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Abstract: The periodontal ligament (PDL) is a highly specialized fibrous tissue comprising heteroge-
neous cell populations of an intricate nature. These complexities, along with challenges due to cell
culture, impede a comprehensive understanding of periodontal pathophysiology. This study aims
to address this gap, employing single-cell RNA sequencing (scRNA-seq) technology to analyze the
genetic intricacies of PDL both in vivo and in vitro. Primary human PDL samples (1 = 7) were split
for direct in vivo analysis and cell culture under serum-containing and serum-free conditions. Cell
hashing and sorting, scRNA-seq library preparation using the 10x Genomics protocol, and Illumina
sequencing were conducted. Primary analysis was performed using Cellranger, with downstream
analysis via the R packages Seurat and SCORPIUS. Seven distinct PDL cell clusters were identified
comprising different cellular subsets, each characterized by unique genetic profiles, with some show-
ing donor-specific patterns in representation and distribution. Formation of these cellular clusters
was influenced by culture conditions, particularly serum presence. Furthermore, certain cell popula-
tions were found to be inherent to the PDL tissue, while others exhibited variability across donors.
This study elucidates specific genes and cell clusters within the PDL, revealing both inherent and
context-driven subpopulations. The impact of culture conditions—notably the presence of serum—on
cell cluster formation highlights the critical need for refining culture protocols, as comprehending
these influences can drive the creation of superior culture systems vital for advancing research in PDL
biology and regenerative therapies. These discoveries not only deepen our comprehension of PDL
biology but also open avenues for future investigations into uncovering underlying mechanisms.

Keywords: culture conditions; genetic markers; periodontal ligament cells; single-cell RNA-seq

1. Introduction

Periodontal tissues are highly complex due to the multiplicity of interacting cells
and extracellular matrices, the proximity of soft and mineralized tissues, and the constant
challenges exerted by microbial and physical factors [1].

Among these tissues, the periodontal ligament (PDL) stands out as a specialized
fibrous connective tissue located between the cementum and alveolar bone, consisting
of a diverse cell population including fibroblasts, cementoblasts, osteoblasts, endothelial
progenitor cells, macrophages, osteoclasts, and progenitor/stem cells [2]. The PDL not
only supports teeth structurally but also plays vital roles in nutrition provision, tissue
equilibrium, repair processes, and mechanical force sensing [3]. Although fibroblastic
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PDL cells are presumed to regulate PDL homeostasis and regeneration, the exact cellular
subtypes responsible for these processes still remain to be elucidated [2,4].

PDL cells, with their spindle-shaped morphology, resemble gingival fibroblasts local-
ized in close proximity, but exhibit distinct functional activities, performance in inflamma-
tory settings, and regenerative patterns [5,6]. Differential gene expression likely underlies
these functional distinctions, with studies showing significant genetic differences between
PDL cells and gingival fibroblasts, but precise and in-depth data are not yet available [5].

Besides direct processing and analysis of explanted in vivo tissues, cell culture is
the standard in vitro method for studying cellular behavior patterns, interactions, and
signaling pathways. Although cultured cells are denoted as a homogeneous population
when expanded under the same conditions as a kind of homogenizing agent and without
further external influences, more recent approaches suggest heterogeneity evolving over
time [7]. Furthermore, the type of cultivation has another potentially modulating influence
on cells and their genetic profiles. Different cultivation techniques can influence cells
and their genetic characteristics, with the widespread use of fetal bovine serum (FBS)
in culture media serving to support cell attachment and growth, despite potential risks
such as immune responses and alterations in cellular properties. Moreover, serum-based
cultivation appears inadequate for clinical cell cultures and cell-based therapies [8]. Due
to these long-standing practical, clinical, and ethical concerns about the use of serum,
developing serum-free culture media formulations enabling both isolation and efficient cell
expansion is crucial for maintaining cellular properties without these risks [9].

Nevertheless, various additional aspects certainly play a key role in the analysis
of oral tissues as well, such as their heterogeneous nature and the different conditions
to which the tissues are exposed to in vivo, both affecting their in vivo characteristics
and impacting on their cultivation in vitro. Comprehending periodontal physiology and
pathology is hindered by the intricate nature of these tissues coupled with challenges in
in vitro culture, requiring a thorough examination of tissue composition, gene expression,
and cellular changes between in vivo and in vitro environments to gain deeper insights
into their molecular basis and regulatory mechanisms [10].

Next-generation sequencing (NGS) technology offers unparalleled efficiency, depth,
and accuracy in transcriptome analysis, significantly advancing our comprehension of
gene expression intricacies and regulatory networks within cells [11]. Initially, NGS was
limited to mass sequencing of cell populations without enabling to account for cellular
heterogeneity within populations, which was subsequently overcome by the development
of single-cell RNA sequencing (scRNA-seq), allowing the dissection of genetic patterns
at individual cell level, thus providing unprecedented insights into cellular diversity and
complexity [12,13]. With the capability to study millions of cells simultaneously and decode
their transcriptomes, scRNA-seq fundamentally changes the understanding of cellular
biology by facilitating comprehensive molecular profiling and mathematical analysis of
cellular expression states [14].

This study aims to utilize scRNA-seq to uncover the genetic pattern of PDL cells and
investigate genetic changes induced by different culture conditions to provide insights
into the cellular architecture and interactions within the PDL, addressing questions about
cellular heterogeneity and genetic regulation in oral tissues.

Specifically, our objectives are:

1.  To comprehensively characterize the genetic profile of PDL cells using scRNA-seq
technology, providing a detailed insight of their complexity and individuality;

2. To compare genetic alterations in PDL cells cultured under serum-free and serum-
containing conditions with those directly explanted from in vivo settings, aiming to
determine whether culture procedures induce genetic changes and if serum supple-
mentation has a distinct impact;

3. Toidentify and characterize distinct PDL cell types based on their highly expressed
genetic markers, facilitating a deeper understanding of the cellular architecture and
interactions within the PDL.
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Through these objectives, we aim to advance our understanding of PDL biology and
shed light on the impact of culture conditions on genetic expression patterns, ultimately
contributing to broader insights into oral tissue regulation.

2. Results
2.1. Dimensionality Reduction and Clustering

After quality control analysis for scRNA-seq data was conducted (Figure 1), a standard
Seurat workflow was used to cluster cells after dimensionality reduction. Samples were
integrated using Seurat’s standard integration workflow and analyzed independently. The
analysis of the cell frequency in the calculated clusters was carried out and visualized in
bar charts, as a low cell count in a cluster can influence the conclusions drawn and must be
taken into account in the data analysis. The resulting UMAP grids and bar charts for PDL
samples are illustrated in Figures 2 and 3.

Figure 3A shows bar charts that depict the distribution of cells from the conditions PDL,
PDL_MEDIUM_1, and PDL_MEDIUM._ 2 across all clusters. The left bar chart illustrates
the percentage composition of cells from each condition within each identified cluster, with
each bar representing the proportion of cells from one condition and the total percentage
for each condition in all clusters sums to 100%. This visualization elucidates how each
condition contributes to the total cell population within each cluster, with a high percentage
in a particular cluster possibly indicating a strong association with that cluster’s cell
subpopulation. The bar chart on the right displays the frequency of cells from each condition
within each cluster, providing insights into the absolute size of each cluster in absolute terms
and allowing for the comparison of the number of cells from each condition contributing to
each cluster.

Our analysis identified seven distinct clusters. The majority of cells were generally
found in cluster 0, which contains a significant proportion of cells from all conditions,
namely PDL tissue (PDL), PDL cells in serum-containing medium (PDL_M1) and PDL cells
in serum-free medium (PDL_M2), suggesting that it may represent a fundamental cell state
or type present in both in vivo PDL and cultured conditions. Cluster 1 had the second-
highest number of cells, but was predominantly composed of cells from PDL_M1, with
PDL_M2 being almost absent and PDL tissue was only slightly represented. This might
indicate that serum-containing conditions might support the cell state or type represented
by this cluster. Remarkably similar, cluster 6 shows a notable presence of cells from PDL_M1
and was also almost solely generated due to cell culture in serum-containing medium.
Clusters 4 and 5 were also exclusively induced by cell culture, but independent of serum
influence, and exhibited low cell abundances. These clusters 4 to 6 also contained the
most negative cells and those with the lowest number of expressed genes, whereas in
contrast, the highest gene expression numbers were found in clusters 0-3 with only very
few negative cells.
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Figure 1. Quality control analysis for scRNA-seq data. (A) Combined overview of cells excluded
and included for tissue samples of PDL, PDL cells cultured in serum-containing medium (PDL_M1),
and PDL cells cultured in serum-free medium (PDL_M2). The left graph plots the percentage of
mitochondrial genes in a cell (percent.mt), indicative of cell degradation and death, against the
number of detected genes in this cell (nFeature_RNA). The center graph shows the percentage of
ribosomal genes, related to cell cycle phases against the number of detected genes (nFeature_RNA).
The right plots the number of detected genes (nFeature_RNA) against sequenced fragments (nCoun-
tRNA), highlighting potential doublets. (B) Sample quality before and after quality adjustment.
Each dot represents a cell, with its position indicating the mitochondrial quality metrics. (C) Results
of HTO demultiplexing, identifying demultiplexed singlet, doublets, and negative signal singlets.
(D) Post-filtering status of PDL samples, showing the removal of doublets and other biased data to
enhance the integrity of subsequent analyses.
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Figure 2. UMAP visualization for PDL cell analysis. This UMAP visualization presents the results of
the clustering of PDL cells in vivo as baseline condition (PDL), PDL cells cultured in serum-containing
medium (PDL_M1), and PDL cells cultured in serum-free medium (PDL_M2). (A) Clustering for each
specimen into 7 color-coded clusters, showing the distinct cell populations within the PDL, PDL cells in
serum-containing medium (PDL_M1), and PDL cells in serum-free medium (PDL_M2). The spatial
arrangement of clusters within each graph signifies the segregation of distinct cell types, with cohesive
cell populations consistently localized to specific regions across all three specimens. Each dot represents
one cell. (B) Overview of clustering in 7 clusters, visually represented with distinct colors for each
condition with regard to the sample types PDL, PDL_M1, and PDL_M2 on the left. The right-sided
graph showcases the composition of clusters under different conditions altogether. The majority of cells
were found in cluster 0, representing a fundamental cell state present in both in vivo PDL and cultured
conditions. Cluster 1, with the second-highest number of cells, was mainly composed of PDL_MI cells,
suggesting serum-containing conditions support this cell state. Cluster 6 also exhibited notable presence
of PDL_MI1 cells, indicating serum influence. Clusters 4 and 5, induced by culture but not influenced
by serum, had fewer cells and lower gene expression compared to clusters 0-3. (C) The left graph
shows the 7 identified clusters based on the occurrence of demultiplexed cells (Singlet, turquoise) and
unassigned cells (Negative, red), which could not be attributed to any donor. The right graph visualizes
the clusters according to the number of genes expressed per cell, with color intensity indicating the
level of gene expression per cell as depicted in the legend.
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Figure 3. Analysis of cluster composition across conditions and donors. (A) Cell abundance analysis.
Bar charts from the sample cell abundance analysis display the computed clusters by percentage
(Perc) and absolute number of cells (Freq), representing the distribution of cells from different
conditions (PDL, PDL_MEDIUM_1, and PDL_MEDIUM_2) across clusters. The left graph illustrates
the percentage composition of cells (Perc) from each condition within each identified cluster. Each bar
represents the proportion of cells from a specific condition, and the total percentage for each condition
across all clusters adds up to 100%. The right graph shows the absolute number of cells (Freq) from
each condition within the clusters, providing an absolute count that complements the percentage
distribution. (B) Donor-specific cluster distribution: overview of individual donor samples and their
individual distributions across samples (top row of UMAP plots) and clusters (bottom row of UMAP
plots). Clusters 0, 3, and 4 were universally present, with variable intensities across donors. Clusters
1, 5, and 6 showed sporadic absence in some individuals. Cluster 2 was exclusive to donors 5, 6
and 7, notably dominant in donor 7. Each donor exhibited a distinct clustering pattern; for instance,
emphasis on clusters 5 and 6 Donor 1, or remarkable prominence of cluster 1 in donor 7.
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Figure 3B provides an overview of the donors, presenting for each specimen the
individual cluster localization of their PDL tissue (PDL) and cultured PDL cells in serum-
containing (PDL_Medium_1) and serum-free (PDL_Medium_2) medium, along with the
presence of the seven identified clusters in their characteristic genetic profiles. It can be
seen that for each donor the representation of cells from PDL tissue and from cell cultures is
weighted differently and distributed within the clusters, thus reflecting the natural diversity
among donors. However, the different representation and distribution pattern of the seven
identified clusters among donors is notable. Cluster 0 was consistently represented in all
donors, with donor 2 being the most pronounced, followed by donor 6. Clusters 3 and 4
were also found in all specimens, again with individual intensity depending on the donor.
The other clusters were not found in all individuals, with clusters 1 and 5 not detectable
in one donor each and cluster 6 not present in three donors. The pattern of cluster 2
was noteworthy, as it was exclusively present in three donors, namely donors 5, 6, and
7, and in the first two only represented by one cell, but contrarily constituted the second
strongest cluster in donor 7. In addition, each donor showed an individual clustering
pattern, with some observations being particularly noteworthy. Donor 1 had a strong
portfolio with regard to clusters 5 and 6, which were rather underrepresented in the other
donors, and exhibited hardly any cells in the other clusters, not even in the predominant
cluster 0. Donor 2, on the other hand, was the strongest representative of cluster 0, but
showed no cells at all for clusters 5 and 6, and thus exhibited exactly the opposite cellular
focus compared to donor 1. Donors 3 and 4 presented a very analogous pattern with
generally moderate but consistent cell presence in all clusters except cluster 2. Donor 5
was particularly conspicuous due to its strong representation of clusters 1 and 3, the latter
being the most pronounced compared to all other individuals. Donor 6 showed a similar
picture to donor 2 with a focus on cluster 0 and the absence of clusters 5 and 6, but with
massively fewer cells overall. Donor 7 exhibited a particularly interesting and conspicuous
pattern due to the already mentioned massive occurrence of cluster 2, and furthermore the
strongest occurrence of cluster 1 in comparison to all other donors.

2.2. Marker Identification across Clusters

Cluster-specific markers were identified utilizing a two-pronged approach: differential
expression analysis and specificity ranking. Differential expression analysis elucidates
genes with notable expression differences between a specific cluster and the rest, shed-
ding light on functional markers that might play significant roles across various clusters.
Conversely, specificity ranking zeroes in on markers unique to each cluster, identified by
their lower or non-existent expression in other clusters, thus possibly pinpointing more
definitive signatures of cellular identity. This integrated methodology affords a nuanced
understanding of cluster specificity, merging insights into both relative expression levels
and distinct expression patterns of genes within clusters. Figure 4B exemplifies this by
showcasing a Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) plot for CD74
expression, one of the top differentially expressed genes (DEGs) in cluster 5, demonstrating
its expression profile across clusters 0-6. Here, the most highly expressed genes are consid-
ered per cluster, irrespective of whether they originate from PDL tissue or cultured PDL
cells, with the goal of uncovering the identity of each cluster. The corresponding heatmaps
are shown in Figure 4A.

The analysis revealed that the top three DEGs for cluster 0 were IGFBP7, which
encodes insulin-like growth factor (IGF) binding protein 7, regulating the availability
of insulin-like growth factors in tissues, stimulating cell adhesion and modulating IGF
binding to its receptors; followed by THBS2 and THBS1, whose proteins both mediate
cell-cell and cell-matrix interactions. Regarding the most important specific genes, one
gene was exclusively included in cluster 0, namely TAGLN. TAGLN, encoding transgelin, is
a transformation- and shape-change-sensitive actin cross-linking/gelling protein found
in fibroblasts and smooth muscle, and its downregulation may be an early and sensitive
marker for onset of transformation.
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Figure 4. Genetic profiling and expression intensity in clustered cells. (A) Heat maps of the top
differentially expressed genes (DEGs) and of the top-specific genes for each cluster within the PDL
batch. DEG analysis identifies genes with notable expression differences between a specific cluster
and others, highlighting potential functional markers across clusters. Specificity ranking pinpoints
markers unique to each cluster, potentially providing clearer signatures of cellular identity through
their distinct expression patterns. The heat maps are color-coded to reflect gene expression levels,
with the scale bar indicating the range of expression. The cluster numbers are labeled at the top of
the heat maps. (B) An illustrative UMAP plot showing the expression of CD74 across clusters. The
color scale on the right of the image indicates the respective expression intensities.

In cluster 1, the three most highly expressed genes were PTGIS, encoding prostacyclin
synthase, an enzyme catalyzing rearrangement of prostaglandin H2; followed by CLU, an
extracellular molecular chaperone binding misfolded proteins to neutralize their toxicity
and mediate cellular uptake through receptor-mediated endocytosis; and third, SFRP1,
which can downregulate the Wnt signaling pathway, a crucial player in embryonic devel-
opment, cell differentiation, and proliferation. The corresponding three most important
specific genes were S100A10 and S100A16, both belonging to the S100 family of proteins,
which regulate a number of cellular processes such as cell cycle progression, differentiation,
exocytosis, and endocytosis, whereby S100A10 in particular is additionally linked with the
transport of neurotransmitters. The third-highest expressed gene was SVIL, implementing
a potential role as a high-affinity link between the actin cytoskeleton and the membrane
by recruitment of actin and other cytoskeletal proteins into specialized structures at the
plasma membrane and in the nuclei of growing cells.
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For cluster 2, the three most significant DEGs were SRPX, predicted to be an extracellu-
lar matrix structural constituent involved in cell adhesion; TNC, whose protein tenascin C
is expressed in the extracellular matrix of various tissues during development, disease or in-
jury and is upregulated by inflammation or at sites exposed to specific biomechanical forces;
and in third place SPON2, which inter alia is predicted to enable antigen binding activity
and cell adhesion. The three top-specific genes in cluster 2 were SELENOP, whose protein
acts as an antioxidant in the extracellular space; secondly, antioxidant enzyme SOD3, and
thirdly, SOX4 functioning in the apoptosis pathway and mediating downstream effects of
parathyroid hormone (PTH) and PTH-related protein (PTHrP) in bone development.

The three priority DEGs in cluster 3 were TOP2A, whose nuclear enzyme controls and
modifies the topologic states of DNA during transcription; CENPF, involved in chromo-
some segregation during cell division and in orientation of microtubules to form cellular
cilia, and H2AFZ, encoding the thermosensory response mediator histone H2AZ. The
top-specific genes were PTTG1, which is inter alia involved in stimulating expression
of basic fibroblast growth factor, TK1, which codes for the cell cycle-regulated enzyme
thymidine kinase 1 with importance for nucleotide metabolism and, analogous to the top
DEGs, again TOP2A.

Looking at cluster 4, the top three DEGs represent MYL9, whose encoded protein is a
myosin light chain regulating muscle contraction, the TMP2-related protein tropomyosin 2,
which binds to actin filaments in muscle and non-muscle cells and plays a central role in
calcium-dependent regulation of striated muscle contraction as well as SPARCL1, which
interacts with the extracellular matrix in order to create intermediate states of cell adhesion
as well as being associated with the repair of muscle damage. Similar to cluster 0, there were
exclusively two top-specific genes in cluster 5, namely SKA2, which enables microtubule
binding activity and, congruent with the DEGs of the cluster, again SPARCLI.

The first three DEGs in cluster 5 were inflammatory cytokine CCL3 as well as CD74
and HLA-DPBI, the latter two being involved in antigen presentation via MHC II. The
corresponding top-specific genes were ITGB2, whose coding surface protein integrin (3-2
establishes contacts between cells as well as contacts to the tissue portion between cells,
PLEK, which is involved in actin cytoskeleton organization among various other processes
and RGS1, which regulates G protein-coupled receptor signaling cascades.

For cluster 6, the top three DEGs were MZB1, which is involved in positive regulation
of cell population proliferation and is supposed to exert its effect via action of molecu-
lar chaperones, as well as, in second and third place, Inmunoglobulin Heavy Constant
Gamma 3 and 1 (IGHG3,1). These are thought to enable antigen binding activity and im-
munoglobulin receptor binding activity and to be involved in several processes including
activation of the immune response, defense response to other organisms, and phagocytosis.
The only top-specific gene present for cluster 6 was again MZBI.

2.3. Conservation Analysis across Donors

In the next step, a conservation analysis was performed across all donors, pooling all
samples together, in order to identify the top 10 conserved markers sorted by the most
conservative significance assumption (max_pval). Since cluster 0 was expressed in all
donors and also contained the absolute majority of PDL cells, it was used to identify
the genes of this complex that are conserved across all donors and thus represent the
characteristic of this cluster. As exhibited in Figure 5, the most significantly conserved
marker of cluster 0 was TMEM119, whose encoded Transmembrane Protein 119 is involved
in the positive regulation of bone mineralization as well as osteoblast differentiation and
proliferation. The other genes of interest were primarily COL1A1 and COL1A2, which
encode type I alpha-1 collagen and type I alpha-2 collagen, with type I fibrillar collagen
being the most abundant type of collagen in the body and COL12A1, whose protein is a
type XII collagen and is responsible for cell adhesion, collagen degradation and collagen
fibril organization, among other functions.



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25,4731

10 of 19

Donor- Donor- Donor- Donor-

Gene Size minimump_p_val max_pval Donor-3_p_val 3 avg_log2FC 3 pot 3 pot2 3 p_val_adj Donor-6_p_val
TMEM119 7 0.00013730269241243  0.300958787354295 0.0391041588104955  0.723677295814927 0.4 0.12 1 0.22782751639794 0
NFATC4 7 0.000416585187198635 0.37723018099519  0.000059522797435676 1.566641828872 0.667 0.08 1 0.0214667179606385 0O
ATP6AP2 7 0.00349577286111126  0.424238633765405  0.00148454 0.7285 437 0.533 0.08 1 0.339358882627857 0
THBS1 7 0.00253170667859226  0.590204436752838 0.000362065419527741  3.06865600978777 0.733 0.16 1 0.0512497476795707
MMP240S 7 0.00287243752184011  0.649645564865035 0.015560255475719  0.480735941624951 0.4 0.08 1 0.117071459554286 0
COL1A1 7 0.00000971834485664449 0.762048911853721 0.000864898150372216  1.44850392361003 0.933 0.6 1 0.0244312941027684
MXRA8 17 0.00208554417673242  0.815653232998627 0.00106117184447325 1.24164495302714 0.6 0.12 1 0.0621111009171848
COL12A1 7 0.0000420158631480063 0.925095779221168  0.000424184007845797  1.14798021020668 0.667 0.12 1 0.0572368459559883
COL1A2 7 0.000704375165658172  0.930420113219476 0.0513016813423041 1.04761411130424 0.8 0.48 1 0.0840165045371229 0

Component 2

Figure 5. Conserved markers of cluster 0. Results of the conservation analysis across all 7 donors
showing the top 10 conserved markers sorted by the most conservative significance assumption
(max_pval) of cluster 0. Top 10 genes are listed in the left column.

Finally, also of interest was MXRAS, whose coding transmembrane protein can mod-
ulate the activity of various signaling pathways, including inhibiting osteoclastogenesis
downstream of TNFSF11/RANKL and CSF1, possibly attenuating signaling via integrin
ITGB3 and MAP kinase p38.

2.4. Pseudotime Analysis

Finally, to elucidate the developmental progression of cells, we conducted a pseu-
dotemporal trajectory inference using single-cell data. The results are plotted in a two-
dimensional space defined by component 1 and component 2 (Figure 6). Using this tech-
nique in single-cell transcriptomics, the pattern of the dynamic process that cells undergo
developmentally in temporal sequence was determined, subsequently arranging cells based
on this progression. In the left plot, the trajectory presented as a black line indicates the
cellular developmental path and reveals that the cells of conditions PDL_M1 and PDL_M2
originate from PDL and furthermore undergo certain changes due to the culture conditions.
In the right plot, the trajectory contextualizes the cluster progression states in temporal
sequence, indicating that the early formations are clusters 0-3, from which the clusters 4-6
are then differentiated.

Group

Group
* PDL
+ POL_MEDIUM_1

Component 2

* PDL_MEDIUM_2

o o s wN ko

00
Component 1

Component 1
Figure 6. Pseudotime trajectory analysis. Results of the pseudotime analysis plotted in a two-
dimensional space defined by component 1 and component 2 of SCORPIUS’s own dimensionality
reduction algorithm. The left plot features a trajectory, delineated by a black line, which indicates a
potential developmental path or differentiation process. It suggests that cells of conditions PDL_M1
and PDL_M2 originate from PDL and undergo certain changes due to the culture.
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3. Discussion

In this study, we used single-cell RNA sequencing to identify and characterize different
fibroblast populations in the PDL. Additionally, we detected rare subsets of PDL cell
populations emerging during cell culture and analyzed their distinct genetic profiles under
serum-containing and serum-free conditions. Our findings indicate that some fibroblast
populations are naturally situated within the PDL tissue, while others respond specifically
to their environment. The finding that certain genes consistently show expression within a
specific cluster across all donors suggests a pivotal role for these genes in maintaining the
structure and function of the PDL. In-depth analysis of this cluster in subsequent studies
holds the potential to uncover PDL cell-characteristic markers, thereby advancing our
understanding of periodontal biology. These discoveries hold promise for developing
novel diagnostic tools and therapeutic approaches for improving periodontal health and
treatment outcomes.

Our study represents a significant advancement in the field, as it is the first to combine
both in vivo and in vitro data of the PDL from the same specimens for scRNA-seq analysis,
and moreover examine in vitro cells cultured under serum-free and serum-containing
conditions. The novelty of this comprehensive approach, which has not been previously
undertaken, provides a broad and unparalleled view of the genetic profiles and functional
dynamics of PDL cells in different environments. Through this innovative methodology,
this study elucidates the intricate interplay between cellular responses and environmental
factors within the PDL microenvironment at the single-cell level, gaining deeper insights
into genetic distinctions and functional diversity of PDL cell populations.

Furthermore, the inclusion of multiple donors enabled exploration of individual-
specific variations in PDL composition, adding another layer of complexity to the findings
of PDL dynamics.

Our analyses revealed that the transition from in vivo to in vitro alone resulted in
the formation of two new cell clusters with very characteristic features. It was extremely
striking that the predominant genes in cluster 4 as one of these two clusters were MYL9
and TMP2, two markers for the regulation of muscle contraction, and SPARCL1, a gene
associated with the repair of muscle damage [15]. Thus, under culture conditions, a fibrob-
lastic population appears to emerge that corresponds to a myofibroblastic cell type. These
findings are supported by another recent study on dermal fibroblasts, postulating a lineage
plasticity with distinct differentiation pathways from fibroblasts to a specialized contractile
myofibroblasts, specifically attesting to a dynamic nature of fibroblast identities during
wound healing [16]. Furthermore, studies revealed that PDL cells can transform into myofi-
broblasts during orthodontic tooth movement by activating the RhoA/ROCK pathway as
a result of the occurring mechanical strains and express the myofibroblast-specific marker
a-smooth muscle actin due to biomechanical signal transduction in a stimulus-induced
manner [17,18]. In order to understand which environmental influences evoke a cell cluster
with predominant muscle-associated marker expression in this study, further intrinsic
mechanisms must be investigated as cells were not exposed to any mechanical stimuli.

The second new cluster 5, exclusively evolved by the transition from in vivo to in vitro
alone, was characterized by its first three DEGs comprising inflammatory cytokine CCL3 as
well as the MHC II antigen presentation key molecules CD74 and HLA-DPB1, suggesting
an activated cellular cluster type involved in the immune response. Previous studies
have already shown that PDL cells possess immunomodulatory properties and secrete
proinflammatory cytokines such as the proinflammatory CCL3 discovered in our work,
suggesting the possibility of further differentiation into immunocompetent cells capable of
antigen presentation via MHC II [19,20].

The large genetic changes exclusively caused by the in vitro culture compared to cells
in situ uncovered here have been found for other cell types as well [21,22]. This nature of
metabolic plasticity depending on the environment must be taken into account in future
in vitro studies intended to reflect the in vivo situation and at best be eliminated by more
precise knowledge of the underlying causes.
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In addition to the genetic changes and resulting formations of new clusters due to the
fact of cultivation, our data also revealed that two further clusters developed exclusively
upon presence of serum and were undetectable in serum-free conditions. The genetic
profile of cluster 1 was dominated by markers for cell differentiation, proliferation, and
cell cycle progression, which confirms the well-known extraordinary growth-inducing
composition of factors in serum, but, as the comparison with in vivo cells shows, does
not correspond to reality and thus has implications for the future development of in vitro
models [23]. Cluster 6, as a second cluster exclusively evolving due to presence of serum,
was characterized as well by a marker involved in the positive regulation of cell population
proliferation and furthermore by markers enabling antigen as well as immunoglobulin
receptor binding activity, which are additionally involved in activation of the immune
response, defense response to other organisms, and phagocytosis. The immunomodulatory
functions of PDL cells have already been described, but based on the data presented here, it
is unclear to what extent FBS plays a role in artificially inducing these properties, especially
in light of the fact that studies have already demonstrated the alteration of the cellular
transcriptional profile by FBS [9,24]. FBS is a variable and undefined component of the
medium with a complex composition and may contain generally unpredictable factors that
are not yet fully understood.

Pseudotime analyses underline these results that PDL cells undergo a developmental
path in culture as well as sequential transcriptional changes due to culture conditions com-
pared to the PDL they were originating from, which is also reflected by cluster progression
from more undifferentiated to specialized cell states. Notably, clusters 4-6 are further away
along the inferred developmental trajectory. As these clusters primarily consist of cells
cultured under specific conditions, this might indicate that these conditions drive cells
towards a distinct differentiation path or induce stress responses that are not present or less
pronounced in the earlier clusters. A further study of these differences and the nature of
these cells could reveal some implications related to functional capabilities and limitations
of these cells on the one hand or optimization of culture conditions to either promote or
inhibit the formation of these later-stage clusters, depending on the desired outcome for
cell culture or tissue engineering applications.

Our analyses further showed that the cells from PDL tissue and from cell cultures are
differently weighted and distributed within the clusters in each donor, and furthermore,
that each donor had a different pattern of representation and distribution of the seven
identified clusters. To fully understand the biological implications of these cellular dis-
tributions of in vitro and in vivo cells within clusters, a further study will need to deeply
investigate the gene expression profiles and functional annotations associated with each
cluster separately. The differences in cluster composition between conditions are indicative
of how the in vitro culture conditions affect the state of the cells, which is important for
interpreting the relevance of in vitro studies to in vivo biology. The variability in cluster
distribution between conditions could influence the generalization of results beyond the
study, as it suggests that different culture conditions may lead to different cellular composi-
tions. Throughout the entire span of research on periodontal structures, fibroblasts have
eluded precise classification due to the lack of specific markers and have escaped distinct
specification of their heterogeneous subpopulations, which was further complicated by
partial overlaps and strong similarities of the same cell types.

The findings of this study hold significant clinical relevance, particularly in under-
standing the pathogenesis of periodontitis, as the identification of cluster-specific markers
sheds light on the intricate molecular mechanisms underlying periodontal tissue homeosta-
sis and dysfunction. Deficiency or dysregulation of certain genes, as highlighted by the
differential expression analysis and specificity ranking, may contribute to the development
and progression of periodontitis. For instance, downregulation of TAGLN, a gene encoding
transgelin involved in actin cytoskeleton organization, may indicate early pathological
changes associated with cellular transformation and shape alterations as characteristic
features of periodontal tissue remodeling in response to inflammation and mechanical
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stress [25,26]. Furthermore, alterations in the expression of SELENOP, SOD3 and SOX4
in cluster 2 highlight potential disruptions in antioxidant defense mechanisms and apop-
tosis regulation, being critical for periodontal tissue homeostasis [27-29]. Moreover, the
upregulation of inflammatory cytokines such as CCL3 and immune response-related genes
such as CD74 and HLA-DPBI in cluster 5 suggests an enhanced immune response within
the periodontal microenvironment as a hallmark of periodontitis-associated inflammation
and tissue destruction [30-32]. Overall, the elucidation of cluster-specific markers and con-
servation patterns provides valuable insights into the molecular mechanisms underlying
periodontitis pathogenesis. Targeting these genes and pathways in case of dysregulation
may offer novel therapeutic strategies for the prevention and management of periodontal
diseases, ultimately improving clinical outcomes and oral health quality.

Our results reveal for the first time that there are specific genes and resulting cell
clusters in PDL culture whose expression underlies contextual aspects, as well as sub-
populations that are independent of such environmental factors. These aspects could
be optimally decoded with the scRNA-seq method used in this study, whereby the 10x
Genomics protocol applied here, in contrast to other commercially available scRNA-seq
protocols, enables the sequencing of thousands of cells simultaneously. This is done with a
much lower read depth per cell and without the use of fluorescent markers to determine
cell identity, making the 10x Genomics platform as particularly suitable for the detailed
characterization of heterogeneous tissues such as the ones investigated here [33].

The study presents valuable insights into gene expression patterns and cell clusters in
PDL cultures, albeit with limitations to be considered when looking at the results. While
the scRNA-seq method employed is a recognized standard, reliance on a single method can
introduce inherent biases, necessitating cautious interpretation. The study’s conclusions
should be contextualized within the chosen methodology’s parameters, recognizing that
different sequencing methods may yield differing results. Furthermore, the generalizability
of the results may be limited by the specific characteristics of the PDL cultures used in this
study. Factors such as donor variability, culture conditions, and number of passages could
in principle influence gene expression patterns and cell behavior, potentially leading to
biased or incomplete conclusions when relying exclusively on these data, urging careful
extrapolation to other settings. Although the study identifies relevant genes and cell groups,
their functional significance remains to be fully understood, prompting further validation
through diverse approaches.

The results of our study lay the foundation for further analysis of the lineage relation-
ships of PDL cell subpopulations as well as characterization of the factors determining
their plasticity and fate change, thus paving the way for new state of the art therapeutic
approaches to tissue regeneration and healing in the periodontium. Our present study
provides a basic prerequisite for such scientific progress in the field of periodontal research.

4. Material and Methods

The study was performed according to the ethical principles of the World Medical
Association Declaration of Helsinki. Informed consent was obtained from all individual
human donors of the experimental material included in the study. The study has been
independently reviewed and received Institutional Review Board (IRB) approval by the
Ethical Committee of the University of Bonn (reference number 029/08).

4.1. Isolation and Sample Preparation of Primary PDL

Primary human PDL was achieved from periodontally healthy adult male (1 = 2) and
female (1 = 5) donors with a mean age of 26.3 £ 11.2 undergoing extraction of erupted
wisdom teeth (n = 7). Patient inclusion criteria based on panoramic radiographs and
clinical examination were as follows: no systemic problems or medication affecting oral
health; no need for an osteotomy to minimize the risk of injury to the PDL; teeth with
completely developed root apices to ensure that no pulp tissue can contaminate the tissue
harvest; and securing direct sample processing after extraction. Specimens were kindly
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provided by the Private Practice Dr. Vollmar, Wissen, Germany; the Private Practice Dr. Dr.
Appel, Sankt Augustin, Germany; and the MEDECO Clinic Bonn, Germany. Primary PDL
was explanted from the middle third of the root surface of the wisdom teeth. Enzymatic
dissociations of PDL (1 = 7) to obtain single-cell suspensions was performed by washing
extracted teeth with DMEM medium, scraping off the PDL cells from the root surface
and mincing them before incubating the small tissue pieces with 0.5 mL enzyme mix
(12.5 pL collagenase/dispase and 5 pL. DNase I) at 37 °C for 30 min. Residual tissues were
disaggregated by gentle flushing until single-cell suspensions were obtained. Each sample
was filtered through a 70 pum filter attached on 50 mL tubes. Filters were washed with
10 mL of medium and cells were centrifuged at 300x g for 5 min before resuspending them
in 0.2 mL of medium. Viability testing and cell count analysis was performed using trypan
blue and a hemacytometer. Specimens were cryopreserved by adding 10% DMSO into cell
suspensions, storing samples at —80 °C for one day and then transferring them to —150 °C.

4.2. Primary PDL Cell Isolation and Culture

From the isolated primary human PDL (n = 7), one half of the material was processed
directly for further analysis as described above, and the other half was used to study
the differentiation of PDL cells under two different media culture conditions. Cells were
grown in cell culture flasks (T75, CELLSTAR® Greiner BioOne, Kremsmiinster, Austria),
one half in N2B27-PDLsf medium [34], a serum-free medium formulation for successful
PDL cell cultivation over several passages, and one half in serum containing Dulbecco’s
Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM)-based medium (sDMEM) supplemented with 10% heat
inactivated fetal calf serum (Invitrogen). Cells were grown at 37 °C in a humidified 5% CO,
atmosphere and passaged after reaching confluence. Medium was supplemented with
1% Penicillin-Streptomycin (Gibco, Carlsbad, CA, USA) and 1% Plasmocin prophylactic
(Invivogen, Toulouse, France) until passage 2. From passage 3, both media were used in
the absence of Penicillin-Streptomycin and Plasmocin prophylactic. Culture-expanded
cells were utilized for analyses at passage 3—4. The passaging of cells was performed
with StemPro Accutase (Gibco) for 5-10 min at 37 °C and the dissociation was stopped by
diluting the enzyme with medium.

4.3. Cell Hashing and Sorting from Single-Cell Suspension

Single-cell aliquots were thawed and supplemented with 5 mL of medium before
centrifuging at 500 x g for 5 min. After discarding the supernatants, cells were resuspended
in 100 pL cell staining buffer (Biolegend, San Diego, CA, USA; cat # 420201). 5 pL of human
TruStain FcX™ (Biolegend, cat # 422301) Fc Blocking reagent was added and incubated for
10 min at 4 °C. The antibody pool was prepared using 1 pg of single-cell TotalSeq™—A025x
anti-human Hashtag antibody (Biolegend). To maximize performance, the antibody pool
was centrifuged at 14,000 x g at 2-8 °C for 10 min before adding to the single-cell suspension
and incubating for 30 min at 4 °C. Cells were washed threefold with 1 mL cell staining
buffer, spun for 5 min at 350 g at 4 °C and resuspended in 500 pL of PBS in 1.5 mL tubes.
Specimen samples were pooled from all patients and stored on ice. Before sorting, 1 pug/mL
of propidium iodide was added and incubated at room temperature for 5 min. Cells were
passed through a 70 um cell strainer or nylon meshes onto a new tube and loaded into the
cell sorter. Cell sorting was performed with a four-laser (405 nm, 488 nm, 561 nm, 640 nm)
BD FACSAria III high-speed cell sorter with a 70 pm, 85 pm, and 100 um nozzle. Living
cells were collected in a new 1.5 mL tube containing 1 mL of PBS, pelleted by centrifugation
and resuspended in fresh PBS.

4.4. Library Preparation

Library preparation of DNA samples, in order to be compatible with the Illumina
sequencer (10x Genomics Inc., San Diego, CA, USA), was performed with the Illumina
10x Genomics sequencing workflow in order to generate droplet-based scRNA-seq data.
Samples were prepared for primary PDL, cultured PDL cells in serum-containing medium
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(PDL_M1), as well as cultured PDL cells in serum-free medium (PDL_M?2). Library prepa-
ration was done according to the manufacturer’s protocol (10x Genomics, Chromium
Single Cell 3’ Reagent Kits v3 and CITE-seq). First, the viability of sorted cells and the
degree of separation were assessed using the Countess II system (Thermo). Subsequently,
2500 cells were used to prepare the libraries. According to the CITE-seq protocol, a specific
HTO primer had been added to the cDNA amplification step. In the subsequent cDNA
purification, the supernatant was used for HTO library preparation, while the bead-bound
DNA was used for cDNA library preparation. Sequencing was performed on the NovaSeq
6000 system using an SP flow cell. According to 10x Genomics guidelines, read lengths
were 28/8/0/91.

4.5. Sequencing and Demultiplexing

All libraries were pooled and sequenced on a NovaSeq sequencing system with an
SP flow cell, adhering to the following run parameters: 28 cycles for read 1, 91 cycles
for read 2, and 8 cycles for index 1. The instrument’s standard sequencing workflow
mainly consists of template generation, imaging, and base calling with RTA. The binary
sequencing data were then demultiplexed and converted to fastq format using bcl2fastq
v2.20.0.422 (https:/ /support.illumina.com/sequencing/sequencing_software/bcl2fastq-
conversion-software.html; access date: 4 December 2021)) without allowing for any index-
based mismatch (--barcode-mismatches 0). This precaution was taken to consider the
small edit distance between two of the sample barcodes used in library preparation. The
sequencing resulted in average sample sizes of 72 M, 157.5 M, and 82 M sequencing reads
for PDL, PDL_M1, and PDL_M2, respectively, and 56.5 M, 88.5 M, and 102.5 M reads for
the corresponding HTO libraries. This reads distribution was predetermined based on a
calculated pooling ratio, derived from a preliminary shallow sequencing experiment and
subsequent saturation analysis to reach the sample-specific number of reads required for
optimal saturation at the gene expression and HTO levels for each sample.

4.6. Cellranger Primary Analysis

The CellRanger analysis pipeline (https://www.10xgenomics.com/support/software/
cell-ranger/downloads/previous-versions) (v3.1.0-access date: 23 April 2023) from 10x
was used to perform the standard scRNA-seq basic analysis. The pipeline workflow in-
cludes the following steps: (1) alignment to the human genome reference sequence GRCh38
(preprocessed release 95—downloaded from the 10x Genomics website), (2) cell inference,
(3) saturation analysis, and (4) various QC metrics. Starting from 1250, 2500, and 2500
initially set cells for PDL, PDL_M1, and PDL_M2, respectively, cell recovery rates of 21%
(262 cells), 16.2% (404 cells), and 10.7% (267 cells) were achieved. In addition, average
sequencing depths of 276K, 390K, and 300K reads per cell were received, respectively,
which is significantly higher than the recommended average depth. Finally, for the HTO
libraries, 5K, 63K, and 59K usable HTO reads per cell were produced (10x recommendation
is 5K sequenced reads per cell). All samples reached a saturation level of approximately
98% in terms of sequencing depth.

4.7. Downstream Analysis with Seurat
4.7.1. Data Integration and Cleaning

The Cellranger software (version 4.6) was used to create single-cell gene expression
matrices for downstream analysis, applying its standard filtering process to distinguish
between GEMs containing cells and those either empty or containing ambient RNA. The
Seurat package (v3.9.9.9008) was then used to further process the filtered gene expression
matrices (UMI counts per gene per cell) and de-multiplex the donor samples based on the
hash information (HTO). For this purpose, an algorithm applying Seurat’s HTODemux
function was used which sets the quantile parameter to 99.9% and otherwise uses standard
parameters [35]. Samples were integrated using Seurat’s standard integration workflow
and analyzed independently.
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4.7.2. Quality Checks

Analysis of the scRNA-seq data started with an initial quality control assessing stan-
dard quality parameters to evaluate cell status in individual samples. To enhance data
quality, noisy cells, defined by mitochondrial or ribosomal loads comprising more than
25% or 50% of the detected transcriptome, respectively, were excluded. Cells containing
fewer than 150 genes were also sorted out. Metrics comprising mitochondrial load in each
cell (mt genes) as marker for cell degradation and cell death, ribosomal load (ribo genes)
as indicator for cell cycle, the number of genes detected per cell (n feature), and number
of transcripts (n count) were determined in order to eliminate low-quality cells falsifying
analyses. Doublets were filtered out, identified by an excess number of detected genes and
transcripts within a single barcode. Absence of cells indicating false positives, dying cells,
or debris were removed. The cut-off threshold was set at 20, removing all cells exceeding
this threshold from further analysis. This further selection retaining only high-quality cells,
took place after integration, as the poor quality cells were also used during integration to
give the algorithm additional complexity. Cells with missing hash identity were retained
for downstream analyses to enhance clustering performance and subsequent steps. Subse-
quently, HTO (hashtagging) demultiplexing was performed, with each sample barcoded
and linked to HTO signals. The strongest signal was used as the donor identity using the
HTODemux method with a quantile of 99.9%. Cell identities were categorized into singlets,
cells with negative signals, and doublets. Singlets, representing single cells with statistically
significant unique identity from one donor, were further processed for analysis. Negatives
referred to singlets with either no or non-significant hashtagging, while doublets contain
multiple cells. Finally, all identified noisy and biased data, including doublets, cells with
fewer than 150 genes, cells with more than 25% mitochondrial genes, and cells with 50%
ribosomal genes, were removed.

4.7.3. Dimensionality Reduction and Clustering

Dimensionality reduction via standard PCA analysis was initially performed, with the
first 20 dimensions selected for the PDL batch after consulting the elbow plot (principal
components against standard deviation). Subsequently, UMAP dimensionality reduction
was performed based on its implementation in the wot package using the RunUMAP
function with the mentioned dimensions and otherwise the default parameters [36]. The
subsequent clustering of the cells was carried out using an SNN (Shared Nearest Neighbor)
clustering algorithm based on modularity optimization via the FindClusters function. This
process entailed calculating the k-nearest neighbors of the cell, constructing the SNN graph
and then optimizing a modularity function to determine the clusters based on a given
resolution. A clustering resolution of 0.25 was chosen for integrated PDL samples to
avoid overclustering.

4.7.4. Differential Expression Analyses

Differential expression analyses between clusters were performed with Find AllMark-
ers, which implements the nonparametric Wilcoxon rank sum test. To identify conserved
markers between donors, the FindConvervedMarkers function was used to calculate the
differential markers for each specific cluster and each donor present in the cluster compared
to all other clusters and then combine the markers of all donors that have a combined
significant meta-p-value. The standard minimum method from the R package metap was
used to combine the p-values. For each cluster, only donors contributing more than two
cells in the cluster were considered to obtain reliable conclusions. To identify genes with
high specificity, the discrimination analysis method implemented with GeneSorteR was
applied [37].

4.8. Pseudotemporal Trajectory Inference

The SCORPIUS package was used for pseudotemporal trajectory inference of single-
cell data to determine the order of cells along developmental trajectories [38]. To construct
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trajectories, a dimensionality reduction was performed with the reduce_dimensionality
method of the package, using the Spearman correlation for the distance parameter and
selecting three dimensions. Then, the infere_trajectory method was run with the default
parameters. The draw_trajectory_plot method was applied to plot the trajectory.

5. Conclusions

In this study, we have employed cutting-edge scRNA-seq technology to gain deeper
insight into the genetic profile of the PDL. Our exploration has uncovered the intricate
cellular populations within the PDL in their highly organized complexity and individuality,
unveiling distinct genetic signatures and cell clusters. Notably, we have deciphered both
inherent subpopulations and those influenced by contextual aspects, shedding light on the
dynamic nature of the PDL.

Furthermore, our findings underscore the profound impact of in vitro transitions and
serum-containing cell culture on the genetic features of PDL cells. This revelation not only
deepens our comprehension of the cellular architecture of the PDL but also underscores the
importance of environmental factors in shaping its characteristics.

By elucidating these phenomena, our study lays a solid foundation for future inves-
tigations aimed at unraveling the underlying determinants of these observations. These
insights promise to advance our understanding of the PDL’s fundamental dynamics and
pave the way for further research in this field.

Author Contributions: The individual contributions are as follows. Software, validation, formal
analysis, visualization, data curation, and review and editing, A.T.A. Conceptualization and method-
ology, M.P. Investigation, resources, writing and original draft preparation, supervision, and project
administration, A K. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki, and approved by the Ethics Committee of the University of Bonn (reference
number 029/08).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all individual human donors of
the experimental material included in the study.

Data Availability Statement: The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be made
available by the authors on request.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank K. Reifenrath, Department of Orthodontics, M. Setiawan,
Department of Integrated Oncology, A. Heimbach, NGS Core Facility, Private Practice Vollmar,
Wissen, Germany, Private Practice Appel, Sankt Augustin, Germany and the MEDECO Clinic Bonn,
Germany for technical support.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. McCulloch, C.A. Proteomics for the periodontium: Current strategies and future promise. Periodontology 2000 2006, 40, 173-183.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Lekic, P; McCulloch, C.A. Periodontal ligament cell population: The central role of fibroblasts in creating a unique tissue. Anat.
Rec. 1996, 245, 327-341. [CrossRef]

3. McCulloch, C.A,; Lekic, P.; McKee, M.D. Role of physical forces in regulating the form and function of the periodontal ligament.
Periodontology 2000 2000, 24, 56-72. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Beertsen, W.; McCulloch, C.A ; Sodek, ]. The periodontal ligament: A unique, multifunctional connective tissue. Periodontology
20001997, 13, 20-40. [CrossRef]

5. Han, X.; Amar, S. Identification of genes differentially expressed in cultured human periodontal ligament fibroblasts vs. human
gingival fibroblasts by DNA microarray analysis. J. Dent. Res. 2002, 81, 399—405. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6.  Oates, TW.; Mumford, J.H.; Carnes, D.L.; Cochran, D.L. Characterization of proliferation and cellular wound fill in periodontal
cells using an in vitro wound model. J. Periodontol. 2001, 72, 324-330. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Zhang, X.; Caetano, A.].; Sharpe, P.T.; Volponi, A.A. Oral stem cells, decoding and mapping the resident cells populations.

Biomater. Transl. 2022, 3, 24-30. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0757.2005.00135.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16398693
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0185(199606)245:2%3C327::AID-AR15%3E3.0.CO;2-R
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0757.2000.2240104.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11276873
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0757.1997.tb00094.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/154405910208100609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12097432
https://doi.org/10.1902/jop.2001.72.3.324
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11327059
https://doi.org/10.12336/biomatertransl.2022.01.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35837342

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25,4731 18 of 19

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Murabayashi, D.; Mochizuki, M.; Tamaki, Y.; Nakahara, T. Practical methods for handling human periodontal ligament stem cells
in serum-free and serum-containing culture conditions under hypoxia: Implications for regenerative medicine. Hum. Cell 2017,
30, 169-180. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Pilgrim, C.R.; McCahill, K.A ; Rops, J.G.; Dufour, ].M.; Russell, K.A.; Koch, T.G. A Review of Fetal Bovine Serum in the Culture
of Mesenchymal Stromal Cells and Potential Alternatives for Veterinary Medicine. Front. Vet. Sci. 2022, 9, 859025. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Marchesan, J.T.; Scanlon, C.S.; Soehren, S.; Matsuo, M.; Kapila, Y.L. Implications of cultured periodontal ligament cells for the
clinical and experimental setting: A review. Arch. Oral Biol. 2011, 56, 933-943. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tang, F.; Barbacioru, C.; Wang, Y.; Nordman, E.; Lee, C.; Xu, N.; Wang, X.; Bodeau, ].; Tuch, B.B.; Siddiqui, A.; et al. mRNA-Seq
whole-transcriptome analysis of a single cell. Nat. Methods 2009, 6, 377-382. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Anaparthy, N.; Ho, Y.J.; Martelotto, L.; Hammell, M.; Hicks, J. Single-Cell Applications of Next-Generation Sequencing. Cold
Spring Harb. Perspect. Med. 2019, 9, a026898. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tanay, A.; Regev, A. Scaling single-cell genomics from phenomenology to mechanism. Nature 2017, 541, 331-338. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Baran-Gale, J.; Chandra, T.; Kirschner, K. Experimental design for single-cell RNA sequencing. Brief. Funct. Genom. 2018, 17,
233-239. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wang, Y.; Liu, S;; Yan, Y,; Li, S.; Tong, H. SPARCL1 promotes C2C12 cell differentiation via BMP7-mediated BMP/TGF-f} cell
signaling pathway. Cell Death Dis. 2019, 10, 852. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Guerrero-Juarez, C.F; Dedhia, PH.; Jin, S.; Ruiz-Vega, R.; Ma, D.; Liu, Y,; Yamaga, K.; Shestova, O.; Gay, D.L.; Yang, Z.; et al.
Single-cell analysis reveals fibroblast heterogeneity and myeloid-derived adipocyte progenitors in murine skin wounds. Nat.
Commun. 2019, 10, 650. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

He, Y;; Xu, H,; Xiang, Z.; Yu, H,; Xu, L.; Guo, Y;; Tian, Y.; Shu, R.; Yang, X.; Xue, C.; et al. YAP regulates periodontal ligament
cell differentiation into myofibroblast interacted with RhoA /ROCK pathway. J. Cell. Physiol. 2019, 234, 5086-5096. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Meng, Y.; Han, X.; Huang, L.; Bai, D.; Yu, H.; He, Y,; Jing, Y. Orthodontic mechanical tension effects on the myofibroblast
expression of alpha-smooth muscle actin. Angle Orthod. 2010, 80, 912-918. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

El-Awady, A.R.; Messer, R.L.; Gamal, A.Y.; Sharawy, M.M.; Wenger, K.H.; Lapp, C.A. Periodontal ligament fibroblasts sustain
destructive immune modulators of chronic periodontitis. J. Periodontol. 2010, 81, 1324-1335. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Inomata, M.; Amano, S.; Abe, M.; Hayashi, T.; Sakagami, H. Innate immune response of human periodontal ligament fibroblasts
via the Dectin-1/Syk pathway. ]. Med. Microbiol. 2022, 71, 001627. [CrossRef]

Afshar, Y,; Ma, F; Quach, A,; Jeong, A.; Sunshine, H.L.; Freitas, V.; Jami-Alahmadi, Y.; Helaers, R.; Li, X.; Pellegrini, M.; et al.
Transcriptional drifts associated with environmental changes in endothelial cells. Elife 2023, 12, e81370. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Boquest, A.C.; Shahdadfar, A.; Frensdal, K.; Sigurjonsson, O.; Tunheim, S.H.; Collas, P.; Brinchmann, J.E. Isolation and transcrip-
tion profiling of purified uncultured human stromal stem cells: Alteration of gene expression after in vitro cell culture. Mol. Biol.
Cell 2005, 16, 1131-1141. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gstraunthaler, G.; Lindl, T.; van der Valk, J. A plea to reduce or replace fetal bovine serum in cell culture media. Cytotechnology
2013, 65, 791-793. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Shahdadfar, A.; Frensdal, K.; Haug, T.; Reinholt, EP,; Brinchmann, J.E. In vitro expansion of human mesenchymal stem cells:
Choice of serum is a determinant of cell proliferation, differentiation, gene expression, and transcriptome stability. Stem Cells
2005, 23, 1357-1366. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Asano, S.; Ito, S.; Morosawa, M.; Furuya, K.; Naruse, K.; Sokabe, M.; Yamaguchi, E.; Hasegawa, Y. Cyclic stretch enhances
reorientation and differentiation of 3-D culture model of human airway smooth muscle. Biochem. Biophys. Rep. 2018, 16, 32-38.
[CrossRef]

Ortega, FJ.; Moreno-Navarrete, ] M.; Mercader, ].M.; Gémez-Serrano, M.; Garcia-Santos, E.; Latorre, J.; Lluch, A.; Sabater, M.;
Caballano-Infantes, E.; Guzman, R.; et al. Cytoskeletal transgelin 2 contributes to gender-dependent adipose tissue expandability
and immune function. FASEB . 2019, 33, 9656-9671. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hariharan, S.; Dharmaraj, S. Selenium and selenoproteins: It’s role in regulation of inflammation. Inflammopharmacology 2020, 28,
667-695. [CrossRef]

Kwon, M.J.; Kim, B.; Lee, Y.S.; Kim, T.Y. Role of superoxide dismutase 3 in skin inflammation. J. Dermatol. Sci. 2012, 67, 81-87.
[CrossRef]

Wei, H.; Gu, Q. SOX4 promotes high-glucose-induced inflammation and angiogenesis of retinal endothelial cells by activating
NF-«B signaling pathway. Open Life Sci. 2022, 17, 393—400. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mursalin, M.H.; Astley, R.; Coburn, P.S.; Miller, EC.; Callegan, M.C. Roles of CCL2 and CCL3 in intraocular inflammation during
Bacillus endophthalmitis. Exp. Eye Res. 2022, 224, 109213. [CrossRef]

Su, H.; Na, N.; Zhang, X.; Zhao, Y. The biological function and significance of CD74 in immune diseases. Inflamm. Res. 2017, 66,
209-216. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhang, C.E.; Li, Y,; Wang, Z.X,; Gao, ].P.; Zhang, X.G.; Zuo, X.B.; Sheng, Y.J.; Chen, G.; Sun, L.D.; Zhang, X.J.; et al. Variation at
HLA-DPBI1 is associated with dermatomyositis in Chinese population. ]. Dermatol. 2016, 43, 1307-1313. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1007/s13577-017-0161-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28168362
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2022.859025
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35591873
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.archoralbio.2011.03.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21470594
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1315
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19349980
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a026898
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30617056
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature21350
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28102262
https://doi.org/10.1093/bfgp/elx035
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29126257
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-019-2049-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31699966
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08247-x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30737373
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcp.27312
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30341888
https://doi.org/10.2319/101609-578.1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20578863
https://doi.org/10.1902/jop.2010.100054
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20450375
https://doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.001627
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.81370
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36971339
https://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e04-10-0949
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15635089
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10616-013-9633-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23975256
https://doi.org/10.1634/stemcells.2005-0094
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16081661
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrep.2018.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.201900479R
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31145872
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10787-020-00690-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdermsci.2012.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1515/biol-2022-0045
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35573654
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exer.2022.109213
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00011-016-0995-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27752708
https://doi.org/10.1111/1346-8138.13397
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27153935

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25,4731 19 0f 19

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.
38.

Freytag, S.; Tian, L.; Lonnstedt, I.; Ng, M.; Bahlo, M. Comparison of clustering tools in R for medium-sized 10x Genomics
single-cell RNA-sequencing data. F1000Research 2018, 7, 1297. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Jager, A.; Heim, N.; Kramer, F].; Setiawan, M.; Peitz, M.; Konermann, A. A novel serum-free medium for the isolation, expansion
and maintenance of stemness and tissue-specific markers of primary human periodontal ligament cells. Ann. Anat. 2020,
231,151517. [CrossRef]

Butler, A.; Hoffman, P.; Smibert, P.; Papalexi, E.; Satija, R. Integrating single-cell transcriptomic data across different conditions,
technologies, and species. Nat. Biotechnol. 2018, 36, 411-420. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Stoeckius, M.; Zheng, S.; Houck-Loomis, B.; Hao, S.; Yeung, B.Z.; Mauck, WM., 3rd; Smibert, P,; Satija, R. Cell Hashing with
barcoded antibodies enables multiplexing and doublet detection for single cell genomics. Genome Biol. 2018, 19, 224. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Ibrahim, M.M.; Kramann, R. genesorteR: Feature Ranking in Clustered Single Cell Data. bioRxiv 2019. [CrossRef]

Liberzon, A.; Birger, C.; Thorvaldsdéttir, H.; Ghandi, M.; Mesirov, ].P.; Tamayo, P. The Molecular Signatures Database (MSigDB)
hallmark gene set collection. Cell Syst. 2015, 1, 417-425. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

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/10.12688/f1000research.15809.2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30228881
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aanat.2020.151517
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.4096
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29608179
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-018-1603-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30567574
https://doi.org/10.1101/676379
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cels.2015.12.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26771021

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Dimensionality Reduction and Clustering 
	Marker Identification across Clusters 
	Conservation Analysis across Donors 
	Pseudotime Analysis 

	Discussion 
	Material and Methods 
	Isolation and Sample Preparation of Primary PDL 
	Primary PDL Cell Isolation and Culture 
	Cell Hashing and Sorting from Single-Cell Suspension 
	Library Preparation 
	Sequencing and Demultiplexing 
	Cellranger Primary Analysis 
	Downstream Analysis with Seurat 
	Data Integration and Cleaning 
	Quality Checks 
	Dimensionality Reduction and Clustering 
	Differential Expression Analyses 

	Pseudotemporal Trajectory Inference 

	Conclusions 
	References

