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Abstract: The endothelium is the inner layer of all blood vessels and it regulates hemostasis. It also
plays an active role in the regulation of the systemic inflammatory response. Systemic inflammatory
disease often results in alterations in vascular endothelium barrier function, increased permeability,
excessive leukocyte trafficking, and reactive oxygen species production, leading to organ damage.
Therapeutics targeting endothelium inflammation are urgently needed, but strong concerns regarding
the level of phenotypic heterogeneity of microvascular endothelial cells between different organs
and species have been expressed. Microvascular endothelial cell heterogeneity in different organs
and organ-specific variations in endothelial cell structure and function are regulated by intrinsic
signals that are differentially expressed across organs and species; a result of this is that neutrophil
recruitment to discrete organs may be regulated differently. In this review, we will discuss the mor-
phological and functional variations in differently originated microvascular endothelia and discuss
how these variances affect systemic function in response to inflammation. We will review emerging
in vivo and in vitro models and techniques, including microphysiological devices, proteomics, and
RNA sequencing used to study the cellular and molecular heterogeneity of endothelia from differ-
ent organs. A better understanding of microvascular endothelial cell heterogeneity will provide a
roadmap for developing novel therapeutics to target the endothelium.

Keywords: microvascular endothelial cells; heterogeneity; inflammation; endothelial barrier
permeability; leukocytes; transmigration; microphysiological systems; bMFA; sepsis; protein
kinase Cδ

1. Introduction
Structure/Function of the Endothelium

The endothelium is the innermost cell layer of blood and lymphatic vessels, from the
largest arteries to the smallest capillaries, forming a hierarchical network. Complementing
the function of the blood vasculature, the lymphatic vasculature continuously removes
excess interstitial fluid that leaks from blood vasculature and returns it into the blood
flow to maintain tissue fluid homeostasis. The lymphatic endothelium also plays a major
role in immune reactions, as reviewed elsewhere [1,2]. The blood endothelium serves as
an interface between circulation and surrounding tissue, with most intercellular commu-
nication occurring within the microvasculature composed of arterioles, capillaries, and
venules [3,4]. The endothelium is not a passive element; rather, with its secretory, synthetic,
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metabolic, immunologic, and surface expression functions, the endothelium plays a critical
role in regulating multiple physiological processes, including the control of vascular tone,
angiogenesis, and barrier permeability [5–8].

In the quiescent state, endothelial cells (EC) maintain blood fluidity, regulate vascular
permeability, and maintain limited interactions with circulating leukocytes. During acute
inflammation in pathological conditions, such as sepsis, COVID19, or radiation exposure,
a cascade of inflammatory events can alter the vascular endothelium phenotype, result-
ing in coagulation, increased barrier permeability, and leukocyte trafficking into critical
organs [3,4,9–11]. It is now well recognized that the endothelium has a critical role in the
inflammatory response and plays a key role in proinflammatory mediator production,
coagulation, leukocyte trafficking, and repair of damaged organs, making the endothelium
a critical participant in most inflammatory disease states and a potential therapeutic tar-
get. While all EC across the vasculature in different organs and in different species share
common properties, they can exhibit several phenotypes in different organs, and even
vascular beds within the same organ [3,4,6]. This EC heterogeneity is expressed as diverse
cell morphology, function, and patterns of gene expression [3,4]. Despite the complexity
of heterogeneity, EC provide a potential for targeted drug delivery to specific EC surface
markers in a variety of diseases, such as cancer and pulmonary disease [10–14]. This review
will focus on the heterogeneity of endothelial cells, with a particular emphasis on the
role of the endothelium in two types of acute inflammatory diseases which target lung
endothelia (sepsis and COVID-19), the emerging technologies to study the cellular and
molecular heterogeneity of endothelium, and novel microphysiological systems employing
both human and animal cells to increase translatability for drug development.

2. Endothelium Structure and Heterogeneity
2.1. Endothelium Heterogeneity across Organs

During development, EC originate from mesoderm precursors to form a primitive
vasculature (vasculogenesis) [15,16]. Maturation of the vasculature proceeds with the
formation of new vessels by EC sprouting and splitting through angiogenesis. In response
to epigenetic signals and microenvironmental cues, the EC differentiate into arteries, veins,
capillaries, and lymphatic vessels [3,6,17,18]. Key regulators involved in vasculogenesis
and angiogenesis are VEGF (vascular endothelial growth factor), Ang 1/2 (angiopoietin),
Tie-2, and TGF-β (transforming growth factor-β) [19]. Members of the ETS and FOX tran-
scription factor families have been implicated in early vascular development; however, the
epigenetic signals required for EC differentiation remain to be fully delineated [20]. EC are
capable of sensing and responding to the extracellular microenvironment stimuli, including
biomechanical (e.g., shear force, pressure and cyclical strain) and biochemical stimulus
(e.g., growth factors, hormones, cytokines, chemokines, nitric oxide, oxygen, and reactive
oxygen species). EC phenotypes display marked spatial and temporal organ-specific het-
erogeneity corresponding to their responses to these stimuli [6]. The development of omics
technology has revealed molecular signatures of tissue-specific microvascular endothelial
cells, as discussed in Section 4. A DNA microarray study compared the transcriptional
profiles between arterial and venous EC, and between macrovascular and microvascular
EC, demonstrating the epigenetic signature still exists after multiple passaging of EC [21].

The morphological heterogeneity of endothelium is coupled to its functional het-
erogeneity. Connected by tight junctions, the endothelia of arteries and veins form a
continuous and uninterrupted interface, surrounded by basement membranes and layers
of smooth muscle cells. In arteries and arterioles, EC align and elongate parallel to the
direction of blood flow and regulate vascular tone. In contrast, EC in veins and venules are
mostly polygonal instead of elongated in shape, lack specific orientation, and are generally
more permeable than arteries with post-capillary venules serving as the primary sites
of leukocyte extravasation during inflammation [22]. These characteristics are closely
correlated to differences in both hemodynamic environments and the functional properties
of vessels [23]. As the smallest blood vessels, with the diameter of 5 to 10 µm formed
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by a single layer of EC, capillaries are the primary site of substance exchange with the
surrounding tissues. Capillary endothelia can be classified as continuous, fenestrated,
or discontinuous (Table 1). Continuous capillaries permit the diffusion of water, small
molecules, and lipid-soluble materials, but not plasma proteins, into the surrounding
tissues and interstitial fluid. Larger molecules and nutrients pass through the endothelium
by transcytosis, a process regulated by specific transporters. Transport of macromolecules
occurs through the transcellular pathway (transcytosis, through the cell body regulated by
the cell membrane lipid bilayer) that is regulated, in part, by cytoskeleton proteins such
as actin [24–27], and is often altered by immune activation. Transendothelial electrical
resistance (TEER) is an index of current flow via the paracellular route (through the junc-
tions between cells and regulated by junctional proteins) or via the transcellular route [28].
These different regulatory mechanisms may become more prominent depending on the
phenomenon being studied. For example, we have shown that TNF-α activation had a
larger impact on BBB permeability to a 40-kDa dextran (threefold increase) compared to
TEER (23% reduction), indicating a shift from transcellular to paracellular transport [29].
Continuous capillaries exist in a more specialized state in the blood–brain barrier (BBB),
where the EC are firmly linked together by tight junctions supported by pericytes and
astrocytes, with no fenestrae and an extremely low rate of transcytosis. These special
features protect the brain from harmful substances but are also obstacles for the delivery of
therapeutic drugs into the brain [3].

Table 1. Examples of endothelial cell heterogeneity across organs.

EC Phenotypes Location Characteristics Specialized Function Diagram

Continuous • BBB EC of brain

• Specialized tight
junctions (occludin,
claudin, and junctional
adhesion molecule),
supported by pericytes
and astrocytes

• No fenestrae
• Extremely low rate

of transcytosis
• Dense

endothelial glycocalyx

• Highly selective barrier
to protect brain from
harmful substances

• Specialized for efficient
glucose transport to
the brain

• Substrate-specific
transporters for selective
transfer (nutrients
and metabolites)
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component of the diaphragm’s formation [30,32,33]. The pores not only enable the rapid
exchange of water but also permit the uptake and secretion of solutes between plasma
and interstitial fluid. Fenestrated endothelia can be found in organs with absorption,
filtration, and secretion functions, such as endocrine and exocrine glands, gastric and
intestinal mucosa, choroid plexus, glomeruli, a subpopulation of renal tubules, and in
some tumors. Though discontinuous endothelium is similar to fenestrated endothelium,
its fenestrations have a larger diameter without a diaphragm and inadequate coverage
by thinner basal lamina, which facilitates substance exchange and cell migration between
blood and interstitial fluid. Sinusoids, as the discontinuous endothelium, are located in
the liver, spleen, bone marrow, and several endocrine organs. Blood flow slows down
in sinusoids to extend the duration time, allowing extensive exchange in these organs
while the phagocytic cells patrol and engulf exogenous pathogens, damaged cells, and
debris [3,34].

The glycocalyx, which consists of proteoglycans (mainly heparan sulfate) and gly-
coproteins, covers the membrane of endothelial cells, and also exhibits organ-specific
differences. The glycocalyx regulates key vascular endothelium functions such as perme-
ability, leukocyte adhesion, shear stress transmission, and anti-inflammatory defenses [35].
Glycocalyx size correlates to vessel diameter, ranging from several 100 nm in capillaries up
to 10 µm in the carotid artery, thus directly affecting organ perfusion [36]. In the sinusoidal
capillaries of the liver, the glycocalyx is thin, whereas, in the glomerular endothelium
fenestrae, it provides an additional filtration barrier. In the continuous capillary, such as in
the lung and cremaster muscle, the glycocalyx is thicker than it is in the liver. Amongst con-
tinuous endothelium, the glycocalyx in the brain microvasculature is particularly dense and
resistant to inflammatory-induced vascular injury, and may serve a protective function [36].

The complement system is an important mediator of the immune system and is
composed of 3 separate but overlapping pathways comprised of the classical, lectin, and
alternative pathways. During inflammation or infection, complement components inter-
act with EC, producing alterations in EC permeability, cytokine/chemokine production,
leukocyte trafficking, and chemotaxis [37]. Variations in endothelial structure and function
are observed at different levels of the vascular tree, resulting in differential responses to
complement components. Comparative studies of renal and brain EC have demonstrated
differential complement-mediated activation [38], with the kidney identified as an organ
at risk for complement-induced EC damage [39]. Alternative complement pathway (AP)
activation and regulation were compared in brain microvascular endothelial cells (BMVEC)
with human glomerular vascular endothelial cells (GMVEC) to gain insight into the relative
cerebral and renal injury in atypical hemolytic uremic syndrome (aHUS) and bone marrow
transplantation-associated thrombotic microangiopathy (TA-TMA). BMVECs were more
resistant to TNF-mediated AP activation than GMVECs [38]. Additionally, under both
control and TNF-activated conditions, production of AP regulatory proteins was decreased
in GMVECs compared to BMVECS, and they act to suppress the generation of C3a and C5a,
which function as pro-inflammatory polypeptides (anaphylatoxins). These results suggest
a mechanism of increased susceptibility of the kidneys and relative resistance of the brain
to AP-mediated injury in aHUS and (TA-TMA) TA-TMA [38]. However, the differences in
complement regulation in individual vascular beds are not completely understood [39].

2.2. Endothelium Heterogeneity across Species

Several studies have shown a number of differences and similarities in EC between
different species [40–44]. These studies are important, as therapeutics for many diseases
are often developed in animal models before clinical trials. However, there are concerns
regarding the level of agreement between animal models and human diseases [45,46], and
responses in mouse models often poorly correlate with the human conditions [46].

In vitro model cell systems have been used by several groups to investigate EC species
differences [47,48]. Using a novel biomimetic microphysiological system (see description
in Section 4.3), we examined human and mouse lung microvascular EC (HLMVEC and
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MLMVEC, respectively) under physiologically relevant flow conditions [47]. While a
number of parameters were similar in the lung EC of mice and humans, significant differ-
ences were observed in microfilament alignment, TEER, and EC barrier permeability in
response to inflammatory conditions, indicating differences in EC barrier function. On EC,
selectins are important for leukocyte rolling, while adhesion molecules, such as ICAM-1
(intercellular adhesion molecule-1) and VCAM-1 (vascular cell adhesion molecule-1), are
important for leukocyte transendothelial migration. In response to TNF, both HLMVEC
and MLMVEC increased expression of E-selectin and VCAM-1. Surprisingly, in contrast to
HLMVEC, ICAM-1, was not upregulated in TNF-activated MLMVEC. As ICAM-1 is an
important regulator of leukocyte migration, our studies indicate that leukocyte–endothelial
cell interaction may be regulated differently in mouse and human lung endothelia [47].

Other groups employing organ-on chip models have also demonstrated significant
species differences. A novel liver-chip model, consisting of primary hepatocytes interfaced
with liver sinusoidal EC, has shown different lipid accumulation in rat and human models
following drug treatment [48]. Furthermore, the rat model was shown to develop indicators
of liver fibrosis to a greater extent than the human model.

In addition to functional studies, protein expression studies have also been used to
examine EC species differences. For example, expression of selenoprotein isolated from
multiple different human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVEC) showed little variability
and was similar over eight passages, while EC isolated from pig and bovine aorta showed
significant differences in selenoprotein expression compared to human cells [49]. As
discussed in Section 4, emerging techniques and biomimetic models of endothelial cell
function will allow us to develop a clearer understanding of the significance of species
differences between human and animal EC.

3. Endothelial Cell Alterations in Acute Inflammation
3.1. Endothelium Activation in Sepsis

Sepsis is a clinical syndrome defined as life-threatening organ dysfunction caused by
a dysregulated host response to infection that can be bacterial, fungal protozoal, or viral in
origin [50]. The vascular endothelium is an active participant in the inflammatory response
during sepsis (Figure 1). During inflammatory diseases such as sepsis, pathogen-associated
molecular patterns (PAMPs) and damage-associated molecular patterns (DAMPs, cellular
components released by damaged tissues) interact with pattern recognition receptors
(PRR) located on immune cells and EC, and reprogram EC from an anti-inflammatory
to a pro-inflammatory phenotype [51,52]. Signaling through PRR activates NF-κB and
other proinflammatory transcription factors, resulting in the synthesis and release of
cytokines (e.g., TNF-α and IL-1β), chemokines (e.g., IL-8 and MCP-1), and other pro-
inflammatory signaling molecules, as well as the upregulation of adhesion molecules
(e.g., VCAM-1, ICAM-1, and vascular endothelial cadherin (VE-cadherin) [53–57]. Sepsis-
induced activation of EC results in alterations in barrier permeability, increased leukocyte–
endothelial cell interaction, and induction of cell apoptosis. Adherens junction (cadherin
family) and tight junction (occludin and claudin families) molecules are downregulated in
the endothelium during sepsis [29,58–62]. Changes in barrier function are associated with
shedding of the endothelial glycocalyx [51]. Loss of EC function induced by glycocalyx
shedding in sepsis can lead to a dampening ability of EC to appropriately respond to
shear stress. Glycocalyx shedding can also lead to impairment of EC antithrombotic
fibrinolytic functions, resulting in thrombocyte adhesion and coagulation activation. As a
result, activated EC release phosphatidylserine, which amplifies disseminated intravascular
coagulation (DIC) [52,63]. The damaging of the glycocalyx also results in oxidative stress
by compromising the antioxidant effects of heparan sulfate, which suppresses oxygen free
radical production and maintains NO availability [64,65]. Following these events, there is
increased permeability of proteins, fluids, and leukocytes, resulting in interstitial leakage
or capillary leak syndrome, which could lead to organ damage.
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Figure 1. Endothelial cell activation in sepsis: increased barrier permeability and neutrophil migration: (A) Under normal
conditions, the vascular endothelium is covered by the glycocalyx to form a tight barrier that regulates barrier permeability,
neutrophil migration, and anti-inflammatory defenses. (B) During sepsis, PAMPS and DAMPS activate neutrophils and
endothelial cells to produce cytokines and chemoattractants, which activate neutrophils to display surface molecules that
interact with adhesion molecules expressed by activated endothelium. The rolling step involves interactions of E/P-selectin
and their ligand (e.g., PSGL-1) on neutrophils, which slows down the neutrophil. The next step, firm adhesion, is mediated
by adhesion molecules of endothelium, including ICAM-1, ICAM-2, and VCAM-1, and their neutrophil ligands, β2 integrins.
In response to chemoattractants, adhered neutrophils migrate through endothelial junctions, involving PECAM-1 and JAMs.
Activated neutrophils release cytokines, ROS, and proteases, or undergo NETs formation. During sepsis, the glycocalyx is
degraded, endothelial cell tight junctions are damaged, and there is increased endothelial cell apoptosis, leading to damaged
barrier function and increased permeability.

During sepsis, an excessive number of neutrophils are recruited from blood ves-
sels into the tissue compartment, leading to tissue damage and subsequent organ failure
(Figure 1). Circulating neutrophils activated during sepsis are critical regulators of en-
dothelial function by both secretion-dependent and adhesion-dependent events, which
can damage EC, leading to organ dysfunction [66,67]. Neutrophils regulate EC through
the formation of neutrophil extracellular traps (NETs), degranulation, and the secretion of
reactive oxygen species (ROS) and reactive nitrogen species (RNS). The release of elastase,
matrix metalloproteases, and myeloperoxidase (MPO) from neutrophil granules can cleave
the protective glycocalyx, exposing the endothelial cell surface, resulting in enhanced
leukocyte adhesion, endothelial cell activation, and increased barrier permeability [66,68].
The binding of NETs to vascular endothelium also increases permeability through dis-
ruption of adherens junctions and cytoskeleton reorganization [66]. Neutrophil-derived
extracellular vesicles containing barrier disrupting cargo can also produce junctional disor-
ganization, barrier disruption, and increased permeability [66]. Thus, while neutrophils
are critical to host defense, neutrophil dysregulation in sepsis can play a critical role in the
development of EC damage, leading to multiple organ dysfunction syndrome (MODS) and
increased mortality.
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3.2. The Classical Leukocyte Recruitment Process in Sepsis

The crosstalk between leukocytes and EC is composed of a series of interactions that
orchestrate rolling, adhesion, and transmigration [55,69,70], leading to the migration of
arrested leukocytes across endothelial cells to inflamed tissues via a multi-step process
controlled by concurrent chemoattractant-dependent signals, adhesive events, and hemody-
namic shear forces [57,71–73]. Selectins and a combination of integrins/immunoglobulins,
chemokines, and chemoattractants mediate leukocyte–endothelium interactions [74]. The
classical leukocyte recruitment process involves a multistep cascade including rolling,
followed by firm adhesion and transmigration. Each step in the cascade is mediated by
interactions of cell adhesion molecules on the surface of the endothelium with leukocyte
ligands, as well as the expression of chemokines that direct the movement of leukocytes.
Binding of endothelial E-selectin and P-selectin to leukocyte carbohydrate-based ligands
initiates the rolling of leukocytes on the endothelium. Then, firm adhesion is achieved
by binding of EC adhesion molecules, including VCAM-1 and ICAM-1, to leukocyte
integrins. Leukocyte transmigration may occur between EC or through EC, known as
transcellular and paracellular migration, respectively [75,76]. Transmigration is regulated
by junctional adhesion molecules (JAM-C), VE-cadherin, and platelet endothelial adhesion
molecule (PECAM-1) [77]. Similar to permeability, leukocyte migration occurs primarily
in postcapillary venules supported by the preferential expression of E-selectin, P-selectin,
VCAM-1, and ICAM-1 in these vessels [6]. However, as a result of organ-specific EC
heterogeneity in cell structure and function, neutrophil trafficking to discrete organs may
be differentially regulated.

3.3. The Classical Rules of Leukocyte–Endothelial Interactions Do Not Apply Universally

The classical leukocyte recruitment paradigm was primarily established by studying
the microvasculature of the murine cremaster muscle [72]. However, further studies of
different organ systems have determined that EC phenotype, morphology, and gene expres-
sion vary significantly among different vascular beds, resulting in different mechanisms of
endothelial–leukocyte interactions. Leukocyte trafficking occurs primarily in postcapillary
venules but, under certain conditions, it may also occur in other segments of the vascular
tree, including large veins, arterioles, and capillaries [22]. For example, leukocyte adhesion
and transmigration in the pulmonary circulation occurs chiefly in alveolar capillaries while,
in the bronchial circulation, it occurs primarily in the post-capillary venules. Furthermore,
the involvement of rolling motion or the requirement of E-/P-selectin in neutrophil recruit-
ment seems to be dependent on the stimulus [77]. For example, leukocyte recruitment in
Streptococcus pneumoniae-induced lung inflammation does not require the involvement
of E- or P-selectin, while neutrophil recruitment in endotoxin-treated mice was dependent
on E- and L-selectin [78,79]. Mechanical trapping of neutrophils in pulmonary capillaries
may eliminate the need for rolling on the endothelium. As the diameter of the pulmonary
capillaries is smaller than that of the neutrophil, neutrophils require longer time to deform
to pass through the capillary. As a result, neutrophil transit time is prolonged, resulting in
a higher concentration of neutrophils within the pulmonary capillary, known as neutrophil
margination. Furthermore, neutrophils activated by cytokines become stiffer, contributing
to neutrophil trapping in the capillary. Therefore, neutrophil capture in the lung is medi-
ated by neutrophil deformability rather than selectin induced rolling [80,81]. However,
prolonged firm adhesion and subsequent transmigration in the lung is at least partially
dependent on ICAM-1 [82].

During liver inflammation, 80% of leukocyte adhesion occurs in the sinusoidal en-
dothelium compared to 20% in post-sinusoidal venules [83]. Similar to the lung, the
adhesion in the sinusoids is not dependent on selectins and thus rolling. However, it is
worth noting that ICAM-1 is essential for leukocyte adhesion within the sinusoids [83]. In
normal glomeruli, neutrophils and monocytes are retained in capillaries for up to several
minutes (“dwell time”). Induction of glomerular inflammation results in activation of
leukocytes and an increase in the duration of leukocyte retention in the glomerulus, which
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is shown to be Mac-1 dependent [84]. Though rolling is not required for leukocyte adhesion,
the subsequent recruitment process in the glomeruli requires P-selectin and ICAM-1, as
well as leukocytic PSGL-1 and β2-integrins [85]. However, it is noteworthy that glomeruli
EC do not express P-selectin, but utilize platelets as a source of P-selectin for leukocyte
recruitment [85].

3.4. Endothelium Activation in COVID-19

The coronavirus disease of 2019 (COVID-19) is caused by the severe acute respiratory
syndrome coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2) [86,87]. In severe cases of COVID-19, pneumo-
nia can develop, resulting in viral sepsis. Early findings in this rapidly evolving field
indicate that EC from different organs are involved in COVID-19, including the lung [88].
Angiotensin converting enzyme 2 (ACE2), by which the SARS-CoV-2 accesses the cell,
is expressed in both lung EC and epithelial cells [89,90]. The entry of the SARS-CoV-2
virus into the cells is also mediated by other receptors including transmembrane serin
protease 2, sialic acid receptors, and extracellular matrix metalloproteinase inducers, which
are also expressed by EC [90]. There is both preclinical and clinical evidence supporting the
hypothesis that the endothelium is a key target in COVID-19 [90]. Major symptoms found
in COVID-19 patients, such as increased blood pressure, thrombosis, and pulmonary em-
bolism, suggest that the SARS-CoV-2 virus targets the endothelium and alters endothelial
function [90]. Furthermore, histopathologic features in COVID-19 suggest a complement-
mediated endotheliopathy [91], and EC abnormalities were observed in many organs such
as kidney, liver, lung, heart, and small bowel [88]. Additionally, evidence of the ACE2
expression on the vascular endothelium has led to the hypothesis that the endothelium
is infected by SARS-CoV-2, inducing injury and activating complement, thus leading to a
persistence in inflammation [92].

A major cause of morbidity and mortality of COVID-19 is the result of the development
of acute lung injury, often leading to severe acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) [93].
Pulmonary EC damage is an important contributing factor to the development of ARDS [94].
Lung pathology from COVID-19 patients demonstrated erosion of of endothelial cells in
systemic venules and the presence of vasculitus, indicating strong vascular reactions [95].
In addition, there was evidence of significant neutrophil infiltration and trafficking into
the alveolar space in these patients [95]. NETs have also been reported to be enhanced in
COVID-19 patients compared to healthy controls [96]. NETS are important for pathogen
clearance but can also significantly damage EC. Thus, based on preclinical and clinical
studies, EC are thought to play a major role in the intiation and development of COVID-19,
and targeting EC may provide novel therapeutic approaches for the treatment of this
disease [94,97].

4. Emerging Techniques and Biomimetic Models to Study Endothelial Cell Function
4.1. RNA Sequencing

Emerging techniques, such as (single cell) RNA-sequencing, have facilitated the study
of EC heterogeneity. RNA sequencing uses high-throughput sequencing methods to
provide insight into the transcriptome [98,99] by revealing the differential gene expression
patterns of EC from different species, different organs, and within the same tissue. For
example, EC isolated from heart, lung, liver, and kidney have distinct expression patterns
of gene clusters regulating barrier function, angiogenic potential, and metabolic rate. The
heterogeneous organization of vasculature in various organs is characterized in part by the
differential expression of EC markers, such as PECAM-1, VE Cadherin, and von Willebrand
factor (vWF) [4]. Transcriptomics study with single cell RNA sequencing has shown a
seamless continuum of transcriptional states of endothelial cells as they transition from
arterial into capillary and then venous phenotypes (zonation), with the prevalence of BBB-
associated trans-endothelial molecular transporters in capillaries and veins highlighting
the known physiology at these vascular locations [100].
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RNA sequencing has shown that, of the 18,910 genes expressed at baseline, the number
of tissue-specific differentially expressed genes are 1692, 1052, 570 for brain, lung and heart
endothelia, respectively, indicating different organ-specific gene signatures [101]. Lung
endothelium has a high expression of genes involved in immune function such as leukocyte
cell–cell adhesion, T cell activation, leukocyte migration, and regulation of immune system
processes [101]. For example, high expression of MHC class II genes, which are responsible
for antigen presentation, is observed in lung EC, implying its immune surveillance func-
tion [102,103]. Pulmonary endothelium, together with epithelial cells, form gas exchange
units, which are in contact with the external environment and thus various external stimuli.
The high expression of immune genes ensures a rapid immune response and emphasizes
the important role of pulmonary endothelium in host defense. In accordance with the
role of BBB in securing the brain microenvironment, brain EC express high level of genes
involved in transport process [101,102]. A similar trend was found in heart EC, where
the genes regulating cardiac muscle tissue development, myofibril assembly, and cardiac
contraction were upregulated compared with EC from other organs [101].

4.2. Proteomics

The use of proteomics has provided important insight into differential expression
of proteins within different types of EC. Compared to genomics, proteomics can provide
direct insight into protein expression, allosteric regulation, alternative splicing, and dy-
namic protein–protein interactions [104,105]. Either an unbiased or targeted approach
can be used to identify proteomic changes in disease pathologies or in response to vary-
ing experimental conditions. The unbiased approach focuses on identifying hundreds
and thousands of proteins in a single analysis, while targeted proteomics requires prior
knowledge of the proteins of interest before quantification of those proteins under dif-
ferent experimental conditions [105–107]. Protein analysis is usually accomplished by
2D gel electrophoresis (2DGE) for the separation of proteins based on charge (especially
if proteins are post-translationally modified) and mass, and liquid chromatography in
combination with mass spectrometry (LC-MS). For mass spectrometry-based proteomic
analysis, matrix-assisted laser desorption/ionization (MALDI) and electrospray ionization
(ESI) have become important tools for the ionization of biomolecules [108].

In organ/tissue-specific microvascular endothelial beds, not all omic changes are
the same especially under normal or inflammatory conditions in human or mice EC.
Although most studies of human EC proteomics have been conducted using HUVEC
cells [109,110], the use of these cells does not represent an optimal model for recapitulating
the 3D microenvironment of the microvasculature, which is significantly impacted under
inflammatory conditions. More recent studies have employed mouse models and isolated
mouse EC to examine EC heterogeneity under physiological and inflammatory conditions,
particularly in brain, heart, kidneys, liver, and lung EC [101,111–113]. These studies
demonstrated organ-specific EC have unique translatome patterns and omic signatures
under homeostatic and inflammatory conditions. For example, in brain EC, top pathways
included synapse organization, axon development, and neurotransmitter transport, while
lung EC exhibited pathways correlating with immunity (i.e., T cell activation and leukocyte
migration), as the lung is constantly exposed to inhaled pathogens. Conversely, heart EC
have pathways related to cardiac muscle development and contraction due to energetic
demands of cardiomyocytes. In summary, these murine studies demonstrate that organ-
specific EC exhibit differential transcriptomic and proteomic expression, as well as unique
cell surface markers; these are important considerations in the development of targeted
therapeutics. Thus, the microvascular EC phenotype is affected not only by its unique,
“zip code” omic signature but also by tissue microenvironment cues such as hemodynamic
forces exerted by blood flow in a 3D morphology and interactions with nearby parenchymal
cells in its microenvironment.
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4.3. The Promise of Microphysiological Systems and Their Limitations

Microphysiological systems (MPS), a terminology often used synonymously with
“organ-on-chip” and “microfluidic systems”, generally consist of an interconnected set
of 2D and 3D cell cultures in microfluidic devices which can overcome many drawbacks
of monolayer static cell culture systems by better reproducing the in vivo endothelial
microenvironment. A strength of these systems is their ability to employ animal or human
cells, which increases translatability and the potential for drug screening. MPS can serve
as in vitro models of brain, GI tract, lung, liver, and skin microvasculature, and they are
rapidly becoming the new standard for investigating vascular biology, pharmacology, and
toxicology [29,48,114–119].

Our group has developed a novel biomimetic microfluidic assay (bMFA) (Figure 2) [120],
which reproduces the topography and flow conditions of the in vivo microvascular net-
works, for studying the leukocyte–endothelial cell interaction and endothelial function
in vitro under physiologically realistic conditions (Supplementary Video). Microvascular
network morphologies obtained from in vivo animal data were digitized using a Geo-
graphic Information System approach [121] for subsequent generation of synthetic mi-
crovascular networks using soft-lithography processes to develop the bMFA [122–126]. This
microfluidic assay consists of vascular channels in communication with an extra-vascular
tissue compartment filled with chemoattractants via a porous barrier region. Our bMFA re-
solves and facilitates real-time assessment of individual steps of neutrophil–endothelial cell
interaction migration cascade in a single system, including rolling, firm arrest, spreading,
and migration of neutrophils into the extra-vascular tissue space. EC form a confluent and
complete 3D lumen in vascular channels under physiological flow (Figure 3). Neutrophils
circulate in the vascular channels and interact with EC as they do under physiological
conditions. The bMFA enables the assessment of individual steps of the entire neutrophil
adhesion cascade in a single assay, including rolling, firm adhesion, and migration into the
extravascular tissue space [47,120,123]. Neutrophil rolling and adhesion patterns to EC in
the bMFA are similar to what is detected in vivo by intravital microscopy with preferential
binding to activated EC near bifurcations [125–127]. Unlike what is observed with neu-
trophil binding to static EC monolayers, neutrophil binding is greatest in regions of low
shear rates and minimal in regions of high shear rates (shear rate > 120 1/s), demonstrating
that fluidic shear rate strongly influences neutrophil adhesion to EC [120].

Recently, additional biomimetic microphysiological systems have been developed that
reconstitute the critical functional alveolar–capillary interface of the human lung by co-
culture of pulmonary microvascular EC and epithelial cells subjected to cyclic mechanical
strain, which can reproduce the complex integrated organ-level responses to bacteria
and inflammatory cytokines introduced into the alveolar space, and model nanoparticle
transport from alveoli into the lung vasculature [115]. Another microphysiological system,
consisting of an air–liquid interface, with epithelial cells in the apical channel (exposed to
air) and EC under shear flow in basolateral channels (exposed to plasma and/or blood cells),
can model either small tubular airway or alveolar environments [116]. The latter system
also enables functional imaging of the interior of the airway lumen (e.g., quantitation
of cilia motion including beat frequency and mucociliary transport) and microvascular
environment in the alveolus (e.g., surfactant production and leukocyte adhesion and
migration) [116]. Similar in vitro airway models of the air–liquid interface have been used
to study alveolar repair and inhalation toxicology [128–130]. The use of human cells may fill
the gap regarding species heterogeneity between in vivo animal models and human disease.
In addition, it has been shown that alveolar epithelial cells can be derived from human-
induced pluripotent stem cells, implying the huge potential of these cells to overcome the
problem of human cell availability [129]. A BBB on-a-chip microfluidic system enables the
co-culture of brain EC with astrocytes under physiological flow conditions. The system
is able to mimic the in vivo brain microenvironmental conditions and the optically clear
microfluidic BBB on a chip allows for real-time visualization and measurements of BBB
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permeability and its dynamic interactions with leukocytes [29]. Several other microfluidic
platforms modeling BBB degenerative diseases have also been developed recently [131].

While microphysiological systems are useful for providing important insight into EC
function, like all other model systems, these have significant limitations, and the labeling
of these systems as “organ-on-chip” should not be taken literally. For example, these
systems usually include the co-culture of only a few cell types in a mostly mechanically
stiff synthetic or gel scaffold, and they usually lack other important in vivo components
such as other cell types present in the tissue and the matrix. Additional limitations include
the type of polymer for chip design, time in culture, or exposure to proper levels of shear
stress. For example, incompletely cured PDMS (the most common polymer used for chip
design) can leach out and contaminate the medium and cells within the device, especially
during long-term culture [132]. EC require exposure to shear flow to function normally and
the level of shear to which they are exposed can determine their phenotype, as well as their
morphology and function [133]. Design of microfluidic systems must include vascularized
networks to provide oxygen and nutrients to multiple cell types that are required to mimic
the in vivo microenvironment. The use of 3-D printing to create these more realistic MPS,
especially for fabrication of circulatory and pulmonary systems, has been reported [134,135].
Furthermore, the use of iPSC (induced pluripotent stem cells) for creating vascularized
organoids containing EC and pericytes that can assemble into capillary networks may
represent a novel approach for studying diseases caused by vascular dysfunction [136].
More comprehensive reviews on the advantages and limitations of microfluidic models for
various applications can be found elsewhere [132,137–139]. As with other model systems,
MPS are most useful when employed to study specific, well-designed hypotheses leveraging
the strengths of these systems.
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Figure 3. Endothelial cells form a complete lumen in the bMFA: (A) phase contrast images show
endothelial cells are lined up in the direction of flow (scale bar is 100 µm). (B) Confocal micrograph
of endothelial cells showing 3D lumen formation in the vascular channel; F-actin is labeled in green
and nuclei is labeled in red. (Reproduced with permission from reference [120]).

5. Leveraging Emerging Technologies to Enhance Translatability of
Ec-Targeted Therapeutics

Animal models, particularly rodents, have been used extensively for preclinical drug
development. Unfortunately, as a result of significant species differences, the predictive
power of success in human studies is severely limited. For example, all of the ~150 drugs
that were recently developed in rodent models to treat sepsis have failed in clinical tri-
als [141,142]. A significant limitation of rodent models is their differing and sometimes
contradictory response to therapeutics compared humans [6,22,45,46,143,144]. Further,
the phenotypic heterogeneity of different types of EC may also limit therapeutic devel-
opment. This lack of clinical applicability is a significant limitation of rodent models for
screening therapeutics for efficacy and toxicity for clinical applications [22,45,46,143,144].
Therefore, there is an urgent need for the development of models that better represent the
human disease and new approaches to screen potential therapeutics. A recent NIH sepsis
report encourages the “use of discovery science, computational, as well as cell-culture
and organoid-type methods in preclinical sepsis research and organoid-type methods in
practical sepsis research” using “human clinical material” and “preclinical research end-
points that specifically align with drug discovery” [145]. The microphysiological systems
discussed in Section 4.3 can use human cells to significantly enhance translatability of
therapeutic findings from animal models. These 3D culture systems can mimic the mi-
croenvironment of different organs, are not limited to a single cell types, and can model the
communication of these multiple cell types, which is critical to organ function. In addition,
the effect of therapeutics can be tested under physiologically relevant conditions, such
as shear force for vascular modeling or mechanical stretch for lung modeling. EC have
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an important role in these microphysiological or organ-on-chip models, as they play a
critical role in organ communication with the vascular system and drug delivery. These
microphysiological systems have been used to study drug development and microvascular
physiology in vascular networks, blood–brain barrier, and lung-on-a-chip [146–148]. In
most cases, these models employ organs specific human EC to increase translatability.

We have utilized our bMFA system to test a novel therapeutic that targets lung inflam-
mation. We identified protein kinase C-delta (PKCδ) as a critical regulator of inflammation.
In a rodent model of sepsis, we demonstrated that PKCδ was activated in the lung en-
dothelium, and selective PKCδ inhibition with a specific PKCδ-TAT peptide inhibitor
attenuated neutrophil influx into the lung, decreased ICAM-1 and VCAM-1 expression,
reduced alveolar-capillary permeability, decreased pulmonary edema, and preserved lung
architecture [149–152]. These rodent studies suggest that targeting PKCδ is a potential
therapeutic strategy in sepsis for the protection of organ function through the preservation
of endothelial barrier permeability and the control of neutrophil migration. Using the
bMFA, we were able to investigate specific mechanisms or steps in neutrophil–endothelial
interactions that were regulated by PKCδ, and to ascertain whether PKCδ was a critical
regulator of the inflammatory response in human cells controlling neutrophil infiltration
across endothelia and a loss of barrier function [29,47,120].

Our studies in bMFA demonstrate that proinflammatory cytokines, such as TNF,
increase EC adhesion molecule expression and neutrophil trafficking through human
endothelial cells [47,120,140,153]. Cytokine-activated human EC treated with the PKCδ

inhibitor exhibited significantly decreased neutrophil adhesion and migration, consistent
with our in vivo observations in rodents (Figure 4) [47,120,140]. Mechanistic studies demon-
strated that PKCδ regulated expression of the adhesion molecules E-selectin, VCAM-1, and
ICAM-1 (Figure 4) [47]. PKCδ is also an important regulator of endothelial cell permeability,
and PKCδ inhibition attenuated TNF-mediated endothelial cell permeability and decreased
TEER [29,47].
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treatment with the PKCδ inhibitor. Neutrophil adhesion occurred preferentially at low shear rates and near bifurcations in
the bMFA. (B) In response to fMLP, human neutrophil migration across TNFα-activated endothelial cells was significantly
increased compared to untreated cells. Treatment with the PKCδ inhibitor reduced migration to untreated levels. (C) TNFα
treatment increased the expression of the adhesion molecules, E-selectin, ICAM-1, and VCAM-1, but not JAM-C, indicating
selective regulation. PKCδ inhibitor treatment significantly decreased E-selectin, ICAM-1, and VCAM-1, but not JAM-C
expression. (Reproduced with permission from reference [47]) (n = 4 for panel A and B, n = 3 for panel C, data is presented
as Mean ± SEM, one-way ANOVA, ** p < 0.01, and *** p < 0.001).

Microphysiological systems that mimic the microenvironment of the BBB show great
potential for developing and screening therapeutics for treating neuro-inflammation [29,154].
For example, we employed our novel blood–brain barrier (BBB) on a chip (B3C), which
uses primary human brain microvascular endothelial cells, to show the efficacy of the
PKCδ inhibitor for treating different types of activated EC [29]. Similar to our rodent model
of sepsis-induced brain inflammation, we demonstrated that PKCδ activation is a key
signaling event that dysregulates the structural and functional integrity of BBB, which
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leads to vascular damage and inflammation-induced tissue damage due to neutrophil
transmigration [29]. PKCδ inhibition prevented activation of human brain endothelial cells,
protected BBB structure integrity, and prevented neutrophil migration across BBB endothe-
lial cells. Our data suggest that PKCδ-TAT peptide inhibitor has therapeutic potential for
the prevention or reduction of cerebrovascular injury in sepsis-induced vascular damage.
Thus, PKCδ plays a key role in the regulation of proinflammatory signaling, controlling the
activation and recruitment of neutrophils, as well as regulating endothelial permeability,
TEER, and tight junction protein expression [29,120,149,151,152,155,156].

Other groups have employed similar microphysiological models to test the efficacy
of potential therapeutics. Vascular network models have been used to investigate drug
toxicities, the regulation of angiogenesis, and risk factors for the development of throm-
bosis [146]. A “vessel chip”, which contained a layer of confluent EC, was perfused with
human blood at physiological relevant shear stress to examine blood–endothelial cell in-
teractions [157]. This model was used to examine key risk factors for the development
of thrombosis, such as platelet aggregation, platelet–endothelial cell interaction, clot for-
mation, and markers of coagulation in response to antibodies against CD40L. Another
model of vascular endothelium examined the regulation of angiogenesis and mechanisms
involved in capillary vessel sprouting [158]. This microphysiological system was used to
screen combinations of pro- and anti-angiogenic compounds to identify key mechanisms
involved in the complex multicellular process of angiogenesis. Mimetic 3D models of
the BBB have also been used to examine neuroinflammation and the impact on brain
endothelial barrier permeability [159]. When brain microvascular endothelial cells were co-
cultured with astrocytes and pericytes to model the BBB, the addition of TNF compromised
barrier function and increased permeability, as demonstrated by decreased TEER and a
reduction in the expression of tight junction proteins. Treatment with the glucocorticoid
dexamethasone was protective, and it attenuated TNF-induced barrier permeability.

Several groups have used “lung-on-a-chip” to examine different pulmonary patholo-
gies. These models contain both endothelial and epithelial cells to mimic the capillary–
alveolar interface, often with cyclic mechanical stretching, to model lung movement during
respiration [147]. These models have been used to examine the therapeutic efficacy of
angiopoietin-1 and a transient receptor potential vanilloid 4 (TRPV4) ion channel inhibitor
on IL-2- induced pulmonary edema [160]. Other studies have examined drug toxicity of the
antitumor drug gefitinib, which targets epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR), and the
effects of titanium oxide and zinc oxide nanoparticles on endothelial and epithelial apopto-
sis [161,162]. We recently developed a biomimetic microfluidic tumor microenvironment
(bMTM) model comprised of a co-culture of tumor and human breast tumor-associated EC
in a 3D microenvironment [163]. Using this model, we demonstrated that EC permeability
significantly increased in the presence of either tumor cell-conditioned media or tumor cells.
The magnitude of this increase in permeability was significantly higher in the presence
of metastatic breast tumor cells compared to non-metastatic ones. Thus, these emerging
microphysiological systems, employing primary human EC to increase translatability, have
significant potential in applications such as cell–cell/cell–drug carrier interaction studies
and rapid screening of novel therapeutics/drug carriers.

6. Conclusions

EC are recognized as critical mediators in the progression of systemic inflammatory
disease. Dysregulated endothelium leads to impaired functions, including upregulated
expression of adhesion molecules, proinflammatory signaling, disrupted barrier integrity,
and excessive neutrophil recruitment. However, the development of clinically relevant
therapeutics has been complicated in large part by the recognition of EC heterogeneity
between different species and different organs. The increasing utilization of emerging models
such as microphysiological systems using human cells and other analytic tools may provide
novel insights to not only better understand EC function but also to develop more clinically
relevant novel therapeutics for treating inflammatory disease.
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76. Mickael, M.-E.; Kubick, N.; Klimovich, P.; Flournoy, P.H.; Bieńkowska, I.; Sacharczuk, M. Paracellular and Transcellular Leukocytes

Diapedesis Are Divergent but Interconnected Evolutionary Events. Genes 2021, 12, 254. [CrossRef]
77. Maas, S.L.; Soehnlein, O.; Viola, J.R. Organ-specific mechanisms of transendothelial neutrophil migration in the lung, liver, kidney,

and aorta. Front. Immunol. 2018, 9, 2739. [CrossRef]
78. Mizgerd, J.P.; Meek, B.B.; Kutkoski, G.J.; Bullard, D.C.; Beaudet, A.L.; Doerschuk, C.M. Selectins and neutrophil traffic: Margina-

tion and Streptococcus pneumoniae-induced emigration in murine lungs. J. Exp. Med. 1996, 184, 639–645. [CrossRef]
79. Kornerup, K.N.; Salmon, G.P.; Pitchford, S.C.; Liu, W.L.; Page, C.P. Circulating platelet-neutrophil complexes are important for

subsequent neutrophil activation and migration. J. Appl. Physiol. 2010, 109, 758–767. [CrossRef]
80. Doerschuk, C.; Beyers, N.; Coxson, H.; Wiggs, B.; Hogg, J. Comparison of neutrophil and capillary diameters and their relation to

neutrophil sequestration in the lung. J. Appl. Physiol. 1993, 74, 3040–3045. [CrossRef]
81. Doerschuk, C.M. Mechanisms of leukocyte sequestration in inflamed lungs. Microcirculation 2001, 8, 71–88. [CrossRef]
82. Basit, A.; Reutershan, J.; Morris, M.A.; Solga, M.; Rose, C.E., Jr.; Ley, K. ICAM-1 and LFA-1 play critical roles in LPS-induced

neutrophil recruitment into the alveolar space. Am. J. Physiol. Lung Cell. Mol. Physiol. 2006, 291, L200–L207. [CrossRef]
83. Wong, J.; Johnston, B.; Lee, S.S.; Bullard, D.C.; Smith, C.W.; Beaudet, A.L.; Kubes, P. A minimal role for selectins in the recruitment

of leukocytes into the inflamed liver microvasculature. J. Clin. Investig. 1997, 99, 2782–2790. [CrossRef]
84. Devi, S.; Li, A.; Westhorpe, C.L.; Lo, C.Y.; Abeynaike, L.D.; Snelgrove, S.L.; Hall, P.; Ooi, J.D.; Sobey, C.G.; Kitching, A.R.

Multiphoton imaging reveals a new leukocyte recruitment paradigm in the glomerulus. Nat. Med. 2013, 19, 107. [CrossRef]
85. Kuligowski, M.P.; Kitching, A.R.; Hickey, M.J. Leukocyte recruitment to the inflamed glomerulus: A critical role for platelet-

derived P-selectin in the absence of rolling. J. Immunol. 2006, 176, 6991–6999. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
86. Cao, X. COVID-19: Immunopathology and its implications for therapy. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 2020, 20, 269–270. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
87. Vabret, N.; Britton, G.J.; Gruber, C.; Hegde, S.; Kim, J.; Kuksin, M.; Levantovsky, R.; Malle, L.; Moreira, A.; Park, M.D. Immunology

of COVID-19: Current state of the science. Immunity 2020. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
88. Varga, Z.; Flammer, A.J.; Steiger, P.; Haberecker, M.; Andermatt, R.; Zinkernagel, A.S.; Mehra, M.R.; Schuepbach, R.A.; Ruschitzka,

F.; Moch, H. Endothelial cell infection and endotheliitis in COVID-19. Lancet 2020, 395, 1417–1418. [CrossRef]
89. Gheblawi, M.; Wang, K.; Viveiros, A.; Nguyen, Q.; Zhong, J.-C.; Turner, A.J.; Raizada, M.K.; Grant, M.B.; Oudit, G.Y. Angiotensin-

Converting Enzyme 2: SARS-CoV-2 Receptor and Regulator of the Renin-Angiotensin System: Celebrating the 20th Anniversary
of the Discovery of ACE2. Circ. Res. 2020, 126, 1456–1474. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1155/2015/272858
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26556953
http://doi.org/10.1186/1741-7007-8-11
http://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2017.6113
http://doi.org/10.2174/187152912801823183
http://doi.org/10.1097/MOL.0b013e328321b587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19106708
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01037
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-immunol-020711-074942
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22224774
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00134-004-2370-x
http://doi.org/10.1186/cc2881
http://doi.org/10.1038/nm.2514
http://doi.org/10.1038/nri3399
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceb.2006.08.001
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.169.1.307
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12077259
http://doi.org/10.1002/eji.200425327
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15376193
http://doi.org/10.3390/genes12020254
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.02739
http://doi.org/10.1084/jem.184.2.639
http://doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.01086.2009
http://doi.org/10.1152/jappl.1993.74.6.3040
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1549-8719.2001.tb00159.x
http://doi.org/10.1152/ajplung.00346.2005
http://doi.org/10.1172/JCI119468
http://doi.org/10.1038/nm.3024
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.176.11.6991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16709860
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-020-0308-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32273594
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2020.05.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32505227
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30937-5
http://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCRESAHA.120.317015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32264791


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 7770 19 of 21

90. Sardu, C.; Gambardella, J.; Morelli, M.B.; Wang, X.; Marfella, R.; Santulli, G. Hypertension, thrombosis, kidney failure, and
diabetes: Is COVID-19 an endothelial disease? A comprehensive evaluation of clinical and basic evidence. J. Clin. Med. 2020,
9, 1417. [CrossRef]

91. Java, A.; Apicelli, A.J.; Liszewski, M.K.; Coler-Reilly, A.; Atkinson, J.P.; Kim, A.H.; Kulkarni, H.S. The complement system in
COVID-19: Friend and foe? JCI Insight 2020, 5. [CrossRef]

92. Bryce, C.; Grimes, Z.; Pujadas, E.; Ahuja, S.; Beasley, M.B.; Albrecht, R.; Hernandez, T.; Stock, A.; Zhao, Z.; Al Rasheed, M.
Pathophysiology of SARS-CoV-2: Targeting of endothelial cells renders a complex disease with thrombotic microangiopathy and
aberrant immune response. The Mount Sinai COVID-19 autopsy experience. MedRxiv 2020. [CrossRef]

93. Jin, Y.; Ji, W.; Yang, H.; Chen, S.; Zhang, W.; Duan, G. Endothelial activation and dysfunction in COVID-19: From basic
mechanisms to potential therapeutic approaches. Signal Transduct. Target. Ther. 2020, 5, 1–13. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

94. Teuwen, L.-A.; Geldhof, V.; Pasut, A.; Carmeliet, P. COVID-19: The vasculature unleashed. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 2020, 20, 389–391.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Kaur, S.; Tripathi, D.M.; Yadav, A. The enigma of endothelium in COVID-19. Front. Physiol. 2020, 11, 989. [CrossRef]
96. Zuo, Y.; Yalavarthi, S.; Shi, H.; Gockman, K.; Zuo, M.; Madison, J.A.; Blair, C.; Weber, A.; Barnes, B.J.; Egeblad, M.; et al. Neutrophil

extracellular traps in COVID-19. JCI Insight 2020, 5, e138999. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
97. Libby, P.; Lüscher, T. COVID-19 is, in the end, an endothelial disease. Eur. Heart J. 2020, 41, 3038–3044. [CrossRef]
98. Garg, M. RNA sequencing: A revolutionary tool for transcriptomics. In Advances in Animal Genomics; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The

Netherlands, 2021; pp. 61–73.
99. Stark, R.; Grzelak, M.; Hadfield, J. RNA sequencing: The teenage years. Nat. Rev. Genet. 2019, 20, 631–656. [CrossRef]
100. Vanlandewijck, M.; He, L.; Mäe, M.A.; Andrae, J.; Ando, K.; Del Gaudio, F.; Nahar, K.; Lebouvier, T.; Laviña, B.; Gouveia, L. A

molecular atlas of cell types and zonation in the brain vasculature. Nature 2018, 554, 475–480. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
101. Jambusaria, A.; Hong, Z.; Zhang, L.; Srivastava, S.; Jana, A.; Toth, P.T.; Dai, Y.; Malik, A.B.; Rehman, J. Endothelial heterogeneity

across distinct vascular beds during homeostasis and inflammation. eLife 2020, 9, e51413. [CrossRef]
102. Kalucka, J.; de Rooij, L.P.; Goveia, J.; Rohlenova, K.; Dumas, S.J.; Meta, E.; Conchinha, N.V.; Taverna, F.; Teuwen, L.-A.; Veys, K.

Single-cell transcriptome atlas of murine endothelial cells. Cell 2020, 180, 764–779.e20. [CrossRef]
103. Goveia, J.; Rohlenova, K.; Taverna, F.; Treps, L.; Conradi, L.-C.; Pircher, A.; Geldhof, V.; de Rooij, L.P.; Kalucka, J.; Sokol, L.

An Integrated Gene Expression Landscape Profiling Approach to Identify Lung Tumor Endothelial Cell Heterogeneity and
Angiogenic Candidates. Cancer Cell 2020, 37, 21–36.e13. [CrossRef]

104. Raju, S.M.; Jahnavi, V.; Kamaraju, R.S.; Sritharan, V.; Rajkumar, K.; Natarajan, S.; Kumar, A.D.; Burgula, S. Continuous evaluation
of changes in the serum proteome from early to late stages of sepsis caused by Klebsiella pneumoniae. Mol. Med. Rep. 2016, 13,
4835–4844. [CrossRef]

105. Faria, S.S.; Morris, C.F.M.; Silva, A.R.; Fonseca, M.P.; Forget, P.; Castro, M.S.; Fontes, W. A Timely Shift from Shotgun to Targeted
Proteomics and How It Can Be Groundbreaking for Cancer Research. Front. Oncol. 2017, 7. [CrossRef]

106. Arora, A.; Somasundaram, K. Targeted Proteomics Comes to the Benchside and the Bedside: Is it Ready for Us? Bioessays 2019, 41.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

107. Borras, E.; Sabido, E. What is targeted proteomics? A concise revision of targeted acquisition and targeted data analysis in mass
spectrometry. Proteomics 2017, 17. [CrossRef]

108. Kavallaris, M.; Marshall, G.M. Proteomics and disease: Opportunities and challenges. Med. J. Aust. 2005, 182, 575–579. [CrossRef]
109. Gautier, V.; Cayrol, C.; Farache, D.; Roga, S.; Monsarrat, B.; Burlet-Schiltz, O.; Gonzalez de Peredo, A.; Girard, J.P. Extracellular

IL-33 cytokine, but not endogenous nuclear IL-33, regulates protein expression in endothelial cells. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 34255.
[CrossRef]

110. Mohr, T.; Haudek-Prinz, V.; Slany, A.; Grillari, J.; Micksche, M.; Gerner, C. Proteome profiling in IL-1beta and VEGF-activated
human umbilical vein endothelial cells delineates the interlink between inflammation and angiogenesis. PLoS ONE 2017,
12, e0179065. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

111. Paik, D.T.; Tian, L.; Williams, I.M.; Rhee, S.; Zhang, H.; Liu, C.; Mishra, R.; Wu, S.M.; Red-Horse, K.; Wu, J.C. Single-Cell RNA
Sequencing Unveils Unique Transcriptomic Signatures of Organ-Specific Endothelial Cells. Circulation 2020, 142, 1848–1862.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

112. Cleuren, A.C.A.; van der Ent, M.A.; Jiang, H.; Hunker, K.L.; Yee, A.; Siemieniak, D.R.; Molema, G.; Aird, W.C.; Ganesh, S.K.;
Ginsburg, D. The in vivo endothelial cell translatome is highly heterogeneous across vascular beds. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
2019, 116, 23618–23624. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

113. Toledo, A.G.; Golden, G.; Campos, A.R.; Cuello, H.; Sorrentino, J.; Lewis, N.; Varki, N.; Nizet, V.; Smith, J.W.; Esko, J.D. Proteomic
atlas of organ vasculopathies triggered by Staphylococcus aureus sepsis. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10, 13. [CrossRef]

114. Wikswo, J.P. The relevance and potential roles of microphysiological systems in biology and medicine. Exp. Biol. Med. 2014, 239,
1061–1072. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Huh, D.; Matthews, B.D.; Mammoto, A.; Montoya-Zavala, M.; Hsin, H.Y.; Ingber, D.E. Reconstituting organ-level lung functions
on a chip. Science 2010, 328, 1662–1668. [CrossRef]

116. Liu, Z.; Mackay, S.; Gordon, D.M.; Anderson, J.D.; Haithcock, D.W.; Garson, C.J.; Tearney, G.J.; Solomon, G.M.; Pant, K.;
Prabhakarpandian, B. Co-cultured microfluidic model of the airway optimized for microscopy and micro-optical coherence
tomography imaging. Biomed. Opt. Express 2019, 10, 5414–5430. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/jcm9051417
http://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.140711
http://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.18.20099960
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41392-020-00454-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33361764
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-020-0343-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32439870
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2020.00989
http://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.138999
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32329756
http://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehaa623
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41576-019-0150-2
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature25739
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29443965
http://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.51413
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.01.015
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2019.12.001
http://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2016.5112
http://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2017.00013
http://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201800042
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30734933
http://doi.org/10.1002/pmic.201700180
http://doi.org/10.5694/j.1326-5377.2005.tb06817.x
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep34255
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179065
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28617818
http://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.119.041433
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32929989
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1912409116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31712416
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12672-x
http://doi.org/10.1177/1535370214542068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25187571
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1188302
http://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.10.005414


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 7770 20 of 21

117. Jalili-Firoozinezhad, S.; Prantil-Baun, R.; Jiang, A.; Potla, R.; Mammoto, T.; Weaver, J.C.; Ferrante, T.C.; Kim, H.J.; Cabral, J.M.;
Levy, O. Modeling radiation injury-induced cell death and countermeasure drug responses in a human Gut-on-a-Chip. Cell Death
Dis. 2018, 9, 1–14. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

118. Benam, K.H.; Villenave, R.; Lucchesi, C.; Varone, A.; Hubeau, C.; Lee, H.-H.; Alves, S.E.; Salmon, M.; Ferrante, T.C.; Weaver,
J.C. Small airway-on-a-chip enables analysis of human lung inflammation and drug responses in vitro. Nat. Methods 2016, 13,
151–157. [CrossRef]

119. Jang, K.-J.; Mehr, A.P.; Hamilton, G.A.; McPartlin, L.A.; Chung, S.; Suh, K.-Y.; Ingber, D.E. Human kidney proximal tubule-on-a-
chip for drug transport and nephrotoxicity assessment. Integr. Biol. 2013, 5, 1119–1129. [CrossRef]

120. Soroush, F.; Zhang, T.; King, D.J.; Tang, Y.; Deosarkar, S.; Prabhakarpandian, B.; Kilpatrick, L.E.; Kiani, M.F. A novel microfluidic
assay reveals a key role for protein kinase C delta in regulating human neutrophil-endothelium interaction. J. Leukoc. Biol. 2016,
100, 1027–1035. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Roth, N.M.; Kiani, M.F. A “geographic information systems” based technique for the study of microvascular networks. Ann.
Biomed. Eng. 1999, 27, 42–47. [CrossRef]

122. Prabhakarpandian, B.; Shen, M.-C.; Pant, K.; Kiani, M.F. Microfluidic devices for modeling cell-cell and particle-cell interactions
in the microvasculature. Microvasc. Res. 2011, 82, 210–220. [CrossRef]

123. Prabhakarpandian, B.; Pant, K.; Scott, R.; Patillo, C.; Irimia, D.; Kiani, M.; Sundaram, S. Synthetic microvascular networks for
quantitative analysis of particle adhesion. Biomed. Microdevices 2008, 10, 585–595. [CrossRef]

124. Rosano, J.; Tousi, N.; Scott, R.; Krynska, B.; Rizzo, V.; Prabhakarpandian, B.; Pant, K.; Sundaram, S.; Kiani, M. A physiologically
realistic in vitro model of microvascular networks. Biomed. Microdevices 2009, 11, 1051–1057. [CrossRef]

125. Tousi, N.; Wang, B.; Pant, K.; Kiani, M.F.; Prabhakarpandian, B. Preferential adhesion of leukocytes near bifurcations is
endothelium independent. Microvasc. Res. 2010, 80, 384–388. [CrossRef]

126. Prabhakarpandian, B.; Wang, Y.I.; Rea-Ramsey, A.; Sundaram, S.; Kiani, M.F.; Pant, K. Bifurcations: Focal Points of Particle
Adhesion in Microvascular Networks. Microcirculation 2011, 18, 380–389. [CrossRef]

127. Lamberti, G.; Prabhakarpandian, B.; Garson, C.; Smith, A.; Pant, K.; Wang, B.; Kiani, M.F. Bioinspired Microfluidic Assay for In
Vitro Modeling of Leukocyte-Endothelium Interactions. Anal. Chem. 2014, 86, 8344–8351. [CrossRef]

128. Faber, S.C.; McCullough, S.D. Through the looking glass: In vitro models for inhalation toxicology and interindividual variability
in the airway. Appl. In Vitro Toxicol. 2018, 4, 115–128. [CrossRef]

129. Van Riet, S.; Ninaber, D.K.; Mikkers, H.M.; Tetley, T.D.; Jost, C.R.; Mulder, A.A.; Pasman, T.; Baptista, D.; Poot, A.A.; Truckenmüller,
R. In vitro modelling of alveolar repair at the air-liquid interface using alveolar epithelial cells derived from human induced
pluripotent stem cells. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10, 1–12. [CrossRef]

130. Pasman, T.; Baptista, D.; van Riet, S.; Truckenmüller, R.K.; Hiemstra, P.S.; Rottier, R.J.; Hamelmann, N.M.; Paulusse, J.M.;
Stamatialis, D.; Poot, A.A. Development of an In Vitro Airway Epithelial–Endothelial Cell Culture Model on a Flexible Porous
Poly (Trimethylene Carbonate) Membrane Based on Calu-3 Airway Epithelial Cells and Lung Microvascular Endothelial Cells.
Membranes 2021, 11, 197. [CrossRef]

131. Caffrey, T.M.; Button, E.B.; Robert, J. Toward three-dimensional in vitro models to study neurovascular unit functions in health
and disease. Neural Regen. Res. 2021, 16, 2132.

132. Halldorsson, S.; Lucumi, E.; Gómez-Sjöberg, R.; Fleming, R.M. Advantages and challenges of microfluidic cell culture in
polydimethylsiloxane devices. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2015, 63, 218–231. [CrossRef]

133. Chistiakov, D.A.; Orekhov, A.N.; Bobryshev, Y.V. Effects of shear stress on endothelial cells: Go with the flow. Acta Physiol. 2017,
219, 382–408. [CrossRef]

134. Kinstlinger, I.S.; Calderon, G.A.; Royse, M.K.; Means, A.K.; Grigoryan, B.; Miller, J.S. Perfusion and endothelialization of
engineered tissues with patterned vascular networks. Nat. Protoc. 2021, 16, 3089–3113. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

135. Grigoryan, B.; Paulsen, S.J.; Corbett, D.C.; Sazer, D.W.; Fortin, C.L.; Zaita, A.J.; Greenfield, P.T.; Calafat, N.J.; Gounley, J.P.; Ta,
A.H. Multivascular networks and functional intravascular topologies within biocompatible hydrogels. Science 2019, 364, 458–464.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

136. Wimmer, R.A.; Leopoldi, A.; Aichinger, M.; Wick, N.; Hantusch, B.; Novatchkova, M.; Taubenschmid, J.; Hämmerle, M.; Esk, C.;
Bagley, J.A. Human blood vessel organoids as a model of diabetic vasculopathy. Nature 2019, 565, 505–510. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

137. Novo, P.; Janasek, D. Current advances and challenges in microfluidic free-flow electrophoresis—A critical review. Anal. Chim.
Acta 2017, 991, 9–29. [CrossRef]

138. Michael, I.J.; Kim, T.-H.; Sunkara, V.; Cho, Y.-K. Challenges and opportunities of centrifugal microfluidics for extreme point-of-care
testing. Micromachines 2016, 7, 32. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

139. Needs, S.; Donmez, S.I.; Bull, S.; McQuaid, C.; Osborn, H.M.; Edwards, A. Challenges in microfluidic and point-of-care phenotypic
antimicrobial resistance tests. Front. Mech. Eng. 2020, 6. [CrossRef]

140. Soroush, F.; Tang, Y.; Guglielmo, K.; Engelmann, A.; Liverani, E.; Langston, J.; Sun, S.; Kunapuli, S.; Kiani, M.F.; Kilpatrick, L.E.
Protein Kinase C-Delta (PKCdelta) Tyrosine Phosphorylation is a Critical Regulator of Neutrophil-Endothelial Cell Interaction in
Inflammation. Shock 2018, 51, 538–547. [CrossRef]

141. Efron, P.A.; Mohr, A.M.; Moore, F.A.; Moldawer, L.L. The future of murine sepsis and trauma research models. J. Leukoc. Biol.
2015, 98, 945–952. [CrossRef]

142. Drake, A.C. Of mice and men: What rodent models don’t tell us. Cell. Mol. Immunol. 2013, 10, 284–285. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-018-0304-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29445080
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3697
http://doi.org/10.1039/c3ib40049b
http://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.3MA0216-087R
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27190303
http://doi.org/10.1114/1.204
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mvr.2011.06.013
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10544-008-9170-y
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10544-009-9322-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mvr.2010.07.001
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1549-8719.2011.00099.x
http://doi.org/10.1021/ac5018716
http://doi.org/10.1089/aivt.2018.0002
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-62226-1
http://doi.org/10.3390/membranes11030197
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2014.07.029
http://doi.org/10.1111/apha.12725
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41596-021-00533-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34031610
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aav9750
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31048486
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0858-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30651639
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2017.08.017
http://doi.org/10.3390/mi7020032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30407405
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmech.2020.00073
http://doi.org/10.1097/SHK.0000000000001247
http://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.5MR0315-127R
http://doi.org/10.1038/cmi.2013.21


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 7770 21 of 21

143. Fink, M.P.; Warren, H.S. Strategies to improve drug development for sepsis. Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 2014, 13, 741–758. [CrossRef]
144. Hillyer, P.; Mordelet, E.; Flynn, G.; Male, D. Chemokines, chemokine receptors and adhesion molecules on different human

endothelia: Discriminating the tissue-specific functions that affect leucocyte migration. Clin. Exp. Immunol. 2003, 134, 431–441.
[CrossRef]

145. NAGMSC Working Group on Sepsis. 2019. Available online: https://www.nigms.nih.gov/News/reports/Documents/nagmsc-
working-group-on-sepsis-final-report.pdf (accessed on 25 May 2021).

146. Low, L.A.; Mummery, C.; Berridge, B.R.; Austin, C.P.; Tagle, D.A. Organs-on-chips: Into the next decade. Nat. Rev. Drug Discov.
2020, 345–361. [CrossRef]

147. Cong, Y.; Han, X.; Wang, Y.; Chen, Z.; Lu, Y.; Liu, T.; Wu, Z.; Jin, Y.; Luo, Y.; Zhang, X. Drug Toxicity Evaluation Based on
Organ-on-a-Chip Technology: A Review. Micromachines 2020, 11, 381. [CrossRef]

148. Kimura, H.; Sakai, Y.; Fujii, T. Organ/body-on-a-chip based on microfluidic technology for drug discovery. Drug Metab.
Pharmacokinet. 2018, 33, 43–48. [CrossRef]

149. Mondrinos, M.J.; Zhang, T.; Sun, S.; Kennedy, P.A.; King, D.J.; Wolfson, M.R.; Knight, L.C.; Scalia, R.; Kilpatrick, L.E. Pulmonary
Endothelial Protein Kinase C-Delta (PKCd) Regulates Neutrophil Migration in Acute Lung Inflammation. Am. J. Pathol. 2014, 184,
200–213. [CrossRef]

150. Liverani, E.; Tursi, S.A.; Cornwell, W.D.; Mondrinos, M.J.; Sun, S.; Buttaro, B.A.; Wolfson, M.R.; Rogers, T.J.; Tükel, Ç.; Kilpatrick,
L.E. Protein kinase C-delta inhibition is organ-protective, enhances pathogen clearance, and improves survival in sepsis. FASEB J.
2020, 34, 2497–2510. [CrossRef]

151. Kilpatrick, L.E.; Standage, S.W.; Li, H.; Raj, N.R.; Korchak, H.M.; Wolfson, M.R.; Deutschman, C.S. Protection against sepsis-
induced lung injury by selective inhibition of protein kinase C-d (d-PKC). J. Leukoc. Biol. 2011, 89, 3–10. [CrossRef]

152. Mondrinos, M.J.; Knight, L.C.; Kennedy, P.A.; Wu, J.; Kauffman, M.; Baker, S.T.; Wolfson, M.R.; Kilpatrick, L.E. Biodistribution
and Efficacy of Targeted Pulmonary Delivery of a Protein Kinase C-d Inhibitory Peptide: Impact on Indirect Lung Injury. J.
Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 2015, 355, 86–98. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

153. Kilpatrick, L.E.; Kiani, M.F. Experimental Approaches to Evaluate Leukocyte-Endothelial Cell Interactions in Sepsis and Inflam-
mation. Shock 2020, 53, 585–595. [CrossRef]

154. Jiang, L.; Li, S.; Zheng, J.; Li, Y.; Huang, H. Recent progress in microfluidic models of the blood-brain barrier. Micromachines 2019,
10, 375. [CrossRef]

155. Mondrinos, M.J.; Kennedy, P.A.; Lyons, M.; Deutschman, C.S.; Kilpatrick, L.E. Protein kinase C and acute respiratory distress
syndrome. Shock 2013, 39, 467. [CrossRef]

156. Liverani, E.; Mondrinos, M.J.; Sun, S.; Kunapuli, S.P.; Kilpatrick, L.E. Role of Protein Kinase C-delta in regulating platelet
activation and platelet-leukocyte interaction during sepsis. PLoS ONE 2018, 13, e0195379. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

157. Barrile, R.; van der Meer, A.D.; Park, H.; Fraser, J.P.; Simic, D.; Teng, F.; Conegliano, D.; Nguyen, J.; Jain, A.; Zhou, M.
Organ-on-chip recapitulates thrombosis induced by an anti-CD154 monoclonal antibody: Translational potential of advanced
microengineered systems. Clin. Pharmacol. Ther. 2018, 104, 1240–1248. [CrossRef]

158. Nguyen, D.-H.T.; Stapleton, S.C.; Yang, M.T.; Cha, S.S.; Choi, C.K.; Galie, P.A.; Chen, C.S. Biomimetic model to reconstitute
angiogenic sprouting morphogenesis in vitro. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 6712–6717. [CrossRef]

159. Yu, F.; Kumar, N.D.O.S.; Foo, L.C.; Ng, S.H.; Hunziker, W.; Choudhury, D. A pump-free tricellular blood–brain barrier on-a-chip
model to understand barrier property and evaluate drug response. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 2020, 117, 1127–1136. [CrossRef]

160. Huh, D.; Leslie, D.C.; Matthews, B.D.; Fraser, J.P.; Jurek, S.; Hamilton, G.A.; Thorneloe, K.S.; McAlexander, M.A.; Ingber, D.E. A
human disease model of drug toxicity–induced pulmonary edema in a lung-on-a-chip microdevice. Sci. Transl. Med. 2012, 4,
ra147–ra159. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

161. Yang, X.; Li, K.; Zhang, X.; Liu, C.; Guo, B.; Wen, W.; Gao, X. Nanofiber membrane supported lung-on-a-chip microdevice for
anti-cancer drug testing. Lab Chip 2018, 18, 486–495. [CrossRef]

162. Zhang, M.; Xu, C.; Jiang, L.; Qin, J. A 3D human lung-on-a-chip model for nanotoxicity testing. Toxicol. Res. 2018, 7, 1048–1060.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

163. Tang, Y.; Soroush, F.; Sheffield, J.B.; Wang, B.; Prabhakarpandian, B.; Kiani, M.F. A biomimetic microfluidic tumor microenvi-
ronment platform mimicking the EPR effect for rapid screening of drug delivery systems. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 1–14. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/nrd4368
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2249.2003.02323.x
https://www.nigms.nih.gov/News/reports/Documents/nagmsc-working-group-on-sepsis-final-report.pdf
https://www.nigms.nih.gov/News/reports/Documents/nagmsc-working-group-on-sepsis-final-report.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41573-020-0079-3
http://doi.org/10.3390/mi11040381
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dmpk.2017.11.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpath.2013.09.010
http://doi.org/10.1096/fj.201900897R
http://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.0510281
http://doi.org/10.1124/jpet.115.224832
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26243739
http://doi.org/10.1097/SHK.0000000000001407
http://doi.org/10.3390/mi10060375
http://doi.org/10.1097/SHK.0b013e318294f85a
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0195379
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29617417
http://doi.org/10.1002/cpt.1054
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1221526110
http://doi.org/10.1002/bit.27260
http://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3004249
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23136042
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7LC01224A
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8TX00156A
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30510678
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-09815-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28839211

	Introduction 
	Endothelium Structure and Heterogeneity 
	Endothelium Heterogeneity across Organs 
	Endothelium Heterogeneity across Species 

	Endothelial Cell Alterations in Acute Inflammation 
	Endothelium Activation in Sepsis 
	The Classical Leukocyte Recruitment Process in Sepsis 
	The Classical Rules of Leukocyte–Endothelial Interactions Do Not Apply Universally 
	Endothelium Activation in COVID-19 

	Emerging Techniques and Biomimetic Models to Study Endothelial Cell Function 
	RNA Sequencing 
	Proteomics 
	The Promise of Microphysiological Systems and Their Limitations 

	Leveraging Emerging Technologies to Enhance Translatability of Ec-Targeted Therapeutics 
	Conclusions 
	References

