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Summary. Background. Liposomal magnetofection is based on the use of superparamagnetic 
particles and cationic lipids and shows better transfection efficiency than other common nonviral 
gene delivery methods; however, the distribution of aggregate complexes over the cell surface may 
be ununiform. The use of a dynamic gradient magnetic field could overcome this limitation. A 
newly developed device for magnetofection under a dynamic magnetic field was used to compare 
the transfection efficiency of prostate carcinoma cell line PC3 with that obtained by lipofection and 
magnetofection. 

Material and Methods. Reporter plasmid pcDNA3.1LacZ DNA was used in combination with 
Lipofectamine2000 reagent and superparamagnetic nanoparticles CombiMag. The effects of in-
cubation time under a dynamic magnetic field and a rotation frequency of magnets on transfection 
efficiency for PC3 cell line were determined. Alternatively, lipofection and liposomal magnetofec-
tion were carried out. Transfection efficiency of delivery methods was estimated by β-galactosidase 
staining; cell viability, by acridine orange/ethidium bromide staining.

Results. Liposomal magnetofection under a dynamic gradient magnetic field demonstrated the 
highest transfection efficiency: it was greater by almost 21% and 42% in comparison with liposomal 
magnetofection and lipofection, respectively. The optimal incubation time under dynamic magnetic 
field and the optimal magnet rotation frequency were 5 minutes and 5 rpm, respectively. Liposomal 
magnetofection under a dynamic gradient magnetic field was less cytotoxic (7%) than that under a 
permanent magnetic field (17%) and lipofection (11%). 

Conclusions. Our new approach, based on the use of a dynamic gradient magnetic field, en-
hanced the transfection efficiency and had a less cytotoxic effect on prostate cancer cells in compari-
son with the standard magnetofection and lipofection. 

Introduction
Efficient DNA and siRNA transfection is a 

critical factor for the development of new clinical 
therapy. Since the first reports on the introduction 
of foreign genetic material into cultured cells by 
cationic polymers, a substantial progress in non-
viral gene delivery has been achieved (1, 2). Cur-
rently, cationic lipids that allow maximizing DNA 
complexation and membrane fusion have become 
widely used delivery agents among nonviral deliv-
ery systems (3). The association of the lipid-based 
transfection reagent with nucleic acids results in a 
tight compaction and protection of nucleic acids, 
and these cationic complexes are mainly internal-
ized by endocytosis (3, 4). The main advantages of 
lipofection are its high efficiency, ability to trans-
fect all types of nucleic acids in a wide range of cell 
types, ease of use, reproducibility, and low toxicity 
(5, 6). Nevertheless, an insufficient contact of this 

delivery system with target cells is one of the main 
reasons for their often observed limited efficiency 
(7). A novel method exploring a permanent mag-
netic field acting on nucleic acid vectors associated 
with magnetic particles in order to mediate a rapid 
contact of vectors with target cells was described in 
2000 by Luo and Saltzman (8). Using this method, 
termed magnetofection, magnetic particles contain-
ing nucleic acids are sedimented onto the surface 
of cells within minutes overcoming a diffusion bar-
rier by this way. This process leads to a considerable 
improvement in transfection efficiency compared 
with transfection carried out by biochemical meth-
ods (e.g., lipofection) (9–12). Further enhancement 
of magnetofection efficiency has been achieved by 
the application of a pulsed magnetic field in which 
alternating horizontal, perpendicular, and oscil-
lating movements of the magnetic particles are 
induced (13, 14). Recently, the method of liposo-
mal magnetofection, which combines biochemical 
and physical delivery systems of nucleic acids, has 
been reported (15–18). In this technique, the self-
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assembled complexes of enhancers such as cationic 
lipids with nucleic acids and magnetic nanoparticles 
are formed and then concentrated on the surface 
of cells by applying a permanent magnetic field. 
Magnetofection and liposomal magnetofection have 
been successfully used in in vitro applications for 
various types of nucleic acids and across a broad 
range of cell lines (15–22). Nevertheless, there is a 
continued need for further improvements in terms 
of transfection efficiency. Here we report a new ap-
proach, based on the application of a dynamic gradi-
ent magnetic field, which enhances gene delivery in 
prostate cancer cells. 

Material and Methods
Materials
CombiMag magnetic nanoparticles were ob-

tained from Chemicell GmbH. They are composed 
of magnetite (Fe3O4) and are 100 nm in hydrody-
namic diameter on the average. Cylindrical rare-
earth neodymium-iron-boron (NdFeB) N38 grade 
1.26-T induction magnets were purchased from 
Semicom Ltd. Lipofectamine2000, a transfection 
reagent, was purchased from Invitrogen Corp.

Cell Line
Human prostate cancer cell line PC3 was grown 

in RPMI-1640 culture medium supplemented with 
10% fetal bovine serum (Invitrogen Corp.), penicil-
lin (100 U/mL), and streptomycin (100 μg/mL) (In-
vitrogen Corp.). The cell line was cultured at 37°C 
in a humidified incubator supplied with 5% CO2.

Plasmid Preparation
The competent Escherichia coli XL1Blue strain 

(Promega Corp.) was transformed by pcDNA3.1LacZ 
(Invitrogen Corp.) according to the standard pro-
tocol. Bacterial cells were cultured under optimal 
conditions (37°C, 200 rpm) overnight, and the plas-
mid vector was purified using a Plasmid Midi kit 
(QIAGEN GmbH) according to the manufacturer’s 
protocol. Plasmid DNA concentration was detected 
by a NanoDrop spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher 
Scientific Inc.). 

Transfection and Exposure to Magnetic Field
PC3 cells were seeded in 24-well plates at a 

density of 1.8×105 per well one day before trans-
fection to obtain 80% confluence. All incubations 
were performed at 37oC and 5% CO2. Before trans-
fection, the growth medium was removed, and 
350 μL of Opti-MEM reduced serum medium (In-
vitrogen Corp.) was added. The expression vector 
pcDNA3.1LacZ encoding beta-galactosidase was 
used to evaluate the transfection efficiency of the 
PC3 cell line. The samples were prepared in trip-
licate. Lipofectamine2000 (Invitrogen Corp.) was 

used to transfect the cell line based on the manufac-
turer’s recommendations. 

For the transfection of PC3 cells, 2 μL of Lipo-
fectamine2000, 1 μg of pcDNA3.1LacZ, and an 
equal volume (1 μL) of CombiMag magnetic nano-
particles (Chemicell GmbH) were diluted separately 
in 50 μL of Opti-MEM reduced serum medium 
and mixed gently. After the 5-minute incubation at 
room temperature, CombiMag, Lipofectamine2000, 
and pcDNA3.1LacZ were combined; the mixture 
was gently pipetted up and down and incubated for 
additional 25 minutes at room temperature to allow 
the plasmid-CombiMag-Lipofectamine2000 com-
plexes to form. Subsequently, 150 μL of the com-
plexes was added to each well, and the cell culture 
plates were placed either on an NdFeB permanent 
magnet or incubated on a dynamic magnetic field de-
vice “DynaFECTOR” for 5, 10, and 20 minutes with a 
specified magnet rotation frequency of 5, 25, 50, and 
100 rpm. Alternatively, lipofection was carried out. 
For liposome formation, 2 μL of Lipofectamine2000 
and 1 μg of pcDNA3.1LacZ were diluted separately 
in 75 μL of Opti-MEM reduced serum medium and 
mixed gently. After the 5-minute incubation at room 
temperature, Lipofectamine2000 and pcDNA3.1LacZ 
were combined; the mixture was gently pipetted 
up and down and incubated for additional 25 min-
utes at room temperature to allow the plasmid-Lipo-
fectamine2000 complexes to form. After the incuba-
tion, 150 μL of the complexes was added to each well, 
and the plate was placed into a CO2 incubator for 24 
hours; no magnetic field was applied for lipofection. 

Determination of LacZ Gene Expression
After the 24-hour incubation, LacZ gene expres-

sion was detected using a b-Gal staining kit (Invit-
rogen Corp.) according to the manufacturer’s pro-
tocol. Transfection efficiency was determined by 
counting stained and unstained cells under a micro-
scope and calculating the percentage of stained cells 
in the total population. The untransfected cells were 
included to account for a background.

Analysis of Cell Viability
Cell viability was determined using ethidium 

bromide/acridine orange (EB/AO) staining as de-
scribed by Ribble et al. (23). For analysis, cells were 
cultivated on cover slips in 24-well plates. Twenty-
four hours after the transfection, the cells were gen-
tly washed with 1 mL of cold PBS, and the EB/AO 
dye mix containing 10 µg/mL of each dye was add-
ed to the cells. The number of viable (green) and 
dead (yellow/red) cells was counted using a Nikon 
microscope at a magnification of ×400 with an exci-
tation filter. Pictures were taken with a Nikon digital 
camera. The tests were done in triplicate counting a 
minimum of 100 total cells. 
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Results
Device Construction and Methodology
For the creation of a dynamic magnetic field, 

the rotating property of an orbital shaker was used. 
Instead of a platform shaker, the magnetic system 
of cylindrical permanent magnets with a saturation 
induction of 1.33 T arranged in a checkerboard pat-
tern unipolarly was inserted as shown in Fig. 1. A 
24-well plate was located on a nonmagnetic metal 
surface over a magnet system. The distance from 
the bottom of the plates to the upper surface of the 
magnets was fixed and was 3.5 mm. Electronics 
provided a programmable rotation of the magnetic 
system on the orbit at a given speed of 1–150 rpm 
for a fixed time of 1 to 999 minutes. In addition, the 
direction of rotation was reversed after 30 seconds. 
The magnets were inserted in such a way that in 
view of their movement, it was possible to reach a 
magnetic field of 0.35 T and normal and tangential 
gradients of 3×107 A/m2 according to the computer 
modeling of magnetic vector force. Fig. 2 demon-
strates that during the magnet rotation, every mag-
netic particle crosses the magnet edges twice.

Optimal Conditions for Magnetofection 
in a Dynamic Gradient Magnetic Field 
To determine the optimal exposure time to 

a dynamic gradient magnetic field, the plasmid-
Lipofectamine2000-CombiMag complexes were 

incubated on the “DynaFECTOR” for 5, 10, and 
20 minutes with a magnet rotation frequency of 
5 rpm. Exposure to a dynamic gradient magnetic 
field for 5, 10, and 20 minutes resulted in a trans-
fection efficiency of 77.7%±1.5%, 56.0%±2.6%, and 
43.0%±3.6%, respectively (Fig. 3). The 5-minute 
exposure, which demonstrated the highest transfec-
tion efficiency, was further used to study the mag-
netically driven DNA delivery using various magnet 
rotation frequencies. The exposure of PC3 cells to 
the permanent magnetic field for 5, 10, and 20 min-
utes gave a transfection efficiency of 56.7%±4.0%, 
47.2%±4.0%, and 39.1%±5.0%, respectively (data 
not shown). The highest transfection efficiency was 
also obtained by using 5-minute exposure to a per-
manent magnetic field.

In order to find out an optimal magnet rotation 
frequency for a dynamic gradient magnetic field, 
the plasmid-Lipofectamine2000-CombiMag com-
plexes were incubated on the “DynaFECTOR” for 
5 minutes with a magnet rotation frequency of 5, 
25, 50, and 100 rpm. The variation of magnet ro-
tation frequency resulted in the following transfec-
tion efficiency: 77.7%±1.5% (5 rpm), 44.7%±1.5% 
(25 rpm), 38.7%±1.5% (50 rpm), and 51.7%±1.5% 
(100 rpm) (Fig. 4). 

Enhancment of Transfection Efficiency by a 
Dynamic Gradient Magnetic Field 

The obtained results from PC3 cells exposed to 
a dynamic gradient and permanent magnetic field, 
and cells not exposed to a magnetic field, e.g., trans-
fected by lipofection, are presented in Fig. 5. The 
highest transfection efficiency reaching 79% was 
achieved using a dynamic gradient magnetic field 
with the optimal parameters. It was greater by 21% 
and 42% as compared with liposomal magnetofec-
tion and lipofection, respectively. 

Application of Dynamic Gradient 
Magnetic Field is Less Cytotoxic to Cells 
To estimate the effect of a dynamic gradient 

magnetic field on cell viability, AO/EB staining of 
PC3 cells following liposomal magnetofection under 
permanent and dynamic gradient magnetic fields 
and lipofection was carried out. As shown in Fig. 6, 
the viability of PC3 cells magnetofected under a 
dynamic gradient magnetic field was higher (93%) 
than that of cells under a permanent magnetic field 
(83%) and traditional lipofection (89%). Therefore, 
the pDNA delivery into PC3 cells using a dynamic 
gradient magnetic field not only enhanced transfec-
tion efficiency, but also reduced cytotoxicity. 

Discussion
In this study, an improved plasmid DNA delivery 

method based on the application of dynamic gra-

Fig. 1. Magnetic system of cylindrical permanent magnets 
arranged in a checkerboard pattern

Fig. 2. Schematic illustration of the part of magnetic system 
for the magnetofection and magnetic force direction under 

the dynamic gradient magnetic field
F, tangential component of magnetic field acting on magne-
toplexes in a direction indicated by the arrow. a, b, c, and d, 

sequential positions of the magnet at different time points.
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Fig. 3. Dependence of liposomal magnetofection on the 
duration of exposure to a dynamic gradient magnetic field 

A, representative data show β-galactosidase expression in PC3 
cells 24 hours after liposomal magnetofection using 5- (1), 10- 
(2), and 20-minute (3) exposure to a dynamic magnetic field; 
B, bar chart shows the proportion of transfected cells 24 hours 
after 5-, 10-, and 20-minute exposure to a dynamic gradient 

magnetic field. Data represent the mean values 
of 3 independent experiments.
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Fig. 4. The effect of magnet rotation frequency 
on the expression of β-galactosidase 

A, representative data show β-galactosidase expression in PC3 
cells 24 hours after liposomal magnetofection under a dynamic 
magnetic field with a magnet rotation frequency of 5 (1), 25 (2), 
50 (3), and 100 (4) rpm; B, bar chart shows the proportion of 
transfected cells 24 hours after liposomal magnetofection un-
der a dynamic magnetic field with a magnet rotation frequency 
of 5, 25, 50, and 100 rpm. Data represent the mean values of  

3 independent experiments.
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Fig. 5.  The effect of different gene delivery methods on the 
transfection efficiency of PC3 cells by pcDNA3.1LacZ plasmid
A, representative data show β-galactosidase expression in PC3 
cells 24 hours after lipofection (1), liposomal magnetofection 
(2), and liposomal magnetofection under a dynamic magnetic 
field (3); B, bar chart shows the proportion of transfected cells 
24 hours after lipofection (L), liposomal magnetofection (LM), 
and liposomal magnetofection under a dynamic magnetic field 
(LMuDMF). Data represent the mean values of 3 independent 

experiments.

Fig. 6. Cytotoxicity of different gene delivery methods
A, representative data of AO/EB staining of PC3 cells 24 

hours following lipofection (1), liposomal magnetofection (2), 
and liposomal magnetofection under a dynamic magnetic field 

(3); B, cytotoxicity (cell viability) following lipofection (1), 
liposomal magnetofection (2), and liposomal magnetofection 

under a dynamic magnetic field (3).
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dient magnetic field, which enhances the nonviral 
gene delivery to prostate cancer cells, is described. 
The presence of a permanent magnetic field for 5 
minutes is sufficient to significantly increase trans-
fection efficiency over lipofection. 

Our findings are consistent with the results of 
previous studies, which demonstrated that the per-
manent magnetic field enhanced transfection ef-
ficiency (13, 19). However, despite the promising 
results showing a high gene transfer rate, the perma-
nent magnetic field has one disadvantage associated 
with a nonuniform distribution of complexes over 
the cell surface. To overcome this limitation, the de-
vice “DynaFECTOR” with an orbital rotation of cy-
lindrical permanent magnets was constructed. The 
part of magnetic system consisting of 1 cylindrical 
permanent magnet and 2 wells of plate as shown in 
Fig. 2 illustrates the principle of our device. When 
the moving magnet is in the position (b) as shown in 
the same figure, the tangential component of mag-
netic force (F) directed to the center of the magnet 
starts attracting of magnetoplexes to the edge of the 
well. After the magnet reaches the position (c), the 
magnetoplexes are attracted to the opposite edge of 
the well doing displacements of magnetoplexes in 
parallel to the bottom of the well. Under prolonged 
rotation, magnetoplexes are pulled down to the bot-
tom of the wells and make multiple displacements 
along the cell surface.

We hypothesize that the dynamic gradient mag-
netic field provides a more uniform distribution of 
complexes as well as a more efficient cellular up-
take of cationic lipid/nucleic acid complexes with 
magnetic nanoparticles. This magnetic field forces 
cationic lipid/nucleic acid complexes with magnetic 
nanoparticles oscillate not only perpendicularly, 
concentrating the complexes on the surface of cells, 
but also parallel to the cell surface that leads to a slow 
rolling of the complexes over the surface of cells, 
facilitating the cellular uptake. Our results indicate 
that the efficiency of liposomal magnetofection in 
the presence of a dynamic magnetic field depends 
on the exposure time and magnet rotation frequen-
cy. Time dependency of transfection efficiency us-
ing a magnetic field is also reported previously by 
Kamau et al. (13). For human prostate cancer cells, 
the highest transfection efficiency exceeding that of 
standard magnetofection has been achieved in the 
presence of a dynamic magnetic field for 5 minutes 

with a magnet rotation frequency of 5 rpm. 
The cytotoxicity of a dynamic magnetic field is 

lower than that of other delivery methods applied in 
our study. Because of orbital magnet rotation, the 
force of a magnetic field during the 5-minute in-
cubation all the time is changed. We suppose that 
this alteration of magnetic force prevents from large 
aggregates and chain-like structure formation onto 
cell membranes decreasing cell damage and, conse-
quently, cytotoxicity by this mean.

Magnetofection of reporter genes in vivo was 
performed in several studies using rats, mice, and 
pigs, and the feasibility of this technology has been 
demonstrated (14, 25). The same approach has also 
been used in few clinical trials (14, 24, 25). The 
technology uses an externally positioned magnet to 
create a localized magnetic field within the body, 
and the physical force created by the magnetic field 
draws the therapeutic genes/drugs through the arte-
riole into the targeted area. We think that using the 
same technology, the dynamic magnetic field also 
could be applicable for targeted delivery of a gene/
drug in vivo, and further studies in an animal model 
are planned. 

In summary, the obtained results strongly sup-
port the use of a dynamic gradient magnetic field 
as a perspective tool for nonviral gene delivery into 
malignant cells. 

Conclusions
The magnetofection efficiency obtained by using 

“DynaFECTOR” was higher than that of lipofection 
and standard magnetofection in all performed ex-
periments. The dynamic gradient magnetic field was 
found to be able to enhance the delivery of nucleic 
acids into prostate cancer cells with a reduced cyto-
toxicity. To confirm a universality of this approach, 
further studies using cell lines of various origins are 
required. In the future, the use of “DynaFECTOR” 
for such a bioapplication as shRNA coding plasmid 
screening for the drug therapy can undoubtedly 
have the advantage for successful results. 

Acknowledgments
The study was supported by the ESF project 

2009/0221/1DP/1.1.1.2.0/09/APIA/VIAA/074. 

Statement of Conflict of Interest
The authors state no conflict of interest.

References
1.	 Hirko A, Tang F, Hughes JA. Cationic lipid vectors for plas-

mid DNA delivery. Curr Med Chem 2003;10:1185-93.
2.	 Donkuru M, Badea I, Wettig S, Verral R, Elsabahy M, Fold-

vari M. Advancing nonviral gene delivery: lipid- and sur-
factant-based nanoparticle design strategies. Nanomedicine 
(Lond) 2010;5:1103-27.

3.	 Wasungu L, Hoekstra D. Cationic lipids, lipoplexes and in-

tracellular delivery of genes. J Control Release 2006;116: 
255-64.

4.	 Duan Y, Zhang S, Wang B, Yang B, Zhi D. The biological 
routes of gene delivery mediated by lipid-based non-viral 
vectors. Expert Opin Drug Deliv 2009;6:1351-61.

5.	 Labas R, Beilvert F, Barteau B, David S, Chèvre R, Pitard 
B. Nature as a source of inspiration for cationic lipid synthe-

Dace Vainauska, Svetlana Kozireva, Andrejs Karpovs, et al.



329

Medicina (Kaunas) 2012;48(6)

sis. Genetica 2010;138:153-68.
6.	 Rao NM. Cationic lipid-mediated nucleic acid delivery: be-

yond being cationic. Chem Phys Lipids 2010;163:245-52. 
7.	 Montier T, Benvegnu T, Jaffrès PA, Yaouanc JJ, Lehn P. 

Progress in cationic lipid-mediated gene transfection: a se-
ries of bio-inspired lipids as an example. Curr Gene Ther 
2008;8:296-312.

8.	 Luo D, Saltzman WM. Enhancement of transfection by 
physical concentration of DNA at the cell surface. Nat Bio-
technol 2000;18:893-5. 

9.	 Plank C, Anton M, Rudolph C, Rosenecker J, Krötz, F. 
Enhancing and targeting nucleic acid delivery by magnetic 
force. Expert Opin Biol Ther 2003;3:745-58.

10.	Plank C, Schillinger U, Scherer F, Bergemann C, Rémy JS, 
Krötz F, et al. The magnetofection method: using magnetic 
force to enhance gene delivery. Biol Chem 2003;384:737-
47.

11.	Gersting SW, Schillinger U, Lausier J, Nicklaus P, Rudolph 
C, Plank C, et al. Gene delivery to respiratory epithelial 
cells by magnetofection. J Gene Med 2004;6:913-22.

12.	Huth S, Lausier J, Gersting SW, Rudolph C, Plank C, Wels-
ch UJ, et al. Insights into the mechanism of magnetofection 
using PEI-based magnetofectins for gene transfer. J Gene 
Med 2004;6:923-36.

13.	Kamau SW, Hassa PO, Steitz B, Petri-Fink A, Hofmann H, 
Hofmann-Amtenbrink MB, et al. Enhancement of the ef-
ficiency of non-viral gene delivery by application of pulsed 
magnetic field. Nucleic Acids Research 2006;34:e40.

14.	McBain SC, Griesenbach U, Xenariou S, Keramane A, Bat-
ich CD, Alton EW, et al. Magnetic nanoparticles as gene 
delivery agents: enhanced transfection in the presence of 
oscillating magnet arrays. Nanotechnology 2008;19:1-5.

15.	Mykhaylyk O, Antequera YS, Vlaskou D, Plank C. Gen-
eration of magnetic nonviral gene transfer agents and mag-
netofection in vitro. Nat Protoc 2007;2:2391-411.

16.	Mykhaylyk O, Zelphati O, Rosenecker J, Plank C. siRNA 
delivery by magnetofection. Curr Opin Mol Ther 2008;10: 
493-505.

17.	Mykhaylyk O, Zelphati O, Hammerschmid E, Anton M, 
Rosenecker J, Plank C. Recent advances in magnetofection 
and its potential to deliver siRNAs in vitro. Methods Mol 
Biol 2009;487:111-46.

18.	Mykhaylyk O, Sánchez-Antequera Y, Vlaskou D, Ham-
merschmid E, Anton M, Zelphati O, Plank C. Liposomal 
magnetofection. Methods Mol Biol 2010;605:487-525.

19.	Lee CH, Kim EY, Jeon K, Tae JC, Lee KS, Kim YO, et 
al. Simple, efficient, and reproducible gene transfection of 
mouse embryonic stem cells by magnetofection. Stem Cells 
Dev 2008;17:133-41.

20.	Fallini C, Bassell GJ, Rossoll W. High-efficiency transfec-
tion of cultured primary motor neurons to study protein 
localization, trafficking, and function. Mol Neurodegener 
2010;5:17.

21.	Pickard M, Chari D. Enhancement of magnetic nanoparti-
cle-mediated gene transfer to astrocytes by magnetofection: 
effects of static and oscillating fields. Nanomedicine (Lond) 
2010;5:217-32.

22.	Sapet C, Laurent N, de Chevigny A, Le Gourrierec L, 
Bertosio E, Zelphati O, et al. High transfection efficiency 
of neural stem cells with magnetofection. Biotechniques 
2011;50:187-9.

23.	Ribble D, Goldstein NB, Norris DA, Shellman YG. A sim-
ple technique for quantifying apoptosis in 96-well plates. 
BMC Biotechnol 2005;6:5-12.

24.	Prijic S, Sersa G. Magnetic nanoparticles as targeted deliv-
ery system in oncology. Radiol Oncol 2011;45:1-16.

25.	Schwerdt JU, Goya GF, Calatayund MP, Hereñú CB, Reg-
giani PC, Goya RG. Magnetic field-assisted gene delivery: 
achievements and therapeutic potential. Curr Gene Ther 
2012;12:116-26.

Received 26 January 2012, accepted 5 June 2012

A Novel Approach for Nucleic Acid Delivery Into Cancer Cells


