
 

Supplementary Fig. 1 Fluid structure interaction (FSI) analysis was used to study the variation of the fluid flow in response to the strain actuating 

membrane deformation. Fluid flow was also modeled for fixed deformed geometries and compared with the FSI results. The wall shear stress contours 

are shown here for the un-deformed and maximally deformed states of the membrane for a 2mm high channel (a-d) and a 0.5mm high channel (e-h). 

An inlet velocity of 0.03 m/sec and a zero pressure outlet was used in all cases. The flow direction is marked by arrows in all figures. The variations in 

the average shear stress in the ROI corresponding to membrane deformation are shown for both methods (i-l). The variations in the average shear stress 

in the ROI are similar for the FSI and the fixed geometry analyses, suggesting that the variations are primarily a result of the geometry variations.  

Electronic Supplementary Material (ESI) for Lab on a Chip.
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2014



 

Supplementary Table. 1 Two-way ANOVA was used on cell data from ROIs grouped by the strain-flow combination condition (25 conditions with 4 

replicates each) and one-way ANOVA was used on the cell data from ROIs grouped by either strain or flow condition (5 conditions with 20 replicates 

each). Both analyses returned p-values, which if less than 0.01 (shown in red in the table), were taken to negate the null hypothesis that there was no 

significant difference between the various conditions. The analyses were carried out for 4 devices – flow only (FO), flow and strain (FS), strain only 

(SO) and static control (St). The two ANOVA analyses were carried out even for cases where the number of conditions present and number of 

conditions compared did not match (for example two way ANOVA for the strain only device) in order to check whether any observed differences were 

effects of the position on the device. Significant differences (p<0.01) were found mainly between the various strain conditions. Some factors showed 

differences between other conditions, but the differences were smaller, as also seen by the relatively higher p values. T-tests were done to compare data 

from ROIs with data from regions between ROIs. The t-test returned a 1 when the two conditions were significantly different (p<0.05), a 0 otherwise. 

On devices where no strain was applied (FO and St), differences between ROIs and non-ROI regions were expected to be insignificant, but found to be 

significant for factors other than cell number. This suggested that using the non-ROI regions as unstrained controls needs careful consideration.   

 

 

 

 


