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Abstract: Breast cancer remains the most common malignancy in women, yet, many pa-
tients fail to achieve full remission despite significant advancements. This is largely due
to tumour heterogeneity and the limitations of current experimental models in accurately
replicating the complexity of in vivo tumour environment. In this study, we present a
compartmentalised alginate hydrogel platform as an innovative in vitro tool for three-
dimensional breast cancer cell culture. To mimic the heterogeneity of tumour tissues, we
developed a core–shell structure (3.5% alginate core and 2% alginate shell) that mimic the
stiffer, denser internal tumour matrix. The human triple-negative breast cancer cell line
(MDA-MB-231) was embedded in core–shell alginate gels to assess viability, proliferation
and hypoxic activity. Over one week, good cells proliferation and viability was observed,
especially in the softer shell. Interestingly, cells within the stiffer core were more positive
to hypoxic marker expression (HIF-1α) than those embedded in the shell, confirming the
presence of a hypoxic niche, as observed in vivo. When cultured in the MIVO® milli fluidic
organ-on-chip resembling the physiological fluid flow conditions, cancer cells viability be-
came comparable between core and shell hydrogel area, emphasising the importance of the
fluid flow in nutrients diffusion within three-dimensional matrixes. Cisplatin chemother-
apy treatment further highlighted these differences: under static conditions, cancer cell
death was prominent in the softer shell, whereas cells in the stiffer core remained resistant
to cisplatin. Conversely, drug diffusion was more homogeneous in the core–shell structured
treated in the organ-on-chip, leading to a uniform reduction in cell viability. These findings
suggest that integrating a compartmentalised core–shell cell laden alginate model with the
millifluidic organ on chip offers a more physiologically relevant experimental approach to
deepening cancer cell behaviour and drug response.

Keywords: hydrogels; tumour microenvironment; breast cancer; core–shell; cancer on chip

1. Introduction
Breast cancer poses a major global health challenge, being the most frequently diag-

nosed cancer and the leading cause of cancer-related mortality among women [1,2]. A
critical factor driving cancer progression is the tumour microenvironment (TME), which
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influences crucial cellular processes such as proliferation, migration, invasion, and ther-
apeutic resistance [3,4]. One of the key features of the TME is its heterogeneity, both in
biochemical composition and mechanical properties, which together regulate the behaviour
of cancer cells. With few exceptions, primary tumours are indeed significantly more rigid
compared to the healthy tissues from which they originate, and this increased stiffness is
strongly associated with higher malignancy [5]. Moreover, unlike healthy tissues, tumour
tissues often exhibit stiffness irregularities, with stiffer regions typically located near the
tumour core and softer regions towards the invasive front [6–8]. Furthermore, cells in
stiffer matrices are more likely to undergo epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition (EMT), a
critical process in metastasis, while cells in softer environments typically maintain a more
proliferative and migratory phenotype [9,10].

In addition to the mechanical heterogeneity, solid tumours also suffer from poor vas-
cularisation, which leads to nutrient and oxygen gradients within the tissue [11]. Hypoxia,
or reduced oxygen availability, is a hallmark of aggressive tumours and occurs primarily in
the central regions of the tumour mass, where cells are far from blood vessels. Hypoxia
triggers the activation of hypoxia-inducible factor-1α (HIF-1α), a transcription factor that
drives the expression of genes involved in angiogenesis, metabolic reprogramming, and
survival [12,13]. This hypoxic response creates a selective pressure that enables the survival
of more aggressive, therapy-resistant cancer cells [14]. Consequently, the combination of
mechanical stress and hypoxia within the TME fosters the emergence of cancer cells with
enhanced invasive potential and resistance to conventional treatments [15].

Given the crucial roles of both mechanical and hypoxic cues in tumour biology, there
is increasing interest in developing in vitro models that can replicate these features to study
cancer cell behaviour and test new therapeutic strategies. Conventional two-dimensional
(2D) monolayer culture systems, although widely employed in the pharmaceutical industry
for therapeutic agent development, fail to mimic the natural cell–cell and cell–matrix
interactions. Additionally, cancer cells cultured on rigid 2D plastic surfaces exhibit changes
in cellular behaviour, and drug response [16,17]. On the contrary, animal models, while
valuable, present limitations in terms of human relevance and ethical considerations [18,19].

Therefore, three-dimensional (3D) hydrogel-based in vitro models have emerged as
a promising solution for reproducing mechanical and biochemical features of the TME,
such as tissue stiffness, cell/cell crosstalk, interaction with ECM and specific nutrient
gradients [20]. For instance, collagen I-based and PEG-based hydrogels have been used to
create tumour models, by reproducing hypoxic responses and by studying the effects of
matrix stiffness on cancer cell behaviour [21,22]. However, many common 3D biomaterials,
such as Matrigel, suffer from limitations including structural fragility and batch-to-batch
variability, which can affect reproducibility in experimental outcomes [23,24].

In recent years, alginate has emerged as a versatile material for creating cancer mod-
els, thanks to its high biocompatibility, low-cost and tunable mechanical properties [25].
Alginate resembles indeed the glycosaminoglycans present in the native extracellular ma-
trix (ECM), making this material highly appealing for many different applications [26].
Furthermore, the ionic gelation mechanism allows alginate to create a highly hydrated
and cell-friendly microenvironment, closely resembling native ECM structures. Alginate
hydrogels have been already employed to study the relationship between matrix stiffness
and cancer cell viability [27]. They have also been used to develop tumour models for
neuroblastoma, offering several advantages over traditional 2D cultures, including an
in vivo-like expression of some of the most important immune-checkpoints [28], and an
ovarian cancer model for drug efficacy tests, which showed drug response consistency with
xenograft in vivo models [29].
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In this study, a core–shell alginate hydrogel was developed to investigate breast cancer
cell behaviour, particularly focusing on aggressive phenotypes. The hydrogel design
features a stiffer inner core surrounded by a softer outer layer, mimicking the mechanical
gradients observed in tumour tissues, where cells tend to proliferate and migrate more
readily in softer regions [30,31]. Moreover, this core–shell structure can facilitate the
formation of an oxygen gradient, typical of tumour tissue, inducing hypoxia in central
regions [32,33]. Mechanical properties of the hydrogels, cell proliferation, and the induction
of hypoxia were investigated, prior to investigate the impact of matrix stiffness of drug
response to cisplatin—one of the most employed chemotherapeutic agents.

Recently, the combination of cells, spheroids or mini-tissues with microfluidic sys-
tems has opened new avenues in cancer research, ultimately leading to the emergence of
tumour-on-a-chip models [34]. However, some fabrication techniques can be challenging
to implement [35–37].

Moreover, aiming at simulating the perfused TME and systemic drug administra-
tion [38–40], this in vitro breast cancer model has been cultured in a multi-compartmental
milli fluidic organ-on-chip to evaluate both the tumour cells viability and drug response
under dynamic conditions. In parallel, computational studies have been performed to
simulate the diffusive phenomena though the hydrogels and to calculate the shear stress
perceived by the tissue models within a perfused organ-on-chip, aiming to optimise the
3D conditions. By leveraging this novel 3D platform, we aim to investigate the TME role
in cancer progression and response to therapies, paving the way for more effective and
personalised treatment strategies.

2. Results
2.1. Core–Shell Alginate Hydrogels Realisation and Multi-Level Characterisation

The design and fabrication of compartmentalised hydrogels are essential for mimick-
ing complex tissue architectures and creating environments that can better simulate in vivo
conditions. In particular, the development of core–shell hydrogels offers an opportunity to
create gradients of stiffness and chemical composition, which can influence cell behaviour
and drug delivery. In this study, compartmentalised hydrogels were obtained through a
double agar mold casting method.

By using two different concentrations of alginate solutions, distinct core (3.5% w/v) and
shell (2% w/v) layers were formed, with gelation driven by calcium ions in the agar molds
at physiological temperature (T = 37 ◦C). Figure 1A illustrates the fabrication workflow
and shows the resulting cell-laden models.

The core–shell hydrogels exhibited a well-defined structure, with a core measuring
approximately 2 mm in diameter, encased within a shell. Visual inspection confirmed the
integrity of the gels, with the core–shell hydrogels displaying a defined boundary between
the core and shell layers (Figure 1B,C).

Morphology of the cell-free constructs was assessed through Scanning Electron Mi-
croscopy (SEM). Homogeneous constructs (2% w/v and 3.5% w/v) were also prepared
and analysed for comparison. The microstructure of the different hydrogels (Figure 2)
revealed that the pores within the soft gel (2% w/v) appeared relatively uniform in size
and shape, while the stiff gels (3.5% w/v) showed a denser structure with fewer visible
interconnected voids. At 500X magnification, the higher porosity of the softer construct
was clearly noticeable compared to the stiffer one. Core–shell (CS) hydrogels presented
distinct regions, with patterns similar to those found in both homogeneous constructs.
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Figure 1. Core–shell hydrogel development (A) cell-laden core–shell hydrogel fabrication workflow: 
first, CaCl2-laden agar gels were produced, boiling the agar dissolved in 0.1 M CaCl2 solution, cool-
ing it in Petri dishes and creating holes with 2 mm and 5 mm diameter biopsy punches; then the 
cell-laden hydrogels were realised with two subsequent gelation processes, each one with a dura-
tion of 30 min, performed at physiological temperature (B) cell-free core–shell hydrogel structure. 
Scale bar: 1 mm (C) Microscope image of the cell-laden core shell hydrogel. Scale bar: 500 µm.

The core–shell hydrogels exhibited a well-defined structure, with a core measuring 
approximately 2 mm in diameter, encased within a shell. Visual inspection confirmed the 
integrity of the gels, with the core–shell hydrogels displaying a defined boundary between 
the core and shell layers (Figure 1B,C).

Morphology of the cell-free constructs was assessed through Scanning Electron Mi-
croscopy (SEM). Homogeneous constructs (2% w/v and 3.5% w/v) were also prepared and 
analysed for comparison. The microstructure of the different hydrogels (Figure 2) re-
vealed that the pores within the soft gel (2% w/v) appeared relatively uniform in size and 
shape, while the stiff gels (3.5% w/v) showed a denser structure with fewer visible inter-
connected voids. At 500X magnification, the higher porosity of the softer construct was 
clearly noticeable compared to the stiffer one. Core–shell (CS) hydrogels presented dis-
tinct regions, with patterns similar to those found in both homogeneous constructs.

Figure 1. Core–shell hydrogel development (A) cell-laden core–shell hydrogel fabrication workflow:
first, CaCl2-laden agar gels were produced, boiling the agar dissolved in 0.1 M CaCl2 solution, cooling
it in Petri dishes and creating holes with 2 mm and 5 mm diameter biopsy punches; then the cell-laden
hydrogels were realised with two subsequent gelation processes, each one with a duration of 30 min,
performed at physiological temperature (B) cell-free core–shell hydrogel structure. Scale bar: 1 mm
(C) Microscope image of the cell-laden core shell hydrogel. Scale bar: 500 µm.
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Figure 2. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) analysis. SEM micrographs of the hydrogels pro-
duced with the agar mold technique at different magnification: 200× (scale bar: 100 µm) and 500× 
(scale bar: 40 µm). CS: core–shell. Homogeneous hydrogels fabricated using single-concentration 
alginate solutions (2% and 3.5%) were also realised for comparison.

Furthermore, the hydrogels were mechanically analysed to obtain the stiffness values 
immediately after their production (Figure 3A). The mechanical properties of hydrogels 
play indeed a crucial role in determining their suitability for biomedical applications, as 
they directly influence cell behaviour, tissue integration, and the overall stability of 3D 
constructs. Understanding how these properties evolve over time is essential for design-
ing materials that can mimic the physiological environment and support long-term func-
tionality.

Figure 3. Mechanical properties of cell-free and cell-laden hydrogels. Young modulus of the core–
shell hydrogels (CS) in comparison with soft (2%) and stiff (3.5%) homogeneous hydrogels during 
14 days of culture (bottom): analysis carried out on cell-free hydrogels (A) and on cell-laden hydro-
gels at day 1 (B), day 7 (C), and day 14 (D) (n = 4 replicates).

The measurements carried out through unconfined compression tests showed that 
core–shell hydrogels generally exhibit an intermediate stiffness between soft and stiff 

Figure 2. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) analysis. SEM micrographs of the hydrogels produced
with the agar mold technique at different magnification: 200× (scale bar: 100 µm) and 500× (scale
bar: 40 µm). CS: core–shell. Homogeneous hydrogels fabricated using single-concentration alginate
solutions (2% and 3.5%) were also realised for comparison.
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Furthermore, the hydrogels were mechanically analysed to obtain the stiffness values
immediately after their production (Figure 3A). The mechanical properties of hydrogels
play indeed a crucial role in determining their suitability for biomedical applications, as they
directly influence cell behaviour, tissue integration, and the overall stability of 3D constructs.
Understanding how these properties evolve over time is essential for designing materials
that can mimic the physiological environment and support long-term functionality.
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Figure 3. Mechanical properties of cell-free and cell-laden hydrogels. Young modulus of the core–shell
hydrogels (CS) in comparison with soft (2%) and stiff (3.5%) homogeneous hydrogels during 14 days
of culture (bottom): analysis carried out on cell-free hydrogels (A) and on cell-laden hydrogels at day
1 (B), day 7 (C), and day 14 (D) (n = 4 replicates).

The measurements carried out through unconfined compression tests showed that
core–shell hydrogels generally exhibit an intermediate stiffness between soft and stiff
hydrogels. Moreover, cell-laden hydrogels were examined over a two-week culture period
to assess the impact of breast cancer cells on the 3D constructs over time. Interestingly, the
presence of cells affected hydrogel stiffness as early as one day into culture (Figure 3B).
This immediate reduction in stiffness is likely due to a dilution effect. When cells are
incorporated into the alginate gel, they occupy space that would otherwise be filled by the
polymer, effectively reducing the local polymer concentration. This decrease in the density
of the polymer network leads to fewer cross-links, which in turn diminishes the overall
mechanical stiffness. However, despite this initial softening, the measured stiffness values
remain within the physiological range [41,42].

Notably, while the stiffness remained nearly unchanged during the first week
(Figure 3C), the hydrogels exhibited a progressive stiffening over the course of 14 days of
cells culture (Figure 3D). This subsequent stiffening may be attributed to cellular remod-
elling and to the deposition of extracellular matrix components, which ultimately reinforce
the structure of the hydrogel. All the data are summarised in Table 1.

Overall, these findings highlight that while the initial cell incorporation may dilute the
gel and reduce its stiffness, the cellular activities over time lead to a remodelling process
that restores and even enhances the mechanical integrity of the 3D constructs.
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Table 1. Young modulus of the different types of cell-laden hydrogels during culture time and
cell-free hydrogels.

Compressive Young Modulus (kPa)

2% Core–Shell 3.5%

day 1 7.13 ± 2.58 12.09 ± 2.18 21.14 ± 14.9
cell-laden day 7 7.35 ± 2.94 16.24 ± 12.75 16.45 ± 7.01

day 14 20.26 ± 6.15 23.68 ± 4.28 48.96 ± 9.14

cell-free 20.89 ± 6.96 44.69 ± 4.63 86.59 ± 17.34

2.2. Core–Shell Structure Shows a Hypoxic Core While Sustaining Cancer Cells Proliferation

The interaction between breast cancer cells and the surrounding hydrogel matrix is
critical for understanding how these constructs support cell viability, proliferation, and
function. In this study, breast cancer cells cultured in alginate-based core–shell hydrogels
were characterised by immunostaining for their morphology.

Cells displayed a round morphology and a homogeneous spatial distribution within
both the 2% shell and 3.5% core alginate matrices, with no significant differences between
the two compartments.

In addition, cells demonstrated a robust proliferation, as evidenced by the Ki67-
positive signal, and cell density significantly increased after one week. Notably, immunoflu-
orescence revealed colocalisation of Ki67 and HIF-1α, particularly in the stiffer core regions
(Figure 4). This result suggests that hypoxic conditions can be recapitulated in vitro by
finely tuning the stiffness of the extracellular matrix where cells are embedded: indeed,
as in vivo, the density and mechanical properties of the ECM directly affect the oxygen
diffusion, which finally leads to a non-homogeneous expression of cellular hypoxic marker.
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exposed to physiological fluid flow. As control, the traditional static culture was used.

Initially, cells viability was assessed with a Live/Dead assay to determine whether 
the nutrient delivery in dynamic systems could mitigate the limitations of denser, stiffer 
regions within the hydrogel and improve cell viability (Figure 5).

Figure 4. Confocal Immunofluorescence images. Phalloidin staining (left) and Ki67 and HIF-1α
immunostaining (right) of the core–shell hydrogels after one week of culture. Globular morphology
was investigated through the actin-related marker. Co-localisation of Ki67 and HIF-1α is highlighted,
with more evidence in the core part of the 3D construct. Scale bar: 200 µm.

2.3. The Core–Shell Hydrogel Cultured Within a Millifluidic Organ on Chip Displays an
Increasing of Cells Viability in the Stiffer Core Compared to the Static Culture

To further reproduce the in vivo physiological environment, core–shell hydrogels were
cultured in an innovative organ-on-chip platform, MIVO®, to assess their behaviour when
exposed to physiological fluid flow. As control, the traditional static culture was used.



Gels 2025, 11, 356 7 of 19

Initially, cells viability was assessed with a Live/Dead assay to determine whether
the nutrient delivery in dynamic systems could mitigate the limitations of denser, stiffer
regions within the hydrogel and improve cell viability (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. Cell viability of cell-laden hydrogels in static and dynamic conditions. Cell viability assay
performed in alginate hydrogels after one week of static culture and dynamic culture in MIVO®

organ-on-chip. (A) Live cells were marked with Calcein-AM, dead cells were marked with Propidium
Iodide. Scale bar: 50 µm. (B) MIVO® device with the hydrogels located over a transwell insert
subjected to a perfusion of 1 mL/min. (C) Cell viability evaluation in the core–shell hydrogels.
The values are represented by mean ± std (n = 5). Statistics performed with two-way ANOVA;
significance was assumed for p < 0.05 (* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01).

Interestingly, in static conditions, the cell viability in core–shell hydrogels was approx-
imately 77% and 91% in the core and in the shell, respectively, showing that a softer matrix
might offer a more suitable substrate for the breast cancer cells growth, in agreement with
previous findings by Cavo et al. [27]. When the core–shell hydrogels were cultured in the
organ-on-chip under physiological fluid flow conditions, cell viability in the stiffer core
region increased significantly, reaching levels comparable to those in the softer shell (92%).
This result can be attributable to the enhanced diffusion of nutrients, such as glucose, under
dynamic culture conditions, which might mitigate the limitations imposed by the denser
matrix and improve cellular survival in stiffer regions.

These findings are consistent with the study by Marrella et al. [29], which emphasised
the importance of nutrient diffusion in 3D cell cultures under fluid flow. The improved
viability under dynamic conditions highlights the potential of using organ-on-chip plat-
forms to better replicate in vivo-like environments, where both mechanical properties and
nutrient transport are critical for cell survival and behaviour.
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2.4. Computational Analysis

To further highlight the crucial role of fluid flow, especially in 3D cell cultures, a
computational simulation of nutrient (i.e., glucose) and oxygen distribution was conducted
both in the presence and absence of flow.

For the static culture simulation, a geometry comprising the gel immersed in a 24-well
plate was considered, exploiting an axisymmetric structure (Figure 6A). In this case, mass
transport takes place only via diffusion. Differently, for the culture in the organ-on-chip,
fluid dynamics within a Single-Flow MIVO® device (Figure 6B) was first investigated,
showing a tumour-like interstitial flow under the gel inserted on the transwell insert, when
the imposed inlet flow rate is 1 mL/min [6]. Then, the transport was calculated, taking into
account the velocity profile previously obtained.
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Cytotoxicity Effect on the Core–Shell Cell Laden Hydrogels

Cisplatin is a widely used chemotherapeutic agent known for its ability to induce 
DNA damage and inhibit cell proliferation, making it a cornerstone of cancer treatment. 
However, available preclinical in vitro models do not reflect the proper in vivo drug pen-
etration and cells response. On the other side, animal models, although properly resem-
bling the drug pharmacodynamics, are not fully humanised models, and they have spe-
cies-specific differences, leading to unpredictive readouts.

To overcome these limitations, we assessed the impact of cisplatin-induced cytotoxi-
city by using a fluid-dynamic organ on chip, which recapitulates the human circulatory 
flow. By using a core–shell alginate hydrogel system cultured in the MIVO® organ-on-
chip platform, we aimed to simulate the heterogeneous environment of a tumour, where 
the stiffness gradient could potentially affect drug diffusion and cellular response. The 
impact of cisplatin-induced cytotoxicity was assessed under fluid dynamic conditions, by 
applying the drug in the basal circuit of the organ on chip, while the core–shell alginates 

Figure 6. Nutrient transport in the core–shell hydrogel laden with breast cancer cells. Three-
dimensional visualisation and cross-sectional view of (A) a 24 multi-well and (B) half of the MIVO
device, with a zoom on the structure of the gel, indicating the two different compartments (core and
shell), the top and the bottom surface; 3D visualisation of oxygen (C) and glucose (G) concentration
in the heterogeneous hydrogel after 24 h of static culture; oxygen (D) and glucose (H) levels through
the hydrogels at different heights after 24 h of culture; 3D visualisation of oxygen (E) and glucose
(I) concentration in the heterogeneous hydrogel after 24 h of dynamic culture; oxygen (F) and glucose
(J) levels through the hydrogels at different heights after 24 h of dynamic culture; the red line indicates
the interface between the two zones.

A gradient of nutrient was found in static condition for oxygen and glucose. In
particular, after 24 h, the oxygen decreased at the bottom of the construct up to 0.04 mM
that is considered a level close to hypoxia for most cells (Figure 6C,D). While cancer cells
preferentially convert glucose to lactate even when oxygen is available, our simulations
showed that glucose concentrations did not decrease significantly over time (Figure 6G,H).
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Under dynamic conditions, oxygen levels were higher compared to static conditions,
with a more uniform distribution throughout the hydrogel. As shown in Figure 6E,F,
the top and bottom sections of the scaffold exhibited similar oxygen levels, likely due to
the continuous oxygen supply at the medium-air interface and the diffusion of oxygen
through the silicone tubing of the millifluidic system. In terms of glucose distribution,
the nutrient did not show a significant gradient after 24 h (Figure 6I,J). A slightly higher
concentration was observed at the bottom of the hydrogel, probably due to more effective
glucose delivery thanks to the fluidic flow. These results indicate that dynamic flow
minimises the formation of concentration gradients, ensuring that cells receive a uniform
supply of nutrients and oxygen.

2.5. The Administration of Drug Within the Organ on Chip Leads to a More Homogeneous
Cytotoxicity Effect on the Core–Shell Cell Laden Hydrogels

Cisplatin is a widely used chemotherapeutic agent known for its ability to induce DNA
damage and inhibit cell proliferation, making it a cornerstone of cancer treatment. However,
available preclinical in vitro models do not reflect the proper in vivo drug penetration
and cells response. On the other side, animal models, although properly resembling the
drug pharmacodynamics, are not fully humanised models, and they have species-specific
differences, leading to unpredictive readouts.

To overcome these limitations, we assessed the impact of cisplatin-induced cytotoxicity
by using a fluid-dynamic organ on chip, which recapitulates the human circulatory flow.
By using a core–shell alginate hydrogel system cultured in the MIVO® organ-on-chip
platform, we aimed to simulate the heterogeneous environment of a tumour, where the
stiffness gradient could potentially affect drug diffusion and cellular response. The impact
of cisplatin-induced cytotoxicity was assessed under fluid dynamic conditions, by applying
the drug in the basal circuit of the organ on chip, while the core–shell alginates were
cultured in the apical chamber. Static drug administration was used as internal control.

Under static conditions, a reduction in cell viability was observed only in the softer
external area, which was more exposed to the drug. Conversely, in the internal, stiffer
region, cells viability remained significantly higher (over 80%), suggesting limited drug
penetration. Interestingly, when the same gels were treated with cisplatin within the MIVO®

organ on chip platform under fluid flow conditions, cell viability decreased uniformly
across both the core and shell, confirming the crucial role of the flow in ensuring proper
drug diffusion throughout the tumour matrix (Figure 7). Moreover, under dynamic condi-
tions, the overall cell viability was approximately 60%, representing an intermediate value
between the viability observed in the static core (45%) and static shell (84%). This suggests
that, in static conditions, drug molecules accumulate more in the outer shell, leading to a
higher cytotoxic effect compared to the more homogeneous distribution achieved under
dynamic flow.

Furthermore, the cisplatin concentration was computationally simulated throughout
the entire cell culture period, starting with an initial concentration of 10 µM in the medium.
Two different points were considered: one located along the circumference of the top surface
(A), representing the shell, and the other at the centre of the bottom surface (B), representing
the core. The simulations revealed a plateau after approximately 4–5 h, indicating rapid
diffusion of the drug, combined with slow consumption by the cells, which led to drug
accumulation within the gel over time (Figure 8).

In the organ-on-chip system, higher drug transport within the hydrogel compared
to the static culture was observed, in accordance with previous studies conducted on this
perfused system [29,43].
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was assumed for p < 0.05.
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3. Discussion
The creation of three-dimensional (3D) hydrogel models that closely mimic the in vivo

tumour environment is a critical area of research, particularly for cancer cell biology,
and drug delivery applications. Hydrogels, as biomaterials, can replicate the structural
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and mechanical properties of cancer tissues more accurately than traditional 2D cultures.
Among the various hydrogel designs, core–shell structures have gained considerable
attention due to their ability to mimic the heterogeneous microenvironments of tumours,
where stiffness gradients exist between the tumour core and the outer shell.

Tumours in vivo exhibit indeed a highly complex microenvironment characterised
by both biochemical and biophysical heterogeneity. The mechanical properties of tu-
mours, such as stiffness, vary greatly between the tumour core and the peripheral regions,
primarily due to factors like extracellular matrix (ECM) composition, cell density, and
vascularisation [44]. The core of a solid tumour is typically stiffer and more hypoxic, while
the periphery is softer and better oxygenated, providing a spatial heterogenic environment
that may significantly affect cancer cellular behaviour, including growth, apoptosis, and
response to drugs [45].

Recently researchers developed 3D models that mimic tumour stiffness heterogeneity
based on gradient-based hydrogels or intricate compartmentalisation methods, which can
pose challenges in terms of scalability and consistency [46–49].

This study presents a novel simple approach using compartmentalised core–shell
hydrogels, to simulate tumour-like features by varying the stiffness between the core (3.5%
w/v alginate) and shell (2% w/v alginate) regions. The strategy of embedding the CaCl2
solution within the agar mold, to crosslink the different alginate solutions, was found to
be critical for ensuring the structural fidelity of the core–shell constructs. External cross-
linking approaches tested during preliminary experiments resulted in uneven gelation
and inconsistent shell formation, which adversely affected reproducibility. In contrast, the
agar-embedded CaCl2 provided a spatially confined and stable ionic source that enabled
gradual and uniform cross-linking via diffusion. This configuration supported more
consistent shell architecture and homogeneous core encapsulation, likely contributing to
the improved mechanical uniformity observed across samples. Tumour cells in softer, more
compliant regions are indeed generally more proliferative, whereas stiffer regions may
induce quiescence or apoptosis [50]. The study highlighted that softer 2% w/v alginate
hydrogel exhibited a more open and uniform pore structure, which aligns with findings in
the literature, reporting that softer gels generally exhibit higher porosity and an improved
permeability to nutrients and oxygen. Conversely, the stiffer 3.5% w/v alginate gel exhibited
a denser structure, which can lead to reduced diffusion of nutrients and waste, closely
mimicking the poor nutrient perfusion found in the hypoxic core of tumours.

In addition, our core–shell cell laden hydrogels displayed different mechanical prop-
erties (i.e., Young modulus), with values recapitulating the physiological cancer stiffness.
Importantly, the stiffer core region was correlated to higher HIF-1α expression, replicating
a key feature of the tumour microenvironment.

The absence of marked morphological differentiation between the core and shell
regions suggests that the cells maintained a uniformly round morphology and consistent
spatial distribution throughout the hydrogel. This uniformity may be ascribed to the
limited culture duration, which was likely insufficient to permit substantial cytoskeletal
remodelling and active cell migration.

Computational analysis further supported the experimental readouts, by showing a
different nutrient transport (oxygen and glucose) in static versus dynamic cell cultures.
While in static conditions oxygen drops to levels close to hypoxia, a more homogeneous
distribution was indeed achieved in dynamic conditions. Although not addressed in the
present work, continuous monitoring of nutrient levels would undoubtedly provide a more
comprehensive understanding of the cellular microenvironment, particularly in the context
of extended 3D culture conditions.
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These core–shell hydrogels resembling the heterogenous tumour microenvironment
were then cultured within an advanced organ on chip platform, where a circulatory envi-
ronment was adopted to deliver both nutrients and drug treatments, under physiological
capillary velocities, to mimic the systemic anticancer drug administration. The grow-
ing need to test new chemotherapeutic drugs and to better understand the behaviour of
tumours has driven the development of more sophisticated in vitro models, capable of
accurately replicating tumour conditions in a fluid flow environment and providing critical
information on their effectiveness.

In particular, we observed the effects of fluid flow on drug diffusion and the subse-
quent cellular response in the core–shell hydrogel system. When cultured under dynamic
fluid flow conditions, the cancer cell viability decreased uniformly across both the core and
shell regions, suggesting that the fluid flow facilitated more homogeneous and physiologi-
cal drug distribution, unlike the static conditions where the absence of flow determined
a non-physiological drug accumulation in the outer shell, leading to non-reliable high
cytotoxic effect. This result is consistent with previous studies demonstrating that fluid
flow can enhance nutrient and drug diffusion within 3D hydrogel cultures, mitigating the
concentration gradients often observed in static conditions [51]. Moreover, the induced
cytotoxicity observed within the organ on chip was in line with results obtained with the
same drug dose in a xenograft model of ovarian cancer [27].

The cisplatin cytotoxicity experiments in this study further emphasise the importance
of fluid flow. In particular a validated experimental approach by Marrella et al. [29] was
employed. Under static conditions, the softer outer shell of the hydrogels, being more
accessible to the drug, exhibited a greater reduction in cell viability compared to the stiffer
core. In contrast, when the system was cultured under dynamic flow, the drug was more
evenly distributed, leading to a more uniform decrease in cell viability. These findings align
with the work of Cavo et al. [23], who showed that fluid flow within organ-on-chip models
enhances drug delivery and penetration, improving the therapeutic response of cancer cells.
Additionally, computational simulations conducted in this study confirmed the faster and
more uniform diffusion of cisplatin under flow conditions, further supporting the beneficial
role of fluid perfusion in 3D cultures [52]. Taken together, these results show that the core–
shell hydrogel system offers a promising model for simulating the complex mechanical and
biological environments of tumours. By combining distinct stiffness gradients and fluid
flow, this model provides a more accurate representation of the tumour microenvironment,
which is critical for understanding cancer biology and improving therapeutic strategies.

4. Conclusions
The results from this study highlight the potential of core–shell hydrogels for mimick-

ing the mechanical gradients found in tumours. The ability to create a stiffness gradient
within a 3D hydrogel allows for the study of cellular behaviour in environments that closely
resemble those encountered in vivo, offering insights into tumour progression, metastasis,
and drug resistance mechanisms. Most current 3D models that replicate tumour stiffness
heterogeneity rely on gradient hydrogels or complex compartmentalisation techniques,
which often limit scalability and reproducibility. In contrast, our core–shell hydrogel sys-
tem offers a simple, modular, and reproducible platform with clearly defined geometry
and mechanically distinct regions. The implemented stiffness contrast effectively mimics
the mechanical heterogeneity found in solid tumours, such as breast cancer, where stiff,
hypoxic cores are surrounded by softer peripheral regions.

By using the same cell type and density in both compartments, the model isolates the
effect of matrix stiffness on cell behaviour. Biologically, it captures key tumour features,
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including spatial hypoxia patterns and differential cell viability, potentially reflecting the
emergence of more aggressive subpopulations within the stiffer, hypoxic core.

Moreover, the integration of fluid flow within the organ-on-chip platform provides
a more realistic environment for drug diffusion and cellular responses, addressing the
limitations of traditional 2D and static 3D cultures. This study further supports the growing
body of evidence that tumour models with mechanical and fluid flow considerations are
crucial for more accurate drug testing and the development of effective therapies.

While the dynamic monitoring of nutrient and metabolite gradients was beyond the
scope of the present work, such aspects remain critical for a more comprehensive under-
standing of long-term cellular responses. The integration of metabolic assays or real-time
biosensors in future studies could provide valuable insights into the evolving microenvi-
ronment, further enhancing the physiological relevance of in vitro tumour models.

Future work could also explore the incorporation of additional features, such as cellular
heterogeneity and ECM components, to further enhance the physiological relevance of these
models for cancer research. In particular, future studies could investigate cell behaviour
over a longer period and observe potential migration out of the hydrogel to assess their
metastatic potential. Additionally, tumour microenvironment cells, such as fibroblasts,
could be incorporated into the shell to examine their impact on cancer cells and their drug
resistance, or endothelial cells could be included to vascularise the model.

Finally, the integration of PK modelling in future developments could improve the
physiological relevance of the system by simulating drug exposure profiles and flow-
mediated gradients, offering deeper insights into drug distribution dynamics and enabling
more accurate predictions of therapeutic responses in relation to tumour microenvironmen-
tal features such as stiffness and hypoxia.

5. Materials and Methods
5.1. Hydrogels Fabrication

A 1% (w/v) agar solution was prepared by dissolving agar powder (Sigma, CAS 9002-
18-0, Kanagawa, Japan) in a 0.1 M CaCl2 solution, representing the alginate cross-linker
(Riedel-de Haen, CAS: 10043-52-4, Seelze, Germany). The mixture was heated to boiling,
then poured into Petri dishes to a height of approximately 1.5–2 mm. After cooling and
complete solidification, 2 mm and 5 mm diameter holes were created in the agar using
biopsy punches to form molds. To prepare alginate solutions, alginate powder (Sigma,
CAS: 9005-38-3) was mixed in physiological buffer (0.9% NaCl) at concentrations of 2% and
3.5% (w/v). The solutions were sterilised in an autoclave at 121 ◦C.

Agar molds containing CaCl2 were used to allow the gelation of the alginate solutions
at a physiological temperature (T = 37 ◦C). First, the 3.5% solution was poured in the 2 mm
diameter molds, to create the core structure. After 30 min, the resulting gels were gently
removed with tweezers and transferred to the larger molds, where the 2% solution was
dispensed to form the shell. After further 30 min crosslinking at T = 37 ◦C, the core–shell
hydrogels were obtained. Homogeneous alginate gels were also fabricated, by pouring
either the 2% or 3.5% solutions into 5 mm diameter molds and allowing them to crosslink
for one hour. The 3D constructs were then removed from the agar and placed in a 5
mM CaCl2 maintenance solution. Preliminary tests showed that alternative cross-linking
strategies, such as dripping CaCl2 onto alginate preloaded in PDMS molds, led to uneven
gelation fronts, inconsistent shell thicknesses, and reduced structural fidelity.

5.2. Scanning Electron Microscopy

SEM analysis of the alginate samples was conducted using a Hitachi scanning electron
microscope, model S-2500. The hydrogels were immersed in liquid nitrogen for 10–15 min,
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then transferred into a lyophilizer for 24 h to initiate a dehydration process. Then, the
samples were coated with a thin layer of gold, employing the Sputtering system Polaron,
and then observed at 200× and 500× in secondary electron, operating at a voltage of 10 kV.
The obtained pictures were analysed with ImageJ (v1.54d).

5.3. Cell Culture

Commercially obtained human MDA-MB-231 cells, an adherent cell line derived from
the pleural effusion of a primary triple-negative breast adenocarcinoma, were used in this
study. Cells were expanded in DMEM medium supplemented with 10% Fetal Bovine Serum
(FBS), 1% penicillin-streptomycin (P/S) and 1% L-glutamine (all from Sigma Aldrich). Once
the cells reached confluency and the desired number was obtained, the MDA-MB-231 cells
were enzymatically detached using 0.05% trypsin and subsequently counted. The cells
were then suspended in alginate solutions at a concentration of 106 cells/mL and poured
into agarose molds as described previously to form the gels. The resulting hydrogels were
cultured in 24-well plates for up to 7 or 14 days, using the complete medium supplemented
with 5 mM CaCl2. The cell-laden hydrogels were cultured in incubator at controlled
conditions (i.e., 5% CO2 atmosphere, temperature of 37 ◦C).

5.4. Mechanical Analysis

The characterisation of mechanical properties of alginate scaffolds was performed with
a uniaxial testing machine (Z1.0, ZwickRoell, GmbH & Co. KG, Ulm, Germany) at room
temperature with a speed of 1 mm/min. The compression measurements were carried out
up to the 50% of the load. All measurements were performed as quadrupled and analysed
with the software testXpert II. The compressive Young modulus E was calculated within
the linear range of the slope (ε = 0–20%) of the obtained technical stress–strain curves:

E =
σ

ϵ
=

Fl0
A∆l

where A is the idealised cross-section and l0 length of the uncompressed samples, ∆l the
technical change in length and F the nominal force. Both the cell-free and the cell-laden
hydrogels were considered. For the 3D construct with embedded cancer cells, the Young
modulus was investigated after 24 h, 7 days, and 14 days of culture.

5.5. Drug Testing and Dynamic Culture

The MIVO® organ on chip device was used as diffusive culture chamber able to culture
the hydrogel-based breast cancer models under physiological flow conditions, providing a
fluidic circulation below the tissues mimicking the human circulatory system. The receiver
compartment was connected to a peristaltic pump, able to induce a monodirectional flow at
capillary velocities (1 mL/min flow rate). The cisplatin chemotherapeutic agent was used
to test its cytotoxicity in vitro. The drug was added to the culture medium in the fluidic
circuit, mimicking the systemic drug administration, at a final concentration of 10 µM, that
is close to the plasmatic concentration measured in mice models [29]. Similar cell laden
hydrogels were treated under static conditions, as control. Untreated samples were also
included, as negative control. The experiment was conducted for 7 days, and the culture
medium was changed after 3 days, readministering 10 µM of cisplatin to the treated gels.

5.6. Cell Viability

The viability of MDA-MB-231 cells embedded within alginate gels was investigated
through live/dead assay. Briefly, after 7 days of treatment, samples were washed with
a physiological buffer (0.9% NaCl) with 5 mM CaCl2 and incubated in 0.1 µM Calcein-
AM (Thermofisher, Waltham, MA, USA) and 0.3 µM Propidium Iodide (PI) (Sigma) in
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the buffer solution for 1 h at 37 ◦C in a dark environment to detect live and dead cells,
respectively. Then, samples were washed three times in buffer solution and observed under
a fluorescence microscope (Nikon H550L, Shinagawa, Japan). Pictures were and processed
with ImageJ® software. Cell viability was derived as the ratio between the number of alive
cells and the total number of cells for each picture.

5.7. Immunostaining

Markers of cytoskeleton (phalloidin), proliferation (Ki67) and hypoxia (HIF-1 alpha)
were also investigated in the cell-laden hydrogels. After the three-time washing step,
hydrogels were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde (PFA) and incubated in a permeabilisation
solution (0.1% Triton X-100) at room temperature for 2 h. Subsequently, hydrogels were
incubated with 2% bovine serum albumin (BSA) for 2 h.

The primary antibodies (Abcam, Cambridge, UK) Rabbit Anti-ki67 and Mouse Anti-
HIF1α were diluted in 0.2% BSA at the concentration of 1:500 and 1:200, respectively, and
employed to marker the cells in the alginate hydrogels. The incubation took place overnight
at T = 37 ◦C to improve the penetration of the markers. Subsequently, the hydrogels were
incubated for 2 h with secondary antibodies (Abcam) Anti-rabbit 488 and Anti-mouse 555
both, diluted 1:200 in 0.2% BSA.

For the cytoskeleton visualisation samples were incubated with Phalloidin Fluorescein
Isothiocyanate Labeled 1:40 in the buffer, after the BSA for 1 h. Then, cells nuclei were
counterstained with DAPI diluted 1:5000 in the buffer. Pictures were taken through a Nikon
Eclipse Ti2-E. Confocal microscope (Olympus IX-81, Tokyo, Japan) was also employed to
obtain a three-dimensional reconstruction of the hydrogels.

5.8. Computational Analysis

A computational analysis of the fluid dynamics recapitulated within the organ on chip
device was carried out to predict the fluid velocity and shear stress perceived by cell-laden
hydrogel on a commercial 24-well insert. The study was carried out using the Free and
Porous Media Flow module of Comsol Multiphysics 6.0, with the following considerations:
(1) a stationary and laminar flow, (2) an incompressible Newtonian fluid, and (3) the 24-well
insert membrane as a porous medium. Hence, the Navier–Stokes Equation (1) and the
Continuity Equation (2) for mass conservation were applied:

ρ(u·∇u) = −∇p + µ∇2u (1)

ρ(∇·u) = 0 (2)

where u is the velocity and p the pressure across the circuit. The culture medium density ρ

and dynamic viscosity µ values were for water at room temperature. As initial conditions,
the velocity field and the pressure were considered null. It was imposed a flow rate of
1 mL/min to induce fluid motion as input, according to the experimental set up, while a
zero-pressure was set as output, avoiding the backflow. Additionally, a no-slip boundary
condition was applied to the wall of the organ-on-chip. Furthermore, the Darcy’s law
Equation (3) was considered for the 24-well insert membrane:

u = − κ

µ
∇p (3)

where κ (m2) is the permeability of the membrane, which depends on the porosity εp and
on the diameter of the pores d according to the following expression

κ = εp
d2

32
(4)
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The porosity of 13% was determined by considering the pores diameter (0.4 µm) and
pore density (108/cm2) according to the commercial insert characteristics.

Subsequently, oxygen, glucose and cisplatin mass transports were investigated during
the first 72 h of culture through the Transport of the diluted species (TDS) module of
Comsol Multiphysics 6.0. The general form to describe mass transport of a component s
can be written as follows:

∂s
∂t

+∇·(−D∇s) + u = R (5)

where the diffusive term is coupled with a convection transport, due to the presence of
a velocity field (u), and the metabolite and drug consumption due to cellular activity.
The different zones of the hydrogel are characterised by two different diffusivities for
the nutrients and the cisplatin. It has been chosen to model the diffusion coefficient in
the two domains as Dsoft = 1.3 Dstiff interpolating the values found in the study of Hust
et al. [53]. The reaction term R for the nutrient/drug was defined according to the Michaelis–
Menten kinetics:

R = Vmax
sn

s + Km
(6)

where s is the concentration of the species, Vmax represents the maximum consumption
rate, and Km represents the component concentration when the rate is Vmax/2. The initial
oxygen concentration is 0.2 mM everywhere. The glucose initial concentration in the culture
medium DMEM is 25 mM. The cisplatin initial concentration in the circuit is 10 µM, while
no drug is present in the upper chamber of the organ-on-chip, where the hydrogel is put. A
constant oxygen boundary condition of 0.2 mM was set at the interface between the culture
medium and the air and on the external wall of the silicon circuit pipes.

The study was also conducted for the static cell laden hydrogel condition, neglecting
the velocity field and considering the hydrogel put in a 24-well culture system, exploiting
an axisymmetric geometry.

An iterative geometric multigrid (GMRES) algorithm was employed to solve the
equations for the steady-state condition. MATLAB R2024b was used to process the data.
The other parameters used for the simulations are reported in Table 2.

Table 2. Model Parameters and their Values.

Parameter Value Description Reference

Vmax,ox 2.03 × 10−16 mol/s Oxygen consumption rate for single cells [54,55]

Vmax,gl 2.7 × 10−16 mol/s Glucose consumption rate for single cells assigned

Vmax,cp 1.66 × 10−12 mol/(m3/s) Cisplatin consumption rate for unit of volume [29]

Km,ox 6.875 × 10−3 mM MM constant for oxygen [54]

Km,gl 2.9 mM MM constant for glucose [43]

Km,cp 6.64 × 10−3 mM MM constant for cisplatin [29]

n 106 cells/ml Cell density assigned

Dox,med 3.83 × 10−9 m2/s Oxygen diffusivity in medium [56]

Dgl,med 6.2 × 10−10 m2/s Glucose diffusivity in medium [57]

Dcp,med 1.304 × 10−9 m2/s Cisplatin diffusivity in medium [29]

Dox,soft 2 × 10−9 m2/s Oxygen diffusivity in soft gel assigned

Dgl,soft 6 × 10−10 m2/s Glucose diffusivity in soft gel assigned

Dcp,soft 0.86 × Dcp,med Cisplatin diffusivity in soft gel [29]

Q 1 mL/min Flow rate in OOC assigned

Dox,pipe 6.67 × 10−11 m2/s Oxygen diffusivity in tubes [58]
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5.9. Statistical Analysis

Data were analysed with Matlab software. Two-way ANOVA was used for viability of
MDA-MB-231 cells comparing the two concentration of alginate and the two conditions of
culture. Level of significance was set at p < 0.05 (* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01). Number of replicates
for each experiment are reported in figure legends.
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Lamperska, K. 2D and 3D Cell Cultures—A Comparison of Different Types of Cancer Cell Cultures. Arch. Med. Sci. 2018, 14,
910–919. [CrossRef]

17. Souza, A.G.; Silva, I.B.B.; Campos-Fernandez, E.; Barcelos, L.S.; Souza, J.B.; Marangoni, K.; Goulart, L.R.; Alonso-Goulart, V.
Comparative Assay of 2D and 3D Cell Culture Models: Proliferation, Gene Expression and Anticancer Drug Response. Curr.
Pharm. Des. 2018, 24, 1689–1694. [CrossRef]

18. Hirschhaeuser, F.; Menne, H.; Dittfeld, C.; West, J.; Mueller-Klieser, W.; Kunz-Schughart, L.A. Multicellular Tumor Spheroids: An
Underestimated Tool Is Catching up Again. J. Biotechnol. 2010, 148, 3–15. [CrossRef]

19. Antoni, D.; Burckel, H.; Josset, E.; Noel, G. Three-Dimensional Cell Culture: A Breakthrough in Vivo. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2015, 16,
5517–5527. [CrossRef]

20. Fernando, K.; Kwang, L.G.; Lim, J.T.C.; Fong, E.L.S. Hydrogels to Engineer Tumor Microenvironments in Vitro. Biomater. Sci.
2021, 9, 2362–2383. [CrossRef]

21. Szot, C.S.; Buchanan, C.F.; Freeman, J.W.; Rylander, M.N. 3D in Vitro Bioengineered Tumors Based on Collagen I Hydrogels.
Biomaterials 2011, 32, 7905–7912. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Wang, C.; Tong, X.; Yang, F. Bioengineered 3D Brain Tumor Model To Elucidate the Effects of Matrix Stiffness on Glioblastoma
Cell Behavior Using PEG-Based Hydrogels. Mol. Pharm. 2014, 11, 2115–2125. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Cavo, M.; Caria, M.; Pulsoni, I.; Beltrame, F.; Fato, M.; Scaglione, S. A New Cell-Laden 3D Alginate-Matrigel Hydrogel Resembles
Human Breast Cancer Cell Malignant Morphology, Spread and Invasion Capability Observed “in Vivo”. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 5333.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. De Stefano, P.; Briatico-Vangosa, F.; Bianchi, E.; Pellegata, A.F.; Hartung de Hartungen, A.; Corti, P.; Dubini, G. Bioprinting of
Matrigel Scaffolds for Cancer Research. Polymers 2021, 13, 2026. [CrossRef]

25. Abka-khajouei, R.; Tounsi, L.; Shahabi, N.; Patel, A.K.; Abdelkafi, S.; Michaud, P. Structures, Properties and Applications of
Alginates. Mar. Drugs 2022, 20, 364. [CrossRef]

26. Sahoo, D.R.; Biswal, T. Alginate and Its Application to Tissue Engineering. SN Appl. Sci. 2021, 3, 30. [CrossRef]
27. Cavo, M.; Fato, M.; Peñuela, L.; Beltrame, F.; Raiteri, R.; Scaglione, S. Microenvironment Complexity and Matrix Stiffness Regulate

Breast Cancer Cell Activity in a 3D in Vitro Model. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 35367. [CrossRef]
28. Marrella, A.; Dondero, A.; Aiello, M.; Casu, B.; Olive, D.; Regis, S.; Bottino, C.; Pende, D.; Meazza, R.; Caluori, G.; et al. Cell-Laden

Hydrogel as a Clinical-Relevant 3D Model for Analyzing Neuroblastoma Growth, Immunophenotype, and Susceptibility to
Therapies. Front. Immunol. 2019, 10, 1876. [CrossRef]

29. Marrella, A. 3D Fluid-Dynamic Ovarian Cancer Model Resembling Systemic Drug Administration for Efficacy Assay. ALTEX
Altern. Anim. Exp. 2020, 38, 82–94. [CrossRef]

30. Fernebro, J.; Engellau, J.; Persson, A.; Rydholm, A.; Nilbert, M. Standardizing Evaluation of Sarcoma Proliferation—Higher Ki-67
Expression in the Tumor Periphery than the Center. APMIS 2007, 115, 707–712. [CrossRef]

31. Han, Y.L.; Pegoraro, A.F.; Li, H.; Li, K.; Yuan, Y.; Xu, G.; Gu, Z.; Sun, J.; Hao, Y.; Gupta, S.K.; et al. Cell Swelling, Softening and
Invasion in a Three-Dimensional Breast Cancer Model. Nat. Phys. 2020, 16, 101–108. [CrossRef]

32. Muz, B.; de la Puente, P.; Azab, F.; Azab, A.K. The Role of Hypoxia in Cancer Progression, Angiogenesis, Metastasis, and
Resistance to Therapy. Hypoxia 2015, 3, 83–92. [CrossRef]

33. Li, Y.; Zhao, L.; Li, X.-F. Hypoxia and the Tumor Microenvironment. Technol. Cancer Res. Treat. 2021, 20, 15330338211036304.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Hwangbo, H.; Chae, S.; Kim, W.; Jo, S.; Kim, G.H. Tumor-on-a-Chip Models Combined with Mini-Tissues or Organoids for
Engineering Tumor Tissues. Theranostics 2024, 14, 33–55. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Banaeiyan, A.A.; Theobald, J.; Paukštyte, J.; Wölfl, S.; Adiels, C.B.; Goksör, M. Design and Fabrication of a Scalable Liver-Lobule-
on-a-Chip Microphysiological Platform. Biofabrication 2017, 9, 015014. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Kim, B.S.; Cho, W.-W.; Gao, G.; Ahn, M.; Kim, J.; Cho, D.-W. Construction of Tissue-Level Cancer-Vascular Model with High-
Precision Position Control via In Situ 3D Cell Printing. Small Methods 2021, 5, 2100072. [CrossRef]

37. Surendran, V.; Rutledge, D.; Colmon, R.; Chandrasekaran, A. A Novel Tumor-Immune Microenvironment (TIME)-on-Chip
Mimics Three Dimensional Neutrophil-Tumor Dynamics and Neutrophil Extracellular Traps (NETs)-Mediated Collective Tumor
Invasion. Biofabrication 2021, 13, e035029. [CrossRef]

38. Mina, S.G.; Huang, P.; Murray, B.T.; Mahler, G.J. The Role of Shear Stress and Altered Tissue Properties on Endothelial to
Mesenchymal Transformation and Tumor-Endothelial Cell Interaction. Biomicrofluidics 2017, 11, 044104. [CrossRef]

39. Munson, J.M.; Shieh, A.C. Interstitial Fluid Flow in Cancer: Implications for Disease Progression and Treatment. Cancer Manag.
Res. 2014, 6, 317–328. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-13-0118
https://doi.org/10.5114/aoms.2016.63743
https://doi.org/10.2174/1381612824666180404152304
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2010.01.012
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms16035517
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0BM01943G
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2011.07.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21782234
https://doi.org/10.1021/mp5000828
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24712441
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-23250-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29593247
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13122026
https://doi.org/10.3390/md20060364
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42452-020-04096-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep35367
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01876
https://doi.org/10.14573/altex.2003131
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0463.2007.apm_650.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0680-8
https://doi.org/10.2147/HP.S93413
https://doi.org/10.1177/15330338211036304
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34350796
https://doi.org/10.7150/thno.90093
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38164155
https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/9/1/015014
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28155845
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.202100072
https://doi.org/10.1088/1758-5090/abe1cf
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4991738
https://doi.org/10.2147/CMAR.S65444


Gels 2025, 11, 356 19 of 19

40. Salavati, H.; Debbaut, C.; Pullens, P.; Ceelen, W. Interstitial Fluid Pressure as an Emerging Biomarker in Solid Tumors. Biochim.
Biophys. Acta BBA Rev. Cancer 2022, 1877, 188792. [CrossRef]

41. Singh, G.; Chanda, A. Mechanical Properties of Whole-Body Soft Human Tissues: A Review. Biomed. Mater. 2021, 16, 062004.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Ramião, N.G.; Martins, P.S.; Rynkevic, R.; Fernandes, A.A.; Barroso, M.; Santos, D.C. Biomechanical Properties of Breast Tissue, a
State-of-the-Art Review. Biomech. Model. Mechanobiol. 2016, 15, 1307–1323. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Fedi, A.; Vitale, C.; Fato, M.; Scaglione, S. A Human Ovarian Tumor & Liver Organ-on-Chip for Simultaneous and More Predictive
Toxo-Efficacy Assays. Bioengineering 2023, 10, 270. [CrossRef]

44. Henke, E.; Nandigama, R.; Ergün, S. Extracellular Matrix in the Tumor Microenvironment and Its Impact on Cancer Therapy.
Front. Mol. Biosci. 2020, 6, 160. [CrossRef]

45. Bergers, G.; Hanahan, D. Modes of Resistance to Anti-Angiogenic Therapy. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2008, 8, 592–603. [CrossRef]
46. Sunyer, R.; Jin, A.J.; Nossal, R.; Sackett, D.L. Fabrication of Hydrogels with Steep Stiffness Gradients for Studying Cell Mechanical

Response. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e46107. [CrossRef]
47. DuChez, B.J.; Doyle, A.D.; Dimitriadis, E.K.; Yamada, K.M. Durotaxis by Human Cancer Cells. Biophys. J. 2019, 116, 670–683.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
48. Zhang, H.; Lin, F.; Huang, J.; Xiong, C. Anisotropic Stiffness Gradient-Regulated Mechanical Guidance Drives Directional

Migration of Cancer Cells. Acta Biomater. 2020, 106, 181–192. [CrossRef]
49. Dou, J.; Mao, S.; Li, H.; Lin, J.-M. Combination Stiffness Gradient with Chemical Stimulation Directs Glioma Cell Migration on a

Microfluidic Chip. Anal. Chem. 2020, 92, 892–898. [CrossRef]
50. Tse, J.M.; Cheng, G.; Tyrrell, J.A.; Wilcox-Adelman, S.A.; Boucher, Y.; Jain, R.K.; Munn, L.L. Mechanical Compression Drives

Cancer Cells toward Invasive Phenotype. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 911–916. [CrossRef]
51. Gonçalves, I.M.; Carvalho, V.; Rodrigues, R.O.; Pinho, D.; Teixeira, S.F.C.F.; Moita, A.; Hori, T.; Kaji, H.; Lima, R.; Minas, G.

Organ-on-a-Chip Platforms for Drug Screening and Delivery in Tumor Cells: A Systematic Review. Cancers 2022, 14, 935.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Juste-Lanas, Y.; Hervas-Raluy, S.; García-Aznar, J.M.; González-Loyola, A. Fluid Flow to Mimic Organ Function in 3D in Vitro
Models. APL Bioeng. 2023, 7, 031501. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Hulst, A.C.; Hens, H.J.H.; Buitelaar, R.M.; Tramper, J. Determination of the Effective Diffusion Coefficient of Oxygen in Gel
Materials in Relation to Gel Concentration. Biotechnol. Tech. 1989, 3, 199–204. [CrossRef]

54. Wagner, B.A.; Venkataraman, S.; Buettner, G.R. The Rate of Oxygen Utilization by Cells. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 2011, 51, 700–712.
[CrossRef]

55. Lin, C.-J.; Chen, J.-T.; Yeh, L.-J.; Yang, R.-C.; Huang, S.-M.; Chen, T.-W. Characteristics of the Cytotoxicity of Taraxacum
Mongolicum and Taraxacum Formosanum in Human Breast Cancer Cells. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 11918. [CrossRef]

56. Androjna, C.; Gatica, J.E.; Belovich, J.M.; Derwin, K.A. Oxygen Diffusion through Natural Extracellular Matrices: Implications for
Estimating “Critical Thickness” Values in Tendon Tissue Engineering. Tissue Eng. Part A 2008, 14, 559–569. [CrossRef]

57. Suhaimi, H.; Wang, S.; Das, D.B. Glucose Diffusivity in Cell Culture Medium. Chem. Eng. J. 2015, 269, 323–327. [CrossRef]
58. Wilson, R.D.; Mackay, D.M. Diffusive Oxygen Emitters for Enhancement of Aerobic In Situ Treatment. Groundw. Monit. Remediat.

2002, 22, 88–98. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbcan.2022.188792
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-605X/ac2b7a
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34587593
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10237-016-0763-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26862021
https://doi.org/10.3390/bioengineering10020270
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmolb.2019.00160
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrc2442
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0046107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2019.01.009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30709621
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2020.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.9b03681
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1118910109
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers14040935
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35205683
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0146000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37547671
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01875620
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2011.05.024
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms231911918
https://doi.org/10.1089/tea.2006.0361
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2015.01.130
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6592.2002.tb00317.x

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Core–Shell Alginate Hydrogels Realisation and Multi-Level Characterisation 
	Core–Shell Structure Shows a Hypoxic Core While Sustaining Cancer Cells Proliferation 
	The Core–Shell Hydrogel Cultured Within a Millifluidic Organ on Chip Displays an Increasing of Cells Viability in the Stiffer Core Compared to the Static Culture 
	Computational Analysis 
	The Administration of Drug Within the Organ on Chip Leads to a More Homogeneous Cytotoxicity Effect on the Core–Shell Cell Laden Hydrogels 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	Materials and Methods 
	Hydrogels Fabrication 
	Scanning Electron Microscopy 
	Cell Culture 
	Mechanical Analysis 
	Drug Testing and Dynamic Culture 
	Cell Viability 
	Immunostaining 
	Computational Analysis 
	Statistical Analysis 

	References

