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Accepted 3 March 2019 microfluidics channel with chamber design is determined. The polydimethylsiloxane

Available online 10 May 2019 (PDMS) microfluidics channel was designed with an inlet, an outlet and a circular
trapping chamber at the center. Standard soft lithography technique was used to
replicate the PDMS microfluidics channel from the SU-8 mould. In a continuous
hydrodynamics flow of 1.0 uL/min, trapping efficiency of 99.5 % and 94.9 % for 4.5 um
and 2.5 pm magnetic microbeads respectively was achieved. Flow analysis using
COMSOL Multiphysics has been conducted in predicting the possible location of the
magnetic beads trapping inside the microfluidics channel. The trapping is possible
whenever the magnetic force is larger than the drag force experience by the magnetic
microbead. The microfluidics channel with chamber design had facilitated low
hydrodynamics drag force on the magnetic beads and resulted high efficiency trapping.
Therefore, the development of this LoC magnetic separator may be promising to be
utilized for biological studies and point-of-care testing (POCT) applications.
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1. Introduction

The medical transformation resulted in world health care spending trend to change drastically by
the year of 2025. The spending by patient for illnesses treatment will be substituted by the cost for
prediction, diagnosis, and monitoring diseases [1]. Clinical diagnostics device invention for prediction,
diagnosis, and monitoring diseases are expected to provide resourceful health condition information.
In the near future, this ingenious device is able to be produced at cheaper price and will emerge for
the end user market. Point-of-care testing (POCT) is part of reorganizing the clinical diagnostics
testing where more illnesses can be predicted in the doctor’s office or at home. Some of the benefits
of POCT are less time and reduce cost for physician meeting with faster diagnostic results and
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treatment decision [2]. This devices are essential to the world population particularly the developing
and poor nations due to limited access of sophisticated and expensive laboratory equipment. In
recent years, research and development of Lab-on-chip (LoC) for next generation POCT medical
devices for clinical diagnostics and bioparticles separation have increased significantly. Lab-on-chip
(LoC) device integrates magnetic Microelectromechanical System (MEMS) and microfluidics channel
in order to separate the intended biological cells of interest. The development of LoC magnetic
separator has greatly contributed to new and greater opportunities in LoC research [3]. LoC magnetic
separator exploited magnetic force in isolating or separating certain biological cells population which
have been labelled with functionalized magnetic beads. The advantages of using the LoC magnetic
separator are magnetic field is easy and simple to generate. In addition magnetic field is contactless
process which results in no damage to the biological cells. Furthermore, the large surface-to-volume
ratio and commercially available bio-functionalized magnetic beads of different sizes are also some
of the LoC magnetic separator advantages.

Magnetic system of permanent or electromagnet is usually employed as part of LoC magnetic
separator. The magnetic field characteristics including its direction, strength and gradient are
important in ensuring the effective magnetic particles trapping [3]. The three main configurations of
LoC magnetic separator are external macro-sized magnetic system, integration of
microelectromagnet system and the combination of both system [4]. In a hybrid system of external
macro-sized and micro-sized magnetic system, a low gradient magnetic field is always an issue. A low
gradient magnetic system will generate low magnetic force on a magnetic microbead. Therefore, an
efficient magnetic microbeads trapping will not be achieved with high drag force in the microfluidics
continuous flow. Development of high gradient magnetic separation (HGMS) system as LoC magnetic
separator enabling efficient trapping of magnetic microbeads. The reason for that are due to a strong
localized magnetic force generation on the magnetic microbeads possibly be achieved [4]. In the
previous studies, the integration of internal or external high gradient magnetic structure have
successfully trapped magnetic micro- or nanobeads in the microfluidics continuous flow [5-9]. In spite
of the high magnetic gradient generated from the system, inability in switching on and off the
magnetic field, complicated fabrication processes and clogging tendency in the microchannel are
some of the drawbacks associated with the current design of HGMS LoC magnetic separator.
Therefore, in overcoming all the limitations, a new novel design of HGMS LoC magnetic separator is
indispensable.

In this work, trapping efficiency of magnetic microbeads of nominal diameter 2.5 um and 4.5 um
is investigated using a LoC magnetic separator. The novel design of the LoC magnetic separator
consisted of an electromagnet system with V-shaped nickel ferrite (NigoFezo) core and a microfluidics
channel which circular trapping chamber. The continuous microchannel flow is set between 1.0
uL/min to 60 uL/min using a microsyringe pump. The trapping efficiency is done by counting the
magnetic microbeads using hemocytometer. The highest trapping efficiency will reflect the optimum
performance of the LoC magnetic separator at the specific microchannel volumetric flow rate.

2. Methodology
2.1 Theoretical Concept of the LoC Magnetic Separator

The trapping and separation of the biological cells labelled with magnetic microbeads depend on
the interaction of magnetic force generated by the magnet system and drag force from the
hydrodynamic microfluidics flow. Trapping is enabled in microfluidics continuous flow whenever
magnetic force is greater in comparison to the drag force experience by the magnetic beads. In
trapping biological cells labelled with magnetic microbeads within a microchannel fluid volume, an
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inhomogeneous high magnetic field and its gradient are required. The concept and design of the high
gradient LoC magnetic device used in this work has been described in the prior works [10, 11]. For a
magnetic microbead of volume, V = (g) mR3, with difference in magnetic susceptibility Ay, (xpfor
particle and y,,, for the fluid buffer medium), magnetic constant, u, of 47 X 10~ 7and strength and

gradient of the magnetic flux density, B, the magnetic force is theoretically computed using Eq. (1).
= 22(B-V)B = 22LY(B - B) 1

As stated in Eq. (1), in order to have a high magnetic force on a magnetic microbead, a high value
of the magnetic gradient is required. The high magnetic gradient is possible to be achieved with
design and positioning configurations of the magnetic system.

A magnetic microbead of radius, R experiences hydrodynamics drag force in the microfluidics
channel flow of x-direction. According to Stoke's theorem, the drag force, F,; is expressed as in Eq.

(2).
ﬁd = 6mnR (Vp - 1/medium) (2)

where vy, is the particles velocity, Vinegium is the fluid velocity and 7 is the fluid viscosity. In order to
successfully trap the magnetic particles in the continuous microfluidics channel flow, the magnetic
force must be greater in comparison to the drag force experience by the magnetic microbeads

(Fn > Fy). In this work the microchannel is defined with one inlet and outlet. A chamber of circular-
shaped of 0.75 mm is designed as a main domain for trapping magnetic microbeads flowing in the
continuous microchannel flow. In order to determine the velocity experience by the magnetic
microbeads in the continuous microfluidics flow, a finite element analysis (FEA) is conducted. The
velocity obtained from the simulation is then used to calculate the drag force experience by the
magnetic microbeads. The model geometry used in this FEA is as Figure 1.

The physics used to solve this problem is single phase laminar fluid flow which governed by the
Navier-Stokes equation. The fluid used is water at 25 degree Celsius with density, p of 997.13 kg/m3
and dynamic viscosity, u of 8.91 x 103 Pa.s. A three dimensional (3D) analysis of x-, y- and z-
component of geometry and physics are involved. The stationary study is selected for this analysis.
The fluid flow is considered Newtonian, incompressible and steady in the analysis. The flowing flow
in the microchannel is drives by the pressure drop, P prescribed between the inlet and the outlet.
No-slip wall conditions are applied to other boundaries. Theoretically, the maximum velocity at the
center of the microchannel is calculated by manipulating the relationship between the volumetric
flow rate with pressure drop of Poiseuille flow in a rectangular channel of height less than its width
(h < w) [12]. The maximum velocity in a rectangular channel is expressed as Eq. (3).

_ 3Q
Umax = 24(1-0.63a) (3)

From Eq. (3), Q is defined as volumetric flow rate, A is the cross-sectional area and « is the
microchannel aspect ratio (height/width). Validation of the numerical results was done by comparing
the theoretical and the simulation maximum velocity in the microchannel. A 5.3 percent different
between the theoretical and simulation results for the maximum velocity value was obtained.
Therefore the FEA 3D is considered satisfactory in modeling the microchannel flow.
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Fig. 1. FEA simulation model of the microchannel with trapping chamber of 0.75 mm
2.2 LoC Magnetic Separator

In this work, the fabricated high magnetic gradient LoC magnetic separator has been tested for
its trapping efficiency. This simple and easy fabricated LoC magnetic separator comprising of spiral-
shaped magnet wire coil, V-shaped nickel ferrite (NigoFe20) magnetic core and a microfluidics channel
[10]. The V-shaped magnetic core is fabricated by KOH anisotropic wet etching of bulk
micromachining and NigoFezo electroplating processes. The magnetic core is able to guide and
concentrate the magnetic beads at the microchannel trapping chamber due to its high magnetic field
and gradient generated. The detail fabrication processes of this high gradient LoC magnetic separator
are as in [10]. Microfluidics channel has been successfully fabricated using replica molding technique
using polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) polymer materials. A trapping chamber at the microchannel
center is designed to minimize the fluid velocity and thus lowering down the hydrodynamics drag
forces on the magnetic microbeads. The PDMS microchannel fabrication is as described in [12].

2.3 Magnetic Microbeads Trapping Efficiency

The performance of this high magnetic gradient LoC separator was examined in its ability to trap
and separate a 4.5 um magnetic microbeads. In this work, a smooth surface polystyrene magnetic
microbeads (Spherotech, USA) are used [13]. To prove the magnetic microbeads trapping efficiency,
the number of the beads are counted first before the sample entering the microchannel fluidic inlet
and secondly the counting was done on the recovered or the not trapped magnetic microbeads at
the fluidic outlet. The magnetic microbeads was counted by a hemocytometer. Counting microbeads
using hemocytometer is considered inexpensive and easy method with the aid of optical microscope.
Furthermore, a good quality data can be obtained with the analyst level of expertise [14]. The
coefficient of variance, CV in counting magnetic microbeads using hemocytometer is between 2.19 -
9.30 % in comparison to 0.09 - 7.08 % using highly expensive automated counter of TC10™ Bio-Rad
Laboratories, USA [16]. The hemocytometer used in this calculation is the Neubauer improved type.
The trapping rate or its efficiency calculation using Eq. (4) is taken from Celeromics Technical Note
[17].

Total number of trapped microbeads

Trapping Ef ficiency = x 100 % (4)

Total number of injected microbeads
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N 4

where Total number of trapped microbeads = Total number of injected microbeads - Total number
of microbeads counted at the outlet.

Prior to the trapping experiment, 2.0 uL magnetic microbeads suspension is diluted 2500 times
by mixing with 5.0 mL deionized (DI) water. A 10 uL volume of the beads and DI mixture is pipetted
and injected into the hemocytometer counting chamber. In this study, the center grid system
(counting chamber number 3) of the Neubauer improved hemocytometer comprises of 25 square
grid is used for the magnetic microbeads counting. Taking into account the volume of the counting
chamber and the dilution of the magnetic microbeads suspension, the concentration of the magnetic
microbeads per volume in mL is given as in Eq. (5) [19]

Total microbeads counted

Concentration = 250000 (5)

25 XDilution

In this study, a dilution of 1 to 2500 or 0.0004 of the magnetic microbeads is done. The step by
step of the magnetic microbeads counting are done by the procedure given by [18]. For ease of the
magnetic microbeads counting, the online hemocytometer is used [20]. The magnetic microbeads
counting results are shown in Table 1.

Table 1
Counting of the 4.5 um magnetic microbeads
using hemocytometer

2.5um 4.5 um

(beads/mL) (beads/mL)
Minimum  5.47719 x 10° 2.07583 x 10°
Maximum 6.7527 x 10° 2.57603 x 10°
Average 6.03992 x 10° 2.3822 x 10°
Median 5.96489 x 10° 2.43848 x 10°

2.4 Experimental Set-up

Trapping efficiency of 2.5 um and 4.5 um diameter magnetic microbeads was conducted using
the fabricated microchannel and LoC magnet system. The testing set-up comprises of a microsyringe
pump to supply the magnetic microbeads liquid into the microchannel, an optical microscope
(Olympus, Germany) with image analysis software (Analysis) to observe the magnetic microbeads
flowing and trapping, a programmable power supply to supply electric current to the electromagnet
system and a stop watch to measure the time taken for collecting the sample. The experimental set-
up used in this study is as shown in Figure 2. An improvement was done for the fluidics connection
whereby substitution of the PTFE barbed sleeve used as the fluidic inlet and outlet with a
micropipette tip of 0.1-10 uL volume (Diamond®, Gilson, USA). This improvement was made for the
ease of injecting and collecting the magnetic microbeads samples. In the trapping experiment,
samples of 10 ulL is needed for the hemocytometer counting. The duration needed for collecting the
sample is based on the volumetric flow rate use in the experiment. Therefore, for 1.0 pL/min
volumetric flow rate experiment, a duration of 10 minute is required for collecting the 10 pL sample.

Prior to the trapping efficiency experiment, purging or degassing of the microfluidics channel was
done. The purging procedure was conducted to free the channel from air bubbles for a steady
microfluidics flow. Agitation of the magnetic microbeads in the syringe was also conducted before
each of the testing repetition. The agitation is to prevent the magnetic microbeads agglomeration
and sedimentation. A volumetric flow rate of 1 to 60 uL/min were used in the magnetic microbeads
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trapping efficiency experiment with four numbers of repetition. Direct current of Ipc = 1.0 A was used
for the electromagnetic system during the experiment.

PC Analysis

Optical
microscope

$ %@
LOC device

000
ece 30
=

Programmable power supply Stop watch
Fig. 2. Magnetic microbeads trapping efficiency experimental set-up
3. Results

Magnetic microbeads trapping was successfully demonstrated with fluid flow rate in the range of
1 to 10 pL/min and 1 to 60 pL/min for 2.5 um and 4.5 um microbeads respectively. A direct current
of Ipc = 1.0 A was supplied to the electromagnetic system. Figure 3 shows the magnetic microbeads
trapping efficiency with the sample volumetric flow rate supplied into the microchannel. Almost 100
% trapping efficiency for 4.5 um magnetic microbeads was obtained with a flow rate of 1.0 puL/min.
Furthermore, 94.9 % trapping efficiency was recorded for 2.5 um magnetic microbeads. This is
expected as the hydrodynamics drag forces on the magnetic microbeads are considered minimum in
comparison to the magnetic forces on the beads. In addition, the trapping efficiency is consider
efficient with approximate thickness of 140 um PDMS layer between the electromagnetic source and
the microchannel flow. The trapping efficiency decreases with the increase of the volumetric flow
rate. The same trend was observed in the previous studies by Ramadan et al., and Fulcrand et al.,
[21-23].

Trapping efficiency of 98 % and 89.4 % was observed at volumetric flow rate of 5 uL/min and 10
uL/min respectively for 4.5 um magnetic microbeads. Doubling the flow rate to 20 uL/min resulting
a dropped of trapping efficiency to 81.3 %. The lowest achieved trapping efficiency of 63.6 % was
obtained at the flow rate of 60 pL/min. For 2.5 um magnetic microbeads, a significant trapping
efficiency drop from 72 % to 40 % was observed at 5 uL/min and 10 uL/min respectively. No further
trapping experiment was continued at flow rate lower than 10 uL/min. Depending on the type of
biological cells to be separated, a different trapping efficiency range is required. This will determine
a successful analysis of the biological cells in the subsequent procedure. The decreasing trend of the
trapping efficiency with the higher volumetric flow rate is expected as the greater hydrodynamics
drag forces experienced by the magnetic microbeads and the low field value of the magnetic forces
supplied from the electromagnet system. In addition, a good bonding between the magnetic
microbeads and the biological cells, the type and size of the magnetic beads use will also contributed
to biological cells trapping and separation efficiency.
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Fig. 3. Trapping efficiency of the 2.5 pm and 4.5 um
magnetic microbead with different flow rate supply into
the microchannel

In this study, a magnetic and hydrodynamics forces comparison has been conducted using the
2.5 um and 4.5 um magnetic microbeads using the data obtained from the FEA simulation. The
comparison is conducted to determine the magnetic microbeads trapping possibilities in four
different depth of the microchannel which are at the x-, y- and z-coordinate of (0, 0O, -5), (0, 0, -55),
(0, 0, -105) and (0, 0, -110). The velocity surface plot of the four locations in the microchannel at
volumetric flow rate of 1 uL/min are shown in Figure 4(a), (b), (c) and (d). A significant drop of the
fluid velocity can be clearly seen from the figure due to the trapping chamber design configuration.
The maximum velocity magnitude in the middle of the microchannel chamber are 7.5 x 10> m/s, 40
x 10° m/s, 7.5 x 10> m/s and 0 m/s corresponding to the four different depth. All the velocities at
the microchannel chamber corresponding to Reynolds number less than 1 where flow is completely
laminar. Table 2 shows the magnetic and hydrodynamics drags forces at the four different depth of
the microchannel where the z=-110 um is the bottommost microchannel wall. The magnetic forces
from the electromagnetic system on the 2.5 pum and 4.5 um magnetic microbeads at different
location in the microchannel were determined from the magnetic FEA study done [10].

Theoretically, trapping of the magnetic microbeads are possible when the magnetic force is
greater than the hydrodynamics drag force, Fm > Fq. In the proposed microchannel with trapping
chamber design, magnetic microbeads trapping is possible at the depth of z =- 105 um and at the
bottommost of the channel depth of z=-110 um where the hydrodynamics forces are minimum and
zero. The design of V-shaped magnetic core enable a generation of non-homogeneous and
concentrated magnetic field from the electromagnet system. This localized effect in the continuous
microchannel flow, contributed to the high trapping efficiency of the magnetic microbeads [24]. In
addition, the efficient trapping at the very low flow rate is contributed by the effect of the trapping
chamber design and long entrance length of 7 mm to the trapping chamber as shown in Figure 5.
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Fig. 4. Velocity in m/s surface plot at the microchannel trapping chamber at the depth of
(@) 5 um (b) 55 um and (c) 105 um (d) 110 um

Table 2
Comparison of the magnetic and hydrodynamics drags forces at four different depth
in the microchannel

Coordinate of Magnetic microbeads
the trapping Forces diameter Comparison Trapping
chamber 4.5 um 2.5 um Possibility
(x,y,2)
(0,0,-5) Fm 7.0x10% 1.90x 1024 Fm<Fa No

Fd 2.66x 1012 1.48 x 1012 Fm<Fa No
(0,0,-55) Fm 1.8x1013 3.00x 101 Fm<Fa No

Fd 1.52x 10 8.44 x 1012 Fm<Fa No
(0,0,-105) Fm 3.1x101 5.1x 10 Fm<Fd No

Fq 2.66 x 102 1.48 x 1012 Fm<Fq No
(0,0,-110) Fm 5.0x 101 8.0x 10 Fm>Fd Yes

Fd 0 0 Fm>Fd Yes

The trapping of the magnetic microbeads is possible due to the longer residence time of the
magnetic microbeads at very low flow rate. Moreover, the greater area circular trapping chamber
design has the effect in lowering microbeads velocity. Therefore, greater trapping efficiency from the
LoC magnetic separator is achieved in the trapping chamber. The effect of the microchannel design
with trapping efficiency of magnetic microbeads has also been observed by the work of Wu et al,,
[25].

The major drawback for an active technique LoC separator is low throughput. A low volumetric
flow rate is needed as the magnetic force is only in the order of 250 pN to nN [8]. In addition, there
will be a decreased in magnetic field and its gradient with distance between the magnetic field source
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and the microfluidics flow. The range of the microfluidic flow of microliter per minute used in this
study is comparable with the works of Smistrup et al., Lund-Olesen et al., and Fulcrand et al., [26-28].
Currently, a direct comparison with this works is not possible to be done as there are some
differences in LoC magnetic separator system been used. The distinction includes the microchannel
design and dimension, size of the magnetic microbeads used and the distance between the magnetic
system and the microfluidics flow. In this study, efficient magnetic microbeads trapping has been
quantitatively determined using a high gradient magnetic field system and microfluidics circular-
shaped trapping chamber as LoC magnetic separator. This novel design system is expected to be used
for future biological cells separation application.
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Fig. 5. lllustration of the efficient magnetic microbeads trapping at
very low flow rate due to the effect of the trapping chamber design
and long entrance length of 7 mm to the trapping chamber.

4, Conclusions

In conclusion, a highly efficient magnetic microbeads trapping was proven using this novel design
of the LoC magnetic separator. The trapping efficiency of 99.5 % to 94.5 % using micron-sized
magnetic beads of nominal diameter of 2.5 um and 4.5 um was demonstrated in continuous
microchannel flow of 1.0 uL/min. The bottommost location of the trapping chamber with lowest drag
force values makes the magnetic microbeads trapping possible in the hydrodynamics flow. Therefore,
the microfluidics channel with chamber design had facilitated low hydrodynamics drag force on the
magnetic beads and resulted high efficiency trapping. With the great performance of the LoC
magnetic separator, the functional biological cells labelled with magnetic microbeads is predicted to
be trapped and separated for biological studies and next generation POCT clinical diagnostics device
application.

References

[1] Cavazos, Jessy. 2012. "T&M Supports The Medical Industry’s Transformation." Electronic Design.
http://electronicdesign.com/test-amp-measurement/tm-supports-medical-industry-s-transformation.

[2]  Van Reenen, Alexander, Arthur M. de Jong, Jaap MJ den Toonder, and Menno WIJ Prins. "Integrated lab-on-chip
biosensing systems based on magnetic particle actuation—a comprehensive review." Lab on a Chip 14, no. 12
(2014): 1966-1986.

[3] Pamme, Nicole. "Magnetism and microfluidics." Lab on a Chip 6, no. 1 (2006): 24-38.

[4] Cao, Quanliang, Xiaotao Han, and Liang Li. "Configurations and control of magnetic fields for manipulating magnetic
particles in microfluidic applications: magnet systems and manipulation mechanisms." Lab on a Chip 14, no. 15
(2014): 2762-2777.


http://electronicdesign.com/test-amp-measurement/tm-supports-medical-industry-s-transformation

Volume 57, Issue 1 (2019) 1-11

Journal of Advanced Research in Fluid Mechanics and Thermal Sciences ”

(5]
(6]
(7]

(8]

[0l

(10]

(11]

(12]
(13]

(14]

(15]

(16]

(17]

(18]

[19]

[20]
[21]

[22]

(23]
[24]
[25]

[26]

(27]

Guo, S. S., C. C. Zuo, W. H. Huang, C. Peroz, and Y. Chen. "Response of super-paramagnetic beads in microfluidic
devices with integrated magnetic micro-columns." Microelectronic engineering 83, no. 4-9 (2006): 1655-1659.
Han, Ki-Ho, and A. Bruno Frazier. "Paramagnetic capture mode magnetophoretic microseparator for high efficiency
blood cell separations." Lab on a Chip 6, no. 2 (2006): 265-273.

Bu, Mingiang, Troels B. Christensen, Kristian Smistrup, Anders Wolff, and Mikkel F. Hansen. "Characterization of a
microfluidic magnetic bead separator for high-throughput applications." Sensors and Actuators A: Physical 145
(2008): 430-436.

Yu, Xu, Xuan Feng, Jun Hu, Zhi-Ling Zhang, and Dai-Wen Pang. "Controlling the magnetic field distribution on the
micrometer scale and generation of magnetic bead patterns for microfluidic applications." Langmuir 27, no. 8
(2011): 5147-5156.

Teste, Bruno, Florent Malloggi, Anne-Laure Gassner, Thomas Georgelin, Jean-Michel Siaugue, Anne Varenne,
Hubert Girault, and Stéphanie Descroix. "Magnetic core shell nanoparticles trapping in a microdevice generating
high magnetic gradient." Lab on a Chip 11, no. 5 (2011): 833-840.

Abidin, Ummikalsom, Burhanuddin Yeop Majlis, and Jumril Yunas. "Integrated high magnetic gradient system for
trapping nanoparticles." Jurnal Teknologi 75, no. 11 (2015).

Abidin, Ummikalsom, Burhanuddin Yeop Majlis, and Jumril Yunas. "Design and simulation of high magnetic gradient
device for effective bioparticles trapping." In 2012 10th IEEE International Conference on Semiconductor Electronics
(ICSE), pp. 195-199. IEEE, 2012.

Bruus, H. "Chapter 1 Governing Equations in Microfluidics, 2015." 1-28.

Abidin, Ummikalsom, Jumril Yunas, and Burhanuddin Yeop Maijlis. "Fabrication and testing of polydimethylsiloxane
(PDMS) microchannel for lab-on-chip (LOC) magnetically-labelled biological cells separation." Jurnal Teknologi 78,
no. 8-4 (2016).

Spherotech. 2014. "Magnetic Microparticles and Nanoparticles - Spherotech."
http://www.spherotech.com/para_par.htm.

Cadena-Herrera, Daniela, Joshua E. Esparza-De Lara, Nancy D. Ramirez-lbafiez, Carlos A. Lopez-Morales, Néstor O.
Pérez, Luis F. Flores-Ortiz, and Emilio Medina-Rivero. "Validation of three viable-cell counting methods: manual,
semi-automated, and automated." Biotechnology Reports 7 (2015): 9-16.

Hafner, E., and P. Chapman. 2011. "Accurate Counting of Bio-Plex® Magnetic or Polystyrene Beads Using the TC10™
Automated Cell Counter | Bioradiations." http://www.bioradiations.com/accurate-counting-of-bio-plex-magnetic-
or-polystyrene-beads-using-the-tc10-automated-cell-counter/.

Ramadan, Qasem, Victor D. Samper, Daniel Poenar Puiu, and Chen Yu. "Fabrication of three-dimensional magnetic
microdevices with embedded microcoils for magnetic potential concentration." Journal of microelectromechanical
systems15, no. 3 (2006): 624-638.

Bastidas, Oscar. 2015. "Cell Counting Neubauer Chamber, Celeromics."
http://celeromics.com/en/resources/docs/Articles/Cell-counting-Neubauer-chamber.php.
“Neubauer-Chamber-Cell-Concentration.” 2018. Accessed August 29.
http://www.celeromics.com/en/resources/Technical Notes/neubauer-chamber-cell-concentration/neubauer-
chamber-cell-concentration.php.

Hemocytometer. 2015. “Hemocytometer Calculator | Hemocytometer.”

http://www.hemocytometer.org/hemocytometer-calculator/.

Ramadan, Qasem, and Martin AM Gijs. "Simultaneous sample washing and concentration using a “trapping-and-
releasing” mechanism of magnetic beads on a microfluidic chip." Analyst136, no. 6 (2011): 1157-1166.

Fulcrand, Rémy, Aurélien Bancaud, Christophe Escriba, Qihao He, Samuel Charlot, Ali Boukabache, and Anne-Marie
Gué. "On chip magnetic actuator for batch-mode dynamic manipulation of magnetic particles in compact lab-on-
chip." Sensors and Actuators B: Chemical 160, no. 1 (2011): 1520-1528.

Ramadan, Qasem, Daniel P. Poenar, and Chen Yu. "Customized trapping of magnetic particles." Microfluidics and
nanofluidics 6, no. 1 (2009): 53-62.

Hejazian, Majid, Weihua Li, and Nam-Trung Nguyen. "Lab on a chip for continuous-flow magnetic cell
separation." Lab on a Chip 15, no. 4 (2015): 959-970.

Wu, Xinyu, Huiying Wu, and Yandong Hu. "Enhancement of separation efficiency on continuous magnetophoresis
by utilizing L/T-shaped microchannels." Microfluidics and nanofluidics 11, no. 1 (2011): 11-24.

Smistrup, Kristian, Ole Hansen, Henrik Bruus, and Mikkel F. Hansen. "Magnetic separation in microfluidic systems
using microfabricated electromagnets—experiments and simulations." Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic
Materials293, no. 1 (2005): 597-604.

Lund-Olesen, Torsten, Henrik Bruus, and Mikkel Fougt Hansen. "Quantitative characterization of magnetic
separators: comparison of systems with and without integrated microfluidic mixers." Biomedical microdevices 9,
no. 2 (2007): 195-205.

10


http://celeromics.com/en/resources/docs/Articles/Cell-counting-Neubauer-chamber.php

Journal of Advanced Research in Fluid Mechanics and Thermal Sciences
Volume 57, Issue 1 (2019) 1-11

[28] Fulcrand, R., D. Jugieu, C. Escriba, A. Bancaud, D. Bourrier, A. Boukabache, and A. M. Gué. "Development of a flexible
microfluidic system integrating magnetic micro-actuators for trapping biological species." Journal of
Micromechanics and Microengineering 19, no. 10 (2009): 105019.

11



