum 8 9
Lower quartile 0 2
Upper quartile 2 3
Z 6.9950
p <0.0001

Table 13: Number of passages depending on the season of the year

Overall Spring Summer Autumn Winter

Median 2 1 1 1 2
Minimum 0 0 0 0 0
Maximum 9 5 5 9 9
Lower quartile 0 0 0 0 0
Upper quartile 3 2 2 2 3
Kruskal–Wallis test H 12.9948

p 0.0046

Spring Summer Autumn Winter

Dunn–Bonferroni test Spring 1 1 0.0290
Summer 1 1 0.0191
Autumn 1 1 0.1372
Winter 0.0290 0.01914 0.1372
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The success rates were higher if the sample contained
two cell populations, epithelial and fibroblast-like cells.
However, no such relationship was observed in the case
of stem cells obtained from younger women younger
than 25 years. The presence of two cell populations is a
common finding at early stages of in vitro culture. After a
certain number of passages, the culture contains solely
the cells with a fibroblast-like morphology [9], i.e., the
proper MSCs [37]. Additional cell population present
within the sample might promote proliferation or migra-
tion of stem cells, acting in a paracrine manner. However,
regardless of the maternal age, we did not observe a sig-
nificant effect of the additional cell population on the
number of isolated amniotic fluid stem cells.

The success rate of hAFSCs cultures depended on the
season of the year when amniocentesis was conducted.
Irrespective of the maternal age, the highest success rates,
more than 70%, were observed for the cultures established
in winter. The relationship between the season of the year
and culture success rate was statistically significant in
older women, older than 40 years, but not in the younger
group, younger than 25 years. Moreover, no statistically
significant differences were observed in the number of
amniotic fluid stem cells isolated in various seasons of
the year. While the published data about the isolation
of stem cells and their biology are sparse, seasonal and
circadian physiological fluctuations are a common phenom-
enon. Seasonality, e.g., seasonal changes in air temperature,
might exert an effect on body weight and reproductive and
immune functions; these fluctuations are controlled pri-
marily by the endocrine system. Also, concentrations of hor-
mones in body fluids frequently show circadian or seasonal
rhythms. Garde et al. observed seasonal variability in con-
centrations of total cholesterol, dehydroepiandrosterone sul-
fate (DHEA-S), prolactin, and free testosterone in healthy
women [38]. According to the study by van Anders et al.,
the highest concentrations of testosterone in women were
found in samples collected in autumn and winter [39]. It
cannot be excluded that those seasonal fluctuations might
also exert an effect on the success rates of amniotic fluid
stem cell cultures.

Regardless of the maternal age, sample transporta-
tion time, i.e. the time elapsed since the collection of
amniotic fluid to the establishment of hAFSC culture,
did not exert a significant effect on the culture success
rate. Culture success rates exceeded 60% whether the
transportation time was below 10 h or above. Whenever
the time elapsed since amniocentesis to the isolation of
hAFSCs was longer than 10 h, the samples were always
stored at 4°C, which probably contributed to the good
quality of the amniotic fluid. Pamphilon et al., who ana-
lyzed the effect of transportation time on progenitor cells
from umbilical cord blood, also concluded that a primary
factor determining culture success and influencing the
number of isolated cells was storage temperature, rather
than the time elapsed since the sampling to the establish-
ment of the culture [40]. Similarly, Matsumoto et al. did not
find significant differences in the number of adipose tissue-
derived stem cells isolated after various storage times [41].
Published data about optimal storage time, transportation
time, and conditions are sparse not only for amniotic fluid
stem cells but also for the stem cells from other sources. A
comprehensive analysis-based recommendation regarding
both storage and transport of the stem cells seems to be of
utmost importance, especially in the context of potential
clinical applications of this material. Our findings suggest
that 4°C is an optimal storage temperature for amniotic fluid,
but due to safety concerns, hAFSCs should be isolated imme-
diately after amniocentesis and amniotic fluid collection.

Our study did not reveal a statistically significant
relationship between hAFSC culture success rate and
purity of the amniotic fluid sample. We observed a ten-
dency to higher success rates of cultures prepared from a
noncontaminated amniotic fluid, especially in the case of
older women. The number of isolated cells turned out to
be significantly higher for contaminated amniotic fluid
samples. Contamination of amniotic fluid with the blood
affects the initial number of isolated cells. In this study,
we used the isolation method based on adherent proper-
ties of hAFSCs, which after multiple passages enabled us
to select a clone of fibroblastic-type cells and, hence, to
minimize the effect of initial sample contamination.

Table 14: Predictors of high passage number (at least three passages)

Beta p-Value Odds ratio −95% CI +95% CI

Intercept 0.2415 0.7329 1.2732 0.3181 5.0968
Age −0.0478 0.0178 0.9534 0.9164 0.9918
Sample volume (mL) −0.0093 0.9270 0.9907 0.8120 1.2088
P0 (cell count) 0.0000 0.1074 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
Presence of two cell populations 1.0671 0.0001 2.9068 1.7295 4.8857
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Further analyses did not show an effect of fetal kar-
yotype on hAFSC culture success rates. Without stratifi-
cation according to maternal age, the success rates for
cultures prepared from maternal amniotic fluid from
pregnancies with normal and abnormal fetal karyotype
were similar. However, the success rates in the group of
older women (over 40 years of age)were higher whenever
an abnormal karyotypewas found in the fetus. Nevertheless,
this observation should be interpreted with caution as preg-
nancies with abnormal karyotype constituted only 11% of
the study material. Furthermore, abnormal karyotype exerted
no effect on the number of isolated amniotic fluid stem cells.
These findings imply that amniotic fluid stem cells with
the same karyotype as fetal one can be successfully cultured
in vitro. This observation seems particularly important from
a perspective of research on chromosomal aberrations or
mutations accounting for monogenic disorders. According
to the study by Rosner et al., mutation-harboring amniotic
fluid-derived stem cells can serve as a model for research
on many various disease entities [42].

hAFSCs culture success rates for women living in
smaller towns, up 50 000, and those from cities over 50
000 were similar. However, it needs to be stressed that
a statistically insignificant tendency to higher success
rates among younger women living in larger cities was
observed. Nevertheless, also this result should be inter-
preted with caution considering the small size of this
group. The lack of statistically significant association
between the place of residence and culture success rate
should be regarded as a promising finding, especially
given published data on the influence of environmental
pollution on human health [43]. Stock and Clemens
demonstrated that exposure to environmental pollutants
might contribute to low birthweight, preterm labor, and
respiratory diseases in a growing fetus [44]. While we did
not analyze birth-related parameters and postnatal data
in this study, the place of residence had no significant
effect on the number of isolated cells, their morphology,
and the proliferation potential.

We also did not find a significant association between
maternal gravidity and culture success rates. Primiparas
and multiparas did not differ significantly in terms of
hAFSCs culture success rates. Since the amniotic fluid con-
tained also fetal cells, among them exfoliated amniotic
cells, one can assume that the sample cellularity, and
hence, culture success might depend on the fetal growth
and well-being, rather than gravidity [28].

Amniocentesis is used as a prenatal test in clinical
practice since the 1950–60s. Initially, the primary indica-
tion for this procedure was advanced maternal age defined
as more than 35 years [45]. This age limit was specified

based on the observed association between older maternal
age and increased likelihood of fetal chromosomal aberra-
tions and some diseases, e.g., Down syndrome. In this
study, we verified if the stem cell culture success was
associated with any of the established indications for
amniocentesis. The first analyzed indication was maternal
age. Culture success rates inwomen referred to amniocent-
esis because of advanced age, and those without this indi-
cation amounted to 57% and 66%, respectively, and did
not differ significantly. Another analyzed indication was
an abnormal result of the integrated test and triple test. In
the case of an abnormal result of the integrated test, cul-
ture success rates were higher, approximately 68%. How-
ever, the success of amniotic fluid stem cell culture did
not depend on the result of the triple test. We also did
not find statistically significant relationships between cul-
ture success rate and another two indications for amnio-
centesis, evidence of ultrasonographic abnormalities, and
fetal hydrops. The last analyzed indication was remarkable
obstetrical history. This indication turned out to be a
highly significant determinant of culture success rate in
the study group. The success rates in women referred to
amniocentesis because of remarkable obstetrical history
were significantly lower than in other participants of the
study. However, this finding should be interpreted with
caution as women with the remarkable obstetrical history
accounted for only 6% of the study group.

5 Conclusion

1. Percentage of successfully established hAFSC cultures
and the number of passages depended on amniotic
fluid volume, the presence of two cell populations
within the sample, and the season of the year.

2. Individual characteristics of the donors, such as age and
gravidity, did not exert a significant effect on the number
of isolated hAFSCs and the rate of their growth.

3. Patients’ place of residence, fetal karyotype, transpor-
tation time, and purity of the samples did not affect the
success rates for primary cultures and the number of
passages.

Funding information: The authors received no financial
support for the research, authorship, and/or publication
of this article.

Conflict of interest: The authors declare that they have
no competing interests.

658  Pawel Walentowicz et al.



Data availability statement: The data used to support
the findings of this study are available from the corre-
sponding author upon request.

References

[1] Mimeault M, Batra SK. Concise review: recent advances on the
significance of stem cells in tissue regeneration and cancer
therapies. Stem Cells. 2006;24:2319–45.

[2] Abdulrazzak H, Moschidou D, Jones G, Guiloot PV. Biological
characteristics of stem cells from foetal, cord blood and
extraembryonic tissues. J R Soc Interface. 2010;7:S689–706.

[3] Solter D. From teratocarcinomas to embryonic stem cells and
beyond: a history of embryonic stem cell research. Nat Rev
Genet. 2006;7:319–27.

[4] Hoekstra A. Prospering on the Fat of the Land: adipose-derived
stem cells as an industrially-viable resource for regenerative
treatment. Basic biotechnology. 2011;7:24–30.

[5] Laganà AS, Salmeri FM, Vitale SG, Triolo O, Götte M. Stem cell
trafficking during endometriosis: may epigenetics play a
pivotal role? Reprod Sci. 2018;25(7):978–9.

[6] Laganà AS, Garzon S, Götte M, Viganò P, Franchi M, Ghezzi F,
et al. The pathogenesis of endometriosis: molecular and cell
biology insights. Int J Mol Sci. 2019;20(22):5615.

[7] Laganà AS, Colonese F, Colonese E, Sofo V, Salmeri FM,
Granese R, et al. Cytogenetic analysis of epithelial ovarian
cancer’s stem cells: an overview on new diagnostic and ther-
apeutic perspectives. Eur J Gynaecol Oncol.
2015;36(5):495–505.

[8] Laganà AS, Sofo V, Vitale SG, Triolo O. Epithelial ovarian
cancer inherent resistance: May the pleiotropic interaction
between reduced immunosurveillance and drug-resistant cells
play a key role? Gynecol Oncol Rep. 2016;19(18):57–8.

[9] Hamid AA, Joharry MK, Mun-Fun H, Hamzah SN, Rejali Z,
Yazid MN, et al. Highly potent stem cells from full-term
amniotic fluid: a realistic perspective. Reprod Biol.
2017;17(1):9–18.

[10] Prusa AR, Marton E, Rosner M, Bettelheim D, Lubec G, Pollak A,
et al. Neurogenic cells in human amniotic fluid. Am J Obstet
Gynecol. 2004;191:309–14.

[11] Bossolasco P, Montemurro T, Cova L, Zangrossi S,
Calzarossa C, Buiatiotis S, et al. Molecular and phentoypic
characterization of human amniotic fluid stem cells and their
differentiation potential. Cell Res. 2006;16:329–36.

[12] Pittenger MF, Mosca JD, McIntosh KR. Human mesenchymal
stem cells: progenitor cells for cartilage, bone, fat and stroma.
Curr Top Microbiol Immunol. 2000;251:3–11.

[13] Park BW, Kang DH, Kang EJ, Byun JH, Lee JS, Maeng GH, et al.
Peripheral nerve regeneration using autologous porcine skin-
derived mesenchymal stem cells. J Tissue Eng Regen Med.
2012;6:113–24.

[14] Nombela-Arrieta C, Ritz J, Silberstein LE. The elusive nature
and function of mesenchymal stem cells. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol.
2011;12:126–31.

[15] Owen M, Friedenstein AJ. Stromal stem cells: marrow-derived
osteogenic precursors. Ciba Found Symp. 1988;136:42–60.

[16] Porada CD, Zanjani ED, Almeida-Porad G. Adult mesenchymal
stem cells: a pluripotent population with multiple applica-
tions. Curr Stem Cell Res Ther. 2006;1:365–9.

[17] Kaviani A, Perry TE, Dzakovic A, Jennings RW, Ziegler MM,
Fauza DO. The amniotic fluid as a source of cells for fetal tissue
engineering. J Pediatr Surg. 2001;365:1662–5.

[18] In’t , Anker PS, Scherjon SA, Kleijburg van der Keur C,
Noort WA, Claas FH, Willemze R, et al. Amniotic fluid as a novel
source of mesenchymal stem cells for therapeutic transplan-
tation. Blood. 2003;102:1548–9.

[19] Trohatou O, Anagnou NP, Roubelakis MG. Human amniotic
fluid stem cells as an attractive tool for clinical applications.
Curr Stem Cell Res Ther. 2013;8:125–32.

[20] De Coppi P, Bartsch Jr G, Siddiqui MM, Xu T, Santos TX, Perin L,
et al. Isolation of amniotic stem cell lines with potential for
therapy. Nat Biotechnol. 2007;25:100–6.

[21] Joerger-Messerli M, Marx C, Oppliger B, Mueller M, Surbek DV,
Schoeberlein A. Mesenchymal stem cells from wharton’s jelly
and amniotic fluid. Best Pract Res Clin Obstet Gynecol.
2016;31:30–44.

[22] Cananzi M, Atala A, De Coppi P. Stem cells derived from
amniotic fluid: new potentials in regenerative medicine.
Reprod Biomed Online. 2009;1:17–27.

[23] Antonucci I, Provenzano M, Rodrigues M, Pantalone A, Salini V,
Ballerini P, et al. Amniotic fluid stem cells: a novel source for
modeling of human genetic diseases. Int J Mol Sci.
2016;17(4):607. doi: 10.3390/ijms17040607. PMID: 27110774;
PMCID: PMC4849058.

[24] Kim BS, Chun SY, Lee JK, Lim HJ, Bae JS, Chung HY, et al.
Human amniotic fluid stem cell injection therapy for urethral
sphincter regeneration in an animal model. BMC Med.
2012;10:94. doi: 10.1186/1741-7015-10-94.

[25] Perin L, Sedrakyan S, Giuliani S, Da Sacco S, Carraro G, Shiri L,
et al. Protective effect of human amniotic fluid stem cells in an
immunodeficient mouse model of acute tubular necrosis. PLoS
One. 2010;5:e9357.

[26] Bajek A, Olkowska J, Walentowicz-Sadłecka M, Walentowicz P,
Sadłecki P, Grabiec M, et al. High quality independent from a
donor: human amniotic fluid derived stem cells-a practical
analysis based on 165 clinical cases. J Cell Biochem.
2017;118(1):116–26. doi: 10.1002/jcb.25618, Epub 2016 Jun
28. PMID: 27261372.

[27] Zeisberger S, Weber B, Hoerstrup SP. Fetal cells used for
tissue engineering of cardiovascular implants and prospects
for prenatal heart-valve implantation. W: the regenerative
potential of placenta derived cells: 2nd International Meeting
of the International Placenta Stem Cell Society (IPLASS).
J Tissue Eng Regen Med. 2012;6(Suppl. 1):459.

[28] Piskorska-Jasiulewicz MM, Witkowska-Zimny M.
Okołoporodowe źródła komórek macierzystych. Postepy Hig
Med Dosw. 2015;69:327–34.

[29] Murphy SV, Atala A. Cetrulo KJ, Cetrulo Jr. CL, Taghizadeh RR,
editors. Amniotic fluid stem cells. W: perinatal stem cells. 2nd
edn, red. New Jersey: John Wiley & Sons; 2013. p. 1–16.

[30] Romani R, Pirisinu I, Calvitti M, Pallotta MT, Gargaro M,
Bistoni G, et al. Stem cells from human amniotic fluid exert
immunoregulatory function via secreted indoleamine
2,3-dioxygenase1. J Cell Mol Med. 2015;19:1593–1605.

Human amniotic fluid as a source of stem cells  659



[31] Phermthai T, Odglun Y, JulavijitphongS, Titapant V, Vhuenwattana P,
Vantanasiri C, et al. A novel method to derive amniotic fluid stem
cells for therapeutic purposes. BMC Cell Biol. 2010;11:79.

[32] Bielec-Berek B, Jastrzębska-Stojko Ż, Drosdzol-Cop A, Jendyk C,
Boruczkowski D, Ołdak T, et al. Maternal predictors and quality of
umbilical cord blood units. Cell Tissue Bank. 2018;19:69–75.

[33] Azouna NB, Berraeis L, Regaya Z, Jenhani F.
Immunophenotypingof hematopoietic progenitor cells: com-
parison between cord blood and adult mobilized blood grafts.
World J Stem Cells. 2011;3:104–12.

[34] Ballen KK, Wilson M, Wuu J, Ceredona AM, Hsieh C,
Stewart FM, et al. Bigger is better: maternal and neonatal
predictors of hematopoietic potential of umbilical cord blood
units. Bone Marrow Transplant. 2001;27:7–14.

[35] Sessarego N, Parodi A, Podesta M, Benvenuto F, Mogni M,
Raviolo V, et al. Multipotent mesenchymal stromal cells from
amniotic fluid: solid perspectives for clinical application.
Haematologica. 2008;93:339–46.

[36] Gholizadeh-Ghaleh Aziz S, Pashaei-Asl F, Fardyazar Z,
Pashaiasl M. Isolation, characterization, cryopreservation of
human amniotic stem cells and differentiation to osteogenic
and adipogenic cells. PLoS One. 2016;11:e0158281.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0158281.

[37] Tsai MS, Lee JL, Chang YJ, Hwang SM. Isolation of human
multipotent mesenchymal stem cells from second-trimester
amniotic fluid using a novel two-stage culture protocol. Hum
Reprod. 2004;19:1450–6.

[38] Garde AH, Hansen AM, Skovgaard LT, Christensen JM.
Seasonal and biological variation of blood concentrations of

total cholesterol, dehydroepiandrosterone sulfate, hemo-
globin A(1c), IgA, prolactin, and free testosterone in healthy
women. Clin Chem. 2000;46:551–9.

[39] van Anders SM, Hampson E, Watson NV. Seasonality, waist-to-
hip ratio, and salivary testosterone.
Psychoneuroendocrinology. 2006;31:895–9.

[40] Pamphilon D, Curnow E, Belfield H, Reems JA, McMannis J,
Lecchi L. Storage characteristics of cord blood progenitor
cells: report of a multicenter study by the cellular therapies
team of the Biomedical Excellence for Safer Transfusion (BEST)
Collaborative. Transfusion. 2011;51:1284–90.

[41] Matsumoto D, Shiguera T, Sato K, Inoue K, Suga H, Lizuka F,
et al. Influences of preservation at various temperatures
on liposuction aspirates. Plast Reconstr Surg.
2007;120:1510–7.

[42] Rosner M, Dolznig H, Schipany K, Mikula M, Brandau O,
Hengstschläger M. Human amniotic fluid stem cells as a
model for functional studies of genes involved in
human genetic diseases or oncogenesis. Oncotarget.
2011;2:705–12.

[43] Gniadek A, Marcisz E. Zdrowie środowiskowe w miejscu
zamieszkania-czynniki zagrożenia. Probl Hig Epidemid.
2014;95:522–8.

[44] Stock SJ, Clemens T. Traffic pollution is linked to poor preg-
nancy outcomes. BMJ. 2017;5(359):j5511. doi: 10.1136/
bmj.j5511.

[45] Bayrampour H, Heaman M, Duncan KA, Tough S. Advanced
maternal age and risk perception. a qualitative study. BMC
Pregnancy Childbirth. 2012;12:100.

660  Pawel Walentowicz et al.


	1 Introduction
	2 Materials and methods
	2.1 Patients
	2.2 Methodology of laboratory tests
	2.2.1 Isolation and in vitro culture of human amniotic fluid mesenchymal stem cells
	2.2.2 Passaging of amniotic fluid mesenchymal stem cells
	2.2.3 Determination of amniotic fluid mesenchymal cell viability

	2.3 Statistical analysis

	3 Results
	4 Discussion
	5 Conclusion
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /POL (Versita Adobe Distiller Settings for Adobe Acrobat v6)
    /ENU (Versita Adobe Distiller Settings for Adobe Acrobat v6)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


