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Abstract

Background: Molecular spacing is important for cell adhesion in a number of ways, ranging from
the ordered arrangement of matrix polymers extracellularly, to steric hindrance of adhesion/
signaling complexes intracellularly. This has been demonstrated using nanopatterned RGD
peptides, a canonical extracellular matrix ligand for integrin interactions. Cell adhesion was greatly
reduced when the RGD-coated nanoparticles were separated by more than 60 nm, indicating a
sharp spacing-dependent threshold for this form of cell adhesion.

Results: Here we show a similar dependence of cell adhesion on the spacing of agrin, a protein
that exists as both a secreted, matrix-bound form and a type-2 transmembrane form in vivo. Agrin
was presented as a substrate for cell adhesion assays by anchoring recombinant protein to gold
nanoparticles that were arrayed at tunable distances onto glass coverslips. Cells adhered well to
nanopatterned agrin, and when presented as uniformly coated substrates, adhesion to agrin was
comparable to other well-studied adhesion molecules, including N-Cadherin. Adhesion of both
mouse primary cortical neurons and rat B35 neuroblastoma cells showed a spacing-dependent
threshold, with a sharp drop in adhesion when the space between agrin-coated nanoparticles
increased from 60 to 90 nm. In contrast, adhesion to N-Cadherin decreased gradually over the
entire range of distances tested (uniform, 30, 60, 90, and 160 nm). The spacing of the agrin
nanopattern also influenced cell motility, and peptide competition suggested adhesion was partially
integrin dependent. Finally, differences in cell adhesion to C-terminal agrin fragments of different
lengths were detected using nanopatterned substrates, and these differences were not evident
using uniformly coated substrates.

Conclusion: These results suggest nanopatterned substrates may provide a physiological
presentation of adhesive substrates, and are consistent with cells adhering to agrin through a
mechanism that more closely resembles an interaction with the extracellular matrix than a
transmembrane adhesion molecule.
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Background

Proper cell adhesion is an important determinant for pro-
liferation, migration and differentiation. Adhesion is
often between ligands present in the extracellular matrix
(ECM) and cell-surface proteins such as integrins, provid-
ing cells an anchor point for morphogenetic changes.
Adhesion may also involve direct cell-cell contact via
other transmembrane or cell surface-associated proteins.
Cell-cell adhesion is particularly important in the nervous
system, where there is a paucity of laminin/collagen rich
matrix, but many sites of functional cell-cell interaction
that regulate cell migration, axon pathfinding, and syn-
apse formation and plasticity[1,2].

The proteoglycan agrin presents an interesting molecule
for studies of cell adhesion, particularly for neurons. Agrin
functions in neurodevelopment, and is an essential signal
for maintaining postsynaptic differentiation at the neu-
romuscular junction (NMJ) [3]. Agrin exists in multiple
protein isoforms, including a secreted, matrix-bound
form that is found at the NMJ and in other basement
membranes throughout the body, and a type 2 transmem-
brane form that is the predominant form expressed by
neurons of the central nervous system [4-6]. Thus, it can
be either a matrix-associated molecule, or a transmem-
brane, cell-associated molecule. It was our goal in these
studies to determine if cells, and especially neurons,
respond to agrin as they do to ECM ligands such as RGD
peptides, or as they do to transmembrane adhesion mol-
ecules such as cadherins.

In assays using recombinant agrin as an adhesive sub-
strate, the carboxy terminus of agrin was shown to medi-
ate neuronal adhesion. Some, but not all, of this adhesion
was dependent on Betal integrins, though a direct interac-
tion of agrin and integrins was not established [5]. Thus,
agrin may function as an ECM ligand for cell adhesion,
similar to the laminins, with which it binds. Alternatively,
the expression of the transmembrane form of agrin and
structural similarities with other transmembrane adhe-
sion molecules, such as neurexins, raise the possibility
that agrin also functions as a transmembrane adhesion
molecule in the nervous system [7]. The present study
uses nanopatterned surfaces to examine the properties of
cellular adhesion to molecularly defined agrin substrates,
and compares these to adhesion mediated by cadherins, a
well-established class of transmembrane, homophilic-
adhesion molecules, and to previous work on RGD pep-
tides, the canonical ECM ligand for integrin mediated
adhesion [8-10].

Nanopatterned substrates offer a number of advantages
for such studies. Gold nanoparticles can be deposited
onto slides and biofunctionalized with the protein of
interest, and the intervening space can be passivated with
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polyethylene glycol (PEG) to prevent non-specific interac-
tions of the cell and substrate. Using this process, the sto-
ichiometry, orientation, and spacing of the protein being
presented as the adhesive substrate can be controlled. This
approach has been used to study the adhesion, spreading,
and motility of cells when presented with patterned RGD
peptides arrayed on 5 nm spots that should only interact
with single integrin complexes. This revealed a maximal
spacing between spots of 58 nm before integrin mediated
functions including adhesion, proliferation, and cell
spreading, decreased sharply [8-10].

The results of the present study indicate that the adhesion
profile of cells to patterned agrin more closely resembles
that of RGD peptides than cadherins, even for neuroblas-
toma cell lines and primary cortical neurons. This suggests
that cells recognize and adhere to agrin by mechanisms
that are more closely related to the mechanisms of adhe-
sion to the ECM than to transmembrane-protein-medi-
ated cell/cell adhesion.

Results

Adhesion of cells to nanopatterned agrin

In this study, agrin was used as a nanopatterned substrate
for cell adhesion assays. With this technique, gold nano-
particles 5-8 nm in diameter are arrayed on a glass slide
at tunable distances ranging from 30 to 160 nm between
particles (Figure 1A). The intervening glass surface is pas-
sivated with polyethylene glycol (PEG) to prevent adhe-
sion to areas other than the functionalized nanoparticles.
A construct consisting of the carboxy-terminal quarter (50
kDa) of rat agrin with C-terminal Myc and 6X-histidine
tags was expressed in Cos-7 cells and purified from the
media by nickel chromatography (C50) (Figure 1B). In
addition, a commercial agrin construct consisting of the
C-terminal half of agrin (100 kDa), with an N-terminal
histidine tag, was also used (C100) (Figure 1C). The nan-
oparticles were functionalized with these constructs using
a thiol-NTA linkage that reacts with the gold in the sub-
strate and the nickel bound by the histidine tag. Using this
approach, agrin is presented as a substrate for cell adhe-
sion with a controlled spacing, limited stoichiometry, and
fixed orientation. The validation and characterization of
agrin binding to the gold nanoparticles is described in
detail elsewhere [11-13].

Agrin is known to be a permissive substrate for cell adhe-
sion when presented in a uniform coating. The ability of
agrin to mediate cell adhesion when presented as a nano-
patterned substrate was tested using neuroblastoma cell
lines and agrin spaced at 60 nm. Cells were incubated on
the substrates for four hours, non-adherent cells were
washed off, and bound cells were quantified using a color-
imetric assay (see Methods). Both rat B35 cells and
human SHSY-5Y cells bound specifically to the agrin sub-
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Diagram of experimental system (A). Gold nanoparticles were deposited onto glass with spacing determined by the coat-
ing process. The nanoparticles are functionalized with different constructs of recombinant Agrin (or N-Cadherins) via NTA-
histidine interaction. The biofunctionalization and spacing between dots on the nanometer scale was varied, and the depend-
ence of cellular behaviour on these parameters was determined. B) Purification of Agrin analyzed by SDS-PAGE analysis and
western blotting. C) Two carboxy-terminal agrin constructs (C100 and C50) were used in this study (SN — Short transmem-
brane N-terminus, LN- long, secreted N-terminus, F — follistatin repeat, GAG — glycosaminoglycan domain, SEA — Sea Urchin
Sperm protein/enterokinase/agrin domain, ST — seronine/threonine rich region, EGF — EGF like repeat, G — laminin like globu-

lar domain, X, Y, Z sites of alternative splicing).

strate (Figure 2). In this and subsequent experiments,
both C50 and C100 agrin constructs were used with simi-
lar results. The data shown is for C100 agrin unless other-
wise noted. No cell adhesion was seen on the PEG-
passivated portions of the slide that did not also have

agrin functionalized gold nanoparticles. Adherent cells
showed normal morphology, with a slightly elongated
soma and short processes. The "dipping edge" is also seen
in figure 2A, C (Arrows). This is a region of artifactually
high particle density that forms when the nanopatterned
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Figure 2

Rat B35 neuroblastoma cells (A and B) and human
SHSY-5Y neuroblastoma cells (C and D) on C100-
Agrin biofunctionalized 60 nm substrates. Depicted is
in A and C the dipping edge (arrows) and an overview of the
cell population on biofunctionalized gold particles. Both cell
types are able to build short cellular protrusions and the
overall cell morphology is normal. Scale bars = 200 um.

surfaces are made using the dip-coating procedure (see
Methods). Therefore, cells efficiently adhere to agrin when
presented as a nanopatterned surface with 60 nm spacing.

Comparison of adhesive substrates

The goal of this study was to determine if adhesion to
agrin was more characteristic of adhesion to extracellular
matrix components, or to a cell surface adhesion mole-
cule. We therefore first compared agrin to other classes of
adhesion molecules using uniformly coated surfaces.
These other adhesive substrates included 1) laminin, an
extracellular matrix component, 2) L1, a Ig-superfamily
member transmembrane adhesion molecule, and 3,4) N-
cadherin and cadherin8, two classic homophilic cell sur-
face adhesion molecules. Both mouse C2C12 myoblasts
and human SHSY5Y neuroblastoma cells were tested with
similar results (Figure 3). C2C12 cells bound all substrates
significantly less efficiently than laminin (p values =
0.0002). However, adhesion to agrin was significantly
higher than adhesion to N-Cadherin or Cadherin8 (p =
0.004 and 0.0003 respectively). SHSY5Y cells bound agrin
and L1 without a significant reduction compared to lam-
inin. Binding to N-Cadherin and Cadherin8 was signifi-
cantly reduced relative to laminin (p = 0.0007 and 0.0002
respectively), but only Cadherin8 differed significantly
from agrin (p = 0.01). Three independent adhesion assays
were performed for each substrate and cell type, and adhe-
sion was standardized to the amount of adhesion
observed for laminin in each trial. Background binding on
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BSA coated substrates was subtracted and all substrates
were deposited using 10 ug/ml solutions of recombinant
protein.

Agrin and N-Cadherin were next tested for their depend-
ence on spacing of the nanopattern. This provided a com-
parison of agrin to a homophilic adhesion molecule
where both provided good adhesion for a neuroblastoma
cell line. In each case, both primary mouse cortical neu-
rons and rat B35 neuroblastoma cells were tested (Figure
4). As above, results were obtained for three independent
assays and adhesion was standardized to uniformly
coated agrin or N-cadherin. For agrin, adhesion of both
primary cortical neurons and B35 cells was comparable to
uniformly coated protein at spacings of 30 and 60 nm
(Figure 4A, B). Primary cortical neurons did show a small
but significant reduction in adhesion to 60 nm spaced
agrin (p = 0.004), but the difference was not significant
compared to 30 nm spaced agrin (p = 0.8). However,
adhesion dropped significantly with 90 and 160 nm spac-
ing (p values = 0.0002). Adhesion to the 160 nm spaced
agrin was comparable to the negative control for both cell
types (p = 0.02 and 0.03). Negative controls were created
using BSA coated gold nanoparticles in the same PEG pas-
sivated environment.

The decreased agrin adhesion seen with increased spacing
may be an under-estimate. In more closely spaced pat-
terns, the cells were clearly adhering to the surface and
had normal morphologies. At 90 and 160 nm, the cells
were clumped, adhering to one another if one cell got pur-
chase on the substrate. This was true of both B35 cells and
primary neurons, with the primary cells clumping more
quickly than the neuroblastoma cells. Quantification of
this effect for the B35 cells is shown in Additional file 1.
This effect is probably mediated by classical cell-cell adhe-
sion mechanisms, although disrupting these mechanisms
through approaches such as the chelation of divalent cat-
ions decreases adhesion overall [5], making this assump-
tion difficult to test. Thus, as the values reported are based
on the number of adherent cells/sample, the number of
cells preferentially binding the substrate, as opposed to
binding other cells, may be even lower.

Unlike nanopatterned agrin, cell adhesion to N-cadherin
showed no sharp spacing-dependent threshold (Figure
4C, D). For both cell types (primary cortical neurons and
B35 cells), the adhesion to patterned substrates was signif-
icantly lower than to uniformly coated N-cadherin (p val-
ues from 0.005 to 0.0002). The amount of adhesion
decreased gradually as the spacing of the nanopattern
increased. No single step (30 to 60, 60 to 90, 90 to 160
nm) produced a significant decrease in adhesion, but all
patterned N-cadherin substrates showed adhesion signifi-
cantly above the negative control (p = 0.0002). Like cells
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Static cell adhesion assays on uniformly coated substrates. Different cell-cell adhesion molecules were used to evalu-
ate cell adhesion of C2C|2 mouse myoblasts (A) and SHSY-5Y human neuroblastoma cells (B). Values for adhesion to Laminin,
a well-known component of cell matrix, were set to one relative unit. Agrin C100 functions as an adhesion molecule within the
same range as Laminin, Cadherins, and Immunoglobulin superfamily members. Values are averages of three independent trial +

S.D.

on patterned agrin, cell clumping was also observed on
the more widely spaced N-cadherin patterns. This again
suggests that the amount of adhesion on widely spaced N-
cadherin substrates may be an over-estimate, but unlike
agrin, these values were still significantly higher than neg-
ative controls. Therefore, adhesion to N-Cadherin is
dependent on spacing, but the relationship varies more
linearly with spacing and does not show a critical thresh-
old as agrin-mediated adhesion did.

Cell motility on nanopatterned agrin

The spacing of the nanopatterned agrin also influenced
cell motility (Figure 5), and this inversely correlated with
adhesion. Cells on more closely spaced patterns (30 and
60 nm) displayed less mobility than cells on more widely
spaced patterns (90, 160 nm). Interestingly, the mobility

differences were not purely a function of the cells' ability
to adhere, as cells on uniformly coated agrin or laminin
had intermediate motilities.

Motile cells often extend a leading process during migra-
tion; however, cell motility also inversely correlated with
the extension of processes, as assessed by a cell-spreading
index (see Additional file 2). On more closely spaced
agrin patterns, cells were flatter and extended short pro-
trusions. On more widely spaced agrin patterns, cells
extended fewer processes, had rounder cell bodies, and
occupied less surface area. Thus, strong cell adhesion to
closely spaced patterns led to the anticipated effects on
cell morphology and spreading, but the looser adhesion
of widely spaced patterns was more conducive to
increased cell motility.
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Cell adhesion on C100 Agrin nanopatterned substrates. Mouse primary cortical neurons (A) showed significantly
higher adhesion to 30 nm and 60 nm spaced substrates than to 90 nm and 160 nm spaced substrates. Adhesion to more closely
spaced substrates is comparable to homogenously coated agrin (first bar). Rat B35 neuroblastoma cells (B) showed a similar
behaviour. Cell Adhesion on N-Cadherin nanopatterned substrates. Primary mouse cortical neurons (C) and Rat B35 neurob-
lastoma cells (D) do not show a significant decrease in cell adhesion with increasing spacing of the nanopatterned substrates,
and adhesion is always below the level observed for uniformly coated N-Cadherin (first bar). This suggests a different mecha-
nism for N-Cadherin mediated cell adhesion than for Agrin mediated cell adhesion.
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B35 cell motility

160 nm Laminin Agrin
Agrin (uniform) (uniform)

Cell motility rates of B35 cells on different agrin C100 nanopatterned surfaces. Single cells were evaluated for 3
hours with live cell imaging with DIC optics. Cells appear to have lower motility rates on more closely spaced agrin C100 sub-
strates. Interestingly, homogenously coated substrates show intermediate values.

Molecular mechanisms

The adhesion profile of cells on agrin nanopatterned
arrays (Figure 4) is very similar to the profile previously
reported for cells adhering to patterned RGD peptides,
where adhesion also dropped at > 60 nm spacing [8].

Since RGD is the canonical extracellular matrix ligand for
integrin-mediated cell adhesion [14], we tested the possi-
ble involvement of integrin signaling in adhesion to agrin
by adding competing peptides to cell adhesion assays
with 60 nm agrin spacing (Figure 6). The peptide IKVAV

1.20 B35 cells, peptide competition

o o =

(o2} [ee] o

o o o
I I I

0.40

Relative Adhesion

0.20

0.00 -
IKVAV RGD

Figure 6

HAV negative
control

Peptide inhibition assay on 60 nm spaced C100 Agrin substrates. The IKVAV peptide reduces B35 cell adhesion to
approximately 50% of the control (no peptide included). RGD and HAYV do not significantly affect cell adhesion.
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(an active peptide found in the laminin alphal chain) sig-
nificantly reduced adhesion compared to control assays
performed with no competing peptide (p = 0.0002). This
effect was specific, and no decrease in adhesion was seen
using RGD or HAV (found in N-Cadherin) peptides com-
pared to the controls.

We also tested whether presenting agrin as a patterned ver-
sus unpatterned substrate influenced adhesion (Figure 7).

Indeed differences in cell adhesion were seen in compar-
ing the C-terminal 100 versus 50 kDa fragments when

1.20
1.00
0.80 7
0.60

0.40

Relative Adhesion

0.20+

0.00 -
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each was patterned with 60 nm spacing, with C50 confer-
ring approximately half as much adhesion as C100 (p =
0.00002, ttest) (Figure 7A). However, consistent with pre-
vious studies, no differences were seen when these two
fragments were coated homogeneously (p = 0.6, ttest)
(Figure 7B). There are two possible explanations for this
difference. First, a mechanism for adhesion to C50 may be
functional when it is presented uniformly, but lost when
it is presented as a patterned substrate. However, this
mechanism would need to be retained in the C100 frag-
ment, even when it is nanopatterned. Alternatively, the

B35 cells, 60 nm agrin

Agrin C100

1.20
1.00
0.80+

0.60+

0.40-

Relative Adhesion

0.20

0.00-

Agrin C50

B35 cells, uniform agrin

Agrin C100

Figure 7

Agrin C50

Different B35 cell adhesion behaviour with different presentation of the Agrin C-terminal constructs. (A). On
agrin substrates spaced at 60 nm, the C50 and C100 proteins show a difference in cell adhesion. B) This effect is not seen using
homogenously coated substrates, where cells adhere equally well to both constructs.
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C50 and C100 constructs are presented in the reverse ori-
entation by virtue of their respective C-terminal and N-ter-
minal 6X His tags in the thiol-NTA functionalization of
the gold nanoparticles; whereas, they are presented in a
random orientation when homogeneously coated. In
either case, the differences detected by the patterned pres-
entation further suggest the usefulness of this approach
for assessing cellular responses to conditions that can be
controlled at the molecular scale.

Discussion

We have shown that agrin presented as a nanopatterned
substrate mediates adhesion for a variety of cell types,
including primary neurons and neuroblastoma cell lines.
In addition, we have shown that the dependence of adhe-
sion on the spacing of the agrin nanopattern has a sharp
spacing-dependent threshold, similar to that of the
canonical integrin ligand RGD, a component of many
ECM proteins [14]. In contrast, the cell-surface
homophilic adhesion molecule N-Cadherin has a more
linear dependence on spacing, with no significant spac-
ing-dependent threshold. Nanopatterned spacing also
influences cell motility and morphology, but not simply
in parallel with adhesion. Consistent with cells respond-
ing to agrin as they would to integrin-dependent extracel-
lular matrix ligands, adhesion was inhibited by
competing IKVAV peptides. Finally, nanopatterned sub-
strates are capable of highlighting differing cell responses
that are masked when the substrate is uniformly pre-
sented.

In addition to the effects on cell adhesion that we show,
cell proliferation had a similar dependence on the spacing
of agrin substrates (not shown). Both proliferation and
adhesion are often integrin-mediated processes, and the
inhibition of adhesion by the IKVAV peptide is consistent
with this. The IKVAV sequence was identified as an active
motif in the laminin alphal chain that promoted cell
adhesion, proliferation, and neurite extension, and these
effects depend, at least in part, on Betal integrins [15-17].
As such, the RGD and IKVAV peptides have been previ-
ously reported to be similarly effective [15]. Agrin con-
tains neither an RGD nor an IKVAV sequence; however,
previous studies have shown that adhesion of chick pri-
mary ciliary ganglion neurons to agrin was largely
dependent on Betal integrins, and was sensitive to RGD
peptide competition at a site that was also sensitive to
function blocking aV integrin antibodies. A second, non-
RGD-sensitive site of integrin-dependent cell-adhesion
mapped to a more C-terminal portion of agrin, although
both sites are contained within the C50 fragment [5]. The
insensitivity of rat B35 neuroblastoma cells to RGD pep-
tide competition in this study is interesting and may
reflect a greater dependence in this cell type for adhesion
to the more C-terminal domain of agrin. Together, these
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results strongly suggest that adhesion to agrin is at least in
part integrin dependent, and the absence of an IKVAV or
RGD peptide may indicate that the interaction is either
indirect or mediated by a less-well defined domain.
Despite the lack of primary sequence homology, agrin
and laminins do share many structural similarities,
including EGF-like repeats and laminin-type globular
domains, found in the C-terminus of agrin.

The N-terminus of agrin and its heparan sulfate additions
have been extensively studied for their role in stopping
neurite outgrowth and promoting nerve terminal differ-
entiation [18,19]. Agrin has also been used in other bio-
physical studies in which its presentation was spatially
restricted either by using microcontact printing to pattern
substrates [20], or microfluidics to restrict the point of
agrin application [21,22]. These studies were designed to
investigate the spatial properties of agrin signaling in syn-
aptogenesis on muscle cells, an activity that maps to the
C-terminal portion of the protein, which is not subject to
glycosaminoglycan addition.

Since agrin exists as both a matrix protein and a trans-
membrane protein in vivo, we felt it was particularly
important to determine in which context cells are
responding to it [5,6]. The extracellular matrix bound iso-
form is the active form for neuromuscular junction synap-
togenesis [4]. However, agrin's role in the central nervous
system, where the transmembrane isoform predominates,
remains less clear. The loss of agrin effects synapse density
in the brain, and through interactions with the K-Na-
ATPase, is proposed to mediate activity dependent plastic-
ity [23,24]. Agrin also activates both C-Fos and CREB sig-
naling in neurons [25,26]. Given these disparate effects, it
is difficult to know what in vitro assays may most accu-
rately measure agrin's true function. We chose cell adhe-
sion as a first attempt to examine how neurons respond to
agrin, in part because this assay also allowed the compar-
ison to well-known components of the extracellular
matrix and to well-established transmembrane adhesion
molecules, such as L1 and cadherins. It is interesting that
even neurons respond to agrin more as cells respond to
the ECM ligand RGD than as they do to the transmem-
brane proteins N-cadherin.

Why is there a sharp threshold for adhesion to agrin and
RGD, but not N-cadherin? First, we have to acknowledge
that the comparison of agrin to one integrin-dependent
matrix ligand and one homophilic transmembrane adhe-
sion molecule is not exhaustive, but the consistencies and
inconsistencies are noteworthy. Our preferred explana-
tion is that adhesion to agrin requires an intracellular sig-
naling cascade, and the formation of an adhesion
complex analogous (if not identical) to that of integrin-
mediated adhesion to RGD. The size of these complexes
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inside the cell may create a lower limit for spacing; pre-
sumably their effectiveness is reduced if the sites of adhe-
sion are spaced more closely than the diameter of such a
complex. This could explain the saturating effect seen at
30 and 60 nm spacing, which were similar to uniform
coating. The threshold for decreasing adhesion would
arise when the avidity of these complexes is no longer suf-
ficient to cause adhesion, not through the lack of signal at
an individual complex, but from the lack of sufficient
cumulative signal from the array of adhesive sites. In con-
trast, the N-cadherin mediated adhesion may be more
analogous to mechanical "Stickiness" at the cell surface,
where the force required to disrupt adhesion varies more
linearly with the protein's density on the membrane. The
absence of an intracellular cascade would eliminate the
threshold, and as long as some of the protein is present
there will be some amount of adhesion, with the upper
limit being defined at the molecular scale and by the affin-
ity of the interaction.

The affinity of the cellular receptors for the ligand may
also contribute to the agrin threshold effect. If this is the
case, it is interesting to note that integrins have a much
lower affinity for RGD peptides than for full-length
fibronectin [27], yet large agrin fragments have an appar-
ently similar threshold to RGD peptide. However, in con-
sidering affinity as an explanation, it is also important to
consider the constraints of our system. Each gold particle
is bound with only one or sometimes two proteins, and
this number should not change as the spacing changes
[13]. Therefore, at the molecular level, the number of lig-
ands presented to a cell-surface receptor is not changed; it
is the spacing between these sites of interaction this
changes. This effectively decreases the density of potential
attachment sites seen by a single cell by the square of the
change in spacing, but does not change the molecular
composition of an individual attachment site. Therefore,
avidity, and not classic receptor-ligand binding affinity, is
the variable. A biophysical test of this would be to meas-
ure the force of cell adhesion as the spacing of agrin and
N-cadherin is increased to confirm that our measures of
adhesion co-vary with mechanical force.

The subtleties of cellular responses to agrin, such as the
orientation of the protein, may have further implications
for function. For instance, the anti-parallel presentation
created by the N-terminal 6X His tag of C100 may more
closely resemble membrane-to-membrane interactions or
suggest an orientation of agrin within the meshwork of
matrix that is optimal for cellular recognition and bind-
ing.

In considering molecular spacing, laminin polymers in a
self-assembling meshwork form a polygon pattern with
vertices separated by 30-40 nanometers, comparable to
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the 30-60 nanometer spacing of agrin-coated nanoparti-
cles that conferred optimal cell adhesion. Laminin polym-
erization also organizes other cell-surface proteins,
including dystroglycan, another receptor interacting with
the C-terminus of agrin [28-31]. Thus our results appear
to be in a physiologically relevant range of distances and
the patterning of ECM-associated ligands with such spac-
ing may actually provide a more physiological presenta-
tion. However, there are also limitations to the use of
nanopatterned substrates. For instance, if cell adhesion
depends on clustered adhesion molecules, the size of the
gold-nanoparticles as well as their spacing would be
expected to have a strong influence. Also, if adhesion
depends on a mix of proteins, either as homo-dimers or in
multiprotein complexes, the stoichiometric presentation
of the substrates would be more difficult to control.

An additional distinction between uniformly coated sub-
strates and the nanopatterned substrates such as we have
described is the thickness and rigidity of the substrate
itself. Homogeneous coating of glass with recombinant
proteins applied at 10 ug/ml results in a film of protein
that can be 100-200 nm thick (T. W. unpublished obser-
vations). However, molecules directly anchored to the
nanoparticles are presented in comparatively low copy
number and the thickness of the surrounding PEG-passi-
vation can be controlled by polymer length. Therefore, the
nanopatterned substrates are presumably more rigid and
more reproducible in their thickness and stiffness than
homogeneous substrates. Substrate rigidity has been
shown to have a variety of effects on cell morphology,
proliferation, and differentiation [32,33]. These effects
may also be influencing the cellular response to homoge-
neous versus patterned substrates, particularly for param-
eters like cell motility.

Conclusion

The results presented above are most consistent with cells
adhering to agrin through mechanisms that more closely
resemble interactions with the ECM and ligands such as
RGD, than with transmembrane adhesion molecules such
as N-Cadherin, which we tested in parallel. These findings
are of particular significance for agrin, which exists as both
a secreted, ECM-bound protein and as a type-2 transmem-
brane protein. We were most interested in examining the
adhesion properties of neurons, because the transmem-
brane form of agrin is the predominant isoform found in
the central nervous system, but its function there remains
unclear. Therefore, it is interesting that neurons recognize
agrin as though it was a matrix-presented ligand.

Future experiments can take advantage of the nanopat-
terned presentation of molecules such as agrin to address
additional questions of cell biology. For example, if agrin
is presented in the proper orientation with 30 nm spacing
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in a grid 250 nm across, does it induce pre- or postsynap-
tic specializations in cultured neurons? Such a focal,
anchored presentation, which would approximate the
point of contact between an outgrowing axon and its post-
synaptic target, may cause very different effects than bath
application of soluble agrin in the media. Such an experi-
ment may bridge the apparent gap in agrin's central func-
tion in NM]J formation with its modest effects on synapse
formation in the central nervous system. The results pre-
sented here not only establish the feasibility of such stud-
ies, they also provide mechanistic suggestions for how
cells respond to agrin in comparison to other adhesion
molecules.

Methods

Recombinant Agrin and Cadherins

The recombinant C-terminal half of agrin was purchased
from R&D Systems (550-Ag) and includes amino acids
1153 to the end of the protein (1948), with a synthetic N-
terminal signal peptide for secretion and a 6X-histidine
tag for purification. This protein is herein referred to as
C100 agrin (C-terminal 100 kDa fragment). An expres-
sion construct for the C-terminal quarter of agrin (C-ter-
minal 50 kDa fragment, or C50) was generated using
following oligonucleotides for amplification from mouse
brain ¢cDNA: 5'Agrin-Bglll TAT AAG ATC TCC CTG CCA
GCC GAA CCC CTG and 3'Agrin-Xhol ATA TCT CGA
GAG TGG GGC AGG GTTC TTA G. Synthetic restriction
enzyme sites are in bold. The amplification product (1434
bp of agrin) was cloned into the BglIl and Xhol sites of the
AP-5 Tag vector (Gene Hunter), which provides an in
frame N-terminal signal peptide for secretion and a C-ter-
minal myc-epitope tag and 6X histidine tag for purifica-
tion. The sequence of the cloned PCR product was
confirmed. This fragment is the equivalent of the previ-
ously reported human agrin fragment A 1480 [5].

Cadherin expression constructs were similarly prepared.
N-cadherin sequences were amplified from mouse brain
cDNA using the following primers: 5' ATATAGATCTGGT-
GAAATTGCATTATGCAAG and 3' ATATCTCGAG-
GCCCGTGCCAAGCCCTGCA. The amplified PCR
products were cloned into Topo II vectors (Invitrogen),
sequenced, and then cloned into the AP5 vector using
Bglll and Xhol (bold sites). Cadherin8 was amplified
using 5' ATATGGCCCAGCCGGCCGCTCCGATGAAT-
CAGGCTCAC and 3' ATATGGGCCCCATACTGAGTC-
CAATAGGAAGG, cloned into Topol, sequenced, and
moved into AP5 by Sfil and Apal (bold) digestion and
ligation. In all cases, expression of full-length protein
products and purity were assessed by SDS-PAGE of recom-
binant protein purified by Nickel chromatography (Nova-
gen). All constructs were expressed in COS-7 cells using
Lipofectamine 2000 for the generation of recombinant
protein.
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Generation of gold nanopatterned surfaces

Gold nanoparticle patterns from diblock copolymer
micelles were prepared on glass cover slips (Roth, Ger-
many) as previously described [8,34]. The molecular char-
acteristics of polystyrene-block-poly(2-vinylpyridine)
(PS-b-P2VP), diblock copolymer PS(500)-b-P2VP(270),
and diblock copolymer PS(990)-b-(385) were described
previously [8,11]. In brief, micellar suspensions are
coated onto glass slides as monolayers. The organic com-
ponents of the micelles are then removed by heating in a
plasma oven and the gold nanoparticles are deposited
onto the glass. The spacing of the gold nanoparticles is
determined by the size of the organic compounds in the
micelles. Gold-free regions of the glass were passivated to
prevent unspecified protein attachment by immobilizing
linear polyethylene glycol (PEG, CH3-(O-CH2-CH2)17-
NH-CO-NH-CH2-CH2-CH2-Si(OEt)3) to the glass cover-
slips by first chemically activating the substrates (H,SO,/
H,0, = 3:1) followed by substrate immersion in 1 mM
PEG solution in dry toluene (Merck, Germany) under
nitrogen atmosphere and incubation in oil bath at 80°C
for 24 hours [35]. Substrates were then rinsed extensively
with methanol and ethyl acetate (Aldrich, USA), blown
dry with nitrogen, and used directly for biofunctionaliza-
tion. Nanodot patterns were created with interspacings of
30+4,60+8,90+ 11, and 160 + 23 nm, and gold particle
diameters of 5 to 8 nm. The qquality of the gold nanopar-
ticle patterns was verified by scanning electron micros-
copy and atomic force microscopy.

Biofunctionalization of nanopatterned surfaces
Mono-thiol NTA was used to link gold nanoparticles to
the recombinant proteins. First, PEG-functionalized sub-
strates were immersed for 4 h in 1 mM mono-thiol NTA
in ethanol. Samples were washed with MilliQ-water, and
briefly incubated with 10 mM Ni2+ in HEPES buffered
saline (HBS). Following washes with phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS), the substrates were incubated with 1 pg/ml
6X-His tagged recombinant protein in PBS for the differ-
ent protein domains of agrin or cadherins over night at
4°C. Biofunctionalization was verified by immunofluo-
rescence staining and immunogold labeling as described
previously [12,13]. Immunogold labeling showed single
protein functionalization for most of the gold nanoparti-
cles.

Uniformly coated substrates were prepared by covering
O,-plasma activated cover slips with glutaraldehyde solu-
tion (2% in water) for 15 minutes at room temperature.
After washing, protein solutions at 10 pug/ml in PBS were
applied and incubated for 30 minutes before removing
the excess solution and rinsing.
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Cell culture and adhesion assays

Neuroblastoma cells (B35 and SHSY5Y) were maintained
in DMEM supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum
(FBS), and penicillin/streptomycin (PS) in a humidified
atmosphere containing 5% CO, at 37°C. Myoblasts
(C2C12) were grown in DMEM supplemented with 20%
FBS and PS in 10% CO, at 37°C. Primary cortical cultures
were prepared from dissociated neurons of embryonic day
15 C57BL/6] mouse embryos. Cortices were dissected
free, dissociated by a 12 minute incubation in trypsin in
HBSS, followed by tituration, and cultured in neuralbasal
media supplemented with B27 supplement (GIBCO) (2%
vol/vol), L-Glutamine (1%vol/vol), and penicillin/strep-
tomycin (PS).

Static adhesion assays were performed as described previ-
ously [36,37]. In brief, for homogeneously coated sub-
strates with Laminin, L1, N-Cadherin, Cadherin-8, and
Agrin (all 10 pg/ml in PBS) substrates were incubated
with 10> SHSY-5Y human neuroblastoma cells or C2C12
mouse myoblastoma cells. For nanopatterned Agrin or N-
Cadherin substrates, 30, 60, 90, and 160 nm substrates
were incubated with 105 B35 rat neuroblastoma cells or
10¢ primary cortical neurons per sample. Cells were cul-
tured for 4 hours at 37°C in starvation medium (1% FBS)
or neurobasal medium and rinsed three times with pre-
warmed PBS. To each sample 300 pl of substrate solution
with 3.75 mM p-nitropheno-N-acetyl-B-D-glucosaminide
(Sigma) in 50 mM citrate buffer was added and cells were
incubated at 37°C for 30 minutes. After incubation the
reaction was stopped by adding 450 ul of stop solution
containing 5 mM ethylene diamine tetra-acetic acid
(Sigma) in 50 mM glycine buffer. 150 pl of each sample
were transferred into a 96 well plate (Falcon) and the
absorbance at 405 nm was measured with a microplate
reader (Tecan). Relative cell adhesion was measured by
setting the homogeneously coated Agrin or N-Cadherin
control to 1 for each assay. All assays involved triplicate
trials with independently coated substrates, and the aver-
age of these was considered an n = 1. Each assay was
repeated minimally three times, and significance was
determined using One-Way Analysis of Variance
(ANOVA) unless otherwise noted, with p < 0.01 consid-
ered significant.

For adhesion assays with peptide-inhibition, cells were
incubated with 100 ng/ml RGD peptide (Sigma), 100 pg/
ml IKVAV peptide (Sigma), or 1 mg/ml HAV peptide
(American Peptide). Cells were mixed in high-glucose
DMEM with the peptides and incubated for 30 min at4°C
prior to plating on 60 nm spaced Agrin substrates. Cell
adhesion was assayed as described above.
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Cell motility and cell spreading assays

Cells on their respective substrates were imaged for 3
hours using differential interference contrast (DIC) optics
on a Leica SP2 microscope with environmentally control-
led stage. Cells were maintained in starvation media with
1% FBS during these experiments. Images were obtained
every 10 minutes, and motility rates were determined
using Image]J software. Three to five cells per field in 5 dif-
ferent samples per surface-type were analyzed. Cell motil-
ity was evaluated by analyzing the change in the location
of the center of each cell at 10 min intervals.

The measurements of the cell area (cell surface) were ana-
lyzed after 6 hours incubation on each substrate. Cell
boundaries were marked in ImageJ, analyzed and com-
pared to the average of the cell surface area value obtained
on homogenously coated Agrin and Laminin substrates
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Cell spreading on nanopatterned substrates. Cells show greater spread-
ing on closely spaced Agrin substrates (30, 60 nm), but have rounder mor-
phologies with less surface area in contact with 90 and 160 nm substrates.
Click here for file
|http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-
2121-9-64-S2.pdf]

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Drs. Lindsay Shopland, and Greg Cox for their
comments on this manuscript. Also, Dr. Kevin Seburn for his help with the
statistical analysis of this data. The work was supported by NIH grant
NS054154 (R.W.B.), The National Science Foundation/EPSCoR grant
0132384 (Institute for Molecular Biophysics), the Landesstiftung Baden-
Wourttenberg (T.W. and J.P.S.), The NIH Roadmap for Medical Research
PN2 EY 016586 ().P.S.), and the German Excellence Initiative (CellNet-
works) at the University of Heidelberg and the Max-Planck-Society (J.P.S.).
We are also grateful to the scientific services at The Jackson Laboratory
(supported by NCI Cancer Center CA034196), and particularly the Light
Microscopy Service.

References

1. Bandtlow CE, Zimmermann DR: Proteoglycans in the developing
brain: new conceptual insights for old proteins. Physiological
reviews 2000, 80(4):1267-1290.

2.  Ruoslahti E: Brain extracellular matrix.
6(5):489-492.

3. Gautam M, Noakes PG, Moscoso L, Rupp F, Scheller RH, Merlie JP,
Sanes JR: Defective neuromuscular synaptogenesis in agrin-
deficient mutant mice. Cell 1996, 85:525-535.

4. Burgess RW, Skarnes WC, Sanes JR: Agrin isoforms with distinct
amino termini: differential expression, localization, and
function. The Journal of cell biology 2000, 151(1):41-52.

5. Burgess RW, Dickman DK, Nunez L, Glass D), Sanes JR: Mapping
sites responsible for interactions of agrin with neurons. Jour-
nal of neurochemistry 2002, 83(2):271-284.

6. Neumann FR, Bittcher G, Annies M, Schumacher B, Kroger S, Ruegg
MA: An alternative amino-terminus expressed in the central
nervous system converts agrin to a type Il transmembrane
protein. Molecular and cellular neurosciences 2001, 17(1):208-225.

7.  Rudenko G, Nguyen T, Chelliah Y, Sudhof TC, Deisenhofer J: The
structure of the ligand-binding domain of neurexin Ibeta:
regulation of LNS domain function by alternative splicing.
Cell 1999, 99(1):93-101.

8.  Arnold M, Cavalcanti-Adam EA, Glass R, Blummel J, Eck W, Kantleh-
ner M, Kessler H, Spatz |P: Activation of integrin function by
nanopatterned adhesive interfaces. = Chemphyschem 2004,
5(3):383-388.

9.  Cavalcanti-Adam EA, Micoulet A, Blummel J, Auernheimer |, Kessler
H, Spatz JP: Lateral spacing of integrin ligands influences cell
spreading and focal adhesion assembly. European journal of cell
biology 2006, 85(3-4):219-224.

10. Cavalcanti-Adam EA, Volberg T, Micoulet A, Kessler H, Geiger B,
Spatz JP: Cell spreading and focal adhesion dynamics are reg-
ulated by spacing of integrin ligands. Biophysical journal 2007,
92(8):2964-2974.

1. Spatz JP, Mossmer S, Hartmann C, Moller M: Ordered Deposition
of Inorganic Clusters from Micellar Block Copolymer Films.
Langmuir 2000, 16(2):407-415.

12. Thelen K, Wolfram T, Maier B, Jahrling S, Tinazli A, Piehler J, Spatz JP,
Pollerberg E: Cell Adhesion Molecule DM-GRASP presented
as nanopatterns to neurons regulates attachment and neur-
ite growth. Soft Matter 2007, 3:1486-1491.

13. Wolfram T, Belz F, Schoen T, Spatz |P: Site-specific presentation
of single recombinant proteins in defined nanoarrays. Bio-
interphases 2007, 2(1):44-48.

Glycobiology 1996,

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32

33.

34.

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2121/9/64

Ruoslahti E: RGD and other recognition sequences for
integrins. Annu Rev Cell Dev Biol 1996, 12:697-715.

Agius E, Sagot Y, Duprat AM, Cochard P: Antibodies directed
against the beta l-integrin subunit and peptides containing
the IKVAYV sequence of laminin perturb neurite outgrowth
of peripheral neurons on immature spinal cord substrata.
Neuroscience 1996, 71(3):773-786.

Tashiro K, Sephel GC, Weeks B, Sasaki M, Martin GR, Kleinman HK,
Yamada Y: A synthetic peptide containing the IKVAV
sequence from the A chain of laminin mediates cell attach-
ment, migration, and neurite outgrowth. The Journal of biologi-
cal chemistry 1989, 264(27):16174-16182.

Sephel GC, Tashiro Kl, Sasaki M, Greatorex D, Martin GR, Yamada
Y, Kleinman HK: Laminin A chain synthetic peptide which sup-
ports neurite outgrowth. Biochemical and biophysical research com-
munications 1989, 162(2):821-829.

Bixby JL, Baerwald-De La Torre K, Wang C, Rathjen FG, Ruegg MA:
A neuronal inhibitory domain in the N-terminal half of agrin.
Journal of neurobiology 2002, 50(2):164-179.

Baerwald-de la Torre K, Winzen U, Halfter W, Bixby JL: Gly-
cosaminoglycan-dependent and -independent inhibition of
neurite outgrowth by agrin. Journal of neurochemistry 2004,
90(1):50-61.

Cornish T, Branch DW, Wheeler BC, Campanelli JT: Microcontact
printing: a versatile technique for the study of synaptogenic
molecules. Molecular and cellular neurosciences 2002, 20(1):140-153.
Kosar TF, Tourovskaia A, Figueroa-Masot X, Adams ME, Folch A: A
nanofabricated planar aperture as a mimic of the nerve-mus-
cle contact during synaptogenesis. Lab on a chip 2006,
6(5):632-638.

Tourovskaia A, Kosar TF, Folch A: Local induction of acetylcho-
line receptor clustering in myotube cultures using microflu-
idic application of agrin. Biophysical  journal 2006,
90(6):2192-2198.

Hilgenberg LG, Su H, Gu H, O'Dowd DK, Smith MA: Alpha3Na+/
K+-ATPase is a neuronal receptor for agrin. Cell 2006,
125(2):359-369.

Ksiazek |, Burkhardt C, Lin S, Seddik R, Maj M, Bezakova G, Jucker M,
Arber S, Caroni P, Sanes JR, et al.: Synapse loss in cortex of agrin-
deficient mice after genetic rescue of perinatal death. | Neu-
rosci 2007, 27(27):7183-7195.

Hilgenberg LG, Ho KD, Lee D, O'Dowd DK, Smith MA: Agrin reg-
ulates neuronal responses to excitatory neurotransmitters
in vitro and in vivo. Molecular and cellular neurosciences 2002,
19(1):97-110.

JiRR, Bose CM, Lesuisse C, Qiu D, Huang JC, Zhang Q, Rupp F: Spe-
cific agrin isoforms induce cAMP response element binding
protein phosphorylation in hippocampal neurons. | Neurosci
1998, 18(23):9695-9702.

Hersel U, Dahmen C, Kessler H: RGD modified polymers: bio-
materials for stimulated cell adhesion and beyond. Biomateri-
als 2003, 24(24):4385-4415.

Yurchenco PD, Cheng YS, Campbell K, Li S: Loss of basement
membrane, receptor and cytoskeletal lattices in a laminin-
deficient muscular dystrophy. | Cell Sci2004, 1 17(Pt 5):735-742.
Gesemann M, Cavalli V, Denzer AJ, Brancaccio A, Schumacher B,
Ruegg MA: Alternative splicing of agrin alters its binding to
heparin, dystroglycan, and the putative agrin receptor. Neu-
ron 1996, 16:755-767.

Gee SH, Montanaro F, Lindenbaum MH, Carbonetto S: Dystrogly-
can-alpha, a dystrophin-associated glycoprotein, is a func-
tional agrin receptor. Cell 1994, 77(5):675-686.

Campanelli JT, Roberds SL, Campbell KP, Scheller RH: A role for
dystrophin-associated glycoproteins and utrophin in agrin-
induced AChR clustering. Cell 1994, 77:663-674.

Engler A, Griffin MA, Sen S, Bonnemann CG, Sweeney HL, Discher
DE: Myotubes differentiate optimally on substrates with tis-
sue-like stiffness: pathological implications for soft or stiff
microenvironments. The Journal of cell biology 2004,
166(6):877-887.

Discher DE, Janmey P, Wang YL: Tissue cells feel and respond to
the stiffness of their substrate. Science 2005,
310(5751):1139-1143.

Glass R, Moeller M, Spatz JP: Block Copolymer Micelle Nano-
lithography. Nanotechnology 2003, 14(10):1153-1160.

Page 13 of 14

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2121-9-64-S2.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11015614
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11015614
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8877368
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8653788
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8653788
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11018052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11018052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11018052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12423238
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12423238
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10520997
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10520997
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15067875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15067875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16546564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16546564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17277192
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17277192
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8970741
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8970741
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8867049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8867049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2777785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2777785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2777785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11793362
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11793362
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15198666
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15198666
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15198666
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16652178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16652178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16652178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16387765
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16387765
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16387765
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16630822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16630822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17611272
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17611272
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9822730
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9822730
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9822730
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12922151
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12922151
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14734655
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14734655
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14734655
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8607994
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8607994
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8205617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8205617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8205617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8205616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8205616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8205616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15364962
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15364962
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15364962
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16293750
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16293750

BMC Cell Biology 2008, 9:64

35.

36.

37.

Blummel J, Perschmann N, Aydin D, Drinjakovic J, Surrey T, Lopez-
Garcia M, Kessler H, Spatz |P: Protein repellent properties of
covalently attached PEG coatings on nanostructured SiO(2)-
based interfaces. Biomaterials 2007, 28(32):4739-4747.

Kucik DF, Wu C: Cell-adhesion assays. Methods in molecular biology
(Clifton, NJ) 2005, 294:43-54.

Landegren U: Measurement of cell numbers by means of the
endogenous enzyme hexosaminidase. Applications to detec-
tion of lymphokines and cell surface antigens. Journal of immu-
nological methods 1984, 67(2):379-388.

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2121/9/64

Publish with BioMed Central and every
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."
Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK
Your research papers will be:
« available free of charge to the entire biomedical community
« peer reviewed and publishedimmediately upon acceptance
« cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central
« yours — you keep the copyright

Submit your manuscript here:

O BioMedcentral
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

Page 14 of 14

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17697710
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17697710
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17697710
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6200537
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6200537
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6200537
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Results
	Adhesion of cells to nanopatterned agrin
	Comparison of adhesive substrates
	Cell motility on nanopatterned agrin
	Molecular mechanisms

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Methods
	Recombinant Agrin and Cadherins
	Generation of gold nanopatterned surfaces
	Biofunctionalization of nanopatterned surfaces
	Cell culture and adhesion assays
	Cell motility and cell spreading assays

	Abbreviations
	Authors' contributions
	Additional material
	Acknowledgements
	References

