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A B S T R A C T   

As a booming engineering technology, the microfluidic chip has been widely applied for replicating the 
complexity of human intestinal micro-physiological ecosystems in vitro. Biosensors, 3D imaging, and multi-omics 
have been applied to engineer more sophisticated intestinal barrier-on-chip platforms, allowing the improved 
monitoring of physiological processes and enhancing chip performance. In this review, we report cutting-edge 
advances in the microfluidic techniques applied for the establishment and evaluation of intestinal barrier plat-
forms. We discuss different design principles and microfabrication strategies for the establishment of microfluidic 
gut barrier models in vitro. Further, we comprehensively cover the complex cell types (e.g., epithelium, intestinal 
organoids, endothelium, microbes, and immune cells) and controllable extracellular microenvironment param-
eters (e.g., oxygen gradient, peristalsis, bioflow, and gut-organ axis) used to recapitulate the main structural and 
functional complexity of gut barriers. We also present the current multidisciplinary technologies and indicators 
used for evaluating the morphological structure and barrier integrity of established gut barrier models in vitro. 
Finally, we highlight the challenges and future perspectives for accelerating the broader applications of these 
platforms in disease simulation, drug development, and personalized medicine. Hence, this review provides a 
comprehensive guide for the development and evaluation of microfluidic-based gut barrier platforms.   

1. Introduction 

A dysfunctional gut barrier can induce a range of diseases, including 
inflammatory bowel disease (IBD), metabolic syndrome, and even can-
cer [1,2]. In vivo, the intestinal barrier not only acts as a physical barrier 
that prevents harmful substances (such as bacteria and toxins) from 
entering the human body, but also acts as a functional carrier, allowing 
nutrients and drugs to be absorbed, metabolized, and transported across 
the body [3]. Multiple cell types (e.g., intestinal epithelium, Paneth 
cells, goblet cells, endothelium, and immune cells) and symbiotic mi-
croorganisms maintain the specificity, integrity, and complexity of the 

intestinal barrier [2,4]. In addition, the unique anaerobic-aerobic 
interface, physiological peristalsis, and bioflow — in combination with 
the functionally coupled gut-organ axis — enable homeostasis and 
communication between the gut barrier and other organs [5,6]. 
Although animal models are widely utilized to study intestinal physi-
ology and pathology, they fail to accurately reflect human physiological 
responses because of species and microbiota differences [7,8]. Thus, in 
vitro models that mimic the human gut barrier are extremely valuable 
for nutritional evaluation, drug screening, and research on intestinal 
mechanisms. 

Traditional in vitro intestinal barrier models prepared by culturing 
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human enterocytes derived from tissue biopsies can partially mimic 
intestinal ecosystems, simulate enteric diseases, and be used for drug 
studies [9,10]. However, traditional plate cultures do not provide in-
formation regarding the permeability of gut barriers. To overcome these 
aforesaid limitations, Transwell models in which the intestinal epithe-
lium, aerobic bacteria, and endothelium are cocultured in a compart-
mentalized manner on different sides of a porous membrane have been 
proposed. But, uncontrollable oxygen gradients and unstable biochem-
ical signals are generated in these static cultures. Moreover, 
Transwell-based in vitro gut barrier models cannot recapitulate in vivo 
gut barriers and the related controlled in vivo microenvironments in a 
high-fidelity manner [11]. Hence, there is an urgent need to develop and 
evaluate novel and reliable in vitro platforms that simulate the human 
gut barrier more accurately. 

Recently, advances in nanofabrication and microfluidics have led to 
the development of in vitro modular gut barrier-on-a-chip models. These 
engineered gut barrier-on-a-chip models enable the reconstruction of 
the proliferative and differentiated regions of the intestinal epithelium, 
long-term perfusion of the organoids-derived monolayer, as well as the 
in situ coculture and real-time monitoring of commensals [12,13]. 
Pivotal hallmarks of the intestinal microenvironment — such as fluid 
dynamics, peristalsis, the anaerobic-aerobic interface, and the gut-organ 
axis — can also be simulated in these systems. The highly controlled 
ecosystem allows the formation of villi, mucus and polarized villi-crypt 

architecture, as well as a functional gut barrier on a microchip. 
Furthermore, owing to the versatile potential and integration abilities of 
microfluidic chips, multidisciplinary technologies such as oxygen sen-
sors, electrochemical sensors, 3D imaging, and multi-omics have been 
applied to engineer intestinal barrier-on-a-chip platforms [12,14–17]. In 
the context of interdisciplinary cooperation, newly developed micro-
fluidic gut barrier models have shown great potential in establishing 
human-like intestinal systems, evaluating drug metabolism and toxicity, 
and discovering the mechanisms of nutrient absorption and regulation. 
Hence, a substantial and general review of these technologies can have 
far-reaching influences on multiple fields (e.g., life science, biomedicine, 
and clinical pharmacy). Meanwhile, an up-to-date review can also 
inspire researchers with different professional backgrounds to explore 
the development of microfluidic gut barriers for basic research and 
practical application. 

Therefore, this paper reviews the recent progress in microfluidic 
techniques for the construction and evaluation of intestinal barriers 
from a logistics perspective. First, it provides a brief snapshot of intes-
tinal barriers in vivo (Fig. 1). Second, it systemically introduces micro-
fluidic strategies for the construction of intestinal barrier models in vitro, 
including fabrication materials, sterilization techniques, micro-
fabrication procedures, design principles, cell sources, and extracellular 
microenvironment parameters (e.g., oxygen gradient, peristalsis, bio-
flow, and gut-organ axis). Third, it highlights state-of-the-art 

Fig. 1. Microfluidic techniques for on-chip intestinal barrier establishment and evaluation. (a) In vivo intestinal barriers. (b) Microfluidic techniques for integrating 
the cell source, microenvironment, and microfluidic design into a gut-on-a-chip, which can be used to establish a functional intestinal barrier-on-a-chip platform in 
vitro in a physiologically relevant manner. (c) SEM, 3D imaging setups, and biosensors facilitate morphological identification (e.g., villi-crypt architecture and mucus) 
and barrier integrity detection (e.g., tight junction, TEER, and permeability). The images in Fig. 1c have obtained reprint permission [34,37,41,52]. 
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multidisciplinary techniques (e.g., biosensors, 3D imaging, multi-omics, 
and artificial intelligence) for establishing and monitoring in vitro in-
testinal barriers. Finally, it presents the current indicators used for 
evaluating microfluidic intestinal barrier platforms through morpho-
logical identification and barrier integrity detection, including polarized 
villi-crypt architecture, mucus distribution, tight junction proteins, 
transepithelial electrical resistance (TEER), and permeability. 

2. Snapshot of in vivo intestinal barrier 

In order to effectively design and prepare gut-barrier-on-a-chip 
models in vitro, it is necessary to elucidate the morphological and 
functional characteristics of the intestinal microecosystem. Intestinal 
folds are organ-specific structures and are generated by the proliferation 
and differentiation of the intestinal epithelium [18]. The adjacent 
microvilli, together with basal proliferative crypts, form a polarized 
crypt-villus axis. Interestingly, the reconstitution of the folded intestine 
involves a directional regeneration process in which basal proliferative 
crypts replenish the villi along the crypt-villus axis [19]. In addition, the 
mucus layer is deposited on the surface of the intestinal epithelium. 
Under normal conditions, the gut barrier is intact and homeostasis is 
maintained. The villi-like protrusions have a large surface area and rich 
networks of capillaries, enhancing the versatility of the intestinal barrier 
[5]. The main functions of the gut barrier are to absorb, metabolize, and 
transport nutrients, drugs, and other materials from the digestive system 
to the vascular system, allowing their distribution throughout the body 
[20]. Additionally, the intestinal epithelium contains a complex mi-
crobial community, and the associated gut immune system maintains 
the functions of the gut barrier, enabling immune regulation and 
providing protection against pathogens [21,22]. The intestine’s unique 
aerobic-anaerobic environment and continuous fluid movement are 
crucial for the long-term survival of microorganisms and intestinal cells 
[23]. Periodic peristalsis is a fundamental component of the intestinal 
microenvironment and involves the rhythmic muscular contraction and 
relaxation of the intestines, pushing intestinal contents along the 
gastrointestinal tract [4]. 

Notably, the human gut barrier is a semipermeable and selective 
interface that connects the gastrointestinal tract with other organs (e.g., 
the liver, kidneys, pancreas, and heart) through blood circulation. 
Indeed, the human body is a complex physiological system in which 
multiple organs act in a coordinated manner and influence each other’s 
functions [7]. Gut barrier dysfunction can induce a range of diseases, 
including IBD, metabolic syndrome, and even cancer [24,25]. Therefore, 
it is essential to develop an in vivo-like gut barrier and conduct a 
comprehensive assessment of the structure and function of established in 
vitro gut barriers to gain a clear understanding of intestinal homeostasis 
and disease pathogenesis. 

3. Microfluidic strategies for the construction of intestinal 
barrier models in vitro 

Building human-relevant gut barrier models is the cornerstone of 
subsequent research. To construct near-physiological gut barriers in 
vitro, important units such as cell sources and microenvironment pa-
rameters can be integrated into microfluidic chips in a controllable 
manner -using microfabrication techniques and design principles. In this 
section, fabrication materials, sterilization techniques, microfabrication 
techniques, design principles, cell sources, and key microenvironment 
parameters are systematically highlighted and introduced. We also 
summarize key indicators of microfluidic technique-based intestinal 
barrier establishment and evaluation (Table 1). 

3.1. Fabrication materials 

Materials have many influences on the fabrication technologies, 
monitoring and even the experimental results studied on the chip. In this 

case, there are some key considerations in selecting certain materials 
used to manufacture chips, such as biocompatibility, optical trans-
parency, gas permeability, cost and preparation technology. 

3.1.1. Inorganic materials 
Early, the first-generation of microfluidic chips were made of inor-

ganic materials such as silicon or glass. They are both resistant to 
organic solvents, thermostability, and chemical inertia, which make 
them ideal for in-situ fabrication of microstructures [63,64]. Unfortu-
nately, the optically opaque nature of silicon makes optical imaging and 
analysis difficult. In contrast, glass exhibits excellent optical trans-
parency, lower cost, higher resistance to high temperature and greater 
elasticity to high pressures [63,65]. The main concern is that the use of 
amorphous glass results in anisotropic structures with a 
high-aspect-ratio [66]. In many cases, inorganic materials are always 
used to prepare the molds needed for intestinal chips [67], rather than 
directly for intestinal cell culture. 

3.1.2. Elastomers 
Lagging behind silicon/glass materials, polymer materials were also 

included in the preparation of microfluidic chips in the following years. 
Compared with inorganic materials, various polymers with specific 
properties provide great flexibility for the preparation of chips due to 
their easy availability, low cost, and easy integration [68,69]. According 
to their physical traits, polymers can be classified as elastomers, ther-
mosets and thermoplastics [63]. 

Elastomers consist of cross-linked polymer chains that can be 
stretched or compressed when an external force is applied and can be 
restored when the force is withdrawn. In general, such materials are 
usually reproduced by soft lithography to reproduce the pattern of the 
mold, so as to achieve the microstructure of the chip. For such fabrica-
tion or replication, a mold is needed. Depending on the material and size 
required, molds can be manufactured by milling, lithography, deep- 
ultraviolet (DUV) lithography, electron beam, etc., or in combination 
with other processes such as wet etching or reactive ion etching (RIE) 
[66,70]. The most common elastomer used in microfluidic chips is 
polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS), which was introduced as early as 1998 
by M. Whitesides [71,72]. Generally, liquid PDMS prepolymer obtained 
by mixing PDMS monomer with curing agent in a certain proportion can 
be cured by heating. Therefore, we can adjust Young’s coefficient and 
thermosetting through the mixture of monomer and curing agent [73]. 
Due to its low surface tension, PDMS can be easily peeled off the mold 
after curing. It can also be irreversibly bonded with other materials such 
as PDMS, glass and silicon by surface modification to form a sealed 
microfluidic chip [74,75]. In particular, complex chips with multi-layer 
structures can also be expediently made by assembling many PDMS 
pieces through holes to connect every layer [76]. For instance, Guo et al. 
established an intestinal chip consisting of an upper and lower layer of 
PMDS separated by a through-hole PDMS membrane, formed by oxygen 
plasma bonding [16]. PDMS is well suited for long-term cell culture due 
to its good gas permeability. By seeding intestinal cells, researchers can 
easily reproduce the intestinal barrier exhibited tissue polarization, 
mucin production, and transporter expression, physiological immune 
tolerance [33,36,40,42,49]. High elasticity is another advantage of 
PDMS. By exerting cyclic strain on a PDMS-based gut chip, researchers 
can easily mimics in vivo-like physiological peristaltic motions [19,33, 
47]. Qin’s team developed an on-chip valve in which the on-off state of 
the channel is controlled by the elastic deformation of the PDMS film 
[77–79]. In addition, gut chips fabricated via PDMS are compatible with 
other components, including electrochemical sensors, optical imaging 
devices, and biomaterials, due to their high repeatability and flexibility. 

Every coin has two sides. Due to the hydrophobicity of PDMS itself, it 
will absorb hydrophobic small molecules, which may affect the intesti-
nal absorption, metabolism and transport of drugs [80]. Therefore, the 
stability and bioavailability of drugs in the system, as well as the accu-
racy and precision of drug detection, are not optimistic [81]. To 
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Table 1 
Summary of the key indicators of microfluidic technique-based for intestinal barrier establishment and evaluation.  

Organ 
types 

Intestinal cells Co-cultured cells Microbes Materials Preparation 
technology 

Peristalsis Bioflow/μL 
min 

Electrodes TEER/Ω cm2 Findings 

Gut 
[17–19 
[26–38], 

Caco-2 cells 
[17–19,26–38] 

N.A. LGG [33]; 
B. bifidum [17]; 
B.scentis, 
E.hallii [36]; 
Shigella flexneri 
[37]; 
Coxsackievirus 
B1 [35] 

PDMS [17–19,27,29,30,33–38]; 
PMMA [17,29,32]; PC [17,27, 
30,32]; COP [26]; PET [26,28, 
38]; Si [17,26,36]; PEVA, PLGA 
[31]; Collagen [17,19,26,30,31, 
33–38]; Glass [18,38]; NC [18]; 
Organopalte [34]; 
TOPAS [28] 

Photolithography 
[17–19,29,30,32,33, 
35,38]; 
Milling [26]; 
3D printing [27,31, 
36]; 
Wet etching [28]; 
Laser cutting [30] 

10 % strain, 
0.15 Hz [17, 
19,33, 
35–37] 

0.5–20 [17, 
18,26,28, 
30,32,35, 
37]; 
100 [38]; 
500 [33]; 
Rocker [34] 

Pt [32], 
Gold [27, 
30]; 
PEDOT: 
PSS [26]; 
ITO [28]; 
Platinum 
[29]; 
Sliver [17, 
31,36]; 
Chopstick 
[33] 

~600–1000 
[17,26,28, 
30]; 
~1500 [32]; 
~4000 [33]; 
~8000 
[7336]; 
9300-13000 
[29] 

1.Monitoring tissue 
differentiation and barrier 
function by on-chip electrodes 
[26–31] 
2.Exploring drug metabolism 
and transport [18,19,32] 
3. Reproducing the in vivo-like 
microenvironment [33,36,38] 
4.Modeling tissue polarization, 
pathogen infection, 
microbe-mediated barrier 
repair [17,34,35,37] 

Gut [15, 
39–41] 

HT-29 cells [39]; 
Caco-2 cells [15, 
40,41] 

MDCK cells [39]; 
PBMCs, HUVECs 
[40]; 
HIMECs [15]; 
hAECs [41]; 
Macrophages [40] 

L.rhamnosus, 
C. albicans [40]; 
B. fragilis [15] 

COC [39]; 
PDMS [15,41]; 
Collagen [15]; 
PS,PET [40]; 
PC [41]; 
Si [15] 

Injection modeling 
[39,40]; 
Photolithography 
[15]; 
Laser cutting [41] 

10 % strain, 
0.15Hz [15] 

1 [15,41]; 
10-100 [39, 
40] 

Gold [39, 
41] 

50-80 [39]; 
~4000 [41] 

1.Sustaining a physiologically 
relevant level of microbial 
diversity [15] 
2.Displaying the physiological 
immune tolerance of the gut to 
microbial-associated molecular 
patterns [40] 

Gut [2,16, 
42–47] 

Caco-2 cells [2, 
16,42–47] 
HT-29 cells [16, 
44] 

HUVECs [16,42, 
43,45]; HMVECs 
[47]; 
PBMCs [2,16,42, 
46,47]; THP-1, 
MUTZ-3 [44] 

LGG [42]; 
VSL#3 [46,47]; 
SARS-CoV [16; 
L.plantarum, 
B.Lactis [43]; 
L.casei L5 BGB 
[45]; 
L,rhamnosus, 
B.longum [2]; 
E.coli [2,45] 

PDMS [2,16,42,43,45–47]; 
PMMA [2,45]; 
PC [42]; 
Si [42,43,45]; 
Organoplate [44]; 
Collagen [2,43–46] 

Photolithography [2, 
16,42,43,45–47]; 
Milling [2] 

15 % strain, 
0.15Hz 
[45–47] 

0.5–6.5 [16, 
42,43, 
45–47]; 
30 [2]; 
Rocker [44] 

Chopstick 
[2]; 
Gold [43, 
44] 

~60–300 [2, 
43,44]; 
~1200 [46]; 
~3500 [47] 

1.Identifying the contributions 
of mechanical motions and 
microbiome to intestinal 
inflammation and bacterial 
overgrowth [47] 
2. Reproducing stromal 
reshaping and probiotics 
translocation and viral 
infection [2,16,46] 
3.The probiotics or drugs 
resulted in a substantial 
responded recovery of barrier 
function [42–45] 

Gut 
[48–53] 

HiPSCs [50]; 
Biopsy-derived 
organoids 
[48–53] 

HIMECs [48,49] F.Prausnitzii, 
E.rectale, 
B. 
thetaiotaomicron 
[51]; 
Intestine bacteria 
[48] 

PDMS [49,53]; 
Collegen [48–50,52,53]; 
Organoplate [50,51] 

Photolithography 
[53] 

10 % strain, 
0.2 Hz [48, 
49]; 
10 % strain, 
0.15Hz [52] 

0.5–10 [48, 
49,51–53]; 
Rocker [50] 

N.A. ~30 [50]; 
~1800 [51] 

1.Reproducing the gut 
phenotype, mucus 
accumulation and barrier 
crosstalk [50,51,53] 
2.Intestinal organoid-on-chip 
more closely simulated whole 
human duodenum in vivo [49] 
3.Modeling environmental 
enteric dysfunction and 
enterocolitis [48,52] 

Gut-liver 
[54–57] 

Caco2 cells [54, 
55,57]; 
Colon organoids 
[56] 

HepG2 cells [54, 
55,57]; 
Macrophages 
PBMCs, Kupsser 
cells,T cells,Th17 
cells, Dendritic 
cells [56] 

N.A. PET [54]; 
Organoplate [56]; 
Collegen [56,57]; 
PDMS [54,55,57] 

Photolithography 
[55,57]; Laser 
cutting [56] 

N.A. 15 [57] N.A. N.A. 1.Paradoxical modulation of 
IBD-related inflammation by 
short chain fatty acids [56] 
2.Reproducing the initiation 
and progression of hepatic 
steatosis [55,57] 
3.Simulating drug absorption 
and metabolism behaviors [54] 

Gut- 
kidney 
[58,59] 

Caco-2 cells Proximal tubule 
epithelium [58]; 
GECs [59] 

N.A. Organoplate [58]; 
PDMS [59]; 
Collagen [58,59] 

Photolithography 
[59] 

0.02 dyne/ 
cm2 [59] 

Rocker [58] Chopstick 
[58] 

~588 [58]; 
~1300 [59] 

1.Allowing TEER studies in a 
perfused chip without 
interference by artificial filter 

(continued on next page) 
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overcome these limitations, various modification methods such as UV 
radiation, O2 plasma treatment and hydrophilic material coatings have 
been considered to clean the surface and reduce the surface energy to 
delay the hydrophobic recovery of PDMS [82]. 

3.1.3. Thermosets and thermoplastics 
Thermoset materials such as SU-8 photoresist and polyimide have 

been used to manufacture microchannel structures. When heated or 
irradiated, these materials allow curing to form rigid molds with 
patterned microchannels. In general, these materials are resistant to 
high temperatures, most solvents, and are optically transparent. Their 
high strength makes it possible to manufacture high-aspect ratios 
structures. Unlike thermoset plastics, thermoplastics soften at glass 
transition temperature and can be reshaped, molded and bonded. 
Common thermoplastics for the fabrication of microfluidic chips are 
polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA), polystyrene (PS), polycarbonate 
(PC), polyethylene terephthalate (PET), copolymers (COC), and fluori-
nated ethylene propylene (FEP), etc. Thermoforming can produce 
thousands of replicas at high throughput and low cost, but it requires 
metal or silicon templates to allow the plastic to flow. There are some 
limitations to the use of thermoplastic polymers. First, not all polymers 
are transparent (e.g., polyether ether ketone and polypropylene), which 
makes microscopy or imaging difficult [83,84]. Second, some materials 
have strong self-fluorescence characteristics and are not suitable for 
analytical detection [85]. Third, poor gas permeability has a negative 
impact on long-term cell culture [86]. Notably, Wu’s team designed an 
FEP microfluidic chip that allowed a variety of biological cells to adhere 
and proliferate [86]. Despite its high melting temperature, the material 
does not adsorb biomolecules, is optically transparent, and is soft 
enough, which is suitable for imaging and processing. In addition, some 
thermoplastics are used in chips in the form of thin membranes. For 
instance, Guo et al. seeded the mixture of Caco-2 and HT-29 cells on a 
PET membrane-based gut chip to assess the absorption of seven drugs, 
showing a high correlation between their permeability values and 
human fraction absorbed [87]. Similarly, PC/PDMS membranes can also 
serve as substrates to facilitate the formation of monolayer barriers [41, 
88,89]. 

3.1.4. Hydrogels 
Hydrogels can simulate the natural ECM environment through 

spatio-temporal control of biochemical and physical signals, due to their 
high biocompatibility and tunable traits, such as permeability, elasticity 
and chemical reactivity [90]. Significant advances in hydrogels offer a 
huge opportunity to generate intestinal barrier models with crypt-villi 
structures in a high-fidelity manner [81]. Sung and his colleagues 
made a 3D collagen scaffold using a sacrificial mold method and inoc-
ulated Caco-2 cells onto the scaffold to form a 3D topography of the 
small intestine [91]. Notably, the 3D villi model displayed highly 
enhanced physiological activities, including transmembrane mucin 
expression, permeability coefficient of FITC-dextran and resistance to 
bacterial infection, compared to those of the 2D culture mode. Costello 
et al. reconstructed a 3D intestinal barrier on a synthetic hydrogel 
scaffold using polylact-glycolic acid (PLGA) [92]. The system enabled 
the differentiation of the intestinal epithelium as they moved along the 
recession-villus axis like to the natural gut. The mechanical deformation 
of hydrogels can also affect the behavior characteristics of cells. 
Although natural hydrogels have low cytotoxicity, good biocompati-
bility and biodegradability, they lack controllable mechanical traits, 
which is why they are often used in combination with synthetic 
hydrogels. For example, Zhao’s team simulated the gastrointestinal 
folding process by attaching cell-laden gelatin methacrylate to a 
pre-stretched matrix that undergoes mechanical instability and evolves 
into a morphological pattern [93]. This principle is also applicable to the 
simulation of the respiratory tract and urogenital tract. Nikolaev et al. 
pioneered skillfully guiding stem cell-derived organoid morphogenesis 
on a composite hydrogel scaffold to create perfusable intestinal tubes Ta
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[94]. The proposed concept of hydrogel-guided stem cell self-assembly 
into similar physiological organs from form, size and function has 
wide applicability and will enable more research to be carried out. In a 
word, a variety of natural and synthetic hydrogels fabricate a 3D in-
testinal barrier by directing a range of cellular behaviors, such as cell 
adhesion, proliferation, and differentiation. 

3.2. Sterilization techniques 

Most intestinal chips are still produced as prototypes in the lab. In 
this case, we need to consider the compatibility of fabrication materials 
with the sterilization techniques. The properties of the materials deter-
mine which sterilization protocols can be used, which can sometimes be 
a limiting factor in the selection of fabrication materials. Common 
sterilization methods include autoclaving, ultraviolet radiation, 
ethylene oxide, low-temperature hydrogen peroxide, chlorogenic acid 
disinfection, etc [95]. Improper sterilization methods may affect the 
mechanical properties of the materials, resulting in chip deformation or 
leakage, thus affecting the normal use of the chip [96, [97]. For 
example, PMMA and PC cannot be subjected to traditional autoclaving 
methods because they require exposure to high temperatures, which can 
result in the melting of both materials [96,98]. The chemical properties 
of PDMS make it absorbent to certain organic compounds, drugs, and 
biomolecules, which can be a concern for sterilization and experimental 
outcomes. Notably, prolonged immersion of PDMS in ethanol can cause 
the material to dissolve and even absorb chemicals, affecting the tight-
ness of the chip [99]. Generally, PDMS materials are sterilized by 
autoclaving and ultraviolet irradiation [100]. For natural polymers, 
because they are often derived from animals or plants, which may 
contain harmful chemicals or microorganisms that may affect the re-
sults, sterilization is also essential. On the one hand, autoclaving not 
only reduces the physical properties of gelatin, but also has no signifi-
cant inactivation effect on endotoxin [98]. On the other hand, auto-
claving can also cause the destruction and denaturation of the active 
ingredients in the hydrogels (e.g., hyaluronic acid and gelatin). So, 
hydrogel materials can be sterilized by lyophilization after filtration, 
ethylene oxide and gamma-radiation to ensure the stability of compo-
sition and structure [95]. Each material has unique properties in terms 
of bio-inertness, temperature sensitivity, and chemical reactivity, which 
influence their selection for specific applications and sterilization 
methods. Overall, when selecting defined materials, it is essential to 
evaluate the feasibility of available resources, material properties and 
sterilization protocols. 

3.3. Microfabrication techniques 

Over the past few decades, multiple microfabrication technologies, 
including photolithography, milling and laser cutting, molding [65,101, 
102] and 3D printing technology, have been successfully applied for the 
construction of in vitro intestinal barrier models. In this part, we will 
introduce these established technologies in detail. 

3.3.1. Photolithography 
Photolithography involves shining light onto light-sensitive mate-

rials (e.g., photoresist) coating a hard substrate (silicon or glass) to 
create patterned mold surface [103]. A typical photolithography process 
consists of several steps [104,105]. First, a photomask with elaborate 
geometric patterns is drawn using AI software. Second, the photomask is 
placed on a substrate (e.g., glass and silicon) coated with the photoresist, 
which is selectively solidified under light exposure. Third, after rinsing 
with a developer, the substrate is broken down, and its geometry be-
comes similar to that of the photomask. Zhao et al. used photolithog-
raphy to produce an embedded gut chip and study the treatment of 
barrier function injury and inflammation caused by drug-resistant bac-
teria using probiotics and antibiotics [55]. Moreover, Andresen et al. 
established a tight functional gut barrier with P-glycoprotein 1 

transporters and mucus secretion, effectively assessing drug transport 
through the monolayer barrier in a microfluidic gut chip [32]. Yoshi-
mura’s team developed a micro total bioassay chip manufactured by 
photolithography that integrates intestinal, liver, and breast organs to 
effectively assess the biological activity of anticancer drugs and endo-
crine disruptors [106]. With the improvement of chip integration, 
higher requirements are put forward for the photolithography process. 
Notably, more fine lithography techniques such as deep-ultraviolet 
(DUV) lithography, extreme ultraviolet lithography and electron beam 
lithography have been developed to improve processing precision and 
achieve smaller dimensions (<10 nm) [107]. 

Typically, wet etching and reactive ion etching (RIE) are also com-
bined with photolithography to make a silicon/glass structural substrate 
that is used as a mold or microfluidic component for the fabrication of 
intestinal barriers [108]. Essentially, wet etching refers to the removal of 
excessive substrate materials (silicon dioxide and aluminum metallic) 
following exposure to strong corrosive reagents (e.g., hydrofluoric acid, 
phosphoric acid, potassium hydroxide, and potassium hydroxide) in 
order to obtain a defined microstructure [107]. RIE is a dry etching 
technology that utilizes high-energy ions and free radicals in plasma to 
chemically react with the materials on the surface of the sample to 
achieve material removal [108]. Thus, wet etching and RIE are classical 
isotropic etching methods. Inherently, they enable high-throughput 
manufacturing owing to their simple and rapid process, low equip-
ment dependence, and inexpensive nature. On the one hand, with wet 
etching and RIE, microarray structures with a size of less than 10 μm can 
be easily prepared to fabricate the basement membrane of gut chips 
[12]. Workman et al. fabricated a 7 μm through-hole PDMS membrane 
that was cast onto a silicon mold that was fabricated using photoli-
thography and reactive ion etching [109]. On the other hand, wet 
etching is required to obtain well-defined gas chambers in microfluidic 
gut chips to reflect in vivo-like intestinal writhing. However, researchers 
have also adopted manual procedures such as avulsion to avoid the use 
of the etching technique due to irreversible corrosion and uncontrollable 
damage to substrates during the etching processes. For example, Ingber 
et al. generated a classical gut chip with peristalsis-like motions and flow 
using photolithography, wet etching, and artificial avulsion [33]. 
Notably, the combination of photolithography and wet etching or RIE 
extends beyond the gut, highlighting their potential in the in vitro 
remodeling of organs such as the peristaltic gut, breathing lung, and 
rhythmic heart [33,107,110,111]. 

3.3.2. Milling and laser cutting 
Milling and laser cutting are also two rapid prototyping techniques 

commonly used to manufacture microfluidic gut chips. Milling is a 
process of machining that uses miniature cutting tools to remove ma-
terials from a substrate in order to create a desired shape in thermo-
plastics [112]. Specifically, this process involves the movement of the 
cutting tool in a variety of directions, typically controlled by a computer 
numerical control system, which allows for the creation of complex 
shapes and contours with high precision. Netti’s team used a 
micro-milling machine to create a 3D intestinal stromal equivalent on a 
PMMA substrate, demonstrating the formation of crypt-villi polarization 
and mucus deposition [113]. Baldwin et al. recapitulated the gastroin-
testinal tract-brain axis on a milled micfrofluidic chip [89]. Bacterial 
extracellular vesicles produced by Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron migrated 
from the apical surface of the intestinal epithelium to the differentiated 
neuronal chamber. It is worth mentioning that the surface characteris-
tics of the milled microfluidic model, particularly surface roughness, are 
critical parameters that can significantly influence the device’s opera-
tional efficiency and precision [89]. On the one hand, these limitations 
can be overcome by fine adjustment of the milling cutter spindle speed 
and feed speed [112]. On the other hand, treating micromachined 
substrates with plasticizers such as cyclohexane, chloroform and 
acetone can effectively reduce their surface roughness [114,115]. 
Ahmed et al. found that steam treatment with chloroform for 30 s 
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reduced the surface roughness of PMMA-based chips machined by 
micro-milling and smoothed them to a roughness of about 39 nm [116]. 

Laser cutting is a micromachining process that uses a high-energy 
laser beam to cut materials such as metals and plastics [117]. That is, 
the material absorbed by the laser energy is ejected from the substrate 
surface to produce 3D channels with micron/submicron accuracy [118]. 
Sidar et al. used laser-cut acrylic sheets and silicone gaskets as cell 
culture chambers and chip-sealing gaskets respectively for in situ orga-
noid culture [119]. This method subjected the liquid in the chip to slight 
pressure, effectively inhibiting bubble formation and simulated the flow 
of fluid through the lumen of the intestinal organoids. To reproduce the 
topography of the gut, Costello et al. micro-molded a porous 
poly-ethylene-co-vinyl-acetate (PEVA) scaffold by laser cutting and 
observed the extent to which the scaffold villi shifted from their position, 
similar to actual villi [31]. In addition, the laser-cut 3D substrates can be 
reversed-molded to form biodegradable hydrogel scaffolds that replace 
bioinert matrix materials [120,121]. March’s team formed a complex 
hydrogel scaffold made of collagen and polyethylene glycol by 
reverse-shaping a laser-cut plastic substrate [120]. Notably, compared 
with Transwells, intestinal epithelium cultured on villus-like scaffolds 
showed decreased TEER and improved enzyme activity of the brush 
edge. Similarly, Costello et al. designed a porous PLGA scaffold by 
replicating a laser-cut PMMA mold, mimicking the actual density and 
size of human intestinal villi [121]. Consequently, by precisely 
mimicking the intestinal villi topography, researchers can facilitate the 
differentiation of cells along the villous axis, akin to that observed in 
native intestinal tissue. 

3.3.3. Molding 
The molding processing technique can be divided into hot embossing 

and injection molding according to process principles [65]. Hot 
embossing is a relatively simple manufacturing process for replicating 
microchannels on a mold by applying force and temperature onto sub-
strates such as silicon, glass, and polymer materials. The mold with 
suitable materials and precision is the prerequisite for hot embossing 
[122]. Tovar et al. proposed a height-changing glass mold with submi-
cron resolution that can quickly generate microfluidic chips with high 
aspect ratios [123]. Among of polymer materials, the PMMA is a clas-
sical thermoplastic material, which is suitable for generating micro-
fluidic chips by hot embossing [124]. Hot embossing is also embodied in 
directly embossing parallel microchannels on metal materials, but 
embossing metals typically require higher temperatures or pressures 
than polymers, which have lower melting points and better fluidity 
[125]. This technique is characterized by its cost-effectiveness and its 
capability to fabricate microstructures featuring a high aspect ratio 
along with intricate micro-pin lamellae. Nonetheless, achieving an 
optimal surface finish necessitates meticulous management of temper-
ature and other critical parameters that impact the process [126,127]. 

Injection molding constitutes a process wherein the thermoplastic 
material is initially subjected to uniform plasticization within a heated 
barrel, followed by its forced introduction into the confines of a pre- 
closed mold cavity via a plunger or a reciprocating screw mechanism 
[65]. Subsequently, the material is allowed to solidify and take the shape 
of the mold through the application of cooling mechanisms, culminating 
in the formation of the desired molded component. A key benefit of the 
technique is its cost-efficiency, akin to photolithography, where the 
expense for high-precision microfabrication is primarily associated with 
the production of a master template. To guarantee high-quality in the 
fabrication, it is imperative to exercise precise control over critical 
process parameters, including temperature, pressure, and the rate of 
injection [128,129]. Maurer et al. manufactured a polystyrol-based gut 
chip by injection molding, displaying the physiological immune toler-
ance of the intestinal lumen to microbial-associated molecular patterns 
[40]. Overall, molding technology offers outstanding advantages in 
greatly simplifying the production timeline and process intricacy, which 
is amenable to large-scale production. 

3.3.4. 3D printing 
3D printing is an emerging technique that allows direct fabrication of 

objects layer-by-layer through computer assistance [130]. It can control 
the spatial distribution of thermoplastic materials, and can also 3D print 
cells on a substrate along with the extracellular matrix such as hydro-
gels. For instance, Mazrouei et al. 3D printed pluronic molds and PDMS 
well arrays to enable in situ loading of gelatin methacryloyl and cells 
[131]. Kim et al. adopted collagen and decellularized small intestine 
submucosa as a cell-laden bioink for forming small intestinal epithelium 
with a finger-like microscale villus architecture [132]. By flexibly 
adjusting the hydrogel component, crosslinking degree printing speed 
and printing time of the bioink, a more realistic physiological 3D villus 
model could be obtained. In vivo, tissue formation is largely dependent 
on the regulation of morphogenetic programs that allow different kinds 
of cells to interact and self-assemble in space and time. In the co-culture 
system of Caco-2 cells and human umbilical vein endothelial cells pre-
pared by Kim et al., 3D intestinal villi showed high glucan permeability 
and glucose uptake capacity [133]. Lutolf’s team deposited 
organoid-forming stem cells directly into the extracellular matrix to 
reproduce the self-organization of the macro-scale tissue [134]. By 
manipulating the cell density and geometry, the researchers were able to 
construct native tissue constructs with the intestinal tube, branched 
vascular, and crypt-villus regions. This approach allowed for regulating 
organogenesis through the deposition of supporting cells and mimicked 
the organ boundaries present in the gut by printing different epithelium. 

3.4. Design principles 

In order to remodel in vivo-like gut functional barriers using micro-
fluidic organ chips in vitro, different design principles have been 
developed and validated. The physiological structure of gut barrier 
models can be established using two strategies: a membrane-based 
design and a membrane-free design. 

3.4.1. Membrane-based design 
Initially, microfluidic-based gut barrier systems with a membrane- 

based design were inspired by conventional Transwell platforms with 
a sandwiched construction. A typical feature of this design involves the 
use of a porous membrane between the upper and lowers layers, which 
have microchannels. The cells can be flexibly attached and cultured on 
the surface of the upper and lower channels as well as on the membrane. 
This structure allows us to introduce the culture medium into the 
channels of gut chips in a controlled and perfused manner. For instance, 
Hwan’s team implanted a collagen scaffold that mimicked the intestinal 
villi into a membrane-based microfluidic chip [38], where the combined 
effect of the 3D structure and fluid shear provided sufficient stimulation 
to induce cell differentiation in a physiologically relevant mode. Shin 
et al. recreated the 3D epithelial barriers from organoids-derived in-
testinal epithelium on a membrane-based chip, showing spontaneous 3D 
morphogenesis and demonstrating enhanced physiological function and 
biomechanical properties [135]. To mimic peristalsis-like motions, cy-
clic stretching can be applied through gas chambers located on either 
side of the gut chip via a vacuum controller. For instance, Wang et al. 
investigated the transport and absorption of Hg (II) by intestinal 
epithelial cells under peristalsis [136]. Notably, when the tensile strain 
is increased from 1 % to 5 %, the absorption rate of Hg(II) is significantly 
increased by 23.59 % and the expression of Piezo1 and DMT1 on the cell 
surface was upregulated [136]. This research confirmed that the com-
plex microenvironment is extremely important for the structure and 
physiological function of the intestinal epithelium. Generally, the for-
mation of the epithelial monolayer barrier only needs several days, 
which is far beyond traditional culture paradigms (e.g., Transwell and 
well-plate mode) in terms of both morphology and function. As shown in 
Fig. 2a, human intestinal cells (Caco-2) and human umbilical vascular 
endothelial cells (HUVECs) can spontaneously form a gut barrier con-
taining folded villi and an intact vascular lumen in separate channels 
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after culturing for 5 days [137]. Using this model, radiation-induced 
abnormal barrier functions — including cell apoptosis, cytotoxicity, 
lipid peroxidation, DNA breakage, villus weakening, tight junction 
damage, and integrity impairment — have been explored. Markedly, 
pretreatment with dimethyloxaloylglycine has been found to markedly 
inhibit these effects, demonstrating the potential of the microfluidic gut 
barrier system for screening therapeutic drugs. Overall, the 
membrane-based design has been widely used to fabricate physiological 
gut barriers and further explore gut-microbe communication, disease 
models, and drug efficacy [33,48,49,135,138]. However, one drawback 
of this design is that it only allows low-resolution imaging due to the low 
membrane transparency. Nevertheless, this disadvantage can be 
addressed by using membranes with higher transparency, such as pol-
ydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) and polytetrafluoroethylene porous mem-
branes, and avoiding the use of a polyester membrane [139]. 

3.4.2. Membrane-free design 
Another commonly used strategy for developing a microfluidic- 

based gut barrier model involves the membrane-free design, in which 
two chambers are separated horizontally by a middle channel contain-
ing microstructures [34,39,43,58] Generally, the intestinal epithelium 
and endothelium are seeded on the bilateral channels, while the extra-
cellular matrix is loaded in the middle channel to imitate the in vivo 
intestinal basement membrane. In one study, Jeon et al. simulated the in 
vivo gut barrier by coculturing Caco-2 cells and HUVECs in a gut chip, 
achieving a highly polarized epithelial morphology (Fig. 2b) [43]. A 
collagen type 1 gel with good permeability, defined protein components, 
and known thickness and stiffness ensures communication between the 
epithelium and endothelium and is valuable for developing in vivo-like 
gut barriers. In these models, it can effectively adhere to the apical 
surface of villi and introduce bacterial cells into the gut lumen for 2 h. 
Observably, probiotics can enhance gut barrier integrity, promote re-
covery following lipopolysaccharide (LPS)-induced gut barrier injury, 

and attenuate the inflammatory response [43]. In addition, other spe-
cific cell types can also be integrated into the gut barrier system. 
Nowadays, gut-liver chips, gut-kidney chips, and gut-brain-microbe 
chips have been developed to investigate the effects of additional 
stimuli (e.g., drugs and their metabolites) on the target organ (e.g., 
organ physiology and pathology, drug toxicity, pharmacokinetic, and 
drug efficacy) due to intestinal transportation, absorption, and meta-
bolism [54,55,59,60,140,141]. Haan et al. designed three consecutive 
reactors to dynamically explore enzymatic digestion in a 
mouth-stomach-intestine chip [142]. Studies showed that omeprazole 
was broken down when treated with stomach acid, but when introduced 
into the system in a manner that mimicked enteric-soluble preparations, 
omeprazole reached the cellular barrier unharmed. Verapamil, in 
contrast, is not affected by digestion. Kamei’s team integrated the 
gut-liver axis on a chip based on a membrane-free design and simulated 
the initiation and progression of non-alcoholic fatty liver disease 
(NAFLD) under free fatty acids (FFAs) exposure [57]. The study found 
that cell DNA was damaged after 1 day of exposure to FFAs. After 7 days 
of exposure to FFAs, there was a large accumulation of fat droplets in 
both the intestine and liver, increased DNA damage, and eventually cell 
death. These pathological features are similar to those seen in patients 
with severe NAFLD. Compared to the membrane-dependent design, the 
membrane-free design is simple and easy to operate, has a low tech-
nology threshold, and involves very little complex assembly. Moreover, 
this design is more suitable for exploring cell-matrix interaction and cell 
behaviors, including cell adhesion, cell invasion, and cell migration via 
an optical microscope. For instance, Hoyos-Vega et al. simulated gut 
neuro-epithelial connections by developing epithelial and neuronal 
chambers connected by on-chip microgrooves [143]. Significantly, the 
presence of epithelial cells enhanced the density and directivity of 
neuronal processes. In another membrane-free chip, Morelli et al. 
observed enterotoxin-induced damage to the human intestinal epithe-
lium, showing a dose-dependent reduction in barrier permeability 

Fig. 2. Design principles. (a) In vitro intestinal barrier models can be established using microfluidic strategies based on a membrane design [137]. Copyright 2019, 
Springer Nature. (b) In vitro, intestinal barrier models can also be established using microfluidic strategies based on a membrane-free design [43]. Copyright 2022, 
Springer Open. 
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[144]. Overall, membrane-free chips can visually dissect the neuro-
epithelial connections, injury and recovery of functional barriers be-
tween the gut and other organs. 

3.5. Cell sources 

The gut barrier not only participates in the transportation, absorp-
tion, digestion, and metabolism of foods and drugs, but also protects the 
body from bacteria, viruses, and other hazardous substances [145]. The 
selection of cell sources largely determines the complexity and physio-
logical relevance of gut barriers and affects their functional character-
istics. The most fundamental cell types for gut barrier models are the 
intestinal epithelium and endothelium. Microbes and immune cells can 
also be selectively incorporated into the ecosystem as needed. In the 
following sections, we will discuss the representative cell types used for 
the construction of artificial gut barriers. 

3.5.1. Epithelial cells 
Currently, cancer cell lines and primary intestinal cells derived from 

human tissue have been validated and used extensively in vivo-like gut 
barrier models. Initially, cell lines (e.g., Caco-2, HT-29, and H84) 
received great attention because of their ease of culture, strong ability to 
expand, and inexpensive cost [146]. Among them, Caco-2 cells — which 
possess features of small intestine cells — have remained the most 
popular and standard cell line for gut barrier remodeling for decades [5]. 
After 5 days of culture, Caco-2 cells can spontaneously form in vivo-like 
morphological structures such as microvilli on the apical side of differ-
entiated epithelial cells and well-distributed cupped crypts everywhere 
[19,42]. However, Caco-2 cells are limited by their lack of a significant 
mucus layer, which is an important barrier that not only physically 
isolates the intestinal tissue, immune system, and microbial populations, 
but also provides defense against pathogen invasion [147]. Therefore, 
mucus-secreting HT-29 cells are usually used to compensate for the 
drawbacks of Caco-2 cells [16,44]. For instance, to actually reflect the 
response of the intestinal epithelium-vascular endothelium barrier to 
virus infection, Guo et al. cocultured Caco-2 cells and HT-29 cells on the 
upper channel of a gut chip [16]. In contrast, Boulant et al. confirmed 
that the infection of Caco-2 cells with SARS-CoV-2 results in weaker 
innate immunity than the infection of T84 cells [148]. Additionally, T84 
cells with their differentiated crypt structure are more suitable for 
studying the mechanisms related to the transport and absorption of 

amino acids, proteins, and peptides [149]. 
Unlike regular cell lines, biopsy-derived intestinal organoids main-

tain several hallmarks of native tissues in terms of both genotype and 
phenotype. They contain more abundant cell types (e.g., intestinal 
epithelial cells, goblet cells, endocrine cells, intestinal stem cells, etc.) 
and are capable of more mature functions (e.g., absorption, metabolism, 
transport, and infection) [109]. Intestinal organoid-derived barriers are 
more sensitive to the secretion of inflammatory factors than Caco-2 
cell-derived gut barriers [50]. Typically, intestinal organoids are 
extremely suitable for high-fidelity organ reconstruction, target identi-
fication, and preclinical efficacy evaluation [150–152]. For instance, 
Jalili-Firoozinezhad et al. digested tissue-derived small intestinal orga-
noids into single cells or small clumps and seeded them on the surface of 
a porous membrane, generating a gut barrier-on-a-chip with a dense 
monolayer (Fig. 3a) [109]. Transcriptomic results indicated that the 
organoid-derived gut barrier more closely resembled the human duo-
denum in vivo than the Caco-2 cell and 3D duodenal organoids. Karalis’s 
team deciphered the mechanisms that drive human intestinal perme-
ability on a human biopsy-derived intestinal organoid chip [153]. 
Recombination of the colonic epithelial apical junction complex and 
induction of apoptosis mediated the effect of interferon on the intestinal 
barrier. Contrary to the protective effect described in animal models of 
colitis, interleukin-22 induced on-chip intestinal barrier breakdown. 
Certainly, human-induced pluripotent stem cells can also differentiate 
into intestinal organoids and further be used to prepare a monolayer 
barrier-on-a-chip to evaluate the responses of tumor necrosis factors 
(Fig. 3b) [49]. Besides, patient-derived organoids with disease geno-
types and phenotypes can provide a reliable source of cells for in vitro 
studies of disease occurrence and progression [154]. Notably, Shin et al. 
reconstructed in vitro intestinal barriers, reflecting disease-specific dif-
ferentiation characteristics based on intestinal organoids derived from 
patients with colorectal cancer, Crohn’s disease and ulcerative colitis 
[155]. Emerging organoids can also be applied for drug testing on 
microfluidic chips. Stresser’s team characterized the enzymology of 
prodrug biotransformation in patient-derived jejunal and duodenal 
organoid chips [156].The pharmacokinetic results showed that fosam-
prenavir was hydrolyzed to amprenavir by phosphatase, while Dabiga-
tran etexilate exhibited the epithelial enzyme carboxyl esterase 
2-mediated de-esterification. In follow-up studies, I believe that the 
connected gut-liver-vascular chip can simulate the ingestion process of 
oral drugs, and can better predict the biotransformation, bioavailability 

Fig. 3. Emerging intestinal organoids can serve as sources of epithelial cells for the construction of the gut barrier on a microfluidic chip. (a) Stem cell-derived 
intestinal organoids [109]. Copyright 2018, American Gastroenterological Association. (b) Biopsy-derived intestinal organoids [49]. Copyright 2018, 
Springer Nature. 
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and metabolites of drugs. Ai et al. developed an intestinal organoid chip 
to achieve fast and high-throughput drug screening for colorectal cancer 
therapy [157]. Chemotherapeutic drug-sensitivity testing on the orga-
noid chip generalized the heterogeneous responses of individual pa-
tients and showed a high relevance to clinical findings [157]. Overall, 
the aforementioned microfluidic organoid models have enhanced the 
utilization of microfluidic gut chips and intestinal organoids. We believe 
that the use of organoids as a source of epithelial cells to construct gut 
barriers and mimic intestinal microphysiological systems on a micro-
fluidic chip will be a prevailing trend in biomedical research. 

3.5.2. Endothelial cells and immune cells 
The vasculature is essential for modeling the intestinal epithelium- 

vascular endothelium barrier. HUVECs and human intestinal micro-
vascular endothelial cells (HIMECs) are the most commonly used 
vascular cells. Usually, endothelial cells are introduced into the lower 
layer of the gut chip, forming a classical vessel lumen under continuous 
fluid movement and in vivo-like shear stress. Compared with Caco-2 cells 
alone, HUVECs contribute to the organization of proliferative and 
differentiated pools of the intestinal epithelium on the chip, providing a 
higher apparent permeability coefficient, intestinal alkaline phospha-
tase activity, and superior absorption function [42]. Flow conditions 
enable the removal of metabolic waste from the overall system and 
guarantee the timely supply of oxygen and nutrients, ensuring the 
maintenance of good cell viability and robust function [158]. Also, the 
continuous movement of fluid from the vascular compartment can 
enhance the maturation, permeability, and stability of the gut 
barrier-on-a-chip [158]. In addition, coculture of the intestinal epithe-
lium and the vascular endothelium can maintain homeostasis and 
dramatically enhance resistance to hazardous substances. 

In vivo, human blood contains several immune cells, such as pe-
ripheral blood mononuclear cells, which participate in immune re-
sponses and sustain the balance of physiological systems [159,160]. 
Given the superior integration ability and flexibility of microfluidic 
chips, gut barriers can synergistically integrate multiple cell types and 
the extracellular matrix in the same culture system in a more bionic 
manner. For example, Ingber’s group cocultured enterocytes, vascular 
endothelial cells, microbes, macrophages, and probiotics in a 
membrane-based gut barrier chip to explore the intestinal injury and 
inflammatory responses induced by Escherichia coli, and study 
host-microbial communication and anti-inflammatory effects [45]. 

3.5.3. Microbes 
The human gut contains diverse microbes (e.g., anaerobic, aerobic, 

facultative anaerobic, and facultative aerobic microorganisms), which 
constitute an enormous microbial community. There is strong evidence 
that the gut community plays a pivotal role in modulating human health 
and disease [161]. Typically, commensal microbiomes participate in 
nutrient metabolism, immune regulation, and gastrointestinal homeo-
stasis. Hence, an in-depth analysis of the relationships between the gut, 
microbes, and exogenous materials is important for discovering novel 
therapeutics against gut disease and gut disorder-induced pathologies in 
other organs. Emerging microengineered chip models have facilitated 
the exploration of these key aforementioned events. 

Gut microbes are involved in regulating a variety of host metabolic 
responses; producing metabolites that are critical to gut health, such as 
short-chain fatty acids; and metabolizing bile acids, steroids, bile acids, 
choline, and other molecules [104,162]. In fact, some complex carbo-
hydrates, such as dietary fiber, are digested by gut microbes and fer-
mented at the proximal end of the colon to produce short-chain fatty 
acids, such as butyric acid, acetic acid, and propionic acid, which are 
known to have important neural activity [51,163]. In turn, these fatty 
acids affect the growth of bacteria in the colon by affecting water ab-
sorption and lowering fecal pH. Griffith and colleagues surveyed 
fermentation by the bacterium F. prausnitzii, which exhibits high oxygen 
sensitivity, on a primary human colonic mucosal barrier [51]. Acetate, 

propionate, and butyrate were detected on both the apical side and 
basolateral side of the gut barrier. The high concentration of butyrate in 
the basal compartment indicated that in the presence of F. prausnitzii, 
butyrate was actively absorbed by the intestinal epithelium and trans-
ported to the basal chamber via the gut barrier. 

Intestinal microorganisms also play a crucial role in the biological 
processing (e.g., absorption, metabolism, transformation, and bioac-
tivity alteration) of many compounds [161,164,165]. This has also been 
observed in animal models. For instance, Ginsenosides compound K 
(CK) is generally metabolized by gut microbes via beta-glycosidases and 
not in the liver [166]. Using a single chip model, Du’s group found that 
only 20 % of ginsenosides CK was absorbed by the gut barrier and about 
40 % was metabolized by the liver [60]. However, in a gut-liver-kidney 
chip model, CK content gradually decreased along the gut, vascular 
lumen, liver and kidney, eventually reaching 70 %, 3.4 %, and 0 % in the 
gut, liver, and kidney, respectively. That is, most CK stayed in the gut 
and rarely traveled through the vascular lumen to reach the liver and 
kidneys. Therefore, this multi-organ platform can more truly reflect the 
actual distribution of drugs or compounds in the human body. There-
fore, in order to truly simulate the pharmacokinetics and efficacy of 
specific compounds and drugs, existing evaluation systems must be 
improved by incorporating gut microbes. 

Recently, there has been a great focus on the importance of microbes 
in human health and disease. In vitro, human-relevant gut barrier sys-
tems are indispensable for exploring microbial pathogenicity. Kim et al. 
demonstrated that an intact gut barrier can effectively constrain in-
flammatory host-microbiome cross-talk by suppressing inflammatory 
factor secretion and oxidative stress following LPS simulation or E. coli 
infection [46]. Moreover, microfluidic gut barriers can also be used for 
modeling infection and managing known and emerging pandemics, 
complementing animal models. Guo et al. found scattered mucin dis-
tribution, villus damage, attenuated tight junction expression, and 
abnormal protein and RNA metabolism following SARS-CoV-2 exposure, 
indicating that the virus damages barrier integrity [16]. Villenave et al. 
explored human enterovirus (coxsackievirus B1) infection and replica-
tion in a membrane-based gut chip with bioflow and peristalsis-like 
motions [35]. The cytopathic effects produced by the enterovirus, as 
well as inflammatory cytokine release and caspase activation in the 
polarized epithelium were detectable in the apical and basal effluents of 
the chip. Maurer and colleagues fabricated an immunocompetent gut 
barrier by coculturing innate immune cells, living Lactobacillus rham-
nosus, Caco-2 cells, and HUVECs in an organotypic intestinal chip [40]. 

Gut barrier chips can elucidate the microbiome’s contribution to 
pathogen-related intestinal pathophysiology and offer reliable treat-
ment options in a clinically relevant manner, potentially replacing and 
surpassing traditional models. For instance, Kim et al. confirmed that 
probiotic and antibiotic treatment can limit the immune cell-associated 
barrier damage caused by pathogenic bacteria, consistent with findings 
from animal and clinical models [47]. Pre-colonization by microor-
ganisms can weaken opportunistic pathogen-evoked barrier damage, 
limit the growth of pathogens in the intestinal compartment, and reduce 
the translocation of the fungi into the vascular system. Bifidobacterium 
bifidum was found to effectively reverse the gut barrier dysfunction 
caused by TNF-α and LPS [17]. In summary, advanced microfluidic gut 
barrier systems provide the capacity to parse host-microbe interactions 
and microbe-triggered barrier malfunction, uncover interaction mech-
anisms between probiotics and pathogens, and enable the development 
of microbe-based therapeutic regimens. 

3.6. Microenvironment parameters 

Microenvironment parameters are extremely important for in vitro 
gut barrier establishment, and they determine the physiological corre-
lation of on-chip systems with the real human intestinal barrier. Typi-
cally, oxygen gradient, peristalsis, blood flow, and the gut-organ axis 
serve as the key biophysical and biochemical cues in the ecological 
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niche. In this section, we will discuss how microfluidic techniques can be 
used to bioengineer and mimic the extracellular environment in vitro. 

3.6.1. Oxygen gradient 
The in vivo intestinal epithelium has a mucosal oxic-anoxic interface, 

wherein the oxygen concentration rapidly declines, maintaining good 
symbiotic relationships between the host and the microbiome [12]. An 
in vitro gut barrier model must accurately simulate the oxygen distri-
bution observed in vivo, as it affects genotype, phenotype, metabolism, 
and gut-microbiome communication. To create the interface, Kim et al. 
prepared an anaerobic medium by dissolving an anoxic gas mixture (5 % 
O2, 5 % H2, and 90 % N2) in the culture medium and then introduced the 
anoxic and oxic medium into the upper and lower lumen, respectively 
(Fig. 4a) [36]. In this system, commensal obligate anaerobic bacteria (e. 
g., Bifidobacterium adolescentis and Eubacterium hallii) were cocultured 
with the gut epithelium for up to 7 days without compromising cell 
viability. In vivo, the generation of a steady-state oxygen gradient is 
driven by spontaneous breathing, convection, and diffusion. Inspired by 
these mechanisms, Grant and colleagues attempted to naturally reduce 
the oxygen level in the epithelial chamber via aerobic respiration, using 
a gut chip coated with a gas-impermeable film [167]. Notably, the 
proposed strategy was validated by both theoretical data from computer 
simulations and practical findings from experiments, showing that an 
oxygen gradient was achieved in a gut barrier chip. Villus morphology 
and a continuous endothelium could be formed; meanwhile, gut barrier 
integrity was maintained for 3 days under the hypoxia gradient [167]. In 
principle, the hypoxia gradient established was more physiologically 
relevant than the gradient achieved using premixed gases. Compared to 
the use of premixed gases, this approach has unique advantages, 
including the more rapid balancing of oxygen levels before the experi-
ments, no requirement for low-oxygen incubators, and low interference, 
which may improve the practical application and scalability of the gut 
barrier models. To more easily detect oxygen levels, Ingber et al. 
developed a novel strategy to integrate oxygen sensors within the gut 
barrier chip [15]. So far, the sensor-based chip technology has been 
extensively expanded to the real-time monitoring of oxygen levels 

and/or TEER in organ-specific barriers such as the gut barrier, gas-liquid 
interface, and blood-brain barrier. 

3.6.2. Peristalsis and bioflow 
Currently, two strategies are used for mimicking in vivo-like peri-

staltic motions in a gut chip. One involves regulating the application of 
air pressure off the chip to the fluid medium on the chip, resulting in 
cyclic changes in fluid pressure within the epithelium and endothelium 
channels and accompanying periodical peristalsis in the basement 
membrane (Fig. 4b) [45]. The other involves directly applying air 
pressure to the vacuum chamber of the chip, leading to the contraction 
and relaxation of the vacuum chamber wall, driving the mechanical 
deformation of adjacent cell culture chambers [33]. Both these strate-
gies require the incorporation of computers into microfluidic devices to 
manipulate the power output of the gas, which is a prerequisite for 
biomimetic intestinal peristalsis. As a proof of concept, microfluidic gut 
chips serve as powerful platforms for gaining new insights into gut 
pathophysiology. For example, the cessation of peristalsis-like me-
chanical movements can induce bacterial overgrowth in the intestines, 
reflecting the hallmark of IBD and ileus [47]. Sauvonnet’s group intro-
duced Shigella into the gut lumen in a mechanically active chip, 
discovering high rates of Shigella invasion across the gut barrier. The 
results confirmed that the crypt-like invagination of the gut is beneficial 
for the early adhesion and colonization of Shigella, and intestinal peri-
stalsis maximizes the infection and invasion of Shigella [37]. Jin’s group 
skillfully created a human colon organoid-on-a-chip platform. In this 
model, the rhythmic peristalsis of a pressure channel facilitated the 
peristaltic cultivation of organoids across a sequence of microarrays 
within the medium channel [168]. After treatment with polymeric mi-
celles, peristaltic organoids showed a weakened uptake, shedding light 
on the importance of the microenvironment in the evaluation of anti-
tumor efficacy. 

In addition to constant mechanical forces, intestinal cells also 
experience shear stress due to the biofluid on the apical surface. The 
mechanically sensitive microvilli of the apical intestinal epithelial 
monolayer can conduct the shear stress of fluids. Studies have 

Fig. 4. Microenvironment parameters. (a) Oxygen gradient [36]. Copyright 2019, Frontiers. (b) Peristalsis [45]. Copyright 2020, Frontiers. (c) Gut-liver axis [57]. 
Copyright 2023, Springer Nature. 
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increasingly highlighted the potential of microfluidic technologies for 
simulating the fluidic environment via constant laminar bioflow to the 
epithelial channel. For instance, Delon et al. systematically investigated 
the effects of biofluid on a Caco-2 cell-derived monolayer barrier in a 
perfused chip within a physiologically relevant range of shear stress 
(0–0.03 dyn/cm2) [169]. High shear stress (0.03–0.026 dyn/cm2) pro-
moted microvilli formation, CYP450 enzyme expression, F-actin levels, 
mucus production, and mitochondrial activity. However, medium shear 
stress (0.026–0.013 dyn/cm2) obviously enhanced the expression of 
tight junctions in the gut barrier. Another study showed that relatively 
low shear stress can promote the formation of a gut-specific mucus layer 
[51]. Flow can facilitate the establishment of a transepithelial Wnt 
signal gradient on the basolateral side and modulate the expression of 
the flow-dependent Frizzled-9 receptor, promoting stem cell differenti-
ation and 3D villus-like morphogenesis [170]. Therefore, a detailed 
understanding of the role of biofluids will enable the development of in 
vitro gut barrier models with customized designs according to a specific 
purpose. 

3.6.3. Gut-organ axis 
The human body is a complex system in which multiple organs 

within the same physiological environment cooperate and influence 
each other. Inspired by this fact, chips with various gut-organ axes have 
been developed, including the gut-liver axis, gut-kidney axis, gut-brain- 
microbiome axis, and gut-liver-skin-kidney axis [61,171]. Meanwhile, 
the gut-organ axis concept has advanced the application of gut chip 
technology, enabling the modeling of complex organ physiology and the 
systematic exploration of disease etiology. Lee et al. found that intestinal 
barrier impairment exacerbates the adverse effects of fatty acids on the 
skin, resulting in decreased viability, increased secretion of inflamma-
tory factors, and enhanced expression of specific inflammatory dermal 
disease markers [172]. Chung’s group found microbe-derived metabo-
lites could effectively promote the growth, diferentiation and mature of 
neurites on a gut-brain axis chip [165]. Interestingly, microbe-derived 
exosomes and metabolites could enhance axonal growth and synaptic 
activity in Alzheimer’s disease models. As a downstream organ, the liver 
is usually linked to the gut barrier via bioflow and defined channels in a 
single microfluidic chip to establish a gut-liver axis. So far, gut-liver 
chips have been widely applied for replicating human physiomimetics, 
modeling pharmacokinetics, and evaluating the efficacy (e.g., 
anti-inflammatory and anticancer) and negative effects of orally 
administered or biologically active drugs [54,56,173,174]. For instance, 
Wilmes’s team explored the microbe-mediated bidirectional crosstalk on 
a gut-liver axis chip [175]. The study showed that intestinal bacteria E. 
coli altered the metabolism of irinotecan by converting its inactive 
metabolite SN-38G to the toxic metabolite SN-38. The system is a 
powerful tool to uncouple microbe-drug interactions and is expected to 
provide an in vivo-like equivalent replacement for new drug develop-
ment. Trapecar et al. built a gut-liver microphysiological system that 
could reveal the mechanisms and signaling pathways involved in 
IBD-related innate inflammation and microbiome-derived short-chain 
fatty acid-mediated hepatic metabolism [56]. As shown in Fig. 4c, 
Kamei et al. designed a planar gut-liver chip with a closed circulation 
loop for modeling nonalcoholic fatty liver disease [57]. Single-cell 
profiling revealed some characteristics of the disease, including lipid 
droplet accumulation as well as the increased expression of genes 
related to cellular responses to copper ions and endoplasmic reticulum 
stress. Notably, the coculture mode dramatically protected both Caco-2 
cells and HepG2 cells from free fatty acid-induced apoptosis. Further, 
the evaluation of drug toxicity following intestinal absorption has been 
extensively explored using gut-kidney and gut-liver-kidney chips [59, 
60]. In the future, more complex and representative in vitro human 
gut-organ axis models (e.g., body-on-a-chip) will be developed and serve 
as miniature body equivalents, providing a promising alternative to 
animal models. 

4. Multidisciplinary strategies for engineering intestinal barrier- 
on-chip platforms 

By combining microfluidic chips with multidisciplinary technolo-
gies, the real-time monitoring of the intestinal barrier can be achieved, 
enabling the optimization of the gut barrier model to meet research 
needs. Several evolving multidisciplinary techniques have been 
explored to assess organ-specific structure and function, including bio-
sensors, 3D imaging, and multi-omics. In this section, we will introduce 
the principle, performance, and application of these technologies in gut 
barrier chips. 

4.1. Biosensors 

Electrochemical sensors are the most frequently used biosensors in 
vitro gut barrier models. They are embedded within microfluidic chips in 
a harmless manner and enable the real-time monitoring of oxygen levels 
and TEER, respectively. Given the high gas permeability of PDMS ma-
terials, oxygen sensors can rapidly respond to changes in oxygen con-
centrations (within 30 s). Ingber et al. strategically placed six sensor 
spots containing oxygen-quenched fluorescent particles in the inlets, 
middle regions, and outlets of the dual channels within a gut barrier chip 
(Fig. 5a) [15]. Changes in oxygen tension could easily be detected based 
on the changes in fluorescence signal intensities monitored using a 
fluorescence readout system. The developed microdevice could measure 
oxygen concentrations as low as 0.3 %, providing a strict anaerobic 
environment (<0.5 % O2) for obligate anaerobes. In this study, the 
complex microbiota isolated from human stool specimens could be 
stably cocultured with the intestinal epithelium-endothelium interface 
on a microfluidic chip under a physiological transluminal hypoxia 
gradient. The proportions of Firmicutes and Bacteroidetes in the system 
were similar to those in human feces, highlighting the feasibility of this 
biosensor-based gut chip for complex gut microbiome culture [15]. 
Azizgolshani et al. could quantitatively evaluate renal active transport 
and oxygen consumption via integrated oxygen sensors on an array chip 
[62]. This platform could also integrated electronic sensors for quanti-
fying colon barrier function in real-time. Oxygen biosensor-based gut 
barrier models not only serve as tools for fundamental research but also 
as discovery platforms for the development of microbiome-related 
therapies, probiotics, and nutritional products [15,51]. 

Electrochemical sensors integrated into the gut chip can also mea-
sure TEER in real time, reflecting gut barrier integrity and function [15, 
41,158]. Usually, at least two electrodes are patterned and integrated 
into microfluidic gut chips. The electrical impedance from the readouts 
quantitatively reflects the integrity of the epithelium-endothelium 
interface. Nair et al. rapidly evaluated the impedance across the 
cellular barrier by depositing thin gold on the electrodes, expediently 
monitoring tumor-tissue barrier interactions [39]. Additionally, the 
electrode structure may create an uneven field that leads to unreliable 
impedance data, so sensor materials and sensor configuration are also 
important factors in accurately evaluating TEER values. Gold and plat-
inum electrodes are the often-used electrode materials in gut chips due 
to their inertia and good biocompatibility [29,39,176]. Bossink et al. 
monitored the formation, disruption and recovery of the intestinal 
barrier by integrating platinum electrodes [29]. However, due to their 
polarization, gold and platinum electrodes can be affected by high 
electrode-electrolyte interface impedance, which may not be able to 
sense small changes in the TEER [177,178]. Silver electrodes are also 
common due to their non-polarization and low interface impedance 
[31]. Unfortunately, studies have shown that silver ions are cytotoxic, 
which is why silver electrodes are unsatisfying for long-term monitoring. 
At present, semitransparent electrodes and indium tin oxide (ITO) 
electrodes are widely used in gut chips because of their transparency and 
high electrical conductivity, which allow visual inspection of cultured 
cells. Marrero et al. developed semitransparent electrodes by doping 
semiconductor polymer poly (3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) with 
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polystyrene sulfonate [26]. The electrode material can cover the entire 
cell culture area, providing a uniform electric field and filtering out 
signals below the electrode cutoff frequency. Giampetruzzi et al. intro-
duced ITO electrodes into the gut barrier or real-time analysis of TEER 
levels [28]. Interestingly, the proposed strategy is microbubbles tolerant 
during the measurement, thus adapting to long-term cell culture. 
Therefore, the optimal electrodes should have high sensitivity, stability, 
minimal polarization, fast response time, and compatibility with the 
chip device. Currently, electrochemical sensors are regarded as auxiliary 
tools for the functional analysis of various barriers, including the 
blood-brain barrier, gut barrier, and gas-liquid interface. In the future, 
more diversified biosensors (e.g., enzyme sensor, microbial sensor, and 
immunosensor) will be integrated into gut barrier models to model the in 
vivo-like complex gut ecosystem. 

4.2. 3D imaging 

Confocal laser scanning microscopes are often used as 3D imaging 
systems and analytical equipment. Compared to traditional optical mi-
croscopes, these state-of-the-art microscopes offer more comprehensive 
information along the x, y, and z axes. Their key advantages include 
their high resolution and fast scanning speed. At present, this sophisti-
cated technology is widely used to detect the 3D phenotypes (e.g., 
microvillus and crypt) and fine outlines (e.g., cytoskeleton and tight 
junction) of gut barriers. As shown in Fig. 5b, Guo et al. achieve the 3D 
reconstruction of a polarized intestinal barrier, with the intact distri-
bution of junction proteins and villus-like structures, via a full-sized 
confocal scan [16]. 3D imaging enabled the clear visualization of 
whole and large-scale Caco-2 tubules and short and long 
cytokine-triggered barrier injury, including fragmented E-cadherin 
morphology with short major axes and weak compactness [179]. 
Stresser’s team found that tight junction protein ZO-1 localized on the 
villi structures of the epithelial cells [156]. The intestinal alkaline 
phosphatase signal was co-localized with the brush-border membrane 

protein villin. Such 3D confocal images also could identify the colocal-
ization of Bifidobacterium bifidum with tight junction proteins [17]. 
Lim’s group observed that tumorigenic Bacteroides fragilis (ETBF) dis-
rupted disruption of the 3D intestinal barrier and initiation of colorectal 
tumor signals [180]. The pre-colonization of beneficial intestinal 
microbe Lactobacillus could effectively diminish the colonization of 
ETBF, prevent ETBF-mediated pathogenic behaviors, and maintain the 
healthy state of the intestinal barrier. 

4.3. Multi-omics 

Omics is a global approach for studying biological processes in living 
organisms and involves comprehensive explorations of organisms, cells, 
and tissues from a holistic perspective. Multi-omics includes tran-
scriptomics, metabolomics, and proteomics, which involve in-
vestigations at the genetic, molecular, and protein levels, respectively. 
Among of them, the transcriptome is the necessary link of biological 
function between genetic information and the proteome. Transcriptional 
regulation is the most studied and the most important mode of regula-
tion in the gut barrier. For instance, RNA sequencing can be used to 
uncover a range of important genes and potential signaling pathways, 
enabling researchers to more comprehensively explore biological in-
formation in the context of gene sets. Tian and coworkers treated an 
intestinal epithelial monolayer with LPS and TNF-α to simulate IBD in a 
gut chip (Fig. 5c) [17]. The heatmap from RNA sequencing revealed 
prominent variations in key genes involved in inflammatory signaling, 
immune responses, and autophagy. KEGG pathway enrichment analysis 
revealed that the toll-like receptor pathway was activated and overex-
pressed in the pathological model. Beaurivage et al. compared gene 
expression differences in an organoid-derived gut model using a 
microfluidic chip with a traditional static culture. Interestingly, the 
identified genes were involved in intestinal digestion, transport, and 
metabolism and included those encoding intestinal absorptive enzymes 
(SI and ALPI) [181]. 

Fig. 5. Multidisciplinary strategies for engineering intestinal barrier-on-a-chip platforms. (a) O2 biosensors can rapidly respond to changes in oxygen concentrations 
within the microfluidic system [15]. Copyright 2019, Springer Nature. (b) Real-time imaging can be used to monitor and examine intestinal physiopathology [16]. 
Copyright 2020, Science China Press. (c) Omics analysis, such as RNA sequencing, can provide information on a range of important genes and potential signaling 
pathways [17]. Copyright 2023, The Royal Society of Chemistry. 
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Microorganisms mainly perform catabolism and have very rich bio-
logical activity. Earlier, the identities of intestinal symbiotic bacteria 
were confirmed using Sanger sequencing [51]. Biological information at 
a species level (e.g., metabolic groups and genetic background) enables 
a better understanding of microbial diversity. Thus, 16S rRNA gene 
sequencing has become an important means to study the composition 
and distribution of microbial communities in gut barrier systems [15]. 
Metagenomic sequencing from animal trials remains the primary strat-
egy for inferring systemic communication between the human gut and 
microorganisms [7]. The metabolon global metabolomics platform has 
been used to measure biochemicals in cell and media samples [52,182]. 
For instance, using untargeted metabolomic analysis, Duan et al. found 
364 metabolites dysregulated in liver cells following PM2.5 exposure 
[183]. Additionally, classical label-free analytical methods, such as 
liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS) and nuclear mag-
netic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy, are also exceptionally sensitive 
off-chip detection techniques capable of simultaneously assessing 
numerous analytes from limited sample quantities. Zhang et al. detected 
the fermentation products of Faecalibacterium prausnitzii, including short 
chain fatty acids, butyrate, propionate, and acetate, using LC-MS [51]. 
Martinez et al. revealed the composition and content of short-chain fatty 
acids in gut chip systems using 1H NMR spectroscopy, requiring only a 
small amount of media [184]. Indeed, the development of multi-omics 
provides a more comprehensive perspective to gain deeper insights 
into pathophysiology. In the future, multi-omics datasets from immune 
cells and all cultured cells in the chip system could be evaluated. 
Meanwhile, machine learning and bioinformatics may be applied to 
organize and analyze multi-omics databases. 

4.4. Artificial intelligence 

In recent years, artificial intelligence (AI) has gained significant 
attention within the field of biomedicine due to its remarkable learning 
capabilities and high accuracy in applications such as drug discovery 
and disease diagnosis. It enables the exploration of human-gut micro-
biome datasets to identify functional molecules, drugs and microbiome- 
based therapeutics [183,185]. For instance, Wang and colleagues 
applied a technique called “Long Short-term Memory, Bidirectional 
Encoder Representations from Transformers and Attention” to generate 
a comprehensive pipeline for identifying candidate antimicrobial pep-
tides from human gut microbiome data. The antibacterial activity of 181 
candidate antimicrobial peptides was higher than 83 % [186]. In addi-
tion, dysbiosis or invasion by exogenous pathogens can induce a variety 
of diseases, especially gastrointestinal diseases. Hence, disease diagnosis 
and prediction can be markedly improved by detecting the changes in 
microbial profiles in affected individuals [187]. However, understand-
ing the extensive biological information associated with gut microor-
ganisms is a formidable challenge. In this context, AI offers a promising 
tool for analyzing large-volumes of data related to microorganisms, 
enabling disease classification and status determination [188]. 

Notably, machine learning has been used to identify specific bio-
markers of enteric diseases (e.g., colorectal cancer and Crohn’s disease) 
based on global explanation methods [189,190]. For instance, Rynazal 
et al. employed explainable AI for gut microbiome-based colorectal 
cancer classification, successfully classifying patients into subgroups 
with distinct bacterial biomarkers and probabilities of colorectal cancer 
[190]. Additionally, clinical data can also be mined to build auxiliary 
clinical models for improving the analysis as well as diagnosis, differ-
entiation, prognosis and outcome of diseases [191]. Although research 
combining AI technology with gut chips is quite limited, this field shows 
immense potential for advancements. The ultimate goal of integrating 
these interdisciplinary technologies is to enable accurate disease diag-
nosis and treatment and provide efficient and non-invasive strategies for 
clinical decision making. 

5. Indicators used to evaluate microfluidic intestinal barrier 
models 

Once microfluidic-based gut barrier models have been established, 
appropriate detection tools with sufficient sensitivity are needed to 
identify the topographic characteristics of barriers as well as the 
absorptive efficiency, transport ability, and metabolism of the target 
compounds across the barrier. 

5.1. Morphological identification 

A polarized villi-crypt architecture and mucus distribution are 
representative morphological characteristics of the gut barrier. In the 
following section, we will highlight evaluation methods for these 
morphology indexes and the related progress in research. 

5.1.1. Polarized villi-crypt architecture 
In vivo, adjacent microvilli together with the basal proliferative 

crypts form a polarized crypt-villus axis. Bioengineered microfluidic 
chips are effective at mimicking the human gut in vitro [12,38]. When 
human intestinal Caco-2 cells are cultured in microfluidic gut chip de-
vices under controlled microenvironment conditions such as bioflow 
and peristaltic movement, they spontaneously regenerate into intestinal 
villi containing basal proliferative crypts, differentiate into multiple 
intestinal cell lineages, and recreate several hallmarks of small intestine 
physiology [19]. Basal proliferative crypts can restore this polarized 
morphology through a regenerative process, reconstructing themselves 
and replenishing the villi along the crypt-villus axis [19]. Notably, 
proliferative cells can migrate 50 μm upwards along the villi from the 
anchoring substrate within 20 h. In addition, using representative SEM 
images, Grassart et al. found that about 70 % of Shigella cells are 
enriched and located within crypt-like invaginations (Fig. 6a) [37]. To 
evaluate the generation of gut epithelium by Caco-2 cells, the nucleus, 
cytoskeleton, and intestinal villi of the gut were co-stained in situ with 
DAPI, Phalloidin, and Villin, respectively. Subsequently, a basal 
crypt-like architecture between adjacent villi and folding morphology 
was clearly observed [37]. The patient-derived monolayers displayed 3D 
epithelial differentiation, villi-crypt morphology and the expression of 
disease-specific characteristics (e.g., CEA and CD133) [155]. Overall, 
quantitative and qualitative results can be used to identify the polarized 
villi-crypt architecture, and microscopic observations can reveal finer 
cellular behaviors. 

5.1.2. Mucus distribution 
In vitro, gut barrier chips can support intestinal cell differentiation 

and mucus bilayer accumulation and produce in vivo-like mucus thick-
ness [53]. The mucosal layer serves as a significant barrier during drug 
delivery. For instance, increasing the intestinal mucosal adhesion of oral 
drugs can increase drug absorption and permeability and thus boost 
therapeutic effects [192]. As shown in Fig. 6b, in the presence of mod-
erate nicotinamide and tryptophan deficiency, the thickness of the 
mucus layer covering the epithelium and the height of the villus-like 
structures in gut barrier models can decrease by about 1-fold and 
3-fold, respectively, under both healthy and disease conditions [52]. In 
addition, the formation of intestinal mucus in the chip can also be 
detected using specific dyes. For instance, Zhao and coworkers directly 
stained and visualized carbohydrates such as glycocalyx and acidic 
mucopolysaccharides within the mucus using wheat germ agglutinin 
and alcian blue staining, respectively [42]. In general, consistent 
quantitative and qualitative data can better reflect the structural char-
acteristics of an intestinal microphysiological system. 

5.2. Barrier integrity detection 

An intact gut barrier can maintain the microenvironment of the in-
testinal lumen and prevent invasion by foreign pathogens. Therefore, 
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accurately assessing gut barrier integrity, evaluating pathogen-induced 
injury, and studying the therapeutic effects of probiotics are meaning-
ful for shedding light on human health and disease. The three common 
indicators for real-time, noninvasive assessment of gut barrier integrity 
are tight junction proteins, TEER, and permeability. 

5.2.1. Tight junction 
Tight junctions are formed by interacting peripheral proteins and 

transmembrane proteins. They are the primary structures connecting 
adjacent epithelial cells and play a vital role in maintaining intestine- 
specific cell polarity. In the gut barrier, the tight junction protein zon-
ula occludens 1 and the transmembrane protein occludin constitute the 
core of the tight junction. Gijzen et al. assessed the intestinal tube based 
on in situ staining for occludin, ezrin, and ZO-1 localized at junctional 
sites, which serve as functional fences (Fig. 7a) [44]. Acetylated tubulin 
and mucin 5AC showed clear local expression in the coculture tubules. 
Moreover, specific epithelial and endothelial junction markers such as 
E-cadherin, VE-cadherin, F-action, and G-actin, were often identified in 
the gut barrier models [137,181]. Cytochrome P450, which regulates 
drug metabolism, was also stably expressed in the intestinal epithelial 
monolayer [38,169]. In addition to immunostaining, real-time quanti-
tative PCR, bead-based immunoassays, and western blotting can be 
performed to analyze the expression levels of junction markers [48,50]. 
Therefore, appropriate strategies for characterizing the tight junctions of 
the gut barrier should be selected based on experimental requirements. 

5.2.2. TEER measurement 
Transepithelial electrical resistance (TEER) serves as a reliable 

indicator reflecting the degree of differentiation and integrity due to its 
strong correlation with the electrical impedance across the epithelium- 
endothelium interface and the tight junctions connecting neighboring 
cells. Ohm’s law method and electrochemical impedance spectroscopy 
(EIS) are two main methods used to determine the TEER values of on- 
chip gut barriers. They all rely on the same principle: apply a current 
signal to the barrier and then measure the resulting voltage drop [176]. 
The Ohm’s law method has advantages that only a single frequency 
needs to be evaluated, and no data fitting is required to obtain the TEER 
value [193]. However, Ohm’s law method cannot collect information 
about the battery layer capacitance contained in the spectrum. In 
contrast, EIS is a non-invasive technique used to measure the impedance 
of a cell layer at different frequencies [194]. It applies a small alter-
nating current voltage across the cell layer and measures the resulting 
current to obtain the impedance spectrum. EIS can obtain not only 
TEER, but also capacitance-related information of the cell layer [30]. 
Through equivalent circuit analysis of the measured impedance spec-
trum, electrical parameters can be obtained to characterize the me-
chanical properties of the cell barrier. For instance, Fig. 7b illustrates the 
design by Ingber et al. featuring a two-channel organ chip enabling 
real-time TEER detection, applicable to any monolayer barrier estab-
lished within the compact chip [41]. Maoz’s team incorporated mobile 
electrodes on a gut chip to dynamically monitor the growth dynamics of 
intestinal cells in real-time throughout the channel based on the EIS 
[27]. Van der Helm et al. found that the formation of villi led to a 
decrease in epithelial resistance and an increase in capacitance by per-
forming electrical simulations [30]. Indeed, full impedance spectros-
copy can provide a straightforward quality control tool for assessing 

Fig. 6. Indicators used for evaluating the morphological structure and mucus secretion in microfluidic intestinal barrier models. (a) A polarized villi-crypt archi-
tecture is one of the representative morphological indexes of microfluidic intestinal barrier models [37]. Copyright 2019, Elsevier Inc. (b) In the presence of moderate 
nicotinamide and tryptophan deficiency, the thickness of the mucus layer covering the epithelium is observably decreased in both healthy and intestinal disorder 
models [52]. Copyright 2022, Springer Nature. 
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epithelial growth and differentiation, and also reflect the destructive 
response of harmful substances to the integrity of the intestinal barrier 
[27,41,58]. However, it is worth noting that TEER values often exhibit 
significant measurement variability influenced by factors such as cell 
type heterogeneity, cell density, medium composition, and electrode 
positioning [3,145,195]. For example, gut barriers derived from human 
induced pluripotent stem cells demonstrated TEER levels within the 
physiological range (40–100 Ω cm2), akin to primary intestinal tissues in 
vivo [196]. In contrast, a Caco-2 derived gut barrier on a chip exhibited 
considerably higher TEER values (4000 Ω cm2) after 3 days of inocu-
lation [47]. Furthermore, microfluidic-based gut barriers exhibited 
substantially elevated TEER levels compared to conventional Transwell 
cultures, often exceeding threefold. Collectively, TEER values across 
existing gut barrier chip models span a range from 20 Ω cm2 to 4000 Ω 
cm2, underscoring the necessity of considering multiple indicators for 
assessing overall system viability [47,50]. 

5.2.3. Permeability 
The fundamental purpose of establishing in vitro gut barriers is to 

investigate the permeability of unknown or candidate compounds. 
Permeability is a key evaluation metric for organ-specific barriers and is 
primarily reliant on the diffusion characteristics of tracers. Tracers, such 
as fluorescent or electroactive probes, are introduced into the targeted 
channel of the gut chip and subsequently examined in the opposing 
channel. 

Fluorescent tracer-based permeability assays are very commonly 
used. Trietsch et al. evaluated barrier permeability by introducing a 
culture medium infused with fluorescent probes into the Caco-2 lumen 
(Fig. 7c) [34]. An intact and dense gut barrier effectively prevented the 
leakage of the fluorescent dye. However, drug-induced barrier damage 
allowed the partial transport of FITC-dextran toward the basal side. 
Notably, staurosporine-induced loss of barrier integrity was observed in 
a concentration-dependent manner. Furthermore, gut barrier integrity 

can also be quantitatively examined based on the fluorescence intensity 
of fluorescent probes on the opposite side. Kimura et al. monitored the 
polarized transport activity of the intestinal barrier by online fluorescent 
measurement [105]. As diffusion capacity is influenced by various fac-
tors, including the properties (e.g., molecular weight, polarity, and 
concentration) of tracer agents and inherent barrier features (e.g., 
tightness and saturation), understanding permeability for distinct mol-
ecules is crucial. Common fluorescent tracers employed for evaluating 
gut barrier functionality include dextran (4–150 kDa), Lucifer Yellow 
(0.45 kDa), and cascade blue (5.9 kDa) [15,42,49,50] Moreover, Nau-
movska et al. found that the intestinal monolayer shows different 
permeability coefficients across identical leak-tight barriers for 150 kDa 
Dextran (4.03 × 10− 6 cm/s) and 4.4 kDa Dextran (7.12 × 10− 6 cm/s) 
[50]. 

Another promising avenue for microfluidic gut barrier permeability 
analysis involves electrochemical detection. Currently utilized for 
evaluating microvessel permeability and assessing the transendothelial 
migration dynamics of cancer cells, this method offers advantages over 
fluorescence-based detection [197–199]. That is, it allows manual 
sampling, optical instrumentation, and offline sample processing. In 
electrochemical assays, efficient electron transfer, bioinertness, non-
toxicity, repeatability, and stability are vital criteria for selecting elec-
troactive tracers. Wong et al. extensively evaluated three potential 
electroactive species (MB, RuHex, and FCN) for the on-chip electro-
chemical measurement of cell monolayer permeability, considering 
factors such as diffusive transport, cytotoxicity, and current stability 
[200]. RuHex emerged as the optimal tracer owing to its high electron 
transfer efficiency on the integrated electrode, robust electrochemical 
responses within the 0–200 μM range, and minimal impact on cell 
viability [200]. In the future, electrochemical detection could be 
instrumental in the integrity analysis of gut barriers, offering a critical 
metric for gut barrier-on-a-chip models. 

Fig. 7. Indicators used for evaluating barrier integrity. (a) Tight junction proteins localized at junctional sites, serving as functional fences [44]. Copyright 2020, 
Society for Laboratory Automation and Screening. (b) Two-channel chips enable the real-time detection of TEER across the monolayer gut barrier [41]. Copyright 
2017, The Royal Society of Chemistry. (c) The permeability of unknown or candidate compounds throughout the gut barrier can be explored based on the diffusivity 
of fluorescent tracers [34]. Copyright 2017, Springer Nature. 
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6. Conclusions and outlook 

Microfluidic gut barrier-on-a-chip models are emerging paradigms 
for in vitro human organ simulation, displaying considerable potential in 
recapitulating the intricate structural and functional complexity of 
human gut barriers. The central components of microfluidic gut barrier 
bioengineering include the configuration of the intestinal epithelium 
and vascular compartments, as well as the integration of extracellular 
microenvironmental factors (e.g., peristalsis, bioflow, and the gut-organ 
axis). The performance of these microchips has been significantly 
enhanced through the integration of multidisciplinary approaches, 
including biosensors, 3D imaging, and multi-omics techniques. These 
have enabled the in situ monitoring of system status, real-time mea-
surement of oxygen and TEER levels, and the identification of junction 
proteins and key biomarkers. Evaluating the suitability of in vitro 
microfluidic gut barrier models is an important consideration for their 
subsequent application. This review provides a comprehensive guide for 
the design and functional validation of microfluidic-based gut barriers. 

A number of research groups have developed the construction pa-
rameters and performance indicators of on-chip gut barrier biosystems. 
There are still limitations to overcome. It can be improved from two 
aspects: the model establishment and performance evaluation. In terms 
of model establishment, we can improve its performance from the 
perspective of increasing fidelity and authenticity. First, emerging stem 
cell engineering and patient-derived organoids can provide resources for 
obtaining abundant intestinal cell components, including Paneth cells, 
intestinal cells, and neuroendocrine cells [48,50,52,56]. Second, there 
are abundant flora (aerobic bacteria, anaerobic bacteria and facultative 
bacteria) in the human intestine, which regulate metabolism and im-
mune response, and maintain intestinal homeostasis [7]. Admittedly, 
some studies have reproduced intestinal barrier dysfunction, stromal 
reshaping and probiotics translocation under inflammation induced by 
harmful bacteria [2]. However, they only highlighted the influence of a 
single factor. In my opinion, the collective behavior of complex micro-
bial communities to intestinal homeostasis should be explored, and even 
the contributions of specific cytokines and mechanical movements 
should be synergically incorporated. Third, the matrix is necessary to 
reshape the in vivo-like microenvironment [201]. Biomaterials espe-
cially in hydrogels play an important role in guiding intestinal organo-
genesis. Fourth, multi-organ interactions should also be taken into 
account to more realistically simulate the effects of drugs in vivo on 
downstream organs after intestinal absorption and microbial meta-
bolism. Based on the modular gut-liver, gut-kidney and gut-brain organ 
axis chips established earlier [57,59], in the future, it is an inevitable 
trend to integrate all organ systems of the human body on a mini-chip to 
systematically reproduce whole-body physiological responses in vitro. In 
a word, more abundant cell components (e.g., intestinal organoids, fi-
broblasts, smooth muscle cells, nervous cells and organ-organ axis) and 
more biomimetic microenvironment elements (e.g., peristalsis and ma-
trix), and more realistic microbiome-derived from human samples (e.g., 
blood, stool, and tissue biopsies) should be incorporated into the gut 
barrier models. Finally, high variability in terms of cell compositions, 
structures and phenotypes limits the transition of intestinal engineering 
from basic research to clinical trials. The development of standard 
procedures for in vitro intestinal models will reduce the poor reproduc-
ibility of experimental results due to different protocols and enable the 
comparison of differences between different systems. 

In terms of performance evaluation, some efforts need to be made in 
the following directions. Due to the high integration of the microfluidic 
chip, electrochemical sensors have been in situ integrated into the in-
testinal chip to observe transmembrane resistance values and oxygen 
levels online in real-time [107,202]. In my opinion, more advanced 
biosensors such as enzyme sensors, microbial sensors, and immune 
sensors should be integrated to detect gut-specific enzymes, microbes, 
markers and metabolites. In addition, the intersection of multiple 
disciplinary technologies can promote the comprehensive analysis of the 

on-chip gut biosystems. It is worth noting that artificial intelligence (AI) 
has great application potential in efficient multi-omics data analysis and 
microbiome big data mining through digital networks [203]. On the one 
hand, AI can also be used to evaluate the success of preset models 
through computer simulations and provide reliable genotypic and 
phenotypic data for specific diseases [204]. On the other hand, by 
detecting the composition and abundance of intestinal microbiota, it can 
realize the diagnosis and prediction of diseases, and help to improve the 
occurrence process of diseases [205]. Certainly, developing a fully 
automated read-and-analysis setup is needed. In the future, online 
AI-enabled monitoring modules, real-time physical, chemical and bio-
logical sensors can be integrated into the gut chip. Besides, in vitro 
on-chip test results need to be standardized and compared with in vivo 
data. Even though in vivo human data is difficult to obtain, animal data 
can complement the in vitro models. Hence, data from animal models 
should not be completely ignored. In the future, the improvement of 
technologies is expected to greatly advance and widen the application of 
in vitro microfluidic gut barrier models in academic research, the 
biomedical industrial sector, and clinical centers. 

CRediT authorship contribution statement 

Hui Wang: Writing – original draft, Investigation, Funding acquisi-
tion, Conceptualization. Xiangyang Li: Investigation, Data curation. 
Pengcheng Shi: Investigation, Data curation. Xiaoyan You: Writing – 
review & editing, Supervision, Funding acquisition, Conceptualization. 
Guoping Zhao: Writing – review & editing, Project administration, 
Funding acquisition, Conceptualization. 

Declaration of competing interest 

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial 
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence 
the work reported in this paper. 

Data availability 

I have presented all the data in the manuscript. 

Acknowledgements 

This review was supported by the Tianjin Synthetic Biotechnology 
Innovation Capacity Improvement Projects (TSBICIP-CXRC-008), Major 
Project of Haihe Laboratory of Synthetic Biology (E2M9560201), Na-
tional Natural Science Foundation of China (32301210& 31200035) and 
the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (No. 2022M713330). 

References 

[1] Y.M. Ambrosini, W. Shin, S. Min, H.J. Kim, Microphysiological engineering of 
immune responses. in intestinal inflammation, Immune Netw 20 (2) (2020) e13, 
https://doi.org/10.4110/in.2020.20.e13. 

[2] V. De Gregorio, C. Sgambato, F. Urciuolo, R. Vecchione, P.A. Netti, G. 
Imparato Immunoresponsive, microbiota-gut-on-chip reproduces barrier 
dysfunction, stromal reshaping and probiotics translocation under inflammation, 
Biomaterials 286 (2022) 121573, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
biomaterials.2022.121573. 

[3] X. Xiang, X. Wang, Y. Shang, Y. Ding, Microfluidic intestine-on-a-chip: current 
progress and further. perspectives of probiotic-foodborne pathogen interactions, 
Trends Food Sci. Technol. 134 (2023) 207–221, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
tifs.2023.03.006. 

[4] S.N. Steinway, J. Saleh, B.K. Koo, D. Delacour, D.H. Kim, Human 
microphysiological models of. intestinal tissue and gut microbiome, Front. 
Bioeng. Biotechnol. 8 (2020) 725, https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.00725. 

[5] J. Pimenta, R. Ribeiro, R. Almeida, P.F. Costa, M.A. da Silva, B. Pereira, Organ- 
on-chip approaches. for intestinal 3d in vitro modeling, Cell Mol Gastroenterol 
Hepatol 13 (2) (2022) 351–367, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2021.08.015. 

[6] A. Bein, W. Shin, S. Jalili-Firoozinezhad, M.H. Park, A. Sontheimer-Phelps, 
A. Tovaglieri, A. Chalkiadaki, H.J. Kim, D.E. Ingber, Microfluidic organ-on-a-chip 
models of human intestine, Cell Mol Gastroenterol Hepatol 5 (4) (2018) 659–668, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2017.12.010. 

H. Wang et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

https://doi.org/10.4110/in.2020.20.e13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2022.121573
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2022.121573
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2023.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2023.03.006
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.00725
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2021.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2017.12.010


Materials Today Bio 26 (2024) 101079

18

[7] H. Wang, X.Y. You, G.P. Zhao, Microbial volatile communication in human 3d 
intestinal organotypic models, Sci. Bull. 68 (13) (2023) 1353–1358, https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.scib.2023.05.030. 

[8] J. Puschhof, C. Pleguezuelos-Manzano, H. Clevers, Organoids and organs-on- 
chips: insights into. human gut-microbe interactions, Cell Host Microbe 29 (6) 
(2021) 867–878, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2021.04.002. 

[9] M.E. Sakalem, J.T. Ribeiro-Paes, New methodologies for old problems: 
tridimensional. gastrointestinal organoids and guts-on-a-chip, Journal of 
Coloproctology. 38 (1) (2021) 90–93, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
jcol.2017.10.002. 

[10] R. Mittal, F.W. Woo, C.S. Castro, M.A. Cohen, J. Karanxha, J. Mittal, T. Chhibber, 
V.M. Jhaveri, Organ-on-chip models: implications in drug discovery and clinical 
applications, J. Cell. Physiol. 234 (6) (2019) 8352–8380, https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/jcp.27729. 

[11] L. Wang, J. Wu, J. Chen, W. Dou, Q. Zhao, J. Han, J. Liu, W. Su, A. Li, P. Liu, 
Z. An, C. Xu, Y. Sun, Advances in reconstructing intestinal functionalities in vitro: 
from two/three dimensional-cell culture platforms to human intestine-on-a-chip, 
Talanta 226 (2021) 122097, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2021.122097. 

[12] D. Marrero, F. Pujol-Vila, D. Vera, G. Gabriel, X. Illa, A. Elizalde-Torrent, 
M. Alvarez, R. Villa, Gut-on-a-chip: mimicking and monitoring the human 
intestine, Biosens. Bioelectron. 181 (2021) 113156, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
bios.2021.113156. 

[13] Y. Takahashi, M. Noguchi, Y. Inoue, S. Sato, M. Shimizu, H. Kojima, T. Okabe, 
H. Kiyono, Y. Yamauchi, R. Sato, Organoid-derived intestinal epithelial cells are a 
suitable model for preclinical toxicology and pharmacokinetic studies, iScience 
25 (7) (2022) 104542, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2022.104542. 

[14] X.G. Li, M.X. Chen, S.Q. Zhao, X.Q. Wang, Intestinal models for personalized 
medicine: from. conventional models to microfluidic primary intestine-on-a-chip, 
Stem Cell Rev Rep 18 (6) (2022) 2137–2151, https://doi.org/10.1007/s12015- 
021-10205-y. 

[15] S. Jalili-Firoozinezhad, F.S. Gazzaniga, E.L. Calamari, D.M. Camacho, C.W. Fadel, 
A. Bein, B. Swenor, B. Nestor, M.J. Cronce, A. Tovaglieri, O. Levy, K.E. Gregory, 
D.T. Breault, J.M.S. Cabral, D.L. Kasper, R. Novak, D.E. Ingber, A complex human 
gut microbiome cultured in an anaerobic intestine-on-a-chip, Nat. Biomed. Eng. 3 
(7) (2019) 520–531, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-019-0397-0. 

[16] Y. Guo, R. Luo, Y. Wang, P. Deng, T. Song, M. Zhang, P. Wang, X. Zhang, K. Cui, 
T. Tao, Z. Li, W. Chen, Y. Zheng, J. Qin, Sars-cov-2 induced intestinal responses 
with a biomimetic human gut-on-chip, Sci. Bull. 66 (8) (2021) 783–793, https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2020.11.015. 

[17] J. Liu, R. Lu, X. Zheng, W. Hou, X. Wu, H. Zhao, G. Wang, T. Tian, Establishment 
of a gut-on-a-chip device with controllable oxygen gradients to study the 
contribution of bifidobacterium bifidum to inflammatory bowel disease, 
Biomater. Sci. 11 (7) (2023) 2504–2517, https://doi.org/10.1039/d2bm01490d. 

[18] Y. Guo, Z. Li, W. Su, L. Wang, Y. Zhu, J. Qin, A biomimetic human gut-on-a-chip 
for modeling drug. metabolism in intestine, Artif. Organs 42 (12) (2018) 
1196–1205, https://doi.org/10.1111/aor.13163. 

[19] H.J. Kim, D.E. Ingber, Gut-on-a-chip microenvironment induces human intestinal 
cells to undergo. villus differentiation, Integr. Biol. 5 (9) (2013) 1130–1140, 
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3ib40126j. 

[20] N. Ashammakhi, R. Nasiri, N.R. Barros, P. Tebon, J. Thakor, M. Goudie, 
A. Shamloo, M.G. Martin, A. Khademhosseini, Gut-on-a-chip: current progress 
and future opportunities, Biomaterials 255 (2020) 120196, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.biomaterials.2020.120196. 

[21] C. Xian, J. Zhang, S. Zhao, X.G. Li, Gut-on-a-chip for disease models, J. Tissue 
Eng. 14 (2023) 20417314221149882, https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
20417314221149882. 

[22] V.M. Juarez, A.N. Montalbine, A. Singh, Microbiome as an immune regulator in 
health, disease, and therapeutics, Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 188 (2022) 114400, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2022.114400. 

[23] J.Z.H. von Martels, M. Sadaghian Sadabad, A.R. Bourgonje, T. Blokzijl, 
G. Dijkstra, K.N. Faber, H.J.M. Harmsen, The role of gut microbiota in health and 
disease: in vitro modeling of host-microbe interactions at the aerobe-anaerobe 
interphase of the human gut, Anaerobe 44 (2017) 3–12, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.anaerobe.2017.01.001. 

[24] Q. Ramadan, R. Hazaymeh, M. Zourob, Immunity-on-a-chip: integration of 
immune components. into the scheme of organ-on-a-chip systems, Adv Biol 
(Weinh) (2023) e2200312, https://doi.org/10.1002/adbi.202200312. 

[25] J. Wu, B. Zhang, X. Liu, L. Peng, J. Liu, Y. Hu, X. Ji, H. Lv, S. Wang, Current gut- 
on-a-chip platforms. for clarifying the interactions between diet, gut microbiota, 
and host health, Trends Food Sci. Technol. 134 (2023) 1–12, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.tifs.2023.02.013. 

[26] D. Marrero, A. Guimera, L. Maes, R. Villa, M. Alvarez, X. Illa, Organ-on-a-chip 
with integrated. semitransparent organic electrodes for barrier function 
monitoring, Lab Chip 23 (7) (2023) 1825–1834, https://doi.org/10.1039/ 
d2lc01097f. 

[27] N. Renous, M.D. Kiri, R.A. Barnea, R. Rauti, Y. Leichtmann-Bardoogo, B.M. Maoz, 
Spatial trans-epithelial electrical resistance (s-teer) integrated in organs-on-chips, 
Lab Chip 22 (1) (2021) 71–79, https://doi.org/10.1039/d1lc00789k. 

[28] L. Giampetruzzi, L. Blasi, A. Barca, E. Sciurti, T. Verri, F. Casino, P. Siciliano, 
L. Francioso, Advances in trans-epithelial electrical resistance (teer) monitoring 
integration in an intestinal barrier-on-chip (iboc) platform with microbubbles- 
tolerant analytical method, Sensing and Bio-Sensing Research 37 (2022), https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.sbsr.2022.100512. 

[29] E. Bossink, M. Zakharova, D.S. de Bruijn, M. Odijk, L.I. Segerink, Measuring 
barrier function in. organ-on-chips with cleanroom-free integration of 

multiplexable electrodes, Lab Chip 21 (10) (2021) 2040–2049, https://doi.org/ 
10.1039/d0lc01289k. 

[30] M.W. van der Helm, O.Y.F. Henry, A. Bein, T. Hamkins-Indik, M.J. Cronce, W. 
D. Leineweber, M. Odijk, A.D. van der Meer, J.C.T. Eijkel, D.E. Ingber, A. van den 
Berg, L.I. Segerink, Non-invasive sensing of transepithelial barrier function and 
tissue differentiation in organs-on-chips using impedance spectroscopy, Lab Chip 
19 (3) (2019) 452–463, https://doi.org/10.1039/c8lc00129d. 

[31] C.M. Costello, M.B. Phillipsen, L.M. Hartmanis, M.A. Kwasnica, V. Chen, 
D. Hackam, M.W. Chang, W.E. Bentley, J.C. March, Microscale bioreactors for in 
situ characterization of gi epithelial cell physiology, Sci. Rep. 7 (1) (2017) 12515, 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-12984-2. 

[32] H.Y. Tan, S. Trier, U.L. Rahbek, M. Dufva, J.P. Kutter, T.L. Andresen, A multi- 
chamber microfluidic. intestinal barrier model using caco-2 cells for drug 
transport studies, PLoS One 13 (5) (2018) e0197101, https://doi.org/10.1371/ 
journal.pone.0197101. 

[33] H.J. Kim, D. Huh, G. Hamilton, D.E. Ingber, Human gut-on-a-chip inhabited by 
microbial flora that. experiences intestinal peristalsis-like motions and flow, Lab 
Chip 12 (12) (2012) 2165–2174, https://doi.org/10.1039/c2lc40074j. 

[34] S.J. Trietsch, E. Naumovska, D. Kurek, M.C. Setyawati, M.K. Vormann, K. 
J. Wilschut, H.L. Lanz, A. Nicolas, C.P. Ng, J. Joore, S. Kustermann, A. Roth, 
T. Hankemeier, A. Moisan, P. Vulto, Membrane-free culture and real-time barrier 
integrity assessment of perfused intestinal epithelium tubes, Nat. Commun. 8 (1) 
(2017) 262, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00259-3. 

[35] R. Villenave, S.Q. Wales, T. Hamkins-Indik, E. Papafragkou, J.C. Weaver, T. 
C. Ferrante, A. Bahinski, C.A. Elkins, M. Kulka, D.E. Ingber, Human gut-on-a-chip 
supports polarized infection of coxsackie b1 virus in vitro, PLoS One 12 (2) 
(2017) e0169412, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0169412. 

[36] W. Shin, A. Wu, M.W. Massidda, C. Foster, N. Thomas, D.W. Lee, H. Koh, Y. Ju, 
J. Kim, H.J. Kim, A robust longitudinal co-culture of obligate anaerobic gut 
microbiome with human intestinal epithelium in an anoxic-oxic interface-on-a- 
chip, Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 7 (2019) 13, https://doi.org/10.3389/ 
fbioe.2019.00013. 

[37] A. Grassart, V. Malarde, S. Gobaa, A. Sartori-Rupp, J. Kerns, K. Karalis, 
B. Marteyn, P. Sansonetti, N. Sauvonnet, Bioengineered human organ-on-chip 
reveals intestinal microenvironment and mechanical forces impacting shigella 
infection, Cell Host Microbe 26 (3) (2019) 435–444 e434, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.chom.2019.08.007. 

[38] K.Y. Shim, D. Lee, J. Han, N.T. Nguyen, S. Park, J.H. Sung, Microfluidic gut-on-a- 
chip with three-dimensional villi structure, Biomed. Microdevices 19 (2) (2017) 
37, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10544-017-0179-y. 

[39] A.L. Nair, L. Mesch, I. Schulz, H. Becker, J. Raible, H. Kiessling, S. Werner, 
U. Rothbauer, C. Schmees, M. Busche, S. Trennheuser, G. Fricker, M. Stelzle, 
Parallelizable microfluidic platform to model and assess in vitro cellular barriers: 
technology and application to study the interaction of 3d tumor spheroids with 
cellular barriers, Biosensors 11 (9) (2021), https://doi.org/10.3390/ 
bios11090314. 

[40] M. Maurer, M.S. Gresnigt, A. Last, T. Wollny, F. Berlinghof, R. Pospich, 
Z. Cseresnyes, A. Medyukhina, K. Graf, M. Groger, M. Raasch, F. Siwczak, 
S. Nietzsche, I.D. Jacobsen, M.T. Figge, B. Hube, O. Huber, A.S. Mosig, A three- 
dimensional immunocompetent intestine-on-chip model as in vitro platform for 
functional and microbial interaction studies, Biomaterials 220 (2019) 119396, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2019.119396. 

[41] O.Y.F. Henry, R. Villenave, M.J. Cronce, W.D. Leineweber, M.A. Benz, D. 
E. Ingber, Organs-on-chips with integrated electrodes for trans-epithelial 
electrical resistance (teer) measurements of human epithelial barrier function, 
Lab Chip 17 (13) (2017) 2264–2271, https://doi.org/10.1039/c7lc00155j. 

[42] W. Zhao, Y. Yao, T. Zhang, H. Lu, X. Zhang, L. Zhao, X. Chen, J. Zhu, G. Sui, 
W. Zhao Primary, Exploration of host-microorganism interaction and enteritis 
treatment with an embedded membrane microfluidic chip of the human 
intestinal-vascular microsystem, Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 10 (2022) 1035647, 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2022.1035647. 

[43] M.S. Jeon, Y.Y. Choi, S.J. Mo, J.H. Ha, Y.S. Lee, H.U. Lee, S.D. Park, J.J. Shim, J. 
L. Lee, B.G. Chung, Contributions of the microbiome to intestinal inflammation in 
a gut-on-a-chip, Nano Converg 9 (1) (2022) 8, https://doi.org/10.1186/s40580- 
022-00299-6. 

[44] L. Gijzen, D. Marescotti, E. Raineri, A. Nicolas, H.L. Lanz, D. Guerrera, R. van 
Vught, J. Joore, P. Vulto, M.C. Peitsch, J. Hoeng, G. Lo Sasso, D. Kurek, An 
intestine-on-a-chip model of plug-and-play modularity to study inflammatory 
processes, SLAS Technol. 25 (6) (2020) 585–597, https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
2472630320924999. 

[45] B. Jing, Z.A. Wang, C. Zhang, Q. Deng, J. Wei, Y. Luo, X. Zhang, J. Li, Y. Du, 
Establishment and. application of peristaltic human gut-vessel microsystem for 
studying host-microbial interaction, Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 8 (2020) 272, 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.00272. 

[46] W. Shin, H.J. Kim, Intestinal barrier dysfunction orchestrates the onset of 
inflammatory host-microbiome cross-talk in a human gut inflammation-on-a- 
chip, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115 (45) (2018) E10539–E10547, https://doi. 
org/10.1073/pnas.1810819115. 

[47] H.J. Kim, H. Li, J.J. Collins, D.E. Ingber, Contributions of microbiome and 
mechanical deformation. to intestinal bacterial overgrowth and inflammation in a 
human gut-on-a-chip, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 113 (1) (2016) E7–E15, 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1522193112. 

[48] W.E. Lanik, C.J. Luke, L.S. Nolan, Q. Gong, L.C. Frazer, J.M. Rimer, S.E. Gale, 
R. Luc, S.S. Bidani, C.A. Sibbald, A.N. Lewis, B. Mihi, P. Agrawal, M. Goree, 
M. Maestas, E. Hu, D.G. Peters, M. Good, Microfluidic device facilitates in vitro 

H. Wang et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2023.05.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2023.05.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2021.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcol.2017.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcol.2017.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcp.27729
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcp.27729
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2021.122097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2021.113156
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2021.113156
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2022.104542
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12015-021-10205-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12015-021-10205-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-019-0397-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2020.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2020.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2bm01490d
https://doi.org/10.1111/aor.13163
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3ib40126j
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2020.120196
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2020.120196
https://doi.org/10.1177/20417314221149882
https://doi.org/10.1177/20417314221149882
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2022.114400
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anaerobe.2017.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anaerobe.2017.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1002/adbi.202200312
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2023.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2023.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2lc01097f
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2lc01097f
https://doi.org/10.1039/d1lc00789k
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbsr.2022.100512
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbsr.2022.100512
https://doi.org/10.1039/d0lc01289k
https://doi.org/10.1039/d0lc01289k
https://doi.org/10.1039/c8lc00129d
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-12984-2
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0197101
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0197101
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2lc40074j
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00259-3
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0169412
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2019.00013
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2019.00013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2019.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2019.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10544-017-0179-y
https://doi.org/10.3390/bios11090314
https://doi.org/10.3390/bios11090314
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2019.119396
https://doi.org/10.1039/c7lc00155j
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2022.1035647
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40580-022-00299-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40580-022-00299-6
https://doi.org/10.1177/2472630320924999
https://doi.org/10.1177/2472630320924999
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2020.00272
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1810819115
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1810819115
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1522193112


Materials Today Bio 26 (2024) 101079

19

modeling of human neonatal necrotizing enterocolitis-on-a-chip, JCI Insight 8 (8) 
(2023), https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.146496. 

[49] M. Kasendra, A. Tovaglieri, A. Sontheimer-Phelps, S. Jalili-Firoozinezhad, 
A. Bein, A. Chalkiadaki, W. Scholl, C. Zhang, H. Rickner, C.A. Richmond, H. Li, D. 
T. Breault, D.E. Ingber, Development of a primary human small intestine-on-a- 
chip using biopsy-derived organoids, Sci. Rep. 8 (1) (2018) 2871, https://doi.org/ 
10.1038/s41598-018-21201-7. 

[50] E. Naumovska, G. Aalderink, C. Wong Valencia, K. Kosim, A. Nicolas, S. Brown, 
P. Vulto, K.S. Erdmann, D. Kurek, Direct on-chip differentiation of intestinal 
tubules from induced pluripotent stem cells, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 21 (14) (2020), 
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21144964. 

[51] J. Zhang, Y.J. Huang, J.Y. Yoon, J. Kemmitt, C. Wright, K. Schneider, 
P. Sphabmixay, V. Hernandez-Gordillo, S.J. Holcomb, B. Bhushan, G. Rohatgi, 
K. Benton, D. Carpenter, J.C. Kester, G. Eng, D.T. Breault, O. Yilmaz, M. Taketani, 
C.A. Voigt, R.L. Carrier, D.L. Trumper, L.G. Griffith, Primary human colonic 
mucosal barrier crosstalk with super oxygen-sensitive faecalibacterium 
prausnitzii in continuous culture, Méd. 2 (1) (2021) 74–98 e79, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.medj.2020.07.001. 

[52] A. Bein, C.W. Fadel, B. Swenor, W. Cao, R.K. Powers, D.M. Camacho, 
A. Naziripour, A. Parsons, N. LoGrande, S. Sharma, S. Kim, S. Jalili- 
Firoozinezhad, J. Grant, D.T. Breault, J. Iqbal, A. Ali, L.A. Denson, S.R. Moore, 
R. Prantil-Baun, G. Goyal, D.E. Ingber, Nutritional deficiency in an intestine-on-a- 
chip recapitulates injury hallmarks associated with environmental enteric 
dysfunction, Nat. Biomed. Eng. 6 (11) (2022) 1236–1247, https://doi.org/ 
10.1038/s41551-022-00899-x. 

[53] A. Sontheimer-Phelps, D.B. Chou, A. Tovaglieri, T.C. Ferrante, T. Duckworth, 
C. Fadel, V. Frismantas, A.D. Sutherland, S. Jalili-Firoozinezhad, M. Kasendra, 
E. Stas, J.C. Weaver, C.A. Richmond, O. Levy, R. Prantil-Baun, D.T. Breault, D. 
E. Ingber, Human colon-on-a-chip enables continuous in vitro analysis of colon 
mucus layer accumulation and physiology, Cell Mol Gastroenterol Hepatol 9 (3) 
(2020) 507–526, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2019.11.008. 

[54] M. Jie, H. Lin, Z. He, H. Liu, H. Li, J.-M. Lin, An on-chip intestine-liver model for 
multiple drugs. absorption and metabolism behavior simulation, Sci. China Chem. 
61 (2) (2017) 236–242, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11426-017-9167-0. 

[55] S.Y. Lee, J.H. Sung, Gut-liver on a chip toward an in vitro model of hepatic 
steatosis, Biotechnol. Bioeng. 115 (11) (2018) 2817–2827, https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/bit.26793. 

[56] M. Trapecar, C. Communal, J. Velazquez, C.A. Maass, Y.J. Huang, K. Schneider, 
C.W. Wright, V. Butty, G. Eng, O. Yilmaz, D. Trumper, L.G. Griffith, Gut-liver 
physiomimetics reveal paradoxical modulation of ibd-related inflammation by 
short-chain fatty acids, Cell Syst 10 (3) (2020) 223–239 e229, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.cels.2020.02.008. 

[57] J. Yang, Y. Hirai, K. Iida, S. Ito, M. Trumm, S. Terada, R. Sakai, T. Tsuchiya, 
O. Tabata, K.I. Kamei, Integrated-gut-liver-on-a-chip platform as an in vitro 
human model of non-alcoholic fatty liver disease, Commun. Biol. 6 (1) (2023) 
310, https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-023-04710-8. 

[58] A. Nicolas, F. Schavemaker, K. Kosim, D. Kurek, M. Haarmans, M. Bulst, K. Lee, 
S. Wegner, T. Hankemeier, J. Joore, K. Domansky, H.L. Lanz, P. Vulto, S. 
J. Trietsch, High throughput transepithelial electrical resistance (teer) 
measurements on perfused membrane-free epithelia, Lab Chip 21 (9) (2021) 
1676–1685, https://doi.org/10.1039/d0lc00770f. 

[59] Z. Li, W. Su, Y. Zhu, T. Tao, D. Li, X. Peng, J. Qin, Drug absorption related 
nephrotoxicity assessment. on an intestine-kidney chip, Biomicrofluidics 11 (3) 
(2017) 034114, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4984768. 

[60] D. Liu, S. Jiao, J. Wei, X. Zhang, Y. Pei, Z. Pei, J. Li, Y. Du, Investigation of 
absorption, metabolism. and toxicity of ginsenosides compound k based on 
human organ chips, Int. J. Pharm. 587 (2020) 119669, https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.ijpharm.2020.119669. 

[61] I. Maschmeyer, A.K. Lorenz, K. Schimek, T. Hasenberg, A.P. Ramme, J. Hubner, 
M. Lindner, C. Drewell, S. Bauer, A. Thomas, N.S. Sambo, F. Sonntag, R. Lauster, 
U. Marx, A four-organ-chip for interconnected long-term co-culture of human 
intestine, liver, skin and kidney equivalents, Lab Chip 15 (12) (2015) 2688–2699, 
https://doi.org/10.1039/c5lc00392j. 

[62] H. Azizgolshani, J.R. Coppeta, E.M. Vedula, E.E. Marr, B.P. Cain, R.J. Luu, M. 
P. Lech, S.H. Kann, T.J. Mulhern, V. Tandon, K. Tan, N.J. Haroutunian, P. Keegan, 
M. Rogers, A.L. Gard, K.B. Baldwin, J.C. de Souza, B.C. Hoefler, S.S. Bale, L. 
B. Kratchman, A. Zorn, A. Patterson, E.S. Kim, T.A. Petrie, E.L. Wiellette, 
C. Williams, B.C. Isenberg, J.L. Charest, High-throughput organ-on-chip platform 
with integrated programmable fluid flow and real-time sensing for complex tissue 
models in drug development workflows, Lab Chip 21 (8) (2021) 1454–1474, 
https://doi.org/10.1039/d1lc00067e. 

[63] K. Ren, J. Zhou, H. Wu, Materials for microfluidic chip fabrication, Acc. Chem. 
Res. 46 (11) (2013) 2396–2406, https://doi.org/10.1021/ar300314s. 

[64] S. Aralekallu, R. Boddula, V. Singh, Development of glass-based microfluidic 
devices: a review on. its fabrication and biologic applications, Mater. Des. (2023) 
225, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2022.111517. 

[65] P. Gou, S. Meng, H. Yan, J. Liu, N. Chen, Y. Zhao, Machining technologies and 
structural models of. microfluidic devices, Proc. IME C J. Mech. Eng. Sci. (2024), 
https://doi.org/10.1177/09544062241237705. 

[66] B.K. Nahak, A. Mishra, S. Preetam, A. Tiwari, Advances in organ-on-a-chip 
materials and devices, ACS Appl. Bio Mater. 5 (8) (2022) 3576–3607, https://doi. 
org/10.1021/acsabm.2c00041. 

[67] S.M. Scott, Z. Ali, Fabrication methods for microfluidic devices: an overview, 
Micromachines 12 (3) (2021), https://doi.org/10.3390/mi12030319. 

[68] H. Becker, C. Gartner, Polymer microfabrication technologies for microfluidic 
systems, Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 390 (1) (2008) 89–111, https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s00216-007-1692-2. 

[69] E. Sollier, C. Murray, P. Maoddi, D. Di Carlo, Rapid prototyping polymers for 
microfluidic devices. and high pressure injections, Lab Chip 11 (22) (2011) 
3752–3765, https://doi.org/10.1039/c1lc20514e. 

[70] J.M. Donkers, J.I. van der Vaart, E. van de Steeg, Gut-on-a-chip research for drug 
development: implications of chip design on preclinical oral bioavailability or 
intestinal disease studies, Biomimetics 8 (2) (2023), https://doi.org/10.3390/ 
biomimetics8020226. 

[71] G.M. Whitesides, The origins and the future of microfluidics, Nature 442 (7101) 
(2006) 368–373, https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05058. 

[72] J.C. McDonald, D.C. Duffy, J.R. Anderson, D.T. Chiu, H. Wu, O.J.A. Schueller, G. 
M. Whitesides, Fabrication of microfluidic systems in poly(dimethylsiloxane), 
Electrophoresis 21 (1) (2000) 27–40, https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1522-2683 
(20000101)21:1<27::Aid-elps27>3.0.Co;2-c. 

[73] F.C.P. Sales, R.M. Ariati, V.T. Noronha, J.E. Ribeiro, Mechanical characterization 
of pdms with. different mixing ratios, Procedia Struct. Integr. 37 (2022) 383–388, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2022.01.099. 

[74] Y. Li, X. Wang, Y. Wang, Y. Fan, Low-cost hybrid bonding between thermoplastics 
and pdms with. differential adhesive tape for microfluidic devices, J. Mater. Sci. 
Mater. Electron. 34 (6) (2023), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10854-023-09998-0. 

[75] P. Liu, Z. Lv, B. Sun, Y. Gao, W. Qi, Y. Xu, L. Chen, L. Wang, C. Ge, S. Li, 
A universal bonding. method for preparation of microfluidic biosensor, 
Microfluid. Nanofluidics 25 (5) (2021), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10404-021- 
02445-8. 

[76] A.R. Vollertsen, D. de Boer, S. Dekker, B.A.M. Wesselink, R. Haverkate, H.S. Rho, 
R.J. Boom, M. Skolimowski, M. Blom, R. Passier, A. van den Berg, A.D. van der 
Meer, M. Odijk, Modular operation of microfluidic chips for highly parallelized 
cell culture and liquid dosing via a fluidic circuit board, Microsyst Nanoeng 6 
(2020) 107, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-020-00216-z. 

[77] H. Wang, H. Liu, X. Zhang, Y. Wang, M. Zhao, W. Chen, J. Qin, One-step 
generation of aqueous-droplet-filled hydrogel fibers as organoid carriers using an 
all-in-water microfluidic system, ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 13 (2) (2021) 
3199–3208, https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c20434. 

[78] H. Liu, Y. Wang, H. Wang, M. Zhao, T. Tao, X. Zhang, J. Qin, A droplet 
microfluidic system to. fabricate hybrid capsules enabling stem cell organoid 
engineering, Adv. Sci. 7 (11) (2020) 1903739, https://doi.org/10.1002/ 
advs.201903739. 

[79] Y. Wang, H. Liu, M. Zhang, H. Wang, W. Chen, J. Qin, One-step synthesis of 
composite hydrogel. capsules to support liver organoid generation from hipscs, 
Biomater. Sci. 8 (19) (2020) 5476–5488, https://doi.org/10.1039/d0bm01085e. 

[80] H. Wang, X. Ning, F. Zhao, H. Zhao, D. Li, Human organoids-on-chips for 
biomedical research and. applications, Theranostics 14 (2) (2024) 788–818, 
https://doi.org/10.7150/thno.90492. 

[81] H. Wang, C. Xu, M. Tan, W. Su, Advanced gut-on-chips for assessing carotenoid 
absorption, metabolism, and transport, Crit. Rev. Food Sci. Nutr. 1–19 (2023), 
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2023.2293250. 

[82] T. Tsuzuki, K. Baassiri, Z. Mahmoudi, A.S. Perumal, K. Rajendran, G.M. Rubies, D. 
V. Nicolau, Hydrophobic recovery of pdms surfaces in contact with hydrophilic 
entities: relevance to biomedical devices, Materials 15 (6) (2022), https://doi. 
org/10.3390/ma15062313. 

[83] D. Schaffarczyk, J. Knaus, G. Peeters, D. Scholl, A. Schwitalla, C. Koslowski, 
H. Cölfen, Polyetheretherketone implant surface functionalization technologies 
and the need for a transparent quality evaluation system, Polym. Int. 70 (8) 
(2020) 1002–1015, https://doi.org/10.1002/pi.6162. 

[84] Z. Ahmad, K.D. Kumar, M. Saroop, N. Preschilla, A. Biswas, J.R. Bellare, A. 
K. Bhowmick, Highly. transparent thermoplastic elastomer from isotactic 
polypropylene and styrene/ethylene-butylene/styrene triblock copolymer: 
structure-property correlations, Polym. Eng. Sci. 50 (2) (2010) 331–341, https:// 
doi.org/10.1002/pen.21540. 

[85] H. Becker, C. Gartner, Polymer microfabrication methods for microfluidic 
analytical applications, Electrophoresis 21 (1) (2000) 12–26, https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/(SICI)1522-2683(20000101)21:1<12::AID-ELPS12>3.0.CO;2-7. 

[86] K. Ren, W. Dai, J. Zhou, J. Su, H. Wu, Whole-teflon microfluidic chips, Proc. Natl. 
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 108 (20) (2011) 8162–8166, https://doi.org/10.1073/ 
pnas.1100356108. 

[87] Y. Guo, Y. Xie, J. Qin, A generic pump-free organ-on-a-chip platform for 
assessment of intestinal. drug absorption, Biotechnol. J. 19 (2) (2024) e2300390, 
https://doi.org/10.1002/biot.202300390. 

[88] P. Shah, J.V. Fritz, E. Glaab, M.S. Desai, K. Greenhalgh, A. Frachet, M. Niegowska, 
M. Estes, C. Jager, C. Seguin-Devaux, F. Zenhausern, P. Wilmes, A microfluidics- 
based in vitro model of the gastrointestinal human-microbe interface, Nat. 
Commun. 7 (2016) 11535, https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11535. 

[89] L. Baldwin, E.J. Jones, A. Iles, S.R. Carding, N. Pamme, C.E. Dyer, J. Greenman, 
Development of. a dual-flow tissue perfusion device for modeling the 
gastrointestinal tract-brain axis, Biomicrofluidics 17 (5) (2023) 054104, https:// 
doi.org/10.1063/5.0168953. 

[90] H. Liu, Y. Wang, K. Cui, Y. Guo, X. Zhang, J. Qin, Advances in hydrogels in 
organoids and organs-on-a-chip, Adv. Mater. 31 (50) (2019) e1902042, https:// 
doi.org/10.1002/adma.201902042. 

[91] S.H. Kim, M. Chi, B. Yi, S.H. Kim, S. Oh, Y. Kim, S. Park, J.H. Sung, Three- 
dimensional intestinal. villi epithelium enhances protection of human intestinal 
cells from bacterial infection by inducing mucin expression, Integr. Biol. 6 (12) 
(2014) 1122–1131, https://doi.org/10.1039/c4ib00157e. 

H. Wang et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.146496
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-21201-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-21201-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21144964
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medj.2020.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medj.2020.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-022-00899-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-022-00899-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2019.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11426-017-9167-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.26793
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.26793
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cels.2020.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cels.2020.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-023-04710-8
https://doi.org/10.1039/d0lc00770f
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4984768
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2020.119669
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2020.119669
https://doi.org/10.1039/c5lc00392j
https://doi.org/10.1039/d1lc00067e
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar300314s
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2022.111517
https://doi.org/10.1177/09544062241237705
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsabm.2c00041
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsabm.2c00041
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi12030319
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-007-1692-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-007-1692-2
https://doi.org/10.1039/c1lc20514e
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomimetics8020226
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomimetics8020226
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05058
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1522-2683(20000101)21:1<27::Aid-elps27>3.0.Co;2-c
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1522-2683(20000101)21:1<27::Aid-elps27>3.0.Co;2-c
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2022.01.099
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10854-023-09998-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10404-021-02445-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10404-021-02445-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-020-00216-z
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c20434
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201903739
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201903739
https://doi.org/10.1039/d0bm01085e
https://doi.org/10.7150/thno.90492
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2023.2293250
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15062313
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15062313
https://doi.org/10.1002/pi.6162
https://doi.org/10.1002/pen.21540
https://doi.org/10.1002/pen.21540
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1522-2683(20000101)21:1<12::AID-ELPS12>3.0.CO;2-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1522-2683(20000101)21:1<12::AID-ELPS12>3.0.CO;2-7
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1100356108
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1100356108
https://doi.org/10.1002/biot.202300390
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11535
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0168953
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0168953
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201902042
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201902042
https://doi.org/10.1039/c4ib00157e


Materials Today Bio 26 (2024) 101079

20

[92] C.M. Costello, R.M. Sorna, Y.L. Goh, I. Cengic, N.K. Jain, J.C. March, 3- 
d intestinal scaffolds. for evaluating the therapeutic potential of probiotics, Mol. 
Pharm. 11 (7) (2014) 2030–2039, https://doi.org/10.1021/mp5001422. 

[93] H.F. Chan, R. Zhao, G.A. Parada, H. Meng, K.W. Leong, L.G. Griffith, X. Zhao, 
Folding artificial. mucosa with cell-laden hydrogels guided by mechanics models, 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115 (29) (2018) 7503–7508, https://doi.org/ 
10.1073/pnas.1802361115. 

[94] M. Nikolaev, O. Mitrofanova, N. Broguiere, S. Geraldo, D. Dutta, Y. Tabata, 
B. Elci, N. Brandenberg, I. Kolotuev, N. Gjorevski, H. Clevers, M.P. Lutolf, 
Homeostatic mini-intestines through scaffold-guided organoid morphogenesis, 
Nature 585 (7826) (2020) 574–578, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2724- 
8. 

[95] U.M.N. Cao, Y. Zhang, J. Chen, D. Sayson, S. Pillai, S.D. Tran, Microfluidic organ- 
on-a-chip: A guide to biomaterial choice and fabrication, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 24 (4) 
(2023), https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24043232. 

[96] C.M. Leung, P. de Haan, K. Ronaldson-Bouchard, G.-A. Kim, J. Ko, H.S. Rho, 
Z. Chen, P. Habibovic, N.L. Jeon, S. Takayama, M.L. Shuler, G. Vunjak- 
Novakovic, O. Frey, E. Verpoorte, Y.-C. Toh, A guide to the organ-on-a-chip, 
Nature Reviews Methods Primers 2 (1) (2022), https://doi.org/10.1038/s43586- 
022-00118-6. 

[97] P. Chansoria, L.K. Narayanan, M. Wood, C. Alvarado, A. Lin, R.A. Shirwaiker, 
Effects of. autoclaving, etoh, and uv sterilization on the chemical, mechanical, 
printability, and biocompatibility characteristics of alginate, ACS Biomater. Sci. 
Eng. 6 (9) (2020) 5191–5201, https://doi.org/10.1021/acsbiomaterials.0c00806. 

[98] C.D. O’Connell, C. Onofrillo, S. Duchi, X. Li, Y. Zhang, P. Tian, L. Lu, A. Trengove, 
A. Quigley, S. Gambhir, A. Khansari, T. Mladenovska, A. O’Connor, C. Di Bella, P. 
F. Choong, G.G. Wallace, Evaluation of sterilisation methods for bio-ink 
components: gelatin, gelatin methacryloyl, hyaluronic acid and hyaluronic acid 
methacryloyl, Biofabrication 11 (3) (2019) 035003, https://doi.org/10.1088/ 
1758-5090/ab0b7c. 

[99] L.A. Osorio, E. Silva, R.E. Mackay, A review of biomaterials and scaffold 
fabrication for organ-on-a-chip (ooac) systems, Bioengineering 8 (8) (2021), 
https://doi.org/10.3390/bioengineering8080113. 

[100] M. Piergiovanni, S.B. Leite, R. Corvi, M. Whelan, Standardisation needs for organ 
on chip devices, Lab Chip 21 (15) (2021) 2857–2868, https://doi.org/10.1039/ 
d1lc00241d. 

[101] A. Tajeddin, N. Mustafaoglu, Design and fabrication of organ-on-chips: promises 
and challenges, Micromachines 12 (12) (2021), https://doi.org/10.3390/ 
mi12121443. 

[102] Y. Jang, J. Jung, J. Oh, Bio-microfabrication of 2d and 3d biomimetic gut-on-a- 
chip, Micromachines 14 (9) (2023), https://doi.org/10.3390/mi14091736. 

[103] S. Ahadian, R. Civitarese, D. Bannerman, M.H. Mohammadi, R. Lu, E. Wang, 
L. Davenport-Huyer, B. Lai, B. Zhang, Y. Zhao, S. Mandla, A. Korolj, M. Radisic, 
Organ-on-a-chip platforms: a convergence of advanced materials, cells, and 
microscale technologies, Adv. Healthcare Mater. 7 (2) (2018), https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/adhm.201700506. 

[104] A. Valiei, J. Aminian-Dehkordi, M.R.K. Mofrad, Gut-on-a-chip models for 
dissecting the gut. microbiology and physiology, APL Bioeng. 7 (1) (2023) 
011502, https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0126541. 

[105] H. Kimura, T. Yamamoto, H. Sakai, Y. Sakai, T. Fujii, An integrated microfluidic 
system for long-term perfusion culture and on-line monitoring of intestinal tissue 
models, Lab Chip 8 (5) (2008) 741–746, https://doi.org/10.1039/b717091b. 

[106] Y. Imura, K. Sato, E. Yoshimura, Micro total bioassay system for ingested 
substances: assessment. of intestinal absorption, hepatic metabolism, and 
bioactivity, Anal. Chem. 82 (24) (2010) 9983–9988, https://doi.org/10.1021/ 
ac100806x. 

[107] H. Chen, Z. Luo, X. Lin, Y. Zhu, Y. Zhao, Sensors-integrated organ-on-a-chip for 
biomedical. applications, Nano Res. 1–28 (2023), https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s12274-023-5651-9. 

[108] M. Huff, Recent advances in reactive ion etching and applications of high-aspect- 
ratio, microfabrication. Micromachines (Basel). 12 (8) (2021), https://doi.org/ 
10.3390/mi12080991. 

[109] M.J. Workman, J.P. Gleeson, E.J. Troisi, H.Q. Estrada, S.J. Kerns, C.D. Hinojosa, 
G.A. Hamilton, S.R. Targan, C.N. Svendsen, R.J. Barrett, Enhanced utilization of 
induced pluripotent stem cell-derived human intestinal organoids using 
microengineered chips, Cell Mol Gastroenterol Hepatol 5 (4) (2018) 669–677 
e662, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2017.12.008. 

[110] Y. Zhu, L. Sun, Y. Wang, L. Cai, Z. Zhang, Y. Shang, Y. Zhao, A biomimetic human 
lung-on-a-chip. with colorful display of microphysiological breath, Adv. Mater. 34 
(13) (2022) e2108972, https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202108972. 

[111] H. Wang, F. Yin, Z. Li, W. Su, D. Li, Advances of microfluidic lung chips for 
assessing atmospheric. pollutants exposure, Environ. Int. 172 (2023) 107801, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2023.107801. 

[112] A. Lashkaripour, R. Silva, D. Densmore, Desktop micromilled microfluidics, 
Microfluidics and. Nanofluidics 22 (3) (2018). 

[113] V. De Gregorio, G. Imparato, F. Urciuolo, P.A. Netti, Micro-patterned endogenous 
stroma. equivalent induces polarized crypt-villus architecture of human small 
intestinal epithelium, Acta Biomater. 81 (2018) 43–59, https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.actbio.2018.09.061. 

[114] C. De Marco, S.M. Eaton, R. Martinez-Vazquez, S. Rampini, G. Cerullo, M. Levi, 
S. Turri, R. Osellame, Solvent vapor treatment controls surface wettability in 
pmma femtosecond-laser-ablated microchannels, Microfluid. Nanofluidics 14 
(1–2) (2012) 171–176, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10404-012-1035-2. 

[115] I.R.G. Ogilvie, V.J. Sieben, C.F.A. Floquet, R. Zmijan, M.C. Mowlem, H. Morgan, 
Reduction. of surface roughness for optical quality microfluidic devices in pmma 

and coc, J. Micromech. Microeng. 20 (6) (2010), https://doi.org/10.1088/0960- 
1317/20/6/065016. 

[116] M.A.M. Ahmed, K.M. Jurczak, N.S. Lynn Jr., J.S.H. Mulder, E.M.J. Verpoorte, 
A. Nagelkerke, Rapid prototyping of pmma-based microfluidic spheroid-on-a-chip 
models using micromilling and vapour-assisted thermal bonding, Sci. Rep. 14 (1) 
(2024) 2831, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-53266-y. 

[117] S. Ravi-Kumar, B. Lies, X. Zhang, H. Lyu, H. Qin, Laser ablation of polymers: a 
review. Polymer, International 68 (8) (2019) 1391–1401, https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/pi.5834. 

[118] Y. Zhang, D. Zhang, J. Wu, Z. He, X. Deng, A thermal model for nanosecond 
pulsed laser ablation. of aluminum, AIP Adv. 7 (7) (2017), https://doi.org/ 
10.1063/1.4995972. 

[119] B. Sidar, B.R. Jenkins, S. Huang, J.R. Spence, S.T. Walk, J.N. Wilking, Long-term 
flow through. human intestinal organoids with the gut organoid flow chip 
(goflowchip), Lab Chip 19 (20) (2019) 3552–3562, https://doi.org/10.1039/ 
c9lc00653b. 

[120] J.H. Sung, J. Yu, D. Luo, M.L. Shuler, J.C. March, Microscale 3-d hydrogel scaffold 
for biomimetic. gastrointestinal (gi) tract model, Lab Chip 11 (3) (2011) 389–392, 
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0lc00273a. 

[121] C.M. Costello, J. Hongpeng, S. Shaffiey, J. Yu, N.K. Jain, D. Hackam, J.C. March, 
Synthetic small. intestinal scaffolds for improved studies of intestinal 
differentiation, Biotechnol. Bioeng. 111 (6) (2014) 1222–1232, https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/bit.25180. 

[122] J.H. Jung, G. Destgeer, J. Park, H. Ahmed, K. Park, H.J. Sung, Microfluidic flow 
switching via. localized acoustic streaming controlled by surface acoustic waves, 
RSC Adv. 8 (6) (2018) 3206–3212, https://doi.org/10.1039/c7ra11194k. 

[123] M. Tovar, T. Weber, S. Hengoju, A. Lovera, A.S. Munser, O. Shvydkiv, M. Roth, 
3d-glass molds. for facile production of complex droplet microfluidic chips, 
Biomicrofluidics 12 (2) (2018) 024115, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5013325. 

[124] S.H. Ng, R.T. Tjeung, Z.F. Wang, Hot Embossing on Polymethyl Methacrylate, 
vols. 615–621, El Packag Tech. Conf., 2006. 

[125] F. Mei, W.A. Phillips, B. Lu, W.J. Meng, S. Guo, Fabrication of copper-based 
microchannel devices. and analysis of their flow and heat transfer characteristics, 
J. Micromech. Microeng. 19 (3) (2009), https://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/19/ 
3/035009. 

[126] L.J. Kricka, P. Fortina, N.J. Panaro, P. Wilding, G. Alonso-Amigo, H. Becker, 
Fabrication of plastic. microchips by hot embossing, Lab Chip 2 (1) (2002) 1–4, 
https://doi.org/10.1039/b109775j. 

[127] H. Becker, U. Heim, Hot embossing as a method for the fabrication of polymer 
high aspect ratio, structures. Sensor Actuat a-Phys 83 (1–3) (2000) 130–135. 

[128] C.-S. Chen, S.-C. Chen, W.-H. Liao, R.-D. Chien, S.-H. Lin, Micro injection molding 
of a micro-fluidic platform, Int. Commun. Heat Mass Tran. 37 (9) (2010) 
1290–1294, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icheatmasstransfer.2010.06.032. 

[129] Y.-C. Su, J. Shah, L. Lin, Implementation and analysis of polymeric microstructure 
replication by. micro injection molding, J. Micromech. Microeng. 14 (3) (2004) 
415–422, https://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/14/3/015. 

[130] S. Mi, Z. Du, Y. Xu, W. Sun, The crossing and integration between microfluidic 
technology and 3d. printing for organ-on-chips, J. Mater. Chem. B 6 (39) (2018) 
6191–6206, https://doi.org/10.1039/c8tb01661e. 

[131] R. Mazrouei, V. Velasco, R. Esfandyarpour, 3d-bioprinted all-inclusive 
bioanalytical platforms for. cell studies, Sci. Rep. 10 (1) (2020) 14669, https:// 
doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71452-6. 

[132] W. Kim, G.H. Kim, An intestinal model with a finger-like villus structure 
fabricated using a. bioprinting process and collagen/sis-based cell-laden bioink, 
Theranostics 10 (6) (2020) 2495–2508, https://doi.org/10.7150/thno.41225. 

[133] W. Kim, G. Kim, Intestinal villi model with blood capillaries fabricated using 
collagen-based bioink. and dual-cell-printing process, ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 
10 (48) (2018) 41185–41196, https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.8b17410. 

[134] J.A. Brassard, M. Nikolaev, T. Hubscher, M. Hofer, M.P. Lutolf, Recapitulating 
macro-scale tissue. self-organization through organoid bioprinting, Nat. Mater. 20 
(1) (2021) 22–29, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-00803-5. 

[135] W. Shin, H.J. Kim, 3d in vitro morphogenesis of human intestinal epithelium in a 
gut-on-a-chip or. a hybrid chip with a cell culture insert, Nat. Protoc. 17 (3) 
(2022) 910–939, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41596-021-00674-3. 

[136] L. Wang, J. Han, W. Su, A. Li, W. Zhang, H. Li, H. Hu, W. Song, C. Xu, J. Chen, 
Gut-on-a-chip for. exploring the transport mechanism of hg(ii), Microsyst 
Nanoeng 9 (2023) 2, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-022-00447-2. 

[137] S. Jalili-Firoozinezhad, R. Prantil-Baun, A. Jiang, R. Potla, T. Mammoto, J. 
C. Weaver, T.C. Ferrante, H.J. Kim, J.M.S. Cabral, O. Levy, D.E. Ingber, Modeling 
radiation injury-induced cell death and countermeasure drug responses in a 
human gut-on-a-chip, Cell Death Dis. 9 (2) (2018) 223, https://doi.org/10.1038/ 
s41419-018-0304-8. 

[138] O. Mitxelena-Iribarren, C. Olaizola, S. Arana, M. Mujika, Versatile membrane- 
based microfluidic. platform for in vitro drug diffusion testing mimicking in vivo 
environments, Nanomedicine 39 (2022) 102462, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
nano.2021.102462. 

[139] X. Tan, D. Rodrigue, A review on porous polymeric membrane preparation. Part 
ii: production. techniques with polyethylene, polydimethylsiloxane, 
polypropylene, polyimide, and polytetrafluoroethylene, Polymers 11 (8) (2019), 
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym11081310. 

[140] I. Raimondi, L. Izzo, M. Tunesi, M. Comar, D. Albani, C. Giordano, Organ-on-a- 
chip in vitro models. of the brain and the blood-brain barrier and their value to 
study the microbiota-gut-brain axis in neurodegeneration, Front. Bioeng. 
Biotechnol. 7 (2019) 435, https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2019.00435. 

H. Wang et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

https://doi.org/10.1021/mp5001422
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1802361115
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1802361115
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2724-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2724-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24043232
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43586-022-00118-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43586-022-00118-6
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsbiomaterials.0c00806
https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/ab0b7c
https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/ab0b7c
https://doi.org/10.3390/bioengineering8080113
https://doi.org/10.1039/d1lc00241d
https://doi.org/10.1039/d1lc00241d
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi12121443
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi12121443
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi14091736
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.201700506
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.201700506
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0126541
https://doi.org/10.1039/b717091b
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac100806x
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac100806x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12274-023-5651-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12274-023-5651-9
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi12080991
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi12080991
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2017.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202108972
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2023.107801
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2590-0064(24)00138-8/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2590-0064(24)00138-8/sref112
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2018.09.061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2018.09.061
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10404-012-1035-2
https://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/20/6/065016
https://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/20/6/065016
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-53266-y
https://doi.org/10.1002/pi.5834
https://doi.org/10.1002/pi.5834
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4995972
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4995972
https://doi.org/10.1039/c9lc00653b
https://doi.org/10.1039/c9lc00653b
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0lc00273a
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.25180
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.25180
https://doi.org/10.1039/c7ra11194k
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5013325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2590-0064(24)00138-8/sref124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2590-0064(24)00138-8/sref124
https://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/19/3/035009
https://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/19/3/035009
https://doi.org/10.1039/b109775j
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2590-0064(24)00138-8/sref127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2590-0064(24)00138-8/sref127
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icheatmasstransfer.2010.06.032
https://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/14/3/015
https://doi.org/10.1039/c8tb01661e
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71452-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71452-6
https://doi.org/10.7150/thno.41225
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.8b17410
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-00803-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41596-021-00674-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-022-00447-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-018-0304-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-018-0304-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2021.102462
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2021.102462
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym11081310
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2019.00435


Materials Today Bio 26 (2024) 101079

21

[141] C.M. Moysidou, R.M. Owens, Advances in modelling the human microbiome-gut- 
brain axis in. vitro, Biochem. Soc. Trans. 49 (1) (2021) 187–201, https://doi.org/ 
10.1042/BST20200338. 

[142] P. de Haan, M.J.C. Santbergen, M. van der Zande, H. Bouwmeester, M.W. 
F. Nielen, E. Verpoorte, A versatile, compartmentalised gut-on-a-chip system for 
pharmacological and toxicological analyses, Sci. Rep. 11 (1) (2021) 4920, 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-84187-9. 

[143] J.M. de Hoyos-Vega, X. Yu, A.M. Gonzalez-Suarez, S. Chen, A. Mercado-Perez, 
E. Krueger, J. Hernandez, Y. Fedyshyn, B.R. Druliner, D.R. Linden, A. Beyder, 
A. Revzin, Modeling gut neuro-epithelial connections in a novel microfluidic 
device, Microsyst Nanoeng 9 (2023) 144, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-023- 
00615-y. 

[144] M. Morelli, M. Cabezuelo Rodriguez, K. Queiroz, A high-throughput gut-on-chip 
platform to study. the epithelial responses to enterotoxins, Sci. Rep. 14 (1) (2024) 
5797, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-56520-5. 

[145] D. Liang, W. Su, M. Tan, Advances of microfluidic intestine-on-a-chip for 
analyzing anti-inflammation of food, Crit. Rev. Food Sci. Nutr. 62 (16) (2022) 
4418–4434, https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2021.1875395. 

[146] S. Rahman, M. Ghiboub, J.M. Donkers, E. van de Steeg, E.A.F. van Tol, T.B. 
M. Hakvoort, W.J. de Jonge, The progress of intestinal epithelial models from cell 
lines to gut-on-chip, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 22 (24) (2021), https://doi.org/10.3390/ 
ijms222413472. 

[147] F. Melo-Gonzalez, T.M. Fenton, C. Forss, C. Smedley, A. Goenka, A.S. MacDonald, 
D.J. Thornton, M.A. Travis, Intestinal mucin activates human dendritic cells and 
il-8 production in a glycan-specific manner, J. Biol. Chem. 293 (22) (2018) 
8543–8553, https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M117.789305. 

[148] M.L. Stanifer, C. Kee, M. Cortese, C.M. Zumaran, S. Triana, M. Mukenhirn, H. 
G. Kraeusslich, T. Alexandrov, R. Bartenschlager, S. Boulant, Critical role of type 
iii interferon in controlling sars-cov-2 infection in human intestinal epithelial 
cells, Cell Rep. 32 (1) (2020) 107863, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
celrep.2020.107863. 

[149] P.G.M. Jochems, J. Garssen, A.M. van Keulen, R. Masereeuw, P.V. Jeurink, 
Evaluating human. intestinal cell lines for studying dietary protein absorption, 
Nutrients 10 (3) (2018), https://doi.org/10.3390/nu10030322. 

[150] I.A. Okkelman, N. Neto, D.B. Papkovsky, M.G. Monaghan, R.I. Dmitriev, A deeper 
understanding. of intestinal organoid metabolism revealed by combining 
fluorescence lifetime imaging microscopy (flim) and extracellular flux analyses, 
Redox Biol. 30 (2020) 101420, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.redox.2019.101420. 

[151] P. Kakni, R. Truckenmuller, P. Habibovic, S. Giselbrecht, Challenges to, and 
prospects for, reverse. engineering the gastrointestinal tract using organoids, 
Trends Biotechnol. 40 (8) (2022) 932–944, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
tibtech.2022.01.006. 

[152] Y. Zhang, S. Huang, W. Zhong, W. Chen, B. Yao, X. Wang, 3d organoids derived 
from the small. intestine: an emerging tool for drug transport research, Acta 
Pharm. Sin. B 11 (7) (2021) 1697–1707, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
apsb.2020.12.002. 

[153] A. Apostolou, R.A. Panchakshari, A. Banerjee, D.V. Manatakis, M. 
D. Paraskevopoulou, R. Luc, G. Abu-Ali, A. Dimitriou, C. Lucchesi, G. Kulkarni, T. 
I. Maulana, M. Kasendra, J.S. Kerns, B. Bleck, L. Ewart, E.S. Manolakos, G. 
A. Hamilton, C. Giallourakis, K. Karalis, A novel microphysiological colon 
platform to decipher mechanisms driving human intestinal permeability, Cell Mol 
Gastroenterol Hepatol 12 (5) (2021) 1719–1741, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
jcmgh.2021.07.004. 

[154] Z. Zhou, L. Cong, X. Cong, Patient-derived organoids in precision medicine: drug 
screening, organoid-on-a-chip and living organoid biobank, Front. Oncol. 11 
(2021) 762184, https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2021.762184. 

[155] Y.C. Shin, W. Shin, D. Koh, A. Wu, Y.M. Ambrosini, S. Min, S.G. Eckhardt, R.Y. 
D. Fleming, S. Kim, S. Park, H. Koh, T.K. Yoo, H.J. Kim, Three-dimensional 
regeneration of patient-derived intestinal organoid epithelium in a 
physiodynamic mucosal interface-on-a-chip, Micromachines 11 (7) (2020), 
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi11070663. 

[156] A. Sharma, L. Jin, X. Wang, Y.T. Wang, D.M. Stresser, Developing an adult stem 
cell derived. microphysiological intestinal system for predicting oral prodrug 
bioconversion and permeability in humans, Lab Chip 24 (2) (2024) 339–355, 
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3lc00843f. 

[157] Y. Cui, R. Xiao, Y. Zhou, J. Liu, Y. Wang, X. Yang, Z. Shen, B. Liang, K. Shen, Y. Li, 
G. Xiong, Y. Ye, X. Ai, Establishment of organoid models based on a nested array 
chip for fast and reproducible drug testing in colorectal cancer therapy, Bio- 
Design and Manufacturing 5 (4) (2022) 674–686, https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s42242-022-00206-2. 

[158] V. De Gregorio, B. Corrado, S. Sbrescia, S. Sibilio, F. Urciuolo, P.A. Netti, 
G. Imparato, Intestine-on-chip device increases ecm remodeling inducing faster 
epithelial cell differentiation, Biotechnol. Bioeng. 117 (2) (2020) 556–566, 
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.27186. 

[159] Y. Xiang, H. Wen, Y. Yu, M. Li, X. Fu, S. Huang, Gut-on-chip: recreating human 
intestine in vitro, J. Tissue Eng. 11 (2041731420965318) (2020), https://doi. 
org/10.1177/2041731420965318. 

[160] J.E. Jansen, E.A. Gaffney, J. Wagg, M.C. Coles, Combining mathematical models 
with. experimentation to drive novel mechanistic insights into macrophage 
function, Front. Immunol. 10 (2019) 1283, https://doi.org/10.3389/ 
fimmu.2019.01283. 

[161] M. Cassotta, T.Y. Forbes-Hernandez, R. Calderon Iglesias, R. Ruiz, M. Elexpuru 
Zabaleta, F. Giampieri, M. Battino, Links between nutrition, infectious diseases, 
and microbiota: emerging technologies and opportunities for human-focused 
research, Nutrients 12 (6) (2020), https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12061827. 

[162] S. Deleu, K. Machiels, J. Raes, K. Verbeke, S. Vermeire, Short chain fatty acids and 
its producing. organisms: an overlooked therapy for ibd? EBioMedicine 66 (2021) 
103293 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ebiom.2021.103293. 

[163] G. den Besten, K. van Eunen, A.K. Groen, K. Venema, D.J. Reijngoud, B.M. Bakker, 
The role of. short-chain fatty acids in the interplay between diet, gut microbiota, 
and host energy metabolism, J. Lipid Res. 54 (9) (2013) 2325–2340, https://doi. 
org/10.1194/jlr.R036012. 

[164] F. Siwczak, E. Loffet, M. Kaminska, H. Koceva, M.M. Mahe, A.S. Mosig, Intestinal 
stem cell-on-chip to study human host-microbiota interaction, Front. Immunol. 12 
(2021) 798552, https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.798552. 

[165] N.Y. Kim, H.Y. Lee, Y.Y. Choi, S.J. Mo, S. Jeon, J.H. Ha, S.D. Park, J.J. Shim, 
J. Lee, B.G. Chung, Effect of gut microbiota-derived metabolites and extracellular 
vesicles on neurodegenerative disease in a gut-brain axis chip, Nano Converg 11 
(1) (2024) 7, https://doi.org/10.1186/s40580-024-00413-w. 

[166] C.W. Wang, Y.C. Huang, F.N. Chan, S.C. Su, Y.H. Kuo, S.F. Huang, M.W. Hung, H. 
C. Lin, W.L. Chang, T.C. Chang, A gut microbial metabolite of ginsenosides, 
compound k, induces intestinal glucose absorption and na(+)/glucose 
cotransporter 1 gene expression through activation of camp response element 
binding protein, Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 59 (4) (2015) 670–684, https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/mnfr.201400688. 

[167] J. Grant, E. Lee, M. Almeida, S. Kim, N. LoGrande, G. Goyal, A.M. Sesay, D. 
T. Breault, R. Prantil-Baun, D.E. Ingber, Establishment of physiologically relevant 
oxygen gradients in microfluidic organ chips, Lab Chip 22 (8) (2022) 1584–1593, 
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2lc00069e. 

[168] G. Fang, H. Lu, R. Al-Nakashli, R. Chapman, Y. Zhang, L.A. Ju, G. Lin, M. 
H. Stenzel, D. Jin, Enabling peristalsis of human colon tumor organoids on 
microfluidic chips, Biofabrication 14 (1) (2021), https://doi.org/10.1088/1758- 
5090/ac2ef9. 

[169] L.C. Delon, Z. Guo, A. Oszmiana, C.C. Chien, R. Gibson, C. Prestidge, B. Thierry, 
A systematic. investigation of the effect of the fluid shear stress on caco-2 cells 
towards the optimization of epithelial organ-on-chip models, Biomaterials 225 
(2019) 119521, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2019.119521. 

[170] W. Shin, C.D. Hinojosa, D.E. Ingber, H.J. Kim, Human intestinal morphogenesis 
controlled by. transepithelial morphogen gradient and flow-dependent physical 
cues in a microengineered gut-on-a-chip, iScience 15 (2019) 391–406, https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2019.04.037. 

[171] Y. Guo, X. Chen, P. Gong, G. Li, W. Yao, W. Yang, The gut-organ-axis concept: 
advances the. application of gut-on-chip technology, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 24 (4) 
(2023), https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24044089. 

[172] H.R. Lee, J.H. Sung, Multiorgan-on-a-chip for realization of gut-skin axis, 
Biotechnol. Bioeng. 119 (9) (2022) 2590–2601, https://doi.org/10.1002/ 
bit.28164. 

[173] H. Kimura, T. Ikeda, H. Nakayama, Y. Sakai, T. Fujii, An on-chip small intestine- 
liver model for. pharmacokinetic studies, J. Lab. Autom. 20 (3) (2015) 265–273, 
https://doi.org/10.1177/2211068214557812. 

[174] J.W. Jeon, N. Choi, S.H. Lee, J.H. Sung, Three-tissue microphysiological system 
for studying. inflammatory responses in gut-liver axis, Biomed. Microdevices 22 
(4) (2020) 65, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10544-020-00519-y. 

[175] M. Lucchetti, K.O. Aina, L. Grandmougin, C. Jager, P. Perez Escriva, E. Letellier, 
A.S. Mosig, P. Wilmes, An organ-on-chip platform for simulating drug metabolism 
along the gut-liver axis, Adv. Healthcare Mater. (2024) e2303943, https://doi. 
org/10.1002/adhm.202303943. 

[176] M.A. Holzreuter, L.I. Segerink, Innovative electrode and chip designs for 
transendothelial electrical. resistance measurements in organs-on-chips, Lab Chip 
24 (5) (2024) 1121–1134, https://doi.org/10.1039/d3lc00901g. 

[177] M. Mir, S. Palma-Florez, A. Lagunas, M.J. Lopez-Martinez, J. Samitier, Biosensors 
integration in. blood-brain barrier-on-a-chip: emerging platform for monitoring 
neurodegenerative diseases, ACS Sens. 7 (5) (2022) 1237–1247, https://doi.org/ 
10.1021/acssensors.2c00333. 

[178] S. Fuchs, S. Johansson, A.O. Tjell, G. Werr, T. Mayr, M. Tenje, In-line analysis of 
organ-on-chip. systems with sensors: integration, fabrication, challenges, and 
potential, ACS Biomater. Sci. Eng. 7 (7) (2021) 2926–2948, https://doi.org/ 
10.1021/acsbiomaterials.0c01110. 

[179] C. Beaurivage, E. Naumovska, Y.X. Chang, E.D. Elstak, A. Nicolas, H. Wouters, 
G. van Moolenbroek, H.L. Lanz, S.J. Trietsch, J. Joore, P. Vulto, R.A.J. Janssen, K. 
S. Erdmann, J. Stallen, D. Kurek, Development of a gut-on-a-chip model for high 
throughput disease modeling and drug discovery, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 20 (22) (2019), 
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20225661. 

[180] J. Lee, N. Menon, C.T. Lim, Dissecting gut-microbial community interactions 
using a gut. microbiome-on-a-chip, Adv. Sci. (2024) e2302113, https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/advs.202302113. 

[181] C. Beaurivage, A. Kanapeckaite, C. Loomans, K.S. Erdmann, J. Stallen, R.A. 
J. Janssen, Development of a human primary gut-on-a-chip to model 
inflammatory processes, Sci. Rep. 10 (1) (2020) 21475, https://doi.org/10.1038/ 
s41598-020-78359-2. 

[182] X. Duan, L. Zheng, X. Zhang, B. Wang, M. Xiao, W. Zhao, S. Liu, G. Sui, 
A membrane-free liver-gut-on-chip platform for the assessment on dysregulated 
mechanisms of cholesterol and bile acid metabolism induced by pm(2.5), ACS 
Sens. 5 (11) (2020) 3483–3492, https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.0c01524. 

[183] C. de la Fuente-Nunez, Antibiotic discovery with machine learning, Nat. 
Biotechnol. 40 (6) (2022) 833–834, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-022-01327- 
w. 

[184] B. Martinez, L.A. Schwerdtfeger, A. Richardson, S.A. Tobet, C.S. Henry, (1)h-nmr 
profiling of. short-chain fatty acid content from a physiologically accurate gut-on- 
a-chip device, Anal. Chem. 94 (28) (2022) 9987–9992, https://doi.org/10.1021/ 
acs.analchem.1c05146. 

H. Wang et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

https://doi.org/10.1042/BST20200338
https://doi.org/10.1042/BST20200338
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-84187-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-023-00615-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41378-023-00615-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-56520-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2021.1875395
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms222413472
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms222413472
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M117.789305
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2020.107863
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2020.107863
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu10030322
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.redox.2019.101420
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2022.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2022.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsb.2020.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsb.2020.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2021.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2021.07.004
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2021.762184
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi11070663
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3lc00843f
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42242-022-00206-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42242-022-00206-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.27186
https://doi.org/10.1177/2041731420965318
https://doi.org/10.1177/2041731420965318
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01283
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01283
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12061827
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ebiom.2021.103293
https://doi.org/10.1194/jlr.R036012
https://doi.org/10.1194/jlr.R036012
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.798552
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40580-024-00413-w
https://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201400688
https://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201400688
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2lc00069e
https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/ac2ef9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/ac2ef9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2019.119521
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2019.04.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2019.04.037
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24044089
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.28164
https://doi.org/10.1002/bit.28164
https://doi.org/10.1177/2211068214557812
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10544-020-00519-y
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.202303943
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.202303943
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3lc00901g
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.2c00333
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.2c00333
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsbiomaterials.0c01110
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsbiomaterials.0c01110
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20225661
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202302113
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202302113
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-78359-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-78359-2
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.0c01524
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-022-01327-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-022-01327-w
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.1c05146
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.1c05146


Materials Today Bio 26 (2024) 101079

22

[185] A. Acharjee, U. Singh, S.P. Choudhury, G.V. Gkoutos, The diagnostic potential 
and barriers of. microbiome based therapeutics, Diagnosis (Berl). 9 (4) (2022) 
411–420, https://doi.org/10.1515/dx-2022-0052. 

[186] Y. Ma, Z. Guo, B. Xia, Y. Zhang, X. Liu, Y. Yu, N. Tang, X. Tong, M. Wang, X. Ye, 
J. Feng, Y. Chen, J. Wang, Identification of antimicrobial peptides from the 
human gut microbiome using deep learning, Nat. Biotechnol. 40 (6) (2022) 
921–931, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-022-01226-0. 

[187] T. Sun, X. Niu, Q. He, F. Chen, R.Q. Qi, Artificial intelligence in microbiomes 
analysis: a review. of applications in dermatology, Front. Microbiol. 14 (2023) 
1112010, https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2023.1112010. 

[188] C.R. Kok, D. Rose, R. Hutkins, Predicting personalized responses to dietary fiber 
interventions: opportunities for modulation of the gut microbiome to improve 
health, Annu. Rev. Food Sci. Technol. 14 (2023) 157–182, https://doi.org/ 
10.1146/annurev-food-060721-015516. 

[189] S. Gao, X. Gao, R. Zhu, D. Wu, Z. Feng, N. Jiao, R. Sun, W. Gao, Q. He, Z. Liu, 
L. Zhu, Microbial. genes outperform species and snvs as diagnostic markers for 
crohn’s disease on multicohort fecal metagenomes empowered by artificial 
intelligence, Gut Microb. 15 (1) (2023) 2221428, https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
19490976.2023.2221428. 

[190] R. Rynazal, K. Fujisawa, H. Shiroma, F. Salim, S. Mizutani, S. Shiba, S. Yachida, 
T. Yamada, Leveraging explainable ai for gut microbiome-based colorectal cancer 
classification, Genome Biol. 24 (1) (2023) 21, https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059- 
023-02858-4. 

[191] R. Gupta, S. Kumari, A. Senapati, R.K. Ambasta, P. Kumar, New era of artificial 
intelligence and machine learning-based detection, diagnosis, and therapeutics in 
Parkinson’s disease, Ageing Res. Rev. 90 (2023) 102013, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.arr.2023.102013. 

[192] S.Y. Lee, Y. Lee, N. Choi, H.N. Kim, B. Kim, J.H. Sung, Development of gut-mucus 
chip for. intestinal absorption study, BioChip Journal 17 (2) (2023) 230–243, 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13206-023-00097-0. 

[193] H. Nazari, J. Shrestha, V.Y. Naei, S.R. Bazaz, M. Sabbagh, J.P. Thiery, M. E. 
Warkiani Advances, Biosens. Bioelectron. 234 (2023) 115355, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.bios.2023.115355 in teer measurements of biological barriers in 
microphysiological systems. 

[194] K. Benson, S. Cramer, H.J. Galla, Impedance-based cell monitoring: barrier 
properties and beyond, Fluids Barriers CNS 10 (1) (2013) 5, https://doi.org/ 
10.1186/2045-8118-10-5. 

[195] F. Yin, W. Su, L. Wang, Q. Hu, Microfluidic strategies for the blood-brain barrier 
construction and. assessment, TrAC, Trends Anal. Chem. 155 (2022), https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.trac.2022.116689. 

[196] A. Sjoberg, M. Lutz, C. Tannergren, C. Wingolf, A. Borde, A.L. Ungell, 
Comprehensive study on. regional human intestinal permeability and prediction 
of fraction absorbed of drugs using the ussing chamber technique, Eur. J. 
Pharmaceut. Sci. 48 (1–2) (2013) 166–180, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
ejps.2012.10.007. 

[197] C. Bertulli, M. Gerigk, N. Piano, Y. Liu, D. Zhang, T. Muller, T.J. Knowles, Y.Y. 
S. Huang, Image-assisted microvessel-on-a-chip platform for studying cancer cell 
transendothelial migration dynamics, Sci. Rep. 8 (1) (2018) 12480, https://doi. 
org/10.1038/s41598-018-30776-0. 

[198] Y.T. Ho, G. Adriani, S. Beyer, P.T. Nhan, R.D. Kamm, J.C.Y. Kah, A facile method 
to probe the. vascular permeability of nanoparticles in nanomedicine 
applications, Sci. Rep. 7 (1) (2017) 707, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017- 
00750-3. 

[199] J.F. Wong, M.D. Mohan, E.W.K. Young, C.A. Simmons, Integrated electrochemical 
measurement. of endothelial permeability in a 3d hydrogel-based microfluidic 
vascular model, Biosens. Bioelectron. 147 (2020) 111757, https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.bios.2019.111757. 

[200] J.F. Wong, C.A. Simmons, Microfluidic assay for the on-chip electrochemical 
measurement of cell. monolayer permeability, Lab Chip 19 (6) (2019) 
1060–1070, https://doi.org/10.1039/c8lc01321g. 

[201] L. Wu, Y. Ai, R. Xie, J. Xiong, Y. Wang, Q. Liang, Organoids/organs-on-a-chip: 
new frontiers of. intestinal pathophysiological models, Lab Chip 23 (5) (2023) 
1192–1212, https://doi.org/10.1039/d2lc00804a. 

[202] J. Kim, J. Kim, Y. Jin, S.W. Cho, In situbiosensing technologies for an organ-on-a- 
chip, Biofabrication 15 (4) (2023), https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/aceaae. 

[203] H. Chong, Y. Zha, Q. Yu, M. Cheng, G. Xiong, N. Wang, X. Huang, S. Huang, 
C. Sun, S. Wu, W.H. Chen, L.P. Coelho, K. Ning Expert, Transfer learning-enabled 
context-aware microbial community classification, Briefings Bioinf. 23 (6) 
(2022), https://doi.org/10.1093/bib/bbac396. 

[204] X. He, X. Liu, F. Zuo, H. Shi, J. Jing, Artificial intelligence-based multi-omics 
analysis fuels cancer. precision medicine, Semin. Cancer Biol. 88 (2023) 187–200, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semcancer.2022.12.009. 

[205] J. Li, J. Chen, H. Bai, H. Wang, S. Hao, Y. Ding, B. Peng, J. Zhang, L. Li, W. Huang, 
An overview of organs-on-chips based on deep learning, Research 2022 (2022) 
9869518, https://doi.org/10.34133/2022/9869518. 

H. Wang et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

https://doi.org/10.1515/dx-2022-0052
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-022-01226-0
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2023.1112010
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-060721-015516
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-060721-015516
https://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2023.2221428
https://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2023.2221428
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-023-02858-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-023-02858-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arr.2023.102013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arr.2023.102013
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13206-023-00097-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2023.115355
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2023.115355
https://doi.org/10.1186/2045-8118-10-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/2045-8118-10-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2022.116689
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2022.116689
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2012.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2012.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-30776-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-30776-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00750-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00750-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2019.111757
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2019.111757
https://doi.org/10.1039/c8lc01321g
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2lc00804a
https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/aceaae
https://doi.org/10.1093/bib/bbac396
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semcancer.2022.12.009
https://doi.org/10.34133/2022/9869518

	Establishment and evaluation of on-chip intestinal barrier biosystems based on microfluidic techniques
	1 Introduction
	2 Snapshot of in vivo intestinal barrier
	3 Microfluidic strategies for the construction of intestinal barrier models in vitro
	3.1 Fabrication materials
	3.1.1 Inorganic materials
	3.1.2 Elastomers
	3.1.3 Thermosets and thermoplastics
	3.1.4 Hydrogels

	3.2 Sterilization techniques
	3.3 Microfabrication techniques
	3.3.1 Photolithography
	3.3.2 Milling and laser cutting
	3.3.3 Molding
	3.3.4 3D printing

	3.4 Design principles
	3.4.1 Membrane-based design
	3.4.2 Membrane-free design

	3.5 Cell sources
	3.5.1 Epithelial cells
	3.5.2 Endothelial cells and immune cells
	3.5.3 Microbes

	3.6 Microenvironment parameters
	3.6.1 Oxygen gradient
	3.6.2 Peristalsis and bioflow
	3.6.3 Gut-organ axis


	4 Multidisciplinary strategies for engineering intestinal barrier-on-chip platforms
	4.1 Biosensors
	4.2 3D imaging
	4.3 Multi-omics
	4.4 Artificial intelligence

	5 Indicators used to evaluate microfluidic intestinal barrier models
	5.1 Morphological identification
	5.1.1 Polarized villi-crypt architecture
	5.1.2 Mucus distribution

	5.2 Barrier integrity detection
	5.2.1 Tight junction
	5.2.2 TEER measurement
	5.2.3 Permeability


	6 Conclusions and outlook
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Data availability
	Acknowledgements
	References


