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Infectious diseases, along with cancers, are among the main causes of death among humans worldwide. The production of therapeutic proteins for treating diseases at large scale for millions of individuals is one of the essential needs of mankind. Recent progress in the area of recombinant DNA technologies has paved the way to producing recombinant proteins that can be used as therapeutics, vaccines, and diagnostic reagents. Recombinant proteins for these applications are mainly produced using prokaryotic and eukaryotic expression host systems such as mammalian cells, bacteria, yeast, insect cells, and transgenic plants at laboratory scale as well as in large-scale settings. The development of efficient bioprocessing strategies is crucial for industrial production of recombinant proteins of therapeutic and prophylactic importance. Recently, advances have been made in the various areas of bioprocessing and are being utilized to develop effective processes for producing recombinant proteins. These include the use of high-throughput devices for effective bioprocess optimization and of disposable systems, continuous upstream processing, continuous chromatography, integrated continuous bioprocessing, Quality by Design, and process analytical technologies to achieve quality product with higher yield. This review summarizes recent developments in the bioprocessing of recombinant proteins, including in various expression systems, bioprocess development, and the upstream and downstream processing of recombinant proteins.
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INTRODUCTION

Biopharmaceuticals are the main drugs developed in the pharma sector. Market demand has instigated the development of various protein expression hosts and bioprocessing technologies. The products approved from 2014 to mid-2018 include 68 monoclonal antibodies (mAbs), 23 hormones, 16 clotting factors, nine enzymes, and seven vaccines (Walsh, 2018). Advancements in the area of recombinant protein production have changed the previous trend, making the yield much higher and the cost much lower, thus allowing the production of such proteins on an industrial scale and opening the door for the treatment of multiple diseases and disorders. With the help of recombinant protein technology, expression of recombinant protein-based biopharmaceuticals has been achieved using bacteria, mammalian cells, yeast, insect cells, transgenic plants, and transgenic animals (Huang et al., 2012; Ahmad et al., 2014; Merlin et al., 2014; Gupta S. K. et al., 2019; Owczarek et al., 2019). Escherichia coli offers a fast growth rate with high product yield. Yeast systems (Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Pichia pastoris) provide post-translational modifications (PTMs). Mammalian cell lines have been used for the majority of the approved recombinant therapeutics. In the past 3–4 years, 62 of the 71 new biopharmaceutical active ingredients in the market were recombinant proteins, and of those, 52 (84%) were from mammalian cells, one from a transgenic system, five from E. coli, and four from S. cerevisiae (Walsh, 2018). A list of some recently approved recombinant biopharmaceuticals is given in Table 1.


Table 1. Some examples of recently approved biopharmaceuticals with their expression host systems and manufacturers/developers (Walsh, 2018).
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After successful cell line development and clone selection, small-scale cultures using microtiter plates, test tubes, tissue culture flasks, and shake flasks are generally used for screening of recombinant protein expression. Various cultivation parameters, such as media composition, pH, agitation, aeration, temperature, cell density, the concentration of inducers, induction time, and feeding strategies affect the protein expression level depending upon expression systems (Gronemeyer et al., 2014; Tripathi, 2016). Thus, it is essential to evaluate each of the cultivation conditions for the expression of every recombinant protein and the development of effective bioprocesses. Recently, high-throughput process development (HTPD) techniques have become available and have been effectively utilized for process optimization in a cost-effective manner (Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017). Single-use upstream and downstream processing techniques have also been used for recombinant proteins to minimize the production cost and process time (Langer and Rader, 2014). After successful process development, large-scale production is carried out using bioreactor systems to fulfill the demand for biopharmaceuticals. Batch, fed-batch, and continuous or perfusion culture are used for bulk production of recombinant proteins. Continuous bioprocessing has also emerged as a novel technique and has been used in both upstream and downstream process development as well as in manufacturing for therapeutic proteins (Subramanian, 2018). The implementation of Quality by Design (QbD) and process analytical technologies (PAT) tools has improved biopharmaceutical production strategies (Kornecki and Strube, 2018; Shekhawat et al., 2019). The framework of bioprocess modeling and control also offers robust control solutions and is advantageous for optimal bioprocess design (Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017). Integrated continuous bioprocessing has also been developed recently; this allows smaller facilities and equipment footprints and facilitates rapid process development and process scale up (Godawat et al., 2015; Zydney, 2015). New developments in manufacturing processes are bringing benefits in terms of cost of production, manufacturing flexibility, and quality of the end product. The present review describes the various host systems, bioprocess development, and recent trends in bioprocessing for the production of recombinant protein-based biopharmaceuticals.



EXPRESSION HOSTS FOR RECOMBINANT PROTEIN PRODUCTION

A variety of expression hosts are used for the recombinant proteins, including bacteria, mammalian cells, yeast, insect cells, transgenic animals, and transgenic plants (McKenzie and Abbott, 2018; Owczarek et al., 2019; Puetz and Wurm, 2019). Manufacturing of recombinant therapeutic proteins of high quality is crucial for their use in humans. Protein glycosylation is an important characteristic and plays a crucial role in the efficacy, serum half-life, and antigenicity of a recombinant biopharmaceutical. Expression host systems such as mammalian, yeast, and insect systems are genetically engineered to produce a human-like glycan pattern in a recombinant product to avoid side effects. Recent approaches utilized for the modification of the glycan pattern of recombinant proteins include the selection of a proper expression host, glycoengineering, and upstream process optimization to control protein glycosylation. The cell culture, biochemical, and physical process parameters are also responsible for achieving the desired glycoform of a recombinant therapeutic protein. Therefore, these parameters need to be taken into consideration carefully during the production of such glycoproteins (Gupta and Shukla, 2018). The reproducibility of the glycosylation pattern of a cell line is important to ensure product quality (Zhu, 2012). Therapeutic protein-induced antidrug antibodies can alter drug pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics, leading to impaired efficacy and occasionally, serious safety issues. Therapeutic protein immunogenicity risk assessment, with attention to assays and in vivo models, has been described as a way to mitigate this risk in a recent study (Tourdot and Hickling, 2019). The use of gene knockout/knockdown and overexpression to develop meaningful approaches to improve the PTMs of biopharmaceuticals in different production platforms and their applicability were well-described in a recent study (Amann et al., 2019). Recent developments in metabolic engineering also include the use of gene-editing tools for successful clone and product development. Innovations in cell engineering, including the use of RNAi, ribozyme engineering, and CRISPR-Cas-based techniques, have been applied in pursuit of better strategies for antibody production (Dangi et al., 2018). Gene-editing tools like CRISPR/Cas9, zinc finger nucleases (ZFNs), transcription activator-like effector nucleases (TALENs), and recombinase-mediated cassette exchange (RMCE) are being utilized for efficient gene editing (Lalonde and Durocher, 2017; Heffner et al., 2018). Genetic manipulation utilizing three major tools (CRISPR/Cas9, ZFNs, and TALENs) and associated advances have been described, with a focus on the use of CRISPR/Cas9 for the “multiplexing gene-editing approach” for genetic manipulation of yeast and CHO cells, which finally leads to rapid product development with consistency, improved product yield, quality, and affordability (Gupta and Shukla, 2017a).


Escherichia coli

A bacterial expression host system, generally E. coli, is the preferable host for recombinant proteins due to its low cost, well-known biochemistry and genetics, rapid growth, and good productivity (Baeshen et al., 2015; Gupta and Shukla, 2016). Some disadvantages of this system include a lack of proper post-translational modifications (PTMs), inclusion body (IB) formation, codon bias, and endotoxin issues. Some techniques such as the addition of fusion tags (Liu M. et al., 2019) to the gene sequence, cofactor supplementation, and co-expression of the protein with molecular or chemical chaperones can avoid IB formation (Gupta S. K. et al., 2019) and improve soluble expression (Malekian et al., 2019). Different tags such as Fh8, SUMO, His, TRX, and MBP at the N- or C-terminal enhance protein solubility and also help in affinity purification (Paraskevopoulou and Falcone, 2018). Inducing protein expression by lowering the temperature after induction of culture leads to soluble protein. This strategy also increases protein stability and proper folding. Further, novel promoters and glycoengineering E. coli cells also lead to increased expression of a recombinant protein (Gupta and Shukla, 2016). However, the production of recombinant proteins in IBs has some advantages such as low product degradation by host cell proteases. Despite the various advantages of this system, a lack of PTM machinery results in a cumbersome purification process (Mamat et al., 2015). PTMs (glycosylation, disulfide bond formation, phosphorylation, or proteolytic processing) are involved in folding processes, stability, and biological activity (Ferrer-Miralles et al., 2009). E. coli has been modified for PTM for the production of recombinant proteins. An E. coli host has also been engineered to produce glycosylated antibodies (Wacker et al., 2002; Valderrama-Rincon et al., 2012; Gupta and Shukla, 2016). E. coli has been engineered to allow simple glycosylation of proteins by transferring the N-glycosylation system of Campylobacter jejuni into it. However, further studies are required to establish it for the industrial production of commercial therapeutic proteins (Gupta and Shukla, 2017c). The expression of genes with rare codons (e.g., those found in the human genome) often results in low expression and triggers premature termination of the synthesis of a protein molecule (Owczarek et al., 2019). The presence of rare codons can be addressed by using codon optimization or host modification. Codon optimization increases the expression of recombinant protein by many folds (Rosano and Ceccarelli, 2014; Gupta S. K. et al., 2019; Rosano et al., 2019). A redox environment and foldases [e.g., disulfide isomerases (Dsb proteins) and peptidyl-prolyl isomerases (PPIase)] are necessary to form the correct disulfide bond in the periplasm (Gupta and Shukla, 2017b). The incorporation of appropriate signal sequences for protein expression in periplasm or in the extracellular space aids correct protein folding and also minimum proteolytic degradation (Gupta and Shukla, 2016). The endotoxin problem can be solved by using a purification process to increase the safety of bacterially derived therapeutics (Mamat et al., 2015). SHuffle, an E. coli strain, was developed to correctly fold disulfide-bonded proteins in its cytoplasm (Lobstein et al., 2012) and was successfully used for biologically active IgG production (Robinson et al., 2015). The T7-phage polymerase, which is commonly utilized for protein expression, also results in decreased protein expression after 3–5 subsequent generations and subcultures. The novel promoter T7C p/p system can enhance recombinant protein production significantly as well as facilitating economical purification (Kesik-Brodacka et al., 2012). A specific pNEW vector has been developed using a cumate gene with a synthetic operator and the repressor protein cymR for the constitutive expression of the desired gene. This vector led to enhanced expression in comparison with a pET-based expression system (Choi et al., 2010).

MoCloFlex, a new modular cloning system for flexible de novo part/plasmid assembly, has been developed, and it has been revealed that it can be used to plan, build, and isolate a custom plasmid within 24 h. This leads to reduced costs and time consumption (Klein et al., 2019). In one study, it was reported that the E. coli “TatExpress” strain resulted in the delivery of 5.4 g/l of human growth hormone to the periplasm by the Tat pathway using fed-batch fermentation. The protein was shown to be homogeneous, disulfide-bonded, and active. Further studies are required to evaluate the full potential of this system, and especially to explore its capability for the export of more complex proteins (Guerrero Montero et al., 2019). In another study, it was shown that the use of diverse carbon and nitrogen sources and acetate metabolism knockout strains can redirect E. coli carbon fluxes to different pathways and resulted in a 5-fold increase in protein production (Lozano Terol et al., 2019).

Small antibody fragments such as single-chain variable fragments (scFvs) and antibody fragments (Fabs) do not need glycosylation. Therefore, these fragments have been successfully produced in E. coli. These antibody fragments show better tissue penetration and are less immunogenic to the human body in comparison to the full antibody. Recently, ESETEC secretion technology (Wacker Biotech) has been developed to secrete recombinant products into the culture broth during fermentation and resulted in a high yield of Fab (exceeding 4.0 g/l) and of scFv (up to 3.5 g/l) (Gupta and Shukla, 2017b). In another study, it was shown that the optimization of antibody fragment production was accompanied by the alleviation of stress production in the periplasm of E. coli. Thus, the monitoring of stress responses could be used to facilitate enhanced recombinant protein production yields (Baumgarten et al., 2018). Overexpression of membrane protein in E. coli may lead to toxicity and low yields of the active protein product. Snijder and Hakulinen (2016) described the challenges associated with overexpression of α-helical membrane proteins and different approaches to overcoming these challenges as well as a detailed protocol to express and screen membrane proteins using a His-specific fluorescent probe and fluorescent size-exclusion chromatography. Strategies for the production of soluble recombinant proteins using E. coli were described in another study (Gurramkonda et al., 2018). The latest advances in recombinant protein expression in E. coli were also described recently (Rosano et al., 2019).

CRISPR/Cas9 has been used to successfully carry out the chromosomal integration of large DNA into E. coli and was also able to integrate functional genes in diverse E. coli strains (Chung et al., 2017). In a recent study, it was also reported that CRISPR-Cas9-assisted native end-joining editing offered a simple strategy for efficient genetic engineering in E. coli (Huang et al., 2019). The existing obstacles to CRISPR-based editing in bacteria and guidelines to help achieve and enhance editing in bacteria were also described in a recent review (Vento et al., 2019). Deletion of the D-alanyl-D-alanine carboxypeptidase gene dacC has resulted in enhanced extracellular protein production in E. coli (Hu et al., 2019). Alkaline phosphatase (phoA) promoter and the heat-stable enterotoxin II (STII) leader sequence have also facilitated extracellular production in E. coli for the manufacture of Fab fragments (Luo et al., 2019). It was established that the post-translational targeting of single-chain variable antibody fragment (scFv) BL1 enabled its efficient production in the periplasm due to a favorable adaptation of the E. coli proteome (Ytterberg et al., 2019). It was also revealed that by combining signal peptide and production rate screening, enhanced recombinant protein yields were obtained in the E. coli periplasm (Karyolaimos et al., 2019). One study established scale-up of a type I secretion system in E. coli using a defined mineral medium, paving the way for industrial application (Ihling et al., 2019). The industrially important strain engineering strategies utilized to increase both the quantity and quality of therapeutic products were discussed in another study (Castiñeiras et al., 2018). Another study described the use of hierarchical-Beneficial Regulatory Targeting (h-BeReTa) employing a genome-scale metabolic model and transcriptional regulatory network (TRN) to identify the relevant TR targets for strain improvement (Koduru et al., 2018). Translating heterologous proteins places a major burden on host cells, consuming expression resources and leading to slower cell growth and productivity. In a recent study, a standard cell lysate-based assay was used to quantify the burden of expressing a protein-coding sequence and provided a parameter for predicting the burden synthetic gene expression places on E. coli. These lysate measurements can be utilized with a computational model of translation to predict the in vivo burden placed on growing E. coli cells for many proteins of different functions and lengths (Borkowski et al., 2018). Although a lot of work has been done on strain improvement, further technological development is still required.



Mammalian Cells

Among all approved recombinant protein-based biopharmaceuticals, the mammalian cells dominate the other recombinant protein-expression systems (Owczarek et al., 2019). Mammalian cells have the capacity to express large and complex recombinant proteins. The introduction of the gene and selection of the clone in this system is time-consuming in comparison to microbial systems. The major steps during cell-line development include selection of an expression host, vectors, and transfection, as well as cell-line selection. High-throughput devices such as CLonePix (Thermo) and FACS (BD and Beckman) are now utilized for the development of the cell line and its screening. The major criteria for clone selection after extensive screening include a high level of protein expression with the desired PTM and genetic stability. Other features, viz. cell growth pattern, stable, and consistent production, cultivation in serum-free medium as a suspension culture, scalability in the bioreactor, adaptive performances, and product quality attributes, are also considered during clone development and selection (Gupta and Shukla, 2017c; Gupta et al., 2017). The methodologies of cell-line selection that exist for the isolation of high-producing clones and the techniques that can be utilized to predict, at a smaller scale, the performance of clones at large, industrially-relevant scales have been described in detail (Priola et al., 2016). A paper by Mauro (2018) discussed codon optimization for therapeutic protein production in mammalian cells, including potential risks and considerations.

CHO, NS0, and Sp2/0 are the main cell lines used for the expression of recombinant biopharmaceuticals. A recent survey revealed that CHO cell-based systems contribute 84% (57 of the 68 mAb products) of approved biopharmaceuticals and that the remaining antibodies are expressed in either NS0 cells (nine products) or Sp2/0 cells (two products) (Walsh, 2018). PTM is present in mammalian cell lines; however, their glycosylation pattern is different from human-type glycosylation. HEK293, HKB11, PER.C6, HeLa, and CAP cells (all human cells lines) are being also studied for protein expression (Bandaranayake and Almo, 2014; Dumont et al., 2016; Dyson, 2016; Hu et al., 2018; Gupta S. K. et al., 2019; Hunter et al., 2019). A human cell line enhances the expression of proteins with human-like PTMs. Fully glycosylated recombinant connective tissue growth factor CCN2 protein was successfully expressed using HeLa cells (Nishida et al., 2017). However, the cultivation of these cells on a commercial scale is still in the development phase. The other disadvantages of this system include contamination with animal viruses. It is difficult to formulate a culture medium for a cell line, as it requires various components such as growth factors, amino acids, reducing agents, and vitamins. CHO cells have different lineages: CHO-K1, CHO-S, CHO-DG44, and CHO-DXB11.

In a study by Reinhart et al. (2019), host cell-specific differences among CHO-K1, CHO-S, and CHO-DG44 were examined in mAb expression in batch, fed-batch, and semi-continuous perfusion cultures, revealing CHO cell line-specific preferences for mAb production. The quality attributes of mAb were also affected by the host cell line and media. It has also been established that cell engineering helps to avoid ammonium and lactate accumulation and improves cell growth (Kim and Lee, 2007). The cell line is optimized by codon optimization and various other approaches (Zhu, 2012). Further, glycoengineering is employed to produce the desired glycoform of a protein for its improved efficacy and to achieve a good-quality product (Lalonde and Durocher, 2017; Wang et al., 2017; Heffner et al., 2018). Glycoengineering strategies reduce the fucosylation or increase the sialylation of the therapeutic product. This strategy will be beneficial to industry in the future, enhancing product quality and bioactivity (Lalonde and Durocher, 2017). Tejwani et al. (2018) described in detail the advances in genetic manipulation, modeling, and glycan and glycoprotein analysis that together will present new approaches for glycoengineering of CHO cells with required or enhanced glycosylation capabilities. The types of mammalian cells used for the production of recombinant therapeutic proteins, their glycosylation potential, and the resultant impact on glycoprotein characteristics were discussed. Further, a comparison has been made between the glycosylation patterns of four recombinant glycoproteins (IgG, coagulation factor VII, erythropoietin, and alpha-1 antitrypsin) produced using different mammalian cell lines to establish the influence of mammalian host cell line on glycosylation (Goh and Ng, 2018). Strategies to increase recombinant protein expression by modulating and designing transcription factors and with advancements in synthetic biology have also been discussed (Gutiérrez-González et al., 2019). Conventional and emerging technologies for the expression of recombinant multi-protein complexes in mammalian expression systems were summarized in a review (Baser and van den Heuvel, 2016). The evolution of culture media, nutrient composition and formulation needs, optimization strategies, consistency and scalability of powder and liquid media preparation for industrial applications, and key recent advances driving progress in CHO cell culture medium design and development have been described (Ritacco et al., 2018). The major technological advancements along with the areas of application of CHO cell line development and engineering were discussed by Hong et al. (2018a). The effects of media and clonal variation on lactate shift were studied for CHO cell culture, and it was shown that the clone exhibiting lactate shift produced less lactate in the exponential phase but 2-fold higher non-toxic alanine, thus leading to a better culture environment (Hong et al., 2018b). Comparative multi-omics analysis in another study indicated some physiological variations between CHO cells grown in the same media. The protein processing abilities and the N- and O-glycosylation profiles also differed significantly across the host cell lines, suggested the necessity of choosing host cells in a rational manner for cell-line development on the basis of the recombinant protein being produced (Lakshmanan et al., 2019). A simple technique was also developed to screen multiple CHO cell clones for cell growth rate and protein production (Beketova et al., 2019). Additionally, a multi-omics study was carried out on the impact of cysteine feed level on cell viability and IgG 1 mAb production in 5 l bioreactors using CHO cells so as to obtain an in-depth understanding of the CHO cell biology (Ali et al., 2019). In a recent study, CHO cells were engineered with synthetic genetic circuits to tune the N-glycosylation of a stably expressed IgG (Chang et al., 2019).

Recent developments in metabolic engineering also include the use of knock-in (KI) and knock-out (KO) gene-editing tools for successful clone and product development. Gene-editing tools such as CRISPR/Cas9 have been successfully applied to attain better product quality for mammalian expression systems. In a recent study, C1s protease was inactivated using CRISPR/Cas9 for the production of recombinant HIV envelope protein gp120 in CHO cells (Li S. W. et al., 2019). CRISPR/Cas9-mediated site-specific integration was also used as an efficient and reliable tool for establishing recombinant stable HEK293 cell lines for biopharmaceuticals production (Yang H. et al., 2019). Through CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing, HEK293 cells were enabled to achieve antibiotic-free media bioprocessing. Further selective media and genetic optimization is required in order to increase productivity for its potential industrial use (Román et al., 2019). In another study, Anxa2- and Ctsd-knockout CHO cell lines were established by CRISPR/Cas9 and resulted in complete removal of the corresponding host cell protein (HCP) in cell lysates without affecting growth and viability for recombinant protein production (Fukuda et al., 2019). It was also reported that the CRISPR/Cas9-mediated knockout of microRNA-744 improved the antibody titer of CHO production cell lines (Raab et al., 2019). Among gene-editing tools, CRISPR/Cas9 and RMCE technologies will contribute most to the advancement of glycoprotein production in the near future.



Yeast

Yeasts are good choices as expression hosts for recombinant proteins due to their rapid growth, easy genetic manipulation, cost-effective growth medium requirements, available complete genome sequences, and ability to provide PTMs (Fletcher et al., 2016; Vieira Gomes et al., 2018; Baghban et al., 2019; Huertas and Michán, 2019). Codon bias and extracellular expressions occur with the recombinant proteins expressed using this system. P. pastoris and S. cerevisiae are the most commonly used expression host systems for recombinant biopharmaceutical production. S. cerevisiae is well-established for the commercial production of therapeutics for human use. Several gene targets, most of which are involved in the trafficking and secretory pathways, that could enhance protein production by S. cerevisiae to the gram per liter level have been identified. It was also found that intracellular retention of recombinant proteins can be considerably reduced by engineering the endosome-to-Golgi trafficking (Huang et al., 2018). The development of a synthetic biology toolkit and how those tools have been applied in the areas of drug production and screening were described in detail by Chen et al. (2018). Due to overexpression of recombinant protein, there is intracellular accumulation, leading to reduced product titers. The hypermannosylation of proteins leads to faster blood clearance when used as therapeutics. This issue has been solved by knocking out the mannosyltransferase gene (Gupta and Shukla, 2017c). The GlycoSwitch® platform has been developed and used for the production of glycosylated proteins. In it, the hypermannosylation gene (OCH1) of yeast is removed, and glycosyltransferase and glycosidase genes are introduced to produce the desired glycosylated protein (Laukens et al., 2015). However, the main issue with the above platform is the low yield of the glycosylated protein, which limits its commercial use.

Pichia pastoris (a.k.a. Komagataella phaffi or K. pastori) is another choice of host for heterologous protein expression due to its ability to secret properly folded and functional proteins, provide reduced protein glycosylation, and achieve high cell densities (Looser et al., 2015; Juturu and Wu, 2018; Yang and Zhang, 2018; Werten et al., 2019). However, the N-linked glycosylation patterns of this system are different in higher eukaryotes. Yeasts were genetically engineered to perform humanlike N-glycosylation (Nielsen, 2013). A study by Liu et al. (2018) reported an expressing platform and strain engineering and production processes using yeasts for antibody production, and it was concluded that the homogeneous mAb production opened a window for glycoengineering. The disadvantage of the P. pastoris system is the proteolytic degradation or truncation of the product, causing reduced yield, and loss of biological activity. Various strategies have been used to overcome this problem, including addition of casamino acids, yeast peptone, and protease inhibitors, optimization of induction times, reduction of pH and temperature during fermentation, and the use of alternative carbon sources (Sinha et al., 2005; Zhang et al., 2007). The establishment of systems metabolic engineering in P. pastoris was described in a review (Schwarzhans et al., 2017).

Overexpression of recombinant protein often leads to severe burden on the physiology of yeast and triggers cellular stress. Yu et al. (2017) identified novel factors to enhance recombinant protein production in multi-copy K. phaffii based on transcriptomic analysis of overexpression effects. In another study, a data-driven approach was used to analyze the secretory production of a human insulin analog precursor (IAP) in S. cerevisiae during prolonged cultivation (80 generations) in glucose-limited aerobic chemostat cultures. Due to long-term adaptation, a metabolic remodeling of the IAP-expressing strain was observed, leading to decreased cellular expression potential for the secretory production of IAP (Kazemi Seresht et al., 2013). In order to evaluate the potential metabolic burden that cellulase expression imposed on the yeast metabolism, two recombinant strains of S. cerevisiae employing two different expression strategies, namely plasmid-borne, and chromosomally expressed, were studied in comparison to a reference strain. Supplementation of the growth medium with amino acids significantly improved culture growth and enzyme production but only partially minimized the physiological effects and metabolic burden of cellulase expression (Van Rensburg et al., 2012). In another study, the problem of low secretion titers of heterologous cellulases by S. cerevisiae was overcome by individually over-expressing two native S. cerevisiae genes, PSE1 and SOD1. This overproduction of SOD1 and PSE1 genes could increase cellulase production more than 3-fold. The study demonstrated that the strain engineering can greatly improve cellulase secretion in S. cerevisiae (Kroukamp et al., 2013). Recently, a heterologous cellulase system was studied in S. cerevisiae, where two native S. cerevisiae genes related to yeast stress tolerance (YHB1 and SET5) were overexpressed, and their effects on the heterologous secretion of Talaromyces emersonii cel7A cellobiohydrolase were investigated. The recombinant strains overexpressing either YHB1 or SET5 demonstrated improved tolerance to osmotic and heat stress as well as improved heterologous secretion (Lamour et al., 2019). The applications of systems biology in P. pastoris range from an increased understanding of cell physiology to improving recombinant protein expression have been described (Zahrl et al., 2017). A study by Liu W. et al. (2019a) provided information on methanol metabolism during the expression of P-glycoprotein from the P. pastoris MutS strain and suggested an expression procedure for hard-to-express proteins from P. pastoris.

A novel system was reported for fast and easy expression of recombinant proteins in S. cerevisiae and P. pastoris. In S. cerevisiae, the gene needs only the transformation of yeast cells with an unpurified PCR product carrying the gene to be expressed, and in P. pastoris, it needs only the isolation of the plasmid generated in S. cerevisiae and its transformation into this second yeast, thus making this system suitable for HTP studies (González et al., 2018). A new, stable, autonomously replicating P. pastoris plasmid vector containing the full-length chromosome 2 centromeric DNA sequence was constructed that exhibits high stability for plasmid retention, facilitating genetic manipulation. This vector has the ability to speed up cloning and HTP screening in P. pastoris, accelerating metabolic and genome engineering and high-level protein expression in this organism (Nakamura et al., 2018). New developments related to the P. pastoris expression system including hosts, vectors, glycosylation pattern, and fermentation technology, as well as strain engineering using CRISPR/Cas9 technology to produce human-like glycoproteins, and protease deficient strains have been described (Baghban et al., 2018). Advances in engineering tools for P. pastoris including genome editing technologies for gene disruption, deletion, and editing, new chassis strains for facilitated expression of complex proteins, and innovative technologies for balanced co-expression of multiple proteins have also been described (Fischer and Glieder, 2019).

CRISPR/Cas9 was successfully applied for yeast engineering to integrate a site-specific gene or to knock out certain unwanted genes for improved recombinant biopharmaceutics production (Stovicek et al., 2015, 2017; Raschmanová et al., 2018). The recombination machinery in P. pastoris is less effective as compared to S. cerevisiae, where efficient homologous recombination naturally facilitates genetic modifications. CRISPR/Cas9 technologies for P. pastoris have been established and used for gene disruption studies, to introduce multiplexed gene deletions, and to test the targeted integration of homologous DNA cassettes. This system allowed rapid, marker-less genome engineering in P. pastoris, enabling unprecedented strain and metabolic engineering applications (Weninger et al., 2016). The CRISPR/Cas9-mediated integration of markerless donor cassettes at efficiencies approaching 100% using a P. pastoris ku70 deletion strain was successfully demonstrated, and it was reported that the CRSIPR-Cas9 tools can be used to modify existing expression strains and provide an opportunity for markerless whole-genome modification studies in P. pastoris (Weninger et al., 2018). CRISPR-Cas9 was also used to develop a one-step multiloci gene integration method without the requirement of selective markers. This method can be used for pathway assembly of complicated pharmaceuticals expressed in P. pastoris (Liu Q. et al., 2019). The key factors that can enhance recombinant protein production in P. pastoris were well-described recently, and it was reported that up to 120 g DCW per liter of culture can be achieved using a chemically defined medium (García-Ortega et al., 2019). In a recent study, eight wild-type eukaryotic micro-organisms (including yeast, filamentous fungi, and mammalian cells) were evaluated to assess growth rates in industry-relevant media, adaptability for genome editing, and product quality. This study showed that multiple organisms may be suitable for recombinant protein production with appropriate engineering and development and highlighted the advantages of yeast for rapid genome engineering and development cycles (Jiang H. et al., 2019).



Transgenic Animals

Recombinant protein-based therapeutics, including mAbs, vaccines, hormones, enzymes, and growth factors have been expressed using transgenic animals. Transgenic animals possess a transgene coding a recombinant protein that is integrated into their genome, and they are capable of passing it on to their offspring. Nowadays, the ways of sourcing proteins include milk from transgenic mammals and eggs from transgenic chickens (Moura et al., 2011; Maksimenko et al., 2013; Owczarek et al., 2019). The natural secretion of recombinant proteins occurs in this system and provides the correct PTMs. However, it is ethically questionable to produce transgenic animals. Zoonotic pathogens may be present in the protein preparations obtained from the transgenic animals (Wang et al., 2013; Bertolini et al., 2016). One study proposed potential strategies to help overcome inefficiencies in transgenic methodologies for cattle to enable the use of transgenic cattle as bioreactors for protein production in milk for industry (Monzani et al., 2016). Shepelev et al. (2018) discussed technologies for generating transgenic animals including targeted genome-editing technologies, with emphasis on the creation of animals that produce recombinant proteins in milk.



Transgenic Plants

Transgenic plants have the ability to enhance recombinant biopharmaceutical production. This system has several advantages, viz. low cost, safety (low risk of contamination with animal pathogens), easy scale-up, stability, presence of metabolites, and ability to produce N-glycosylated proteins (Fahad et al., 2015; Yao et al., 2015; Łojewska et al., 2016; Lomonossoff and D'Aoust, 2016; Park and Wi, 2016; Xu et al., 2016; Buyel et al., 2017; Dirisala et al., 2017; Owczarek et al., 2019). Plant-based biologics have expanded to include cancer immunotherapy agents (Chen et al., 2016; Hefferon, 2017). Certain crucial factors should be considered to enhance the yield and quality of plant-produced biopharmaceuticals, namely the host plants, expression cassettes, subcellular localization, PTMs, and protein extraction and purification methodologies. DNA technology and genetic transformation methodologies have also involved to a great extent, with substantial improvements. Intensive glycoengineering study has been carried out to reduce the immunogenicity of the recombinant proteins produced in plants (Moustafa et al., 2016). The disadvantages of this system include pesticides, herbicides, and toxic plant metabolite contamination of the product. The other challenges associated with this system are control of the transgene expression level and the complex purification process. Plant cell cultures, plant tissue-based systems, and the construction of transgenic plants are mainly utilized for the production of recombinant proteins. The transgene is generally introduced into the plant cells using bacterial infection (agroinfection) or viral infection or via direct approaches such as biolistic bombardment or the PEG-mediated technique. One major advantage of these expression systems is the expression of recombinant protein in the desired cell compartment or plant organ. Human therapeutic proteins produced in plants often exhibit a plantlike rather than a humanlike glycosylation pattern. Glycoengineering is being used to solve this issue (Fischer et al., 2018; Owczarek et al., 2019). Rozov and Deineko (2019) discussed in detail the classical strategies for optimizing the synthesis of recombinant proteins and also new approaches, including gene-editing tools associated with the insertion of target genes in euchromatin genome regions.

Transgenic plants that have been used as a source of edible vaccines include rice, bananas, peas, potatoes, lettuce, and corn. A level of 100 mg/l (e.g., antibodies) or even up to 247 mg/l (e.g., α1-antitrypsin) was achieved in transgenic rice cell culture using genetic engineering (Loh et al., 2017; Owczarek et al., 2019). Human recombinant β-glucocerebrosidase (taliglucerase alfa-approved by FDA in 2012) enzyme was produced on a large scale in carrot (Daucus carota) cell culture (ProCellEx™) for the treatment of Gaucher disease (Tekoah et al., 2015; Moustafa et al., 2016). The world's first plant-derived IgA mAb that recognizes the surface antigen I/II of Streptococcus mutans (CaroRxTM-an anti-S. mutans produced in tobacco), the predominant cause dental caries, has been licensed in Europe and is used to prevent tooth decay (Larrick et al., 2001; Loh et al., 2017). Biopharmaceuticals produced in plants are at various stages of clinical trials or market implementation (Yao et al., 2015; Park and Wi, 2016; Dirisala et al., 2017; Owczarek et al., 2019). Examples are HAI-05 (Influenza Vaccine) [for Influenza A virus H5N1; host plant, tobacco (N. tabacum); status, phase II], Insulin (SBS-1000) [for diabetes; host plant, safflower (Carthamus tinctorius), status, phase III], ZMApp (monoclonal antibody cocktail) [for Ebola virus; host plant, tobacco (N. benthamiana); status, phase II], and Human growth hormone [for deficiency treatments; host plant, barley seed (H. vulgare); status, commercialization] (Owczarek et al., 2019). Human growth hormone was the first recombinant protein produced in transgenic tobacco (Barta et al., 1986; Yao et al., 2015; Loh et al., 2017).

Combined treatment of the mannosidase inhibitors kifunensine (KIF) and swainsonine (SWA) in transgenic rice cell culture media can be an effective method of producing recombinant human acid α-glucosidase (rhGAA) displaying dominantly high-mannose glycans such as Man7GlcNAc2, Man8GlcNAc2, and Man9GlcNAc2 (Man7/8/9) glycoforms without genetic manipulation of glycosylation (Choi et al., 2018). In a recent study, knockout of a green fluorescent protein (gfp) reporter gene in Arabidopsis cell culture was carried out, and it was concluded that the CRISPR/Cas9 system can be utilized for introducing site-specific mutations into the genome of cultured suspension cells of Arabidopsis (Permyakova et al., 2019). A new plant system based on carnivorous plants was established and showed the ability of biomimetic approaches to lead to an original production of recombinant proteins. However, the protein yields were low and did not qualify these plants for an industrial platform (Miguel et al., 2019). Recent advances in mAbs production using plant-based systems such as transgenic plants, tissue and cell cultures, and transient expression systems were described recently (Donini and Marusic, 2019). The current status of recombinant biopharmaceutical proteins generated using plant-based systems was well-documented elsewhere (Owczarek et al., 2019). A commercial-scale biotherapeutics manufacturing facility for plant-made pharmaceuticals was described by Holtz et al. (2015). Various approaches for plant-based production of recombinant proteins and recent progress in the development of plant-made therapeutics and biologics for the prevention and treatment of human diseases have also been described (Loh et al., 2017). A recent study (Rozov et al., 2018) described the similarities and differences between N- and O-glycosylation in plant and mammalian cells, as well as the effect of plant glycans on the activity, pharmacokinetics, immunity, and intensity of biosynthesis of pharmaceutical proteins. It also looked at current strategies of glycoengineering of plant expression systems to obtain fully humanized proteins for pharmaceutical application. Developments and computational tools for vaccine and antibody production in plants were also discussed recently (Dubey et al., 2018). Critical analysis of the commercial potential of plants for the production of recombinant proteins was also reported in a recent study. This study discussed the strengths of plant expression systems for specific applications, but mainly addressed the problems that must be overcome before plants can compete with conventional systems, to enable the commercial use of plants for the production of valuable proteins (Schillberg et al., 2019).



Insect Cells

Insect cell expression host systems are also used for the expression of various recombinant proteins (Contreras-Gómez et al., 2014; Felberbaum, 2015; Kost and Kemp, 2016). The baculovirus expression vector system (BEVS) is used for the production of recombinant proteins in insect cells. The insect cells are grown to the desired cell density and then infected with a recombinant baculovirus containing the gene of interest (Owczarek et al., 2019). The glycosylation pattern in this system is comparable to, but not similar to, that of a mammalian expression system. Insect cells are not able to carry out N-glycosylation, but this issue can be solved by introducing mammalian glycosyltransferases into insect cells or by the co-expression of these enzymes together with the gene of interest in baculoviruses (Le et al., 2018). The most common cell line used for the baculovirus expression system is Sf9 (Van Oers et al., 2018; Yee et al., 2018; Ghasemi et al., 2019). In addition to Sf9 cells, S2, Sf21, Tn-368, and High-Five™ cells are also used for the expression of recombinant proteins (Contreras-Gómez et al., 2014; Felberbaum, 2015). MultiBac, an advanced baculovirus/insect cell system, has been developed and used to produce multiprotein complexes with many hitherto-inaccessible subunits for academic and industrial research and development (Sari et al., 2016; Gupta K. et al., 2019). The creation of Bac-2-the-Future, a 2nd-generation Tn7-based system, was reported, and it was demonstrated that the new system is compatible with multiple cloning methodologies and resulted in equal or better titer and protein productivity relative to the currently available systems (Mehalko and Esposito, 2016). It was also reported that a vankyrin-enhanced technology improved the baculovirus expression vector system. This study found that cell lysis could be delayed and that recombinant protein yields could be increased by using cell lines constitutively expressing vankyrin or vankyrin-encoding baculovirus vectors (Steele et al., 2017). SmartBac, a new baculovirus system, was developed for large protein complex production (Zhai et al., 2019). The FlexiBAC protein expression system was also developed for the production of both cytosolic proteins and secreted proteins that require proteolytic maturation. The design of FlexiBAC and its expansive complementary shuttle vector system enabled a reduction in cloning steps and simplification of baculovirus production (Lemaitre et al., 2019). The main methods and elements playing a role in the BEVS for protein production have been discussed in a review (Martínez-Solís et al., 2019). Many insect cell lines utilized for protein expression were found also to be persistently infected with adventitious viruses. New insect cell lines lacking adventitious viruses have been isolated for use as improved research tools and safer biological manufacturing platforms. Adventitious viruses found in insect cell lines, affected cell lines, and new virus-free cell lines were well-described in a recent review (Geisler and Jarvis, 2018).

Another study described two methods for production and purification of filovirus glycoproteins in insect and mammalian cell lines and suggested that the difficulties encountered by the authors in the purification of the proteins would facilitate other researchers to produce and purify filovirus glycoproteins rapidly (Clarke et al., 2017). The baculovirus-produced N-Terminal Pfs230 domain was also studied as a biological active transmission-blocking vaccine candidate to accelerate malaria parasite elimination (Lee et al., 2017). A baculovirus expression system was also used for the development of a combined genetic engineering vaccine for Porcine Circovirus type 2 and Mycoplasma hyopneumoniae (Tao et al., 2019). In one study, Hantaan virus-like particles were successfully produced by co-expressing Hantaan virus nucleocapsid (N) protein and glycoproteins (Gn and Gc) in Sf9 cells for vaccine studies, and it was shown that the purified VLPs provided protection from virus challenge in mice (Dai et al., 2019).

In a study by Mabashi-Asazuma and Jarvis (2017), various insect U6 promoters were used to construct CRISPR-Cas9 vectors, and their usefulness for site-specific genome editing in sf9 and High five cells was evaluated. This study demonstrated the use of CRISPR-Cas9 for editing an endogenous insect cell gene and altering protein glycosylation in the baculovirus-insect cell system. The successful demonstration of CRISPR in Sf9 points to a new and exciting direction for virus-less engineering of insect cells. CRISPR is expected to instigate a rapid expansion of engineering approaches to achieve enhanced expression of multiple genes in insect cells. These current and expected future developments in engineering insect cells for enhanced expression of humanized proteins are dissolving perceived disadvantages to bring about the upcoming age of the use of insect cells for the development and manufacturing of therapeutic proteins (Yee et al., 2018). Pazmiño-Ibarra et al. (2019) reported the use of a CRISPR/Cas9 system for the engineering of baculovirus to improve its performance as a protein expression vector. This study showed that the delivery of Cas9-single guide RNA ribonucleoprotein (RNP) complex with or without a DNA repair template into Sf21 insect cells through lipofection might be efficient for producing knockouts as well as knock-ins in the baculovirus (Pazmiño-Ibarra et al., 2019). A comparison of the characteristics of various expression systems used for recombinant proteins is given in Table 2.


Table 2. Characteristics of different expression host systems used for production of recombinant biopharmaceuticals (Demain and Vaishnav, 2009; Houdebine, 2009; Berlec and Štrukelj, 2013; Rosano and Ceccarelli, 2014; Ghag et al., 2016; Tripathi and Shrivastava, 2018; Vieira Gomes et al., 2018; Owczarek et al., 2019).
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UPSTREAM PROCESS DEVELOPMENT

Innovation in bioprocessing is driven by the need for time for successful cost-effective production as well as to fulfill the demand for biopharmaceuticals. The final aim of bioprocess development is large-scale production of biopharmaceuticals. Commercial-scale process optimization is generally costly, so it is preferred to optimize processes at a small scale using laboratory bioreactors. Infectious diseases are increasing in prevalence day by day across the world, so there will be a huge demand for biopharmaceuticals. Novel concepts are being used at various stages of upstream bioprocessing, such as cell line selection and development, screening and selection of clones, optimization of media, optimization of feed, and process optimization (Shukla and Thömmes, 2010; Gronemeyer et al., 2014; Gupta and Shukla, 2017c; Gagliardi et al., 2019). During the cell development process, the selection of host cells and expression vectors and of transfection and selection methods is critical for high productivity and defined product quality (Gronemeyer et al., 2014). Process development starts with identifying cells that express the desired protein, and the identified cells are used for small scale (test tube, shake flask) and bioreactor culture to evaluate cell growth and protein production levels.

The development of an effective medium composition that includes all the essential nutrients necessary for higher cell growth and protein productivity is very important. Various commercially available cell-specific media are also used for the production of recombinant proteins. Cultivation media were previously developed using the traditional “one factor at a time” (OFAT) approach. This is essential to optimize culture medium components for every cell line individually because of cell line diversity, the medium constituents, and their interactions, processes, and metabolic pathways (Gronemeyer et al., 2014; Tripathi and Shrivastava, 2018; Gupta S. K. et al., 2019).

The batch, fed-batch, and continuous or perfusion modes of cultivation are used for the production of recombinant protein-based biopharmaceuticals (Jozala et al., 2016; Gupta and Shukla, 2017c; Tripathi and Shrivastava, 2018). In a batch mode of cultivation, all essential nutrients are provided in the initial base medium. In a fed-batch process, nutrients are fed during cultivation. In perfusion culture, the medium is circulated through a growing culture to allow simultaneous waste removal and nutrient supply (Agbogbo et al., 2019). In a continuous or chemostat bioreactor culture, feed containing essential nutrients is fed in and product containing culture is recovered continuously. If the desired rate of dilution is less than the growth rate of cells, this growth needs to be controlled using a turbidostat or chemostat culture. However, if the rate of dilution is more than the growth rate of cells, cells need to be returned back to the bioreactor (Peebo and Neubauer, 2018; Rahimi et al., 2019).

In a study by Hou et al. (2019), it was reported that the phosphorylation and hydroxylation level of an Fc-fusion protein could be reduced by nutrient optimization in a CHO fed-batch process. The application of fed-batch MTPs for HTP screening of E. coli clones (32 strains) was also established (Keil et al., 2019). Batch and exponential-fed-batch cultures were designed to evaluate the effect of the specific growth rate (μ) and resulted in recombinant glycoprotein AcrA glycosylation and a maximum specific synthesis rate at μmax (Caillava et al., 2019). Another study evaluating continuous and fed-batch modes of cultivation for recombinant protein in P. pastoris revealed that at the highest μ levels and volumetric and specific productivities in the continuous mode were roughly 1.5 and 3 times greater than in the fed-batch mode (de Macedo Robert et al., 2019). The use of bioreactor technology for sustainable production of plant cell-derived products was described elsewhere (Werner et al., 2018).

For the production of therapeutic mAbs using mammalian cells, a perfusion culture is the preferred choice, because this mode decreases the residence time of the mAbs in the bioreactor. In perfusion culture, cell retention devices (tangential flow filtration, spin filters, and alternating tangential flow filtration systems) are very important for recovering culture medium containing the desired product from the bioreactor. The development and optimization of the perfusion process focuses on the transfection process, feeding strategy, cultivation time, and perfusion rate (Gronemeyer et al., 2014). In a recent study, a novel, alternative intensified cell culture perfusion process resulted in a 2-fold volumetric productivity enhancement as compared to a commercially ready, optimized fed-batch process (Gagnon et al., 2019). In another study, a single-use fluidic components-based perfusion bioreactor system was developed and enabled the implementation of active environmental control (Bournonville et al., 2019). In a study by Bertrand et al. (2019), the impact of perfusion cultivation on the intracellular physiological state of a CHO cell line was investigated, revealing decreased mAb productivity as well as a transition phase for metabolites and product quality before reaching steady-state conditions. For viral vaccine production using anchorage-dependent cells (e.g., Vero cells), microcarriers are necessary in the bioreactor. The microcarriers also provide protection to the cells from excessive shear (Hu et al., 2011; Merten, 2015).

Bioreactor type and process control are also important factors to consider for successful process optimization and effective process development (Butler and Meneses-Acosta, 2012). The bioreactors used for biopharmaceuticals production include stirred tank bioreactors, airlift bioreactors, bubble column bioreactors, hollow fiber bioreactors, and fixed bed and fluidized bed bioreactors (Warnock and Al-Rubeai, 2006; Jain and Kumar, 2008; Vermasvuori and Hurme, 2011; Rivas-Interián et al., 2019). Membrane bioreactors are also available commercially (miniPERM bioreactor from Vivascience and CELLine from Integra Biosciences) and are utilized for small-scale production of mAbs (Dewar et al., 2005).

The various operating parameters [temperature, pH, agitation, aeration, dissolved oxygen (DO), CO2, and hydrodynamic shear] used for bioreactor cultivation also need optimization to achieve enhanced productivity for recombinant biopharmaceuticals using different protein expression host systems. The successful development and optimization of a bioprocess also takes into account temperature shifts and gas exchange during cultivation. The optimization of all of the above-described parameters results in high cell densities and enhanced specific and volumetric productivities with better product quality. Successful process optimization strategies have resulted in an increase in product yield from 50 mg/l to 5–20 g/l for mAbs (Gronemeyer et al., 2014). In a recent study, it was also established that aeration and shear stress were critical process parameters for the production of oncolytic measles virus using Vero cells (Grein et al., 2019). In a recent review, the methodology and devices used for oxygen uptake rate determination were well-described (Martínez-Monge et al., 2019).

Upstream process development also includes scale-up of a fermentation process to ensure a similar product yield with quality at large scale as is produced at small scale. Thorough knowledge of bioreactor parameters at various scales helps the successful scale-up of robust production processes. The important parameters for scale-up, which are critical to efficient cell growth, viability, and protein production, include mixing, oxygen transfer, heat-transfer characteristics, and shear forces (Werner, 2013). The most commonly used criterion for scale-up is to keep one or more parameters similar between different scales. Such parameters include constant agitation power input (power/volume), constant oxygen transfer coefficient, constant mixing time, constant agitation impeller tip speed, constant heat transfer rate (heat/volume), constant gas volumetric flow rate (vvm), and constant gas superficial velocity (m/s) (Junker, 2004; Schmidt, 2005; Garcia-Ochoa and Gomez, 2009; Xu et al., 2017). Linear scale-up parameters include temperature, pH, pressure, DO, airflow rate, and nutrient concentrations. In general, oxygen transfer rates (OTRs) decrease as fermentor scales increase (Yang, 2010). The challenge to meet temperature control requirements may be due to the limited cooling capacity of a large bioreactor. Pressure may also be adjusted as a strategy or tool to improve gas transfer at larger scales where a high agitation rate is difficult to reach (Islam et al., 2008; Lee, 2009; Meagher et al., 2011; Zawada et al., 2011; Ruiz et al., 2013). It was also reported that understanding the genetic heterogeneity will inform metabolic engineering and synthetic biology approaches to reduce the emergence of non-producer mutants in scaled-up fermentations and increase product quality and yield (Rugbjerg and Sommer, 2019). Ultimately, successful scale-up is determined to have been achieved when comparable process performance endpoints such as cell growth, cell viability, protein production (i.e., titer), and product quality are achieved.

A typical flow chart for the large-scale production of mAb using mammalian cells is shown in Figure 1. The upstream process includes inoculation of working cell stock into small-scale shake flask cultures followed by laboratory-scale and pilot-scale bioreactors and final cultivation into a production bioreactor. The downstream manufacturing process includes cell harvesting (using centrifugation and depth filtration), microfiltration, Protein A chromatography, viral inactivation, diafiltration, anion exchange chromatography (AEX), viral filtration, hydrophobic interaction (HI) or cation exchange chromatography (CEX), diafiltration, sterile filtration, and formulation.
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FIGURE 1. Flow chart of the production of therapeutic monoclonal antibody using mammalian cell culture.




RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN UPSTREAM PROCESSING

Recent innovation in the upstream processing has resulted in cost-effective, high yield, and speedy production of recombinant protein-based biopharmaceuticals. The innovative technologies used for successful upstream process developments include high-throughput (HTP) technologies, single-use devices, statistical optimization of media and environmental parameters, QbD, PAT, and continuous upstream processing.


High-Throughput Cultivation Systems

High-throughput devices (HTPDs) have been developed for upstream process development such as multi-well-plates and mini-bioreactors. Using these HTPDs, it is now very easy to do all the screening experiments including optimization of processes to save time and cost before proceeding to scale up the production of recombinant proteins. Examples of high-throughput systems are miniature shaken vessel/wells or microtiter plates (MTPs), bubble column or microplate-based mini-bioreactors, and stirred mini-tank bioreactors. Batch and fed-batch process optimization have been established and improved using HTPD. Process optimization for perfusion cell culture is needed for successful continuous bioprocessing. For this reason, the equipment developers and manufacturers have a motivation to develop suitable HTP perfusion microbioreactors for perfusion process optimization studies (Fisher et al., 2018). Cultivations in standard 96-well-microtiter plates represent the optimal system for miniaturization (Duetz, 2007; Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017). MTPs were successfully used for recombinant protein process development (Long et al., 2014; Chung et al., 2018; Fink et al., 2019; Keil et al., 2019).

A 10–15 ml microscale bioreactor (ambr) (Sartorius) with a fully automated robotic workstation and feeding and sampling was used for mAbs production from CHO cells. BioLector (m2p-labs) cultivation plates [with an optical bottom and optical sensors (for pH and oxygen transfer rates)] have become available and have been used for recombinant proteins. In one study, a continuous perfusion microbioreactor system (1-ml working volume) was developed and demonstrated to have a perfusion rate of 1 ml/h (Mozdzierz et al., 2015; Fisher et al., 2018). The ambr 250 was successfully demonstrated as a representative scale-down model for two mAbs commercial processes at scales of >10,000 l (Manahan et al., 2019). A polymer-based controlled-release fed-batch microtiter plate (48-well-plate) with on-line monitoring capabilities was also studied with E. coli for screenings and initial process development (Habicher et al., 2019a). In a study by Fink et al. (2019), 32 production clones were characterized in carbon-limited microbioreactor cultivations (BioLector), with production yields of 0–7.4 mg Fab per gram of cell dry mass. The use of polymer-based controlled-release fed-batch microtiter plates during preculture was theoretically studied and tested with an E. coli clone bank containing 32 strains (Keil et al., 2019). The suitability of an automated small-scale bioreactor (ambr 15 with 48 wells) as a small-scale model was confirmed using a perfusion process (Janoschek et al., 2019). In another study, it was reported that an automated microbioreactor system (ambr15) can be utilized to scale down the perfusion process using cell sedimentation (as the cell retention method). It was observed that this model under-predicted cell line productivity but accurately predicted product quality attributes, including glycosylation profiles, from cultures carried out in 1 l and 1,000 l working-volume bioreactors. The microbioreactor system allowed an 80-fold decrease in culture media requirements and halved the daily operator time, resulting in an approximately 2.5-fold cost reduction compared to a similar bench-scale experimental setup (Kreye et al., 2019). The impact of the bioreactor scale (10 ml ambr as the scale-down model and a 300 l pilot scale) on intracellular micro-heterogeneities in a CHO cell line producing mAbs in fed-batch mode was studied by Bertrand et al. (2018), revealing that the enzymatic activity was affected by the varying environmental conditions, leading to an observed time-dependent variation. In another study, FeedER (feedback-regulated enzyme-based slow-release system) exponential fed-batch for microscale cultivations was developed that enabled 48 fed-batch experiments to be run in parallel in an automated and miniaturized manner. This can significantly accelerate the bioprocess scale-up from lab scale to industrial scale. Future work will focus on the application of this system for different feeding modes, e.g., constant feed rates or different slow-release systems (Jansen et al., 2019). In another study, a fully automated microbial cultivation platform (capable of performing up to 32 fed-batch cultivations simultaneously) was developed, and it was reported that the initial performance (with respect to different expression systems and process conditions) of this platform was comparable to 5 l cultivations. Thus, fully automated HTP cultivation (with automated centralized data storage) considerably speed up the identification of the optimal expression systems and process conditions, offering the potential for automated early-stage bioprocess development (Janzen et al., 2019). A systematic analysis of HTP scale-down models (ambr®250, 250 ml) was carried out for 500 or 2,000 l single-use bioreactors to produce a mAb using vvm (volume of gas per volume of liquid per minute) as the scale-up criterion. This study reported that scale-down using a similar vvm as the criterion was feasible for reproducing large-scale gas transfer characteristics (Zhang et al., 2019).

In another study, hydrodynamic conditions, and mass transfer in miniaturized bubble column (MBC) bioreactors were investigated using E. coli. The gas hold-up and volumetric mass transfer coefficient (KLa) in MBCs were found up to ten times greater than those in the larger bubble columns and comparable to the stirred tank bioreactors (Khanchezar et al., 2019). A membrane-based fed-batch shake flask with a Respiration activity monitoring system (RAMOS) device was also used to study the effect of substrate-limited fed-batch conditions (Habicher et al., 2019b). A mini-chemostat (MC) system (16 reactors with 40 ml working volume) was developed to characterize yeast physiology, and it was shown that the MC system provided the same environmental conditions as the DASGIP® parallel bioreactor system (Eppendorf) (Bergenholm et al., 2019). In a recent review, a systematic approach toward scale-down model (SDM) development in ambr 15 systems was described, and it was suggested that ambr SDMs are suitable for future regulatory submissions (Sandner et al., 2018). In a study by Vit et al. (2019), the efficiency of a microfluidic cell cultivation device and its applicability for rapid screening of multiple parameters was also established. A list of some HTP devices is given in Table 3.


Table 3. List of some HTPD systems used for upstream process development (Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017).
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Single-Use Cultivation Technologies

Recent progress in single-use (SU) cultivation systems, including single-use probes/sensors and fluidics components, has led to rapid developments of upstream processing. The implementation of single-use upstream processing devices resulted in less capital and operating costs with greater flexibility (Boedeker et al., 2017). A study on integrated continuous processing reported that cost savings of about 30% can be achieved using disposable technologies with respect to stainless steel (SS) batch process (Jacquemart et al., 2016; Hummel et al., 2018; Somasundaram et al., 2018). The different varieties of single-use disposable cultivation systems include wave, orbital shaken (OS), stirred tank (ST), and pneumatically mixed bioreactors (Shukla and Gottschalk, 2013; Raven et al., 2015; Challener, 2017; Ghasemi et al., 2019). There is very low risk of contamination with these systems, as cleaning and sterilization are not needed. A list of some single-use systems is given in Table 4.


Table 4. List of some single-use systems used for upstream process development (Gupta S. K. et al., 2019).
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A wave bioreactor system (GE) has been developed that consists of a Cellbag (made of polymers) placed on a rocker unit equipped with controllers for pH, DO, temperature, and pressure. This design improves the mixing of the cultivation media and mass transfer (Ghasemi et al., 2019). Some disadvantages associated with a bag-based bioreactor are the risk of leaching from the plastic bag to the product and decreased process performance due to binding of media constituents with plastic (Shukla and Gottschalk, 2013; Gupta and Shukla, 2017c). Disposable Wave bioreactors up to a 500 l scale, disposable ST bioreactors up to a 2,000 l scale (Xcellerex XDR 2000; GE), and orbitally shaken (OS) bioreactors (with a cylindrical or square-shaped vessel) up to a 2,500 l scale (De Jesus and Wurm, 2011) are available and are used for cultivations. The single-use Biostat B (1 l and 5 l bioreactors) and single-use ST bioreactor (Mobius 3 l) are also available and are utilized in process development (Gupta S. K. et al., 2019). The operating cost is high at large scale due to frequent purchasing of new bags. Single-use cultivation systems are also utilized to prepare inoculum for large-scale cultivations (Mahajan et al., 2010).

In one study, scale-up was carried out in a 200 l disposable OS bioreactor with BY-2 cells (Tobacco) for the production of the human mAb M12 and resulted in 300–387 g/l cell fresh weights with ~20 mg/l M12 (Raven et al., 2015). In another study, a Wave bioreactor at the 2 l scale was used to cultivate Sf9 cells and infected/non-infected BTI-TN-5B1-4 cells to estimate the specific oxygen uptake rates. Using these results, active soluble human papillomavirus (HPV) 16L1 protein expression was scaled up to 10 l and 50 l cell bags, resulting in a 10% decrease in volumetric protein expression (Ghasemi et al., 2019).

Single-use bioreactor (microcarrier-based) culture is a good option for viral vectors and viral vaccines. A microcarrier bead-to-bead expansion and transfer process was established for HEK293T cells and Vero cells and scaled up to 50–200 l using XDR-50 and XDR-200 bioreactors, resulting in 3.3 × 106 cells/ml in the XDR-200 bioreactor with Vero cells (Yang J. et al., 2019).



Design of Experiments Approach

In order to minimize experimental effort in upstream process development, the Design of Experiments (DoE) approach has also been applied to investigate the various process parameters in recombinant protein production (Papaneophytou and Kontopidis, 2012; Hanke and Ottens, 2014; Shekhawat et al., 2019). Statistical experiments using various DoE approaches, such as full factorial design, fractional factorial design, Taguchi orthogonal arrays, and the response surface methodology (RSM), were used for the optimization of media to enhance protein yield because various components are present in media that interact with each other. In DOE, various process parameters can be changed in a set of experimental trials, and a small number of experiments are enough to decide the effect of the various parameters and to select the most important ones (Papaneophytou and Kontopidis, 2014; Kumar et al., 2019; Shekhawat et al., 2019). In one study, RSM was applied to develop a defined medium to enhance human interferon gamma production (Unni et al., 2019). Using DoE, the signal peptide was selected and optimal growth conditions were established for recombinant antibody fragment production in the periplasm of E. coli (Kasli et al., 2019).



Quality by Design (QbD) Approach

The concepts of Quality by Design (QbD) with high-throughput devices or Design of Experiments have also been studied for upstream process development. QbD is a manufacturing principle in which product quality is integrated into the manufacturing process. The QbD method has been implemented for the process development and analytical characterization of recombinant proteins, including mAbs (Pathak et al., 2014; Yu et al., 2014; Kumar et al., 2019; Narayanan et al., 2019a; Shekhawat et al., 2019). Using the QbD approach, the effect of various media components and process parameters in Fab production was studied, resulting in a 5-fold enhancement of the target protein titer as compared to the basal medium, thus demonstrating the efficacy of QbD (Kumar et al., 2019).



Process Analytical Technology (PAT) for Upstream Processes

Effective process optimization requires real-time monitoring of different process parameters. PAT is the process of ensuring that final product quality meets specifications by designing, analyzing, and controlling manufacturing through periodic and/or continuous measurement of critical quality and performance attributes. Critical quality attributes (CQAs) are properties that ensure the desired product quality by meeting defined criteria. Process parameters that affect CQA are called critical process parameters and need to be observed or controlled to ensure that the process leads to the desired quality. There is a need for innovation in sensor technology, its configuration, and its robustness so that PAT can be implemented for the advancement of continuous cultures (Fisher et al., 2018). The development of process analytical tools for analysis of the performance of perfusion bioreactor cultures has made significant contributions in terms of regulatory issues regarding the manufacturing of proteins (Somasundaram et al., 2018). The PAT tools based on spectrometry, which are used for on-line (integrated into the bioreactor system, i.e., lying outside the bioreactor, requiring an automatic sampling interface to the bioreactor that enables a sample to be drawn and delivered to the analyzer for bioreactor content analysis), at-line (manual sampling and analysis), and in-line (directly connected to the bioreactor) monitoring of samples, are near-infrared (NIR), fluorescence, IR, and Raman (Esmonde-White et al., 2017; Fisher et al., 2018). Raman spectroscopy has the ability to monitor structural/chemical changes in proteins. Glycoform patterns such as sialylation were directly observed on-line as a quality attribute criterion. Further development will be required to improve sensor design for easy integration into continuous bioprocessing systems (Fisher et al., 2018).

In a study by Kornecki and Strube (2018), in-situ turbidity and ex-situ Raman spectroscopy measurements were combined with an offline macroscopic Monod kinetic model in order to predict substrate concentrations in CHO cultivations in bioreactors. In another study, high-throughput MALDI mass spectrometry based on a microarray technology was used to observe N-glycopeptides of IgG1 produced in a perfusion cell culture (Hajduk et al., 2019). Different approaches for the determination of critical timepoints for product stability in an E. coli IB bioprocess were studied, and an empirical value was found that can be utilized as a process analytical tool (Slouka et al., 2019). An on-line method to control and manipulate glucose was studied and was validated to produce various recombinant therapeutic proteins across cell lines with different glucose consumption demands; it was then successfully demonstrated on micro (15 ml)-, laboratory (7 l)-, and pilot (50 l)-scale systems (Goldrick et al., 2018). For a P. pastoris fermentation to produce human interferon alpha 2b, a PAT platform was developed to monitor and control μ using capacitance (ΔC) during the induction phase (Katla et al., 2019). A novel approach based on the PAT initiative was also developed for on-line estimation of μ using in-situ dielectric spectroscopy (Li M. et al., 2019). The PAT framework was also used during the production of Lethal Toxin-Neutralizing Factor (LTNF) by E. coli, which was controlled by a decoupled input-output linearizing controller (DIOLC) (Dalal et al., 2019). LC-MS metabolomics at three bioreactor scales (10 l, 100 l, and 1,000 l) were utilized to gain insight into the basal metabolic states of the CHO cell culture during fed-batch, and this was demonstrated as a useful technique to obtain physiological information on the cell culture state during a bioprocess, regardless of scale (Vodopivec et al., 2019).



Process Modeling

It remains a challenge to set up a universal mechanistic model for processes dealing with mammalian cells because of the lack of full knowledge of metabolic networks and reaction pathways. A hybrid semi-parametric model containing mechanistic and machine-learning methodologies has emerged as a potential tool for bioprocess development (Pinto J. et al., 2019). In one study, a mathematical model to describe polio virus production in batch bioreactors was developed and was able to accurately describe its production by Vero cells (Jiang Y. et al., 2019). The combination of mechanistic growth models with a parallel mini-bioreactor system for E. coli strain screening was studied to select the most robust strains with a scale-down approach for bioprocess scale-up (Anane et al., 2019). A hybrid model was studied using a 3.5 l fed-batch process for therapeutic protein production and was found to have a better capability to predict the time evolution of various process variables in comparison to statistical models (Narayanan et al., 2019b). A simple techno-economic model for mAbs production was also studied that can be used for any production platform (Mir-Artigues et al., 2019). Various other modeling approaches to optimize bioprocesses have also been studied (Gangadharan et al., 2019; Grilo and Mantalaris, 2019). A three-dimensional computational fluid dynamics (CFD) model was established for the analysis of the influence of baffle structure on the flow field in orbitally shaken bioreactors (OSRs), and it was proposed that the shear stress was gentle for mammalian cell growth (Zhu et al., 2019a). Further, a three-dimensional CFD model for hollow OSRs was established and validated, and it was verified that the hollow cylinder wall could improve the mixing efficiency (Zhu et al., 2019b). CFD simulations were also applied to analyze and compare microfluidic single-cell trapping and cultivation devices (Ho et al., 2019). In a study by Li et al. (2019), a scale-down model representing a 4,000-l culture process was established for foot and mouth disease vaccine production, and computational fluid dynamics (CFD) simulation was also used to study hydrodynamic environments inside the bioreactors.



Perfusion Culture Process

The development of continuous perfusion bioreactor cultures provides cost and performance benefits to biopharmaceuticals producers (Somasundaram et al., 2018). This process continues for over a month or so, requiring an optimized process and cell-line stability to yield the largest amount of proteins. Perfusion bioreactor cultivations have also been utilized for seed bioreactors and cell stock preparations with a cell density of 1–2 × 108 cells/ml (Clincke et al., 2013; Fisher et al., 2018). In a perfusion bioreactor, a harvest port and a bleed port are fitted to avoid the accumulation of toxic metabolites and to attain more viable cell density values (Karst et al., 2018).

Novel types of cell retention technique, such as alternating tangential flow (ATF) filtration, have been developed and used in perfusion bioreactors for recombinant protein manufacturing as well as the most commonly used TFF and spin filters (Rathore et al., 2015; Karst et al., 2016; Tapia et al., 2016; Bielser et al., 2018). In order to enhance the perfusion process yield, the bleed rate should be low (Lin et al., 2017). In ATF filtration, a diaphragm pump provides a flow of cell broth in alternating directions with a cycle time of about 1 min, and without additional shear stress and possible fouling (Gronemeyer et al., 2014; Patil and Walther, 2016; Hadpe et al., 2017). Karst et al. (2016) evaluated ATF vs. TFF and observed 50% retention in TFF as compared to 10% using ATF in the perfusion bioreactor. In another study, the use of ATF in place of an internal spin filter was studied, and it was found to result in higher cell densities, a higher perfusion rate, higher production (50–70%), and a longer run (Bosco et al., 2017). To overcome the product retention problem associated with TFF- and ATF-based perfusion cultures, a large pore size hollow fiber was recently used and drastically reduced product retention (Wang et al., 2019). In another study, temperature was established to be an important parameter in perfusion culture performance optimization (Wolf et al., 2019a). Comparative evaluation of fed-batch and perfusion platforms for IgG1- and IgG4-producing cell lines was carried out with ATF filtration, and perfusion was found to have 7.5 times greater average productivity (Walther et al., 2019). In another study, a two-step procedure [first, finding a suitable minimum value of the cell-specific perfusion rate (CSPR) at constant perfusion rate (P) or constant viable cell density (VCD) and second, investigating steady states at constant CSPR but elevated values of VCD and P] was developed for the design and development of CHO cell perfusion cultures and enabled high product yield and improved process performance with minor change in product quality (Wolf et al., 2019c).

Shake tubes (ST) were also established as an important scale-down tool for mammalian perfusion cell cultures in combination with bench-top bioreactors, giving high productivity (23 pg/cell·day) and low product loss in the bleed (around 10%) (Wolf et al., 2019b). A high-capacity microscale system for perfusion culture using in-situ gravity settling and automated sampling was studied, and the suitability of this platform for the evaluation of the performance of cell lines and the effects of process parameters for perfusion cultures were demonstrated (Sewell et al., 2019).




DOWNSTREAM PROCESS DEVELOPMENT

The downstream purification process is of great importance, since it contributes to the approval of therapeutic products for human use (Owczarek et al., 2019). Conventionally, recombinant proteins are purified using centrifugation-, chromatography-, and membrane filtration-based purification steps. Apart from these steps, viral inactivation is also used for recombinant biopharmaceuticals produced using mammalian cells (Zydney, 2016). Cell disruption is required for recovery of the desired proteins, expressed as intracellular IBs (Ehgartner et al., 2017). The commonly used cell disruption methods at large scale include high-pressure homogenizers and bead mills (Mevada et al., 2019). A flow chart for the purification of IB-expressed recombinant protein is shown in Figure 2. This includes cell harvesting using centrifugation, cell lysis, IB solubilization, refolding, diafiltration, and chromatographic purification steps to obtain purified and biologically active protein.
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FIGURE 2. Flow chart of the purification of recombinant proteins expressed as IBs using E. coli.


Centrifugation, depth filtration, and tangential flow microfiltration (TFF-MF) are the most commonly used techniques for cell harvesting and cell separation (Besnard et al., 2016; Voulgaris et al., 2016; Richardson and Walker, 2018; Carvalho et al., 2019b; Yu et al., 2019). The various clarification technologies used for the downstream processing of antibodies have been described elsewhere (Singh et al., 2016; Singh and Chollangi, 2017).

Refolding of proteins is necessary to attain biological activity for IB-expressed recombinant proteins. Batch mode refolding of solubilized IBs can be carried out using rapid or pulse dilution, by diafiltration and dialysis or by on-column chromatographic methods. In a recent study, it was also established that mild solubilization can be considered in terms of cost, time, and tag-free nature for the recovery of scFv from IBs (Sarker et al., 2019). The various methods used for refolding to recovery biologically active proteins have been reviewed previously (Rathore et al., 2013; Yamaguchi and Miyazaki, 2014). A flow chart tracking the purification of extracellular and periplasmic space-expressed recombinant proteins is shown in Figure 3. For extracellular-expressed recombinant proteins, post-cell harvesting purification steps include chromatography processes and diafiltration whereas, for periplasmic space-expressed recombinant proteins, the steps include cell lysis, centrifugation, microfiltration, chromatographic purifications, and diafiltration.
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FIGURE 3. Flow chart of the purification of extracellular and periplasmic space-expressed recombinant proteins.



Chromatography Processes

Various chromatography techniques, namely affinity, ion exchange, hydrophobic interaction, and size exclusion or gel filtration chromatography, are used to purify recombinant protein-based biopharmaceuticals to achieve a high purity product with a biologically active form (Saraswat et al., 2013; Rathore et al., 2018). It is well-established that an increased product concentration in the upstream process leads to a higher volume of chromatography resin and a higher buffer requirement. HCPs are the main source of impurities, and the HCPs of each process vary significantly from each other in their molecular mass, charge, hydrophobicity, and structure. Therefore, they present a challenge for chromatographic purification. It is possible to reduce the HCP production during upstream process development. Cell lines producing HCP at a lower level should be selected during upstream process development to aid efficient product purification (Gronemeyer et al., 2014).

Affinity chromatography (AC) is popular and is the most selective technique used for purification of tagged proteins, bispecific antibodies, DNA-based biologics, cellular products, viral vectors, and viruses (Zhao et al., 2018; Challener, 2019; Łacki and Riske, 2019). Some of the commonly used affinity tags are hexahistidine (His), glutathione S-transferase (GST), and maltose-binding protein (MBP) (Zhao et al., 2013). Protein A chromatography is the most widely used method for mAb purification (Gronemeyer et al., 2014; Sifniotis et al., 2019). The main problem associated with this chromatography is Protein A leachability, with non-specific binding of host cell protein, DNA, and other cell culture-derived impurities. Thus, it is necessary to recover these impurities using other chromatography techniques (Tarrant et al., 2012). In a recent review, challenges and progress in the purification of mAbs using Protein A chromatography were described, including elevated resin costs and their limited lifetime, Protein A ligand modification, and alternative formats such as monolith membranes and microspheres (Ramos-de-la-Peña et al., 2019).

Ion exchange chromatography is the most widely used and cost-effective method for the purification of recombinant proteins. Cation and anion exchange chromatography (CEX and AEX) remove various types of impurities such as product variants, remaining HCP and DNA, media components, leached Protein A, endotoxins, and viruses (Saraswat et al., 2013; Tripathi, 2016; Kimia et al., 2019). The efficacy of a weak anion exchanger on the isolation of rHBsAg VLPs from aggregated structures was also examined, and it was found to yield a 94–97.5% content of rHBsAg VLPs that were within the acceptable quality level (Kimia et al., 2019). Purification of rHBsAg derived from yeast crude extract was carried out using an AEX column, resulting in high purity (up to >95%) (Ashourian Moghadam et al., 2019). Viral safety is a critical concern for therapeutic proteins such as mAb produced using mammalian cells such as CHO cells. It was also reported that CEX carried out in overloaded mode was able to remove viruses during the manufacture of mAbs (Masuda et al., 2019). Hydrophobic interaction chromatography (HIC) is based on the relative hydrophobicity of the protein molecules. HIC is mostly utilized as a polishing step for the purification of recombinant proteins. In HIC, at high ionic strength, binding of proteins to ligands occurs whereas, at low ionic strength, elution of proteins occurs (McCue, 2009; Fekete et al., 2016). In a recent study, the influenza A and B viruses were successfully purified by HIC with up to 96% virus recoveries and about 1.3% residual DNA level using a 96-well-plate format (Weigel et al., 2019). Size exclusion chromatography (SEC) or gel filtration chromatography separates protein molecules based on their molecular weight. SEC is used for the purification of various proteins such as scFv and insulin-like growth factor receptor (Levin et al., 2015) as well as for aggregate removal and desalting (Brusotti et al., 2018; Burgess, 2018).

Membrane-based chromatography processes have also emerged as a good choice for recombinant protein purification. In this type of chromatography, a specific ligand is attached to microfiltration membrane pores. The impurities present in protein solutions bind to the membrane at neutral to slightly basic pH and low conductivity. The optimization parameters for protein purification using membrane-based chromatography include membrane size distribution and thickness and flow distribution (Orr et al., 2013; Boi and Dimartino, 2017; Gupta and Shukla, 2017c). Hydrogel and nanofiber base matrices of membranes offer a high specific area, higher ligand density, and an optimized 3D binding environment (Liu et al., 2017). It was also reported that the use of nanofibers within the membrane systems of affinity chromatography could represent a significant improvement over the current offerings for viral vector purification (Challener, 2019).

Due to the variable nature of the process and product-related impurities, it is not possible to purify a protein using single-step chromatography. Multimodal or mixed-mode chromatography involves selective interactions between the chromatography ligand and protein molecule through either ionic, hydrophobic, hydrogen bonding, or Van der Waals interactions. Mixed-mode resin can offer salt-tolerance, better separation, and higher binding capacity (Kallberg et al., 2012; Zhang and Liu, 2016; Halan et al., 2018; Sakhnini et al., 2019). The use of Capto resins (GE) is based on hydrophobic and ionic interactions, and that of Ceramic Hydroxyapatite (CHT) is based on electrostatic interaction and affinity interaction. MMC was successfully used as a capture step (using hydrophobic charge-induction chromatography) (Maria et al., 2015) and a polishing step (Bhambure et al., 2013). A Yellow Fever vaccine was prepared using bioreactors, followed by an anion exchange membrane adsorber, a multimodal resin, and β-propiolactone inactivation. The overall virus recovery in these chromatography steps was 52.7% (Pato et al., 2019). Recently, dextran-grafted mixed-mode chromatography adsorbents were prepared, which resulted in enhanced adsorption performance for BSA/IgG (Gu et al., 2019).



Membrane Filtration-Based Techniques

Ultrafiltration is used for purification and protein concentration (Ledung et al., 2009; Emami et al., 2019; Palombarini et al., 2019). Diafiltration via an ultrafiltration membrane is used for desalting recombinant proteins (Kovács, 2016). The application of a filter aid (diatomaceous earth) coupled with crossflow ultrafiltration was also studied to remove contaminant proteins and DNA molecules without the use of chromatographic steps (Palombarini et al., 2019). In another study, ultrafiltration/diafiltration was used for the final purification of conjugated vaccine products (Emami et al., 2019). A filtration-based strategy consisting of a cascade of ultrafiltration and diafiltration steps followed by a sterile filtration step was also explored for the purification of influenza VLPs and achieved approximately 80% recoveries (Carvalho et al., 2019a). The combination of single-pass TFF concentration and AEX chromatography was also used for an intensified mAb polishing step that improved both manufacturing flexibility and process productivity (Elich et al., 2019). An efficient chromatin-directed clarification process for cell culture fluid, an alternative to Protein A chromatography, was developed for IgG purification to remove most host DNA and histones as well as to reduce non-histone HCPs. This allowed TFF to concentrate clarified supernatant and carry out buffer exchange, and cation exchange chromatography effectively removed the remaining host impurities to meet all clinical requirements (Liu W. et al., 2019b).



Aqueous Two-Phase Extraction (ATPE), Precipitation, and Crystallization

Some other downstream processing steps, including aqueous two-phase extraction (ATPE), precipitation, and crystallization, were also used for recombinant protein preparation based on the requirements of various expression host systems (Hong Yang et al., 2013; Gronemeyer et al., 2014; Huettmann et al., 2014; Swartz et al., 2018; Andrade et al., 2019). Preparative protein crystallization was well-described in a recent review (Hubbuch et al., 2019).




RECENT PROGRESS IN DOWNSTREAM PROCESSING

Recent developments in downstream purification processes include the use of high-throughput devices, single-use systems, QbD and PAT, modeling, continuous downstream processing, and integrated continuous downstream processing.


High-Throughput Technologies

High-throughput (HT) technologies have become an important aspect of downstream process development because of their potential to rapidly gather more data related to the process in comparison to traditional laboratory-scale techniques (Benner et al., 2019). For E. coli, HT-compatible bead mills were used for cell disruption (Lazarevic et al., 2013). Various other HT cell disruption/lysis devices have been used, including an 8-well-sonifier for VLPs from E. coli, a 24-well-HT sonication device for 15 cells including bacteria, fungi, and yeasts, and microfluidic channels (96-well-format) for thermal treatment, osmotic shocks, and freeze-drying (Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017). In a review, microscale disruption of microorganisms (as low as 200 μl) for parallelized process development was discussed in detail along with their performance compared with high-pressure homogenization (Walther and Dürauer, 2017). HT refolding systems for IB-expressed proteins are also available commercially and are listed in Table 5 (Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017), together with some of the other HTP devices used in downstream process development.


Table 5. List of some HTPD systems used for downstream process development (Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017).
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HT chromatography systems with different capacities are available (Rege et al., 2006; Coffman et al., 2008; Chhatre and Titchener-Hooker, 2009; Lacki and Brekkan, 2011; Łacki, 2012; Chu et al., 2018). Bind and elute evaluations for mAbs and amyloglucosidase have been carried out using pre-packed PreDictor filter plates (GE). Other HT devices have been used successfully, such as AcroPrep Advance 96-well-filter plates (Pall) for the G-CSF, PhyNexus tips (PhyNexus) for Fab fragments, MediaScout MiniChrom columns (Atoll) for mAbs, MediaScout RoboColumn (Atoll) (200–600 μL columns) for mAb and antibody fragments, and HiTrap columns (GE) for recombinant HIV-1 capsid protein purification (Urmann et al., 2010; Treier et al., 2012; Hung et al., 2013; Muthukumar and Rathore, 2013; Brenac Brochier and Ravault, 2016; Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017). In a recent study, the pairing of MiniColumns and Tecan liquid handlers was used to run up to eight chromatography conditions in one experiment (Benner et al., 2019). An automated HT batch-binding screen using a 96-well-filter-plate (Seahorse Bio) for CEX resins was efficiently optimized for step elution to increase purity and yield for antibodies (McDonald et al., 2016). An HT method based on a microtiter filter plate [96-well with MultiScreenHTS Vacuum Manifold (Merck-Millipore)] was applied to determine the adsorption properties and evaluate the optimal conditions for human serum albumin (HSA) isolation with four MM resins and two IEX resins; the findings were verified by laboratory-scale column chromatography (Chu et al., 2018). In another study, an HT process development workflow integrated with a microscale chromatography, DoE, and multivariate data analysis was studied and provided a rational method for screening resins and process parameters (Stamatis et al., 2019). In a study by Andar et al. (2019), a microscale column using IMAC was used for the purification of G-CSF expressed using a cell-free CHO and was compared with a 1 ml IMAC column. A 10-fold decrease in buffer, resin, and time of purification was observed in comparison to conventional columns for similar protein yields. In a recent study, using 96-well-plates containing nickel-functionalized membranes, rapid screening of parameters for membrane protein purification was successfully performed (Feroz et al., 2019). Mixed-mode resins (ionic and hydrophobic interactions) were used in a plate-based HT screening platform for the selection of process parameters to achieve high purity and high overall yield of osteopontin (Guo et al., 2019). A novel microfluidics-based methodology to carry out speedy and multiplexed screening of several MM ligands relative to their potential to bind different target molecules was studied using an artificial mixture (containing IgG and BSA, labeled with different thiol-reactive neutral fluorescent dyes). The study report suggested that this strategy can potentially be utilized as a predictive analytical tool in the context of purification of mAb (Pinto I. F. et al., 2019). The benefits of a HT chromatography system include its availability to predict design space for dynamic binding capacity (DBC), collect data for the prediction of elution behavior, and allow significant investigation using DoE (McDonald et al., 2016). HT chromatography systems have limitations in their potential to reveal the flow distribution of process columns (Singh and Herzer, 2017).

Noyes et al. (2015) studied an ultra scale-down device for high-throughput depth filtration that enabled the parallel assessment of eight single- or multi-layer depth filters (~0.2 cm2 in cross-sectional area). In another study, a novel HT filtration screening system was used to characterize the proteins of different feedstreams with antibody concentrations of up to 20 g/l for their viral filtration performance using either low-interacting or hydrophobically interacting pre-filters. This study indicated the existence of two different fouling mechanisms: an irreversible and a reversible mechanism (Bieberbach et al., 2019). The performance of a pilot-scale TFF system was predicted by devising an ultra scale-down (USD) device consisting of a cell stirred using a rotating disc (2.1 cm2 of membrane area and 1.7 ml of feed), with good agreement between the USD and TFF devices in terms of the flux and resistance values for a mAb diafiltration stage (Fernandez-Cerezo et al., 2019).

Aqueous two-phase extraction has the potential to selectively separate proteins from unclarified cell culture supernatants directly. In one study, microfluidic aqueous two-phase extraction screening systems with fluorescence microscopy were demonstrated, and it was reported that the partition coefficient (Kp) measured in PEG 3350–phosphate systems with and without the addition of NaCl using microtubes (batch) or microfluidic devices (continuous) was similar to those calculated for the native protein (São Pedro et al., 2019).



Single-Use Technologies

For single-use or disposable cell harvesting, two main options, namely a single-use centrifuge followed by single-use depth filters or single-use depth filters alone, are used. Single-use depth filters are more common due to the commercial unavailability of single-use large-scale centrifuges (Boedeker et al., 2017). For centrifugation, kSep® single-use continuous centrifuges (kSep400 and kSep6000S) (Sartorius) were developed and successfully used for cell harvesting to purify recombinant proteins (Mehta, 2014). The Unifuge is another single-use centrifuge available for cell harvesting. Due to the development of single-use filtration techniques, primary and secondary filters can be replaced by a single filtration step. This leads to a lower cycle time, filtration surface area, and buffer requirement. Depth filters can be employed to recover cells from single-use bioreactors up to the 2,000 l scale. However, the number of systems needed for a 2,000 l bioreactor culture is greater, so their use should be analyzed with respect to cost, space, waste, footprint, etc. (Boedeker et al., 2017). The disposable depth filters Stax (Pall), Clarisolve, and Millistak D0HC and X0HC (Merck-Millipore) are available and are used for efficient cell clarification (Schreffler et al., 2015). The depth filters have advantages like ease of scalability, better recovery, consistency, and low cost (Collins and Levison, 2016). However, some issues associated with single-use depth filters include the binding of proteins or DNA (Gupta and Shukla, 2017c).

Single-use chromatography systems can be utilized for the purification of recombinant proteins from culture harvested from an up to 2,000 l bioreactor, depending on product titers, the loading capacity of the column, and process flow rates. Such a system is supported by pinch valves, sensors, and pumps (Boedeker et al., 2017). In a previous study using Protein-A, mixed-mode, and AEX resin columns, single-use continuous purification of mAb was achieved using AKTA periodic counter-current chromatography (Mothes, 2017). It was reported that the per gram mAb operating cost of an SU facility is 22% lower than that of a stainless steel (SS) facility (Gupta and Shukla, 2017c). Single-use TFF systems (Pall and Merck-Millipore) are commercially available for downstream purification, and these systems consist of pumps, pinch valves, a tank, sensors, and tubing manifolds (Boedeker et al., 2017).



Design of Experiments (DoE) Approach

The use of DoE has also been established to increase the performance of downstream process development. In one study, high-pressure homogenization was used to screen critical process parameters (CPPs) using DoE to enhance product titer and achieve adequate product quality, based on predefined critical quality attributes (CQAs) (Pekarsky et al., 2019). A process for the purification of scFv using mixed-mode chromatography was developed using DoE, and it was found that the optimized conditions enabled binding of the scFv to Capto Adhere™ below its theoretical pI, with the majority of HCPs in the flow-through (Sakhnini et al., 2019). A split DOE approach was successfully used in HIC to remove aggregates, and CEX was used to isolate charge variants and aggregates, resulting in a reduction of the total number of experiments by 25 and 72% compared to a single DoE based on CCD and FFD, respectively (Shekhawat et al., 2019).



Process Analytical Technology (PAT) for Downstream Processing

In downstream processing, PAT tools are used for the analysis of protein concentration, its purity, host cell proteins, host cell DNA, endotoxin, variants (misfolding), and process-related impurities. For these purposes, spectroscopy, spectrometry, HPLC, circular dichroism, and other tools are used to monitor critical quality attributes in chromatography processes. Next-generation sequencing could be used for virus screening, but it is very sophisticated. Further studies are needed to determine the critical points to assure the viral safety of therapeutic proteins (Fisher et al., 2018). One study used an on-line HPLC as a PAT tool for automated sampling of a product stream eluting from a chromatography process column (Tiwari et al., 2018). FTIR spectroscopy as a PAT tool was also used for near real time in-line estimation of the degree of PEGylation in chromatography (Sanden et al., 2019). At-line multi-angle light scattering and fluorescence detectors were used in the downstream processing of HEK293 cell-produced enveloped VLPs containing the HIV-1 Gag protein fused to the Green Fluorescence protein (Aguilar et al., 2019).



Modeling Approach

Modeling and simulations can significantly decrease the number of experiments needed while increasing or collecting experimental data (Hanke and Ottens, 2014). Empirical models are based on a priori identified output data within a defined design space, and mechanistic models are based on physicochemical properties (Baumann and Hubbuch, 2017). Mechanistic modeling is an important process development tool that has been used for chromatography to speed up process development. These models can explain the downstream unit operation at a level of detail that depends on the application (Benner et al., 2019). The use of a mechanistic model of HIC as a PAT tool for pooling decisions to enable aggregate removal for a mAb resulted in higher product purity with respect to offline column fractionation-based pooling (Shekhawat and Rathore, 2019b). An approach toward statistical process control and monitoring of protein refolding during the production of recombinant therapeutic proteins from E. coli was described in a study by Hebbi et al. (2019). This approach used on-line measurements of redox potential, temperature, and pH for the development of a statistical model. This was successfully demonstrated to ensure the quality of the manufactured product consistently. An empirical interpolation (EI) method was used to predict elution performance on a CEX column based on batch isotherm data and revealed good agreement with experimental elution curves for the separation of mAb monomer and dimer mixtures for protein loads up to 40 mg/ml column or about 50% of the column binding capacity (Creasy et al., 2019). Early-stage bioprocess development faces the issues of the definition of optimal operating parameters. Polishing chromatography of a mAb from a challenging ternary feed mixture was optimized by a hybrid approach of the simplex method and a form of local optimization. The findings of the study showed it to be perfectly suitable for the speedy development of bioprocessing unit operations (Fischer et al., 2019). An overview of mechanistic modeling of liquid chromatography was given in a recent study (Shekhawat and Rathore, 2019a).



Continuous Downstream Processing

The shift from a traditional batch process to a continuous process for any product can reduce cost (Schofield, 2018). Systems and techniques for continuous downstream processing of biopharmaceuticals have been developed and used for process development and scale-up. The various technologies of continuous bioprocessing are shown in Figure 4. Continuous centrifugation and TFF-MF are the main methods utilized for cell harvesting or cell removal. Disk stack and tubular bowl centrifuges have been used in continuous operation for the harvesting of a recombinant E. coli fermentation that was carried out for a domain antibody production (Voulgaris et al., 2016). A disk-stack continuous centrifuge with periodic and continuous discharge was also used for large-scale clarification of high cell density CHO cell culture for IgG1 mAb production (Richardson and Walker, 2018). The cell lysis techniques (mechanical type) used in continuous mode are high-pressure homogenization and bead milling. In a study by Haque et al. (2016), continuous bead milling was used for the recovery of a recombinant protein, and the process was optimized using RSM.
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FIGURE 4. Flow chart of the different technologies within continuous bioprocessing.




Continuous Precipitation

In the continuous mode of precipitation, a stirred tank reactor, MSMPR, tubular reactor, and centrifugal precipitation chromatography can mainly be used for bioproducts. A continuous precipitation process for mAbs using a tubular reactor was studied with PEG and resulted in 86–94% yields with HCP reduction (7,200–15,000 ppm) (Hammerschmidt et al., 2016). A coiled flow inverter reactor has also been used for continuous precipitation of clarified cell culture supernatant based on pH, CaCl2, and caprylic acid and resulted in comparable or increased productivity vs. a batch process (Kateja et al., 2016). A combination of reversible cross-linking (ZnCl2) and volume exclusion (polyethylene glycol) agents was also established to continuously precipitate a mAb product in a tubular reactor directly from clarified cell culture fluid (CCCF) (Li Z. et al., 2019).



Continuous Aqueous Two-Phase Extraction

Aqueous two phase extraction in continuous mode can be carried out by column contactors, mixer-settler, spray columns, and rotating disk contactors (Eggersgluess et al., 2014; Espitia-Saloma et al., 2014). A continuous ATPE system for human IgG in a microfluidic device (mixer-settler) in one-stage, multistage, and multistage with recirculation setup was studied with a PEG-3350 phosphate ATPS and resulted in 65 and 90% recovery with one-stage and multistage, respectively, along with 78% in recirculation (Espitia-Saloma et al., 2016).



Continuous Chromatography

In continuous downstream processing, continuous chromatography processes are crucial to achieve high purity for proteins, and these processes are in an advanced stage, with a variety of options. By operating many chromatography columns in a countercurrent or concurrent manner, continuous operation can be achieved, as the loading is carried out in the first column and all of the other steps (washing, elution, regeneration, and re-equilibration) in the subsequent ones (Jungbauer, 2013). Continuous annular chromatography (CAC), simulated moving bed (SMB) chromatography, countercurrent chromatography (CCC), multicolumn countercurrent solvent gradient purification chromatography (MCSGP), and countercurrent tangential (CCT) chromatography are used in the continuous mode of operation (Pagkaliwangan et al., 2018; Rathore et al., 2018; Vogg et al., 2018). Some of the commercially available continuous chromatography platforms are listed in Table 6. One study performing a comparative cost analysis of batch vs. continuous process for 200 kg mAb (annual production) showed that the latter resulted in a decrease in the downstream processing cost of goods (COGs) by ~8€/g of mAb, with increased requirements of culture medium (Klutz et al., 2016; Somasundaram et al., 2018).


Table 6. List of some commercially available continuous chromatography systems used for recombinant biopharmaceuticals.
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MCSGP with a four-column system was successfully utilized for the initial capture of an IgG2 mAb from CCCF using CEX with gradient elution (Müller-Späth et al., 2010). A study of the application of CCT chromatography using Protein A resin for the initial capture and purification of two commercial mAbs from CCCF showed that it resulted in similar characteristics in terms of HCP removal, product yield, and purity as conventional column chromatography (Dutta et al., 2015). The use of continuous capture multi-column chromatography (BioSMB) at laboratory scale for a mAb capture process using Protein A resin was successfully validated (Gjoka et al., 2015). In a study on mAb capture using Protein A-based twin-column CaptureSMB, it was reported that the resin cost could be reduced by up to 10–30% (Angarita et al., 2015). Twin-column CaptureSMB and three and four-column PCC were studied for capturing mAb using Protein A resin and resulted in similar maximum capacity utilization (Baur et al., 2016). An integrated two-stage chromatographic process platform containing CEX and MM was used for the separation of charge variants and aggregates for three different mAbs, and it was found that the required aggregate (<1%), HCP (<10 ppm), and DNA (<5 ppb) clearance was achieved (Kateja et al., 2017b). CCT chromatography was also used for a post-capture antibody purification step using MM resins (CEX-HIC) and showed a 5% increase in yield with similar contaminant removal (Dutta et al., 2017). In another study, it was established that the chromatography resin in a two-column continuous system resulted in 2.5-fold more utilization in comparison with single column batch system (Steinebach et al., 2016; Bielser et al., 2018).

In a scale-up study for purification of mAbs, it was reported that buffer savings of around 50% were achieved using a PCC strategy (Angelo et al., 2018). Four different loading scenarios with a Cadence BioSMB MCC for the Protein A mAb capture step were evaluated, and it was concluded that by adding more columns, up to 65% more productivity (at feed concentrations of above 5 g/l) could be achieved (Pagkaliwangan et al., 2018). The effect of particle size (85 vs. 50 μm) on the performance of continuous capture Protein A affinity chromatography was studied with respect to feed titers, load flow rates, and target breakthrough with single column batch, two-column CaptureSMB, and four-column PCC using a DOE approach. The 50 μm resin resulted in better productivity as compared to the 85 μm resin (Baur et al., 2018). The impact of two different quality feeds (one from depth filtration and other from a combination of depth filtration and chromatographic clarification) on Protein A PCC was studied, with the result that there was 49% increased productivity for the chromatographically clarified material over 100 cycles, with 11-fold lower HCP and a 4.4 LRV for HCDNA (El-Sabbahy et al., 2018). Upscaling of Protein A continuous chromatography using the Cadence™ BioSMB PD and the Cadence™ BioSMB Process 80 system was successfully carried out for a 10-day run time using feed from a perfusion culture and resulted in a 400–500% increase in vs. batch mode (Ötes et al., 2018). In another study, recovery, and enrichment of the native form of an mAb and of basic and acidic variants were achieved in a multi-column continuous chromatography set-up (three-column) by self-displacement chromatography with a process yield of over 90% (Khanal et al., 2019). In an MCSGP process, by means of the isolation of the main charge isoform of an antibody, the purity was determined by the selection of the product collection window, with negligible influence from the recycle phases (Vogg et al., 2019).

One study considered “standard,” “model-assisted,” and “hybrid” approaches to process characterization for validating continuous twin-column capture chromatography (CaptureSMB) with CCCF containing an IgG4 at 5 g/l (Baur et al., 2019). Methods for the purification of human mAb and their fragments using different chromatography techniques, including continuous chromatography, were also described in a recent study (Ulmer et al., 2019b). A DoE approach using a single column (batch mode) was studied to simulate a multi-column (continuous mode) purification strategy with Protein A capture, anion exchange, and MM cation exchange, and robust and predictable continuous bioprocesses were developed. The process developed yielded total product recovery at or above 74%, HCP (<5 ppm) and an aggregate content below 1% (Utturkar et al., 2019).



Continuous Viral Inactivation and Clearance

In the case of manufacturing therapeutics using CHO cells, viral clearance is mandatory (Chiang et al., 2019; Jungbauer, 2019). Viral clearance for mAbs production processes uses a low pH hold because the protein elution occurs at low pH from a Protein A chromatography column. Continuous viral inactivation using a tubular reactor with a static mixer, a coiled flow inverter reactor, and a four-valve system with a mixer has been studied. A fully automatic Cadence™ (Pall) low-pH continuous viral inactivation system was developed and used for virus inactivation (Johnson et al., 2017; Gillespie et al., 2018). A packed-bed continuous viral inactivation reactor was used for the inactivation of two commonly used model viruses with a very low pressure drop and scalability (Martins et al., 2019). In a recent study, a coiled flow inverter was used for continuous low pH viral inactivation, and complete viral inactivation was achieved within the first 14.5 min for both continuous and batch studies (David et al., 2019).



Continuous Refolding

Progress has also been made in the continuous refolding process. A coiled flow inverter reactor, packed column plug flow reactor (incorporated with a mixing system), a CSTR connected with a diafiltration system (for buffer exchange), continuous chromatography systems, or a tubular reactor can be used for continuous refolding. In one study, integrated continuous matrix-assisted refolding and purification by tandem SMB SEC was successfully achieved for Npro fusion proteins expressed in IBs (Wellhoefer et al., 2014). An integrated continuous tubular reactor system was utilized for continuous dissolving, refolding, and precipitation (Pan et al., 2014).



Continuous Formulation

Diafiltration is mainly used for desalting and buffer exchange using ultrafiltration membranes. The co-current and countercurrent modes are used for continuous diafiltration (Kovács, 2016). In a study by Rucker-Pezzini et al. (2018), continuous three-stage single-pass diafiltration was studied and resulted in buffer exchange of >99.75%. A countercurrent staged diafiltration process was performed for continuous protein formulation for a polyclonal IgG with Cadence™ Inline concentrators (Nambiar et al., 2017). Cadence™ in-line concentrators (Delta 30 kDa membranes) were used in the three stages to obtain high conversion in a single pass and provided important insights into the design and operation of a continuous process for antibody formulation (Jabra et al., 2019). Countercurrent dialysis for continuous protein formulation and buffer exchange was done using concentrated solutions of IgG with commercially available hollow fiber dialyzers (1.5 and 1.8 m2 membrane surface area) (Yehl et al., 2019).

Crystallization for protein formulations can be carried out in continuous mode (Hekmat, 2015; dos Santos et al., 2017; Van Alstine and Łacki, 2018). In one study, continuous crystallization of a full-length therapeutic mAb was carried out using a laboratory-scale stirred tank (with a cooled tubular reactor in bypass) and resulted in a space–time yield of up to 12 g/l.h (Hekmat et al., 2017). Approaches to and the scientific understanding of controls over the crystallization–purification process in continuous crystallization were recently described in a review (Darmali et al., 2019).

A novel concept for the freeze-drying of pharmaceutics in unit-doses was presented by Capozzi et al. (2019), who reported that this configuration made it possible to set up a continuous freeze-drying process.




INTEGRATED CONTINUOUS BIOPROCESSING

Integrated continuous bioprocessing is currently gaining importance due to competition over product stability and cost as well as the large number of products available in the pipeline as compared to the low current facility capacity. Production and quality-related problems are the causes of almost two-thirds of all biological drug shortages. To overcome these problems, there is an increased trend across biopharmaceutical manufacturing toward process intensification and continuous production of biopharmaceuticals. Advances in bioprocessing technology have the capability to reduce shortages and variability, permit for manufacturing flexibility, simplify scale-up methodologies, reduce facility footprints and capital costs, enhance product yield, and decrease production costs (Fisher et al., 2018). It is also clear that a proper real-time monitoring and control system such as SCADA is needed to operate the whole process as one unit (Karst et al., 2018). PAT tools with a control system were successfully used to continuously measure the product titer at bioreactor discharge in a continuous integrated bioprocess carried out using a perfusion bioreactor with CaptureSMB Protein A chromatography (Karst et al., 2017, 2018).

Integrated continuous bioprocessing was used for manufacturing a drug substance that comprised a bioreactor with an ATF cell retention system and two PCC columns [one for capture (Protein A) and other for polishing (CEX)] including a viral inactivation step. This process resulted in a productivity of more than 600 g/l resin/day (Godawat et al., 2015). An integrated continuous downstream process (from IBs to an unformulated drug substance) consisting of a coiled flow inverter reactor for refolding, a three-column PCC for protein capture, and three-column concurrent chromatography for product polishing was used for a therapeutic protein (G-CSF) and achieved more than 99% purity with more resin utilization (Kateja et al., 2017a).

The design and operation of an integrated continuous bioprocess comprising of continuous cultivation with ATF, a continuous twin-column capture chromatography step, viral inactivation, a semi-continuous polishing chromatography step (twin-column MCSGP), and a batch flow-through polishing chromatography step was studied for continuous production of a commercial mAb. This process resulted in steady operation and uniform product quality over the 17 cycles of the end-to-end integration (Steinebach et al., 2017). A continuous integrated downstream process in which Protein A chromatography (capture), viral inactivation, flow-through anion exchange, and MM cation exchange chromatography were integrated across two Cadence BioSMB PD multi-column chromatography systems to purify a 25 l volume of harvested CCF. This process resulted in increased productivity and reduced resin and buffer requirements compared to a batch process (Gjoka et al., 2017). In another study, an integrated continuous biomanufacturing process using perfusion bioreactor culture with ATF and one-column continuous chromatography (OCC) was used to produce therapeutic mAbs and achieved an 80% enhancement in productivity (Kamga et al., 2018).

A fully integrated continuous bioprocess comprising a perfusion bioreactor with ATF, multicolumn chromatography, viral inactivation, depth filtration, single-pass TFF, AEX membrane polishing, viral filtration, and single-pass UFDF was used for mAb drug substance production. Comparable product quality with 4.6-times enhanced productivity was obtained in comparison to a fed-batch process. Further evaluation also revealed that a fed-batch facility (4 × 12,500 l SS bioreactors) and purification train of the corresponding scale could be substituted by a continuous facility (5 × 2,000 l SU bioreactors) and a smaller purification train, affording a 15% cost reduction (Arnold et al., 2018).

An integrated continuous bioprocessing platform containing a coiled flow inverter reactor for protein precipitation, protein capture using CEX, polishing steps using MM chromatography, and a salt-tolerant AEX membrane has been used for three different mAbs, and the process continued for 48 h using 1.4 l of CCF. In all scenarios, an acceptable process yield was achieved (70–80%), with consistent final-product quality attributes (Kateja et al., 2018). In another study, a process to intensify the enzymatic digestion of IgG and the purification of the resultant Fab fragment was established. The process consisted of the integration of a continuous packed-bed reactor into a novel multi-column countercurrent solvent gradient purification (MCSGP) process (by adding a third column to the classical two-column MCSGP process) (Ulmer et al., 2019a).

In a study by Yousefipour et al. (2019), an integrated system consisting of SEC and ultracentrifugation was used for the purification of recombinant hepatitis B surface antigen and achieved a 95% removal of protein impurities. A continuous precipitation process (PEG6000 and Zn++) in a tubular reactor integrated with a two-stage continuous TFF unit was also used and was reported to achieve 97% antibody purity and a 95% process yield during continuous operation (Burgstaller et al., 2019).

Though there has been tremendous progress in integrated continuous bioprocessing, many challenges are also associated with this process for therapeutic proteins. Upstream processes require strict sterility, but many downstream processes do not require sterility. Therefore, a sterile barrier is needed between upstream and downstream processes for integrated bioprocessing. Since both upstream and downstream processing systems have been developed independently, there is a lack of synchronization between them. Feedback control systems need to be developed, because various upstream parameters (e.g., HCP) influence downstream operations (e.g., purification) (Fisher et al., 2018). PAT tool innovations, such as the use of Circular Dichroism (CD) for the analysis of protein folding and qPCR for viral contamination, among others, are required to bring the finished product within regulatory requirements. It is also challenging to select and develop continuous cell removal and continuous cell lysis techniques appropriate to various expression systems. Various other issues associated with the development of effective integrated continuous bioprocessing are equipment robustness and operability, cell line stability, process sterility, viral contamination risk, process control, ability to scale up, validation, product stability, startup and shutdown, regulatory requirements, process time and operation cost, product concentration, product quality, and accumulation of waste product. All of these issues have to be considered for the development of effective integrated bioprocessing for the successful production of therapeutic proteins.



CONCLUSION

The manufacturing of recombinant therapeutic proteins is a complex, multidisciplinary, and costly process. The demand for recombinant proteins for human application is increasing day by day. There is a huge demand for novel and improved bioprocessing strategies that are cost-effective and time-saving. The continuous improvement in biopharmaceutical expression systems has led to the production of quality products. Modern molecular biology techniques are at the forefront of the production of biopharmaceutical proteins using various prokaryote or eukaryote expression systems. Various innovative techniques, namely systems biology, metabolic engineering, and CRISPR/Cas systems, can be applied for strain engineering to improve bioprocess performance and to generate biologically active and stable proteins. Glycoengineering strategies may allow the easy production of a therapeutic protein with improved biological activity and safety. HTPD, single-use systems, and continuous bioprocessing are seen as enormously important developments. Single-use systems are increasingly used in both upstream and downstream process development, increasing the flexibility and production rate along with reducing capital cost and downtime. In spite of many developments in integrated continuous biomanufacturing and in single-use systems, there are various components that need further development, e.g., the integration of hardware and software. Truly continuous separation technologies in place of semi-continuous one will also help in the advancement of continuous bioprocessing, such as in cases like continuous chromatography and viral inactivation. The use of continuous bioprocessing for the production of biopharmaceuticals could reduce facilities and equipment footprint and capital and labor cost. Although many innovations have occurred in the area of continuous bioprocessing, fully synchronized upstream and downstream processing is still lacking. A well-balanced and systematic approach to continuous upstream and continuous downstream processing along with process and product characterization will realize a fully end-to-end continuous integrated bioprocess for biopharmaceuticals. Approaches for the quality assurance of the therapeutics are continuously evolving. The QbD strategy is recommended by regulatory bodies for a steady process and better-quality protein production. The use of advanced process analytical technology for direct and real-time analysis of critical product quality attributes like product concentration and contaminants during the operation and at discharge will play a major part in the success of bioprocessing and also fulfill the regulatory requirements. In future, thorough research is required, giving attention to the integration of various bioprocessing steps into a single operation and the optimization of the end-to-end process as a whole. Biopharmaceutical manufacturers are continuing to move toward more simple, robust, and automatic platforms and cost-effective product development, which can support the development of economical processes and inexpensive therapeutic development for a large population.



AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

All authors listed have made a substantial, direct and intellectual contribution to the work, and approved it for publication.



REFERENCES

 Agbogbo, F. K., Ecker, D. M., Farrand, A., Han, K., Khoury, A., Martin, A., et al. (2019). Current perspectives on biosimilars. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 46, 1297–1311. doi: 10.1007/s10295-019-02216-z

 Aguilar, P. P., González-Domínguez, I., Schneider, T. A., Gòdia, F., Cervera, L., and Jungbauer, A. (2019). At-line multi-angle light scattering detector for faster process development in enveloped virus-like particle purification. J. Sep. Sci. 42, 2640–2649. doi: 10.1002/jssc.201900441

 Ahmad, M., Hirz, M., Pichler, H., and Schwab, H. (2014). Protein expression in Pichia pastoris: recent achievements and perspectives for heterologous protein production. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 98, 5301–5317. doi: 10.1007/s00253-014-5732-5

 Ali, A. S., Raju, R., Kshirsagar, R., Ivanov, A. R., Gilbert, A., Zang, L., et al. (2019). Multi-omics study on the impact of cysteine feed level on cell viability and mAb production in a CHO bioprocess. Biotechnol. J. 14, 1800352. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800352

 Amann, T., Schmieder, V., Faustrup Kildegaard, H., Borth, N., and Andersen, M. R. (2019). Genetic engineering approaches to improve posttranslational modification of biopharmaceuticals in different production platforms. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2778–2796. doi: 10.1002/bit.27101

 Anane, E., García, Á. C., Haby, B., Hans, S., Krausch, N., Krewinkel, M., et al. (2019). A model-based framework for parallel scale-down fed-batch cultivations in mini-bioreactors for accelerated phenotyping. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2906–2918. doi: 10.1002/bit.27116

 Andar, A. U., Deldari, S., Gutierrez, E., Burgenson, D., Al-Adhami, M., Gurramkonda, C., et al. (2019). Low-cost customizable microscale toolkit for rapid screening and purification of therapeutic proteins. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 870–881. doi: 10.1002/bit.26876

 Andrade, C., Arnold, L., Motabar, D., Aspelund, M., Tang, A., Hunter, A., et al. (2019). An integrated approach to aggregate control for therapeutic bispecific antibodies using an improved three column mab platform-like purification process. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2720. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2720

 Angarita, M., Müller-Späth, T., Baur, D., Lievrouw, R., Lissens, G., and Morbidelli, M. (2015). Twin-column CaptureSMB: a novel cyclic process for protein A affinity chromatography. J. Chromatogr. A 1389, 85–95. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2015.02.046

 Angelo, J., Pagano, J., Muller-Spath, T., and Mihlbachler, K. (2018). Scale-Up of Twin-Column Periodic Countercurrent Chromatography for MAb Purification. 16, 1–6. Available online at: bioprocessintl.com; http://www.bioprocessintl.com/2018/scale-up-of-twin-column-periodic-countercurrent-chromatography-for-mab-purification/ (accessed November 9, 2018).

 Arnold, L., Lee, K., Rucker-Pezzini, J., Lee, J. H., Rucker-Pezzini, J., Lee, J. H., et al. (2018). Implementation of fully integrated continuous antibody processing: effects on productivity and COGm. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800061. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800061

 Ashourian Moghadam, N., Pajoum Shariati, F., Kaghazian, H., and Jalalirad, R. (2019). Optimization of conditions for single-step purification of recombinant hepatitis B surface antigen produced in Pichia pastoris using ion exchange chromatography. Sep. Sci. Technol. 48, 683–692. doi: 10.1080/01496395.2019.1589512

 Baeshen, M. N., Al-Hejin, A. M., Bora, R. S., Ahmed, M. M. M., Ramadan, H. A. I., Saini, K. S., et al. (2015). Production of biopharmaceuticals in E. coli: current scenario and future perspectives. J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 25, 953–962. doi: 10.4014/jmb.1412.12079

 Baghban, R., Farajnia, S., Ghasemi, Y., Mortazavi, M., Zarghami, N., and Samadi, N. (2018). New developments in Pichia pastoris expression system, review and update. Curr. Pharm. Biotechnol. 19, 451–467. doi: 10.2174/1389201019666180718093037

 Baghban, R., Farajnia, S., Rajabibazl, M., Ghasemi, Y., Mafi, A. A., Hoseinpoor, R., et al. (2019). Yeast expression systems: overview and recent advances. Mol. Biotechnol. 61, 365–384. doi: 10.1007/s12033-019-00164-8

 Bandaranayake, A. D., and Almo, S. C. (2014). Recent advances in mammalian protein production. FEBS Lett. 588, 253–260. doi: 10.1016/j.febslet.2013.11.035

 Barta, A., Sommergruber, K., Thompson, D., Hartmuth, K., Matzke, M. A., and Matzke, A. J. M. (1986). The expression of a nopaline synthase? human growth hormone chimaeric gene in transformed tobacco and sunflower callus tissue. Plant Mol. Biol. 6, 347–357. doi: 10.1007/BF00034942

 Baser, B., and van den Heuvel, J. (2016). “Assembling multi-subunit complexes using mammalian expression,” in Advanced Technologies for Protein Complex Production and Characterization. Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology, ed M. Cristina Vega (Cham: Springer), 225–238. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-27216-0_15

 Baumann, P., and Hubbuch, J. (2017). Downstream process development strategies for effective bioprocesses: trends, progress, and combinatorial approaches. Eng. Life Sci. 17, 1142–1158. doi: 10.1002/elsc.201600033

 Baumgarten, T., Ytterberg, A. J., Zubarev, R. A., and de Gier, J.-W. (2018). Optimizing recombinant protein production in the Escherichia coli periplasm alleviates stress. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 84:e00270–18. doi: 10.1128/AEM.00270-18

 Baur, D., Angarita, M., Müller-Späth, T., Steinebach, F., and Morbidelli, M. (2016). Comparison of batch and continuous multi-column protein A capture processes by optimal design. Biotechnol. J. 11, 920–931. doi: 10.1002/biot.201500481

 Baur, D., Angelo, J., Chollangi, S., Müller-Späth, T., Xu, X., Ghose, S., et al. (2019). Model-assisted process characterization and validation for a continuous two-column protein A capture process. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 87–98. doi: 10.1002/bit.26849

 Baur, D., Angelo, J. M., Chollangi, S., Xu, X., Müller-Späth, T., Zhang, N., et al. (2018). Model assisted comparison of Protein A resins and multi-column chromatography for capture processes. J. Biotechnol. 285, 64–73. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2018.08.014

 Beketova, E. V., Ibneeva, L. R., Abdulina, Y. A., Dergousova, E. A., Filatov, V. L., Kozlovsky, S. V., et al. (2019). Optimized dual assay for the transgenes selection and screening in CHO cell line development for recombinant protein production. Biotechnol. Lett. 41, 929–939. doi: 10.1007/s10529-019-02711-4

 Benner, S. W., Welsh, J. P., Rauscher, M. A., and Pollard, J. M. (2019). Prediction of lab and manufacturing scale chromatography performance using mini-columns and mechanistic modeling. J. Chromatogr. A 1593, 54–62. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2019.01.063

 Bergenholm, D., Liu, G., Hansson, D., and Nielsen, J. (2019). Construction of mini-chemostats for high-throughput strain characterization. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1029–1038. doi: 10.1002/bit.26931

 Berlec, A., and Štrukelj, B. (2013). Current state and recent advances in biopharmaceutical production in Escherichia coli, yeasts and mammalian cells. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 40, 257–274. doi: 10.1007/s10295-013-1235-0

 Bertolini, L. R., Meade, H., Lazzarotto, C. R., Martins, L. T., Tavares, K. C., Bertolini, M., et al. (2016). The transgenic animal platform for biopharmaceutical production. Transgenic Res. 25, 329–343. doi: 10.1007/s11248-016-9933-9

 Bertrand, V., Karst, D. J., Bachmann, A., Cantalupo, K., Soos, M., and Morbidelli, M. (2019). Transcriptome and proteome analysis of steady-state in a perfusion CHO cell culture process. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1959–1972. doi: 10.1002/bit.26996

 Bertrand, V., Vogg, S., Villiger, T. K., Stettler, M., Broly, H., Soos, M., et al. (2018). Proteomic analysis of micro-scale bioreactors as scale-down model for a mAb producing CHO industrial fed-batch platform. J. Biotechnol. 279, 27–36. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2018.04.015

 Besnard, L., Fabre, V., Fettig, M., Gousseinov, E., Kawakami, Y., Laroudie, N., et al. (2016). Clarification of vaccines: an overview of filter based technology trends and best practices. Biotechnol. Adv. 34, 1–13. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2015.11.005

 Bhambure, R., Gupta, D., and Rathore, A. S. (2013). A novel multimodal chromatography based single step purification process for efficient manufacturing of an E. coli based biotherapeutic protein product. J. Chromatogr. A 1314, 188–198. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2013.09.026

 Bieberbach, M., Kosiol, P., Seay, A., Bennecke, M., Hansmann, B., Hepbildikler, S., et al. (2019). Investigation of fouling mechanisms of virus filters during the filtration of protein solutions using a high throughput filtration screening device. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2776. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2776

 Bielser, J.-M., Wolf, M., Souquet, J., Broly, H., and Morbidelli, M. (2018). Perfusion mammalian cell culture for recombinant protein manufacturing – a critical review. Biotechnol. Adv. 36, 1328–1340. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2018.04.011

 Boedeker, B., Goldstein, A., and Mahajan, E. (2017). Fully disposable manufacturing concepts for clinical and commercial manufacturing and ballroom concepts. Adv. Biochem. Eng. Biotechnol. 165, 179–210. doi: 10.1007/10_2017_19

 Boi, C., and Dimartino, S. (2017). Advances in membrane chromatography for the capture step of monoclonal antibodies. Curr. Org. Chem. 21, 1753−1759. doi: 10.2174/1385272820666160610114814

 Borkowski, O., Bricio, C., Murgiano, M., Rothschild-Mancinelli, B., Stan, G. B., and Ellis, T. (2018). Cell-free prediction of protein expression costs for growing cells. Nat. Commun. 9:1457. doi: 10.1038/s41467-018-03970-x

 Bosco, B., Paillet, C., Amadeo, I., Mauro, L., Orti, E., and Forno, G. (2017). Alternating flow filtration as an alternative to internal spin filter based perfusion process: Impact on productivity and product quality. Biotechnol. Prog. 33, 1010–1014. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2487

 Bournonville, S., Lambrechts, T., Vanhulst, J., Luyten, F. P., Papantoniou, I., and Geris, L. (2019). Towards self-regulated bioprocessing: a compact benchtop bioreactor system for monitored and controlled 3D cell and tissue culture. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800545. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800545

 Brenac Brochier, V., and Ravault, V. (2016). High throughput development of a non protein A monoclonal antibody purification process using mini-columns and bio-layer interferometry. Eng. Life Sci. 16, 152–159. doi: 10.1002/elsc.201400244

 Brusotti, G., Calleri, E., Colombo, R., Massolini, G., Rinaldi, F., and Temporini, C. (2018). Advances on size exclusion chromatography and applications on the analysis of protein biopharmaceuticals and protein aggregates: a mini review. Chromatographia 81, 3–23. doi: 10.1007/s10337-017-3380-5

 Burgess, R. R. (2018). A brief practical review of size exclusion chromatography: rules of thumb, limitations, and troubleshooting. Protein Expr. Purif. 150, 81–85. doi: 10.1016/j.pep.2018.05.007

 Burgstaller, D., Jungbauer, A., and Satzer, P. (2019). Continuous integrated antibody precipitation with two-stage tangential flow microfiltration enables constant mass flow. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1053–1065. doi: 10.1002/bit.26922

 Butler, M., and Meneses-Acosta, A. (2012). Recent advances in technology supporting biopharmaceutical production from mammalian cells. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 96, 885–894. doi: 10.1007/s00253-012-4451-z

 Buyel, J. F., Twyman, R. M., and Fischer, R. (2017). Very-large-scale production of antibodies in plants: the biologization of manufacturing. Biotechnol. Adv. 35, 458–465. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2017.03.011

 Caillava, A. J., Ortiz, G. E., Melli, L. J., Ugalde, J. E., Ciocchini, A. E., and Comerci, D. J. (2019). Improving bioreactor production of a recombinant glycoprotein in Escherichia coli : effect of specific growth rate on protein glycosylation and specific productivity. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1427–1438. doi: 10.1002/bit.26953

 Capozzi, L. C., Trout, B. L., and Pisano, R. (2019). From batch to continuous: freeze-drying of suspended vials for pharmaceuticals in unit-doses. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 58, 1635–1649. doi: 10.1021/acs.iecr.8b02886

 Carvalho, S. B., Silva, R. J. S., Moleirinho, M. G., Cunha, B., Moreira, A. S., Xenopoulos, A., et al. (2019a). Membrane-based approach for the downstream processing of influenza virus-like particles. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800570. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800570

 Carvalho, S. B., Silva, R. J. S., Moreira, A. S., Cunha, B., Clemente, J. J., Alves, P. M., et al. (2019b). Efficient filtration strategies for the clarification of influenza virus-like particles derived from insect cells. Sep. Purif. Technol. 218, 81–88. doi: 10.1016/j.seppur.2019.02.040

 Castiñeiras, T. S., Williams, S. G., Hitchcock, A. G., and Smith, D. C. (2018). E. coli strain engineering for the production of advanced biopharmaceutical products. FEMS Microbiol. Lett. 365:fny162. doi: 10.1093/femsle/fny162

 Challener, C. A. (2017). Single-use bioreactors have reached the big time. BioPharm Int. 30, 18–23. Available online at: http://www.biopharminternational.com/single-use-bioreactors-have-reached-big-time?pageID=2 (accessed November 7, 2018).

 Challener, C. A. (2019). A Look at the Affinity Chromatography Landscape. Available online at: http://www.biopharminternational.com/look-affinity-chromatography-landscape?pageID=4 (accessed August 15, 2019).

 Chang, M. M., Gaidukov, L., Jung, G., Tseng, W. A., Scarcelli, J. J., Cornell, R., et al. (2019). Small-molecule control of antibody N-glycosylation in engineered mammalian cells. Nat. Chem. Biol. 15, 730–736. doi: 10.1038/s41589-019-0288-4

 Chen, B., Lee, H. L., Heng, Y. C., Chua, N., Teo, W. S., Choi, W. J., et al. (2018). Synthetic biology toolkits and applications in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Biotechnol. Adv. 36, 1870–1881. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2018.07.005

 Chen, L., Yang, X., Luo, D., and Yu, W. (2016). Efficient production of a bioactive bevacizumab monoclonal antibody using the 2A self-cleavage peptide in transgenic rice callus. Front. Plant Sci. 7:1156. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2016.01156

 Chhatre, S., and Titchener-Hooker, N. J. (2009). Review: microscale methods for high-throughput chromatography development in the pharmaceutical industry. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 84, 927–940. doi: 10.1002/jctb.2125

 Chiang, M., Pagkaliwangan, M., Lute, S., Bolton, G., Brorson, K., and Schofield, M. (2019). Validation and optimization of viral clearance in a downstream continuous chromatography setting. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2292–2302. doi: 10.1002/bit.27023

 Choi, H. Y., Park, H., Hong, J. K., Kim, S. D., Kwon, J. Y., You, S. K., et al. (2018). N-glycan remodeling using mannosidase inhibitors to increase high-mannose glycans on acid α-glucosidase in transgenic rice cell cultures. Sci. Rep. 8:16130. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-34438-z

 Choi, Y. J., Morel, L., François, T., Le Bourque, D., Lucie, B., Groleau, D., et al. (2010). Novel, versatile, and tightly regulated expression system for Escherichia coli strains. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 76, 5058–5066. doi: 10.1128/AEM.00413-10

 Chu, W.-N., Wu, Q.-C., Yao, S.-J., and Lin, D.-Q. (2018). High-throughput screening and optimization of mixed-mode resins for human serum albumin separation with microtiter filter plate. Biochem. Eng. J. 131, 47–57. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2017.12.001

 Chung, M.-E., Yeh, I.-H., Sung, L.-Y., Wu, M.-Y., Chao, Y.-P., Ng, I.-S., et al. (2017). Enhanced integration of large DNA into E. coli chromosome by CRISPR/Cas9. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 114, 172–183. doi: 10.1002/bit.26056

 Chung, S., Tian, J., Tan, Z., Chen, J., Lee, J., Borys, M., et al. (2018). Industrial bioprocessing perspectives on managing therapeutic protein charge variant profiles. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 115, 1646–1665. doi: 10.1002/bit.26587

 Clarke, E. C., Collar, A. L., Ye, C., Caì, Y., Anaya, E., Rinaldi, D., et al. (2017). Production and purification of filovirus glycoproteins in insect and mammalian cell lines. Sci. Rep. 7:15091. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-15416-3

 Clincke, M.-F., Mölleryd, C., Zhang, Y., Lindskog, E., Walsh, K., and Chotteau, V. (2013). Very high density of CHO cells in perfusion by ATF or TFF in WAVE bioreactorTM. Part I. Effect of the cell density on the process. Biotechnol. Prog. 29, 754–767. doi: 10.1002/btpr.1704

 Coffman, J. L., Kramarczyk, J. F., and Kelley, B. D. (2008). High-throughput screening of chromatographic separations: I. Method development and column modeling. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 100, 605–618. doi: 10.1002/bit.21904

 Collins, M., and Levison, P. (2016). High Performance Integrated and Disposable Clarification SolutionBioProcess International. 14, 30–33. Available at: https://bioprocessintl.com/downstream-processing/separation-purification/high-performance-integrated-and-disposable-clarification-solution/(accessed August 18, 2019).

 Contreras-Gómez, A., Sánchez-Mirón, A., García-Camacho, F., Molina-Grima, E., and Chisti, Y. (2014). Protein production using the baculovirus-insect cell expression system. Biotechnol. Prog. 30, 1–18. doi: 10.1002/btpr.1842

 Creasy, A., Reck, J., Pabst, T., Hunter, A., Barker, G., and Carta, G. (2019). Systematic interpolation method predicts antibody monomer-dimer separation by gradient elution chromatography at high protein loads. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800132. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800132

 Dai, X., Jian, C., Na, L., Wang, X., Dai, Y., and Li, D. (2019). Production and characterization of Hantaan virus-like particles from baculovirus expression system. Biochem. Eng. J. 152:107373. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2019.107373

 Dalal, P., Kumar, J., Gomes, J., and Rathore, A. S. (2019). Implementing process analytical technology for production of recombinant proteins in E.coli using advanced controller scheme. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800556. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800556

 Dangi, A. K., Sinha, R., Dwivedi, S., Gupta, S. K., and Shukla, P. (2018). Cell line techniques and gene editing tools for antibody production: a review. Front. Pharmacol. 9:630. doi: 10.3389/fphar.2018.00630

 Darmali, C., Mansouri, S., Yazdanpanah, N., and Woo, M. W. (2019). Mechanisms and control of impurities in continuous crystallization: a review. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 58, 1463–1479. doi: 10.1021/acs.iecr.8b04560

 David, L., Maiser, B., Lobedann, M., Schwan, P., Lasse, M., Ruppach, H., et al. (2019). Virus study for continuous low pH viral inactivation inside a coiled flow inverter. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 857–869. doi: 10.1002/bit.26872

 De Jesus, M., and Wurm, F. M. (2011). Manufacturing recombinant proteins in kg-ton quantities using animal cells in bioreactors. Eur. J. Pharm. Biopharm. 78, 184–188. doi: 10.1016/j.ejpb.2011.01.005

 de Macedo Robert, J., Garcia-Ortega, X., Montesinos-Seguí, J. L., Guimaraes Freire, D. M., and Valero, F. (2019). Continuous operation, a realistic alternative to fed-batch fermentation for the production of recombinant lipase B from Candida antarctica under the constitutive promoter PGK in Pichia pastoris. Biochem. Eng. J. 147, 39–47. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2019.03.027

 Demain, A. L., and Vaishnav, P. (2009). Production of recombinant proteins by microbes and higher organisms. Biotechnol. Adv. 27, 297–306. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2009.01.008

 Dewar, V., Voet, P., Denamur, F., and Smal, J. (2005). Industrial Implementation of in vitro production of monoclonal antibodies. ILAR J. 46, 307–313. doi: 10.1093/ilar.46.3.307

 Dirisala, V. R., Nair, R. R., Srirama, K., Reddy, P. N., Rao, K. R. S. S., Satya Sampath Kumar, N., et al. (2017). Recombinant pharmaceutical protein production in plants: unraveling the therapeutic potential of molecular pharming. Acta Physiol. Plant. 39, 18. doi: 10.1007/s11738-016-2315-3

 Donini, M., and Marusic, C. (2019). Current state-of-the-art in plant-based antibody production systems. Biotechnol. Lett. 41, 335–346. doi: 10.1007/s10529-019-02651-z

 dos Santos, R., Carvalho, A. L., and Roque, A. C. A. (2017). Renaissance of protein crystallization and precipitation in biopharmaceuticals purification. Biotechnol. Adv. 35, 41–50. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2016.11.005

 Dubey, K. K., Luke, G. A., Knox, C., Kumar, P., Pletschke, B. I., Singh, P. K., et al. (2018). Vaccine and antibody production in plants: developments and computational tools. Brief. Funct. Genomics 17, 295–307. doi: 10.1093/bfgp/ely020

 Duetz, W. A. (2007). Microtiter plates as mini-bioreactors: miniaturization of fermentation methods. Trends Microbiol. 15, 469–475. doi: 10.1016/j.tim.2007.09.004

 Dumont, J., Euwart, D., Mei, B., Estes, S., and Kshirsagar, R. (2016). Human cell lines for biopharmaceutical manufacturing: history, status, and future perspectives. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 36, 1110–1122. doi: 10.3109/07388551.2015.1084266

 Dutta, A. K., Fedorenko, D., Tan, J., Costanzo, J. A., Kahn, D. S., Zydney, A. L., et al. (2017). Continuous countercurrent tangential chromatography for mixed mode post-capture operations in monoclonal antibody purification. J. Chromatogr. A 1511, 37–44. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2017.06.018

 Dutta, A. K., Tran, T., Napadensky, B., Teella, A., Brookhart, G., Ropp, P. A., et al. (2015). Purification of monoclonal antibodies from clarified cell culture fluid using protein A capture continuous countercurrent tangential chromatography. J. Biotechnol. 213, 54–64. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2015.02.026

 Dyson, M. R. (2016). “Fundamentals of expression in mammalian cells,” in Advanced Technologies for Protein Complex Production and Characterization. Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology, ed M. Cristina Vega (Cham: Springer), 217–224. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-27216-0_14

 Eggersgluess, J. K., Richter, M., Dieterle, M., and Strube, J. (2014). Multi-stage aqueous two-phase extraction for the purification of monoclonal antibodies. Chem. Eng. Technol. 37, 675–682. doi: 10.1002/ceat.201300604

 Ehgartner, D., Sagmeister, P., Langemann, T., Meitz, A., Lubitz, W., and Herwig, C. (2017). A novel method to recover inclusion body protein from recombinant E. coli fed-batch processes based on phage ΦX174-derived lysis protein E. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 101, 5603–5614. doi: 10.1007/s00253-017-8281-x

 Elich, T., Goodrich, E., Lutz, H., and Mehta, U. (2019). Investigating the combination of single-pass tangential flow filtration and anion exchange chromatography for intensified mAb polishing. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2862. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2862

 El-Sabbahy, H., Ward, D., Ogonah, O., Deakin, L., Jellum, G. M., and Bracewell, D. G. (2018). The effect of feed quality due to clarification strategy on the design and performance of protein A periodic counter-current chromatography. Biotechnol. Prog. 34, 1380–1392. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2709

 Emami, P., Motevalian, S. P., Pepin, E., and Zydney, A. L. (2019). Purification of a conjugated polysaccharide vaccine using tangential flow diafiltration. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 591–597. doi: 10.1002/bit.26867

 Esmonde-White, K. A., Cuellar, M., Uerpmann, C., Lenain, B., and Lewis, I. R. (2017). Raman spectroscopy as a process analytical technology for pharmaceutical manufacturing and bioprocessing. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 409, 637–649. doi: 10.1007/s00216-016-9824-1

 Espitia-Saloma, E., Vâzquez-Villegas, P., Rito-Palomares, M., and Aguilar, O. (2016). An integrated practical implementation of continuous aqueous two-phase systems for the recovery of human IgG: from the microdevice to a multistage bench-scale mixer-settler device. Biotechnol. J. 11, 708–716. doi: 10.1002/biot.201400565

 Espitia-Saloma, E., Vázquez-Villegas, P., Aguilar, O., and Rito-Palomares, M. (2014). Continuous aqueous two-phase systems devices for the recovery of biological products. Food Bioprod. Process. 92, 101–112. doi: 10.1016/j.fbp.2013.05.006

 Fahad, S., Khan, F. A., Pandupuspitasari, N. S., Ahmed, M. M., Liao, Y. C., Waheed, M. T., et al. (2015). Recent developments in therapeutic protein expression technologies in plants. Biotechnol. Lett. 37, 265–279. doi: 10.1007/s10529-014-1699-7

 Fekete, S., Veuthey, J.-L., Beck, A., and Guillarme, D. (2016). Hydrophobic interaction chromatography for the characterization of monoclonal antibodies and related products. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 130, 3–18. doi: 10.1016/j.jpba.2016.04.004

 Felberbaum, R. S. (2015). The baculovirus expression vector system: A commercial manufacturing platform for viral vaccines and gene therapy vectors. Biotechnol. J. 10, 702–714. doi: 10.1002/biot.201400438

 Fernandez-Cerezo, L., Rayat, A. C. M. E., Chatel, A., Pollard, J. M., Lye, G. J., and Hoare, M. (2019). An ultra scale-down method to investigate monoclonal antibody processing during tangential flow filtration using ultrafiltration membranes. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 581–590. doi: 10.1002/bit.26859

 Feroz, H., Meisenhelter, J., Jokhadze, G., Bruening, M., and Kumar, M. (2019). Rapid screening and scale up of ultracentrifugation-free, membrane-based procedures for purification of His-tagged membrane proteins. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2859. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2859

 Ferrer-Miralles, N., Domingo-Espín, J., Corchero, J., Vázquez, E., and Villaverde, A. (2009). Microbial factories for recombinant pharmaceuticals. Microb. Cell Fact. 8:17. doi: 10.1186/1475-2859-8-17

 Fink, M., Vazulka, S., Egger, E., Jarmer, J., Grabherr, R., Cserjan-Puschmann, M., et al. (2019). Microbioreactor cultivations of fab-producing Escherichia coli reveal genome-integrated systems as suitable for prospective studies on direct Fab expression effects. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800637. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800637

 Fischer, J. E., and Glieder, A. (2019). Current advances in engineering tools for Pichia pastoris. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 59, 175–181. doi: 10.1016/j.copbio.2019.06.002

 Fischer, R., Holland, T., Sack, M., Schillberg, S., Stoger, E., Twyman, R. M., et al. (2018). Glyco-engineering of plant-based expression systems. Adv. Biochem. Eng. Biotechnol. doi: 10.1007/10_2018_76. [Epub ahead of print].

 Fischer, V., Kucia-Tran, R., Lewis, W. J., and Velayudhan, A. (2019). Hybrid optimization of preparative chromatography for a ternary monoclonal antibody mixture. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2849. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2849

 Fisher, A. C., Kamga, M.-H. H., Agarabi, C., Brorson, K., Lee, S. L., and Yoon, S. (2018). The current scientific and regulatory landscape in advancing integrated continuous biopharmaceutical manufacturing. Trends Biotechnol. 37, 253–267. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2018.08.008

 Fletcher, E., Krivoruchko, A., and Nielsen, J. (2016). Industrial systems biology and its impact on synthetic biology of yeast cell factories. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 113, 1164–1170. doi: 10.1002/bit.25870

 Fukuda, N., Senga, Y., and Honda, S. (2019). Anxa2- and Ctsd- knockout CHO cell lines to diminish the risk of contamination with host cell proteins. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2820. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2820

 Gagliardi, T. M., Chelikani, R., Yang, Y., Tuozzolo, G., and Yuan, H. (2019). Development of a novel, high-throughput screening tool for efficient perfusion-based cell culture process development. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2811. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2811

 Gagnon, M., Nagre, S., Wang, W., Coffman, J., and Hiller, G. W. (2019). Novel, linked bioreactor system for continuous production of biologics. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1946–1958. doi: 10.1002/bit.26985

 Gangadharan, N., Turner, R., Field, R., Oliver, S. G., Slater, N., and Dikicioglu, D. (2019). Metaheuristic approaches in biopharmaceutical process development data analysis. Bioprocess Biosyst. Eng. 42, 1399–1408. doi: 10.1007/s00449-019-02147-0

 Garcia-Ochoa, F., and Gomez, E. (2009). Bioreactor scale-up and oxygen transfer rate in microbial processes: an overview. Biotechnol. Adv. 27, 153–176. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2008.10.006

 García-Ortega, X., Cámara, E., Ferrer, P., Albiol, J., Montesinos-Seguí, J. L., and Valero, F. (2019). Rational development of bioprocess engineering strategies for recombinant protein production in Pichia pastoris (Komagataella phaffii) using the methanol-free GAP promoter. Where do we stand? N. Biotechnol. 53, 24–34. doi: 10.1016/j.nbt.2019.06.002

 Geisler, C., and Jarvis, D. L. (2018). Adventitious viruses in insect cell lines used for recombinant protein expression. Protein Expr. Purif. 144, 25–32. doi: 10.1016/j.pep.2017.11.002

 Ghag, S. B., Adki, V. S., Ganapathi, T. R., and Bapat, V. A. (2016). Heterologous protein production in plant systems. GM Crops Food. doi: 10.1080/21645698.2016.1244599. [Epub ahead of print].

 Ghasemi, A., Bozorg, A., Rahmati, F., Mirhassani, R., and Hosseininasab, S. (2019). Comprehensive study on wave bioreactor system to scale up the cultivation of and recombinant protein expression in baculovirus-infected insect cells. Biochem. Eng. J. 143, 121–130. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2018.12.011

 Gillespie, C., Holstein, M., Mullin, L., Cotoni, K., Tuccelli, R., Caulmare, J., et al. (2018). Continuous in-line virus inactivation for next generation bioprocessing. Biotechnol. J. 14:1700718. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700718

 Gjoka, X., Gantier, R., and Schofield, M. (2017). Transfer of a three step mAb chromatography process from batch to continuous: optimizing productivity to minimize consumable requirements. J. Biotechnol. 242, 11–18. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2016.12.005

 Gjoka, X., Rogler, K., Martino, R. A., Gantier, R., and Schofield, M. (2015). A straightforward methodology for designing continuous monoclonal antibody capture multi-column chromatography processes. J. Chromatogr. A 1416, 38–46. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2015.09.005

 Godawat, R., Konstantinov, K., Rohani, M., and Warikoo, V. (2015). End-to-end integrated fully continuous production of recombinant monoclonal antibodies. J. Biotechnol. 213, 13–19. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2015.06.393

 Goh, J. B., and Ng, S. K. (2018). Impact of host cell line choice on glycan profile. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 38, 851–867. doi: 10.1080/07388551.2017.1416577

 Goldrick, S., Lee, K., Spencer, C., Holmes, W., Kuiper, M., Turner, R., et al. (2018). On-line control of glucose concentration in high-yielding mammalian cell cultures enabled through oxygen transfer rate measurements. Biotechnol. J. 13:1700607. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700607

 González, M., Brito, N., Hernández-Bolaños, E., and González, C. (2018). New tools for high-throughput expression of fungal secretory proteins in Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Pichia pastoris. Microb. Biotechnol. 12, 1139–1153. doi: 10.1111/1751-7915.13322

 Grein, T. A., Loewe, D., Dieken, H., Weidner, T., Salzig, D., and Czermak, P. (2019). Aeration and shear stress are critical process parameters for the production of oncolytic measles virus. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 7:78. doi: 10.3389/fbioe.2019.00078

 Grilo, A. L., and Mantalaris, A. (2019). A predictive mathematical model of cell cycle, metabolism and apoptosis of monoclonal antibody- producing GS-NS0 cells. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800573. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800573

 Gronemeyer, P., Ditz, R., Strube, J., Gronemeyer, P., Ditz, R., and Strube, J. (2014). Trends in upstream and downstream process development for antibody manufacturing. Bioengineering 1, 188–212. doi: 10.3390/bioengineering1040188

 Gu, J., Zhang, Y., Tong, H., Liu, Y., Sun, L., Wang, Y., et al. (2019). Preparation and evaluation of dextran-grafted mixed-mode chromatography adsorbents. J. Chromatogr. A 1599, 1–8. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2019.04.021

 Guerrero Montero, I., Richards, K. L., Jawara, C., Browning, D. F., Peswani, A. R., Labrit, M., et al. (2019). Escherichia coli “TatExpress” strains export several g/L human growth hormone to the periplasm by the Tat pathway. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 3282–3291. doi: 10.1002/bit.27147

 Guo, S., Ravi, A., Mayfield, S., and L Nikolov, Z. (2019). Exploring the separation power of mixed-modal resins for purification of recombinant osteopontin from clarified Escherichia coli lysates. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2722. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2722

 Gupta, K., Tölzer, C., Sari-Ak, D., Fitzgerald, D. J., Schaffitzel, C., and Berger, I. (2019). Multibac: baculovirus-mediated multigene DNA cargo delivery in insect and mammalian cells. Viruses 11:E198. doi: 10.3390/v11030198

 Gupta, S. K., Dangi, A. K., Smita, M., and Dwivedi, S. (2019). “Effectual bioprocess development for protein production,” in Applied Microbiology and Bioengineering, ed P. Shukla (London: Academic Press), 203–227. doi: 10.1016/B978-0-12-815407-6.00011-3

 Gupta, S. K., and Shukla, P. (2016). Advanced technologies for improved expression of recombinant proteins in bacteria: perspectives and applications. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 36, 1089–1098. doi: 10.3109/07388551.2015.1084264

 Gupta, S. K., and Shukla, P. (2017a). Gene editing for cell engineering: trends and applications. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 37, 672–684. doi: 10.1080/07388551.2016.1214557

 Gupta, S. K., and Shukla, P. (2017b). Microbial platform technology for recombinant antibody fragment production: a review. Crit. Rev. Microbiol. 43, 31–42. doi: 10.3109/1040841X.2016.1150959

 Gupta, S. K., and Shukla, P. (2017c). Sophisticated cloning, fermentation, and purification technologies for an enhanced therapeutic protein production: a review. Front. Pharmacol. 8:419. doi: 10.3389/fphar.2017.00419

 Gupta, S. K., and Shukla, P. (2018). Glycosylation control technologies for recombinant therapeutic proteins. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 102, 10457–10468. doi: 10.1007/s00253-018-9430-6

 Gupta, S. K., Srivastava, S. K., Sharma, A., Nalage, V. H. H. H., Salvi, D., Kushwaha, H., et al. (2017). Metabolic engineering of CHO cells for the development of a robust protein production platform. PLoS ONE. 12:e0181455. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0181455

 Gurramkonda, C., Gudi, K. S., and Koritala, B. S. C. (2018). Strategies for the production of soluble recombinant proteins using Escherichia coli: a review. J. Mol. Biol. Biotechnol. 3:6.

 Gutiérrez-González, M., Latorre, Y., Zúñiga, R., Aguillón, J. C., Molina, M. C., and Altamirano, C. (2019). Transcription factor engineering in CHO cells for recombinant protein production. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 39, 665–679. doi: 10.1080/07388551.2019.1605496

 Habicher, T., Czotscher, V., Klein, T., Daub, A., Keil, T., and Büchs, J. (2019a). Glucose-containing polymer rings enable fed-batch operation in microtiter plates with parallel online measurement of scattered light, fluorescence, dissolved oxygen tension, and pH. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2250–2262. doi: 10.1002/bit.27077

 Habicher, T., John, A., Scholl, N., Daub, A., Klein, T., Philip, P., et al. (2019b). Introducing substrate limitations to overcome catabolite repression in a protease producing Bacillus licheniformis strain using membrane-based fed-batch shake flasks. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1326–1340. doi: 10.1002/bit.26948

 Hadpe, S. R., Sharma, A. K., Mohite, V. V., and Rathore, A. S. (2017). ATF for cell culture harvest clarification: mechanistic modelling and comparison with TFF. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 92, 732–740. doi: 10.1002/jctb.5165

 Hajduk, J., Wolf, M., Steinhoff, R., Karst, D., Souquet, J., Broly, H., et al. (2019). Monitoring of antibody glycosylation pattern based on microarray MALDI-TOF mass spectrometry. J. Biotechnol. 302, 77–84. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2019.06.306

 Halan, V., Maity, S., Bhambure, R., and Rathore, A. S. (2018). Multimodal chromatography for purification of biotherapeutics – a review. Curr. Protein Pept. Sci. 20, 4–13. doi: 10.2174/1389203718666171020103559

 Hammerschmidt, N., Hobiger, S., and Jungbauer, A. (2016). Continuous polyethylene glycol precipitation of recombinant antibodies: sequential precipitation and resolubilization. Process Biochem. 51, 325–332. doi: 10.1016/j.procbio.2015.11.032

 Hanke, A. T., and Ottens, M. (2014). Purifying biopharmaceuticals: knowledge-based chromatographic process development. Trends Biotechnol. 32, 210–220. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2014.02.001

 Haque, S., Khan, S., Wahid, M., Mandal, R. K., Tiwari, D., Dar, S. A., et al. (2016). Modeling and optimization of a continuous bead milling process for bacterial cell lysis using response surface methodology. RSC Adv. 6, 16348–16357. doi: 10.1039/C5RA26893A

 Hebbi, V., Thakur, G., and Rathore, A. S. (2019). Process analytical technology implementation for protein refolding: GCSF as a case study. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1039–1052. doi: 10.1002/bit.26900

 Hefferon, K. (2017). Reconceptualizing cancer immunotherapy based on plant production systems. Futur. Sci. OA 3:FSO217. doi: 10.4155/fsoa-2017-0018

 Heffner, K. M., Wang, Q., Hizal, D. B., Can, Ö., and Betenbaugh, M. J. (2018). Glycoengineering of mammalian expression systems on a cellular level. Adv. Biochem. Eng. Biotechnol. doi: 10.1007/10_2017_57. [Epub ahead of print].

 Hekmat, D. (2015). Large-scale crystallization of proteins for purification and formulation. Bioprocess Biosyst. Eng. 38, 1209–1231. doi: 10.1007/s00449-015-1374-y

 Hekmat, D., Huber, M., Lohse, C., von den Eichen, N., and Weuster-Botz, D. (2017). Continuous crystallization of proteins in a stirred classified product removal tank with a tubular reactor in bypass. Cryst. Growth Des. 17, 4162–4169. doi: 10.1021/acs.cgd.7b00436

 Ho, P., Westerwalbesloh, C., Kaganovitch, E., Grünberger, A., Neubauer, P., Kohlheyer, D., et al. (2019). Reproduction of large-scale bioreactor conditions on microfluidic chips. Microorganisms 7:105. doi: 10.3390/microorganisms7040105

 Holtz, B. R., Berquist, B. R., Bennett, L. D., Kommineni, V. J. M., Munigunti, R. K., White, E. L., et al. (2015). Commercial-scale biotherapeutics manufacturing facility for plant-made pharmaceuticals. Plant Biotechnol. J. 13, 1180–1190. doi: 10.1111/pbi.12469

 Hong Yang, A. M. G., Yang, H., Cui, M., and Li, C. (2013). Aqueous two-phase extraction advances for bioseparation. J. Bioprocess. Biotech. 4:140. doi: 10.4172/2155-9821.1000140

 Hong, J. K., Lakshmanan, M., Goudar, C., and Lee, D.-Y. (2018a). Towards next generation CHO cell line development and engineering by systems approaches. Curr. Opin. Chem. Eng. 22, 1–10. doi: 10.1016/j.coche.2018.08.002

 Hong, J. K., Nargund, S., Lakshmanan, M., Kyriakopoulos, S., Kim, D. Y., Ang, K. S., et al. (2018b). Comparative phenotypic analysis of CHO clones and culture media for lactate shift. J. Biotechnol. 283, 97–104. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2018.07.042

 Hou, Y., Su, H., Luo, Z., Li, M., Ma, X., and Ma, N. (2019). Nutrient optimization reduces phosphorylation and hydroxylation level on an Fc-fusion protein in a CHO fed-batch process. Biotechnol. J. 14:1700706. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700706

 Houdebine, L.-M. (2009). Production of pharmaceutical proteins by transgenic animals. Comp. Immunol. Microbiol. Infect. Dis. 32, 107–121. doi: 10.1016/j.cimid.2007.11.005

 Hu, J., Han, J., Li, H., Zhang, X., Liu, L., Chen, F., et al. (2018). Human embryonic kidney 293 cells: a vehicle for biopharmaceutical manufacturing, structural biology, and electrophysiology. Cells Tissues Organs 205, 1–8. doi: 10.1159/000485501

 Hu, J., Lu, X., Wang, H., Wang, F., Zhao, Y., Shen, W., et al. (2019). Enhancing extracellular protein production in Escherichia coli by deleting the d -alanyl- d -alanine carboxypeptidase gene dacC. Eng. Life Sci. 19, 270–278. doi: 10.1002/elsc.201800199

 Hu, W., Berdugo, C., and Chalmers, J. J. (2011). The potential of hydrodynamic damage to animal cells of industrial relevance: current understanding. Cytotechnology 63, 445–460. doi: 10.1007/s10616-011-9368-3

 Huang, C., Ding, T., Wang, J., Wang, X., Guo, L., Wang, J., et al. (2019). CRISPR-Cas9-assisted native end-joining editing offers a simple strategy for efficient genetic engineering in Escherichia coli. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 103, 8497–8509. doi: 10.1007/s00253-019-10104-w

 Huang, C.-J., Lin, H., and Yang, X. (2012). Industrial production of recombinant therapeutics in Escherichia coli and its recent advancements. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 39, 383–399. doi: 10.1007/s10295-011-1082-9

 Huang, M., Wang, G., Qin, J., Petranovic, D., and Nielsen, J. (2018). Engineering the protein secretory pathway of Saccharomyces cerevisiae enables improved protein production. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115, E11025–E11032. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1809921115

 Hubbuch, J., Kind, M., and Nirschl, H. (2019). Preparative protein crystallization. Chem. Eng. Technol. 42, 2275–2281. doi: 10.1002/ceat.201800627

 Huertas, M. J., and Michán, C. (2019). Paving the way for the production of secretory proteins by yeast cell factories. Microb. Biotechnol. 12, 1095–1096. doi: 10.1111/1751-7915.13342

 Huettmann, H., Berkemeyer, M., Buchinger, W., and Jungbauer, A. (2014). Preparative crystallization of a single chain antibody using an aqueous two-phase system. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 111, 2192–2199. doi: 10.1002/bit.25287

 Hummel, J., Pagkaliwangan, M., Gjoka, X., Davidovits, T., Stock, R., Ransohoff, T., et al. (2018). Modeling the downstream processing of monoclonal antibodies reveals cost advantages for continuous methods for a broad range of manufacturing scales. Biotechnol. J. 14:1700665. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700665

 Hung, M., Niedziela-Majka, A., Jin, D., Wong, M., Leavitt, S., Brendza, K. M., et al. (2013). Large-scale functional purification of recombinant HIV-1 capsid. PLoS ONE 8:e58035. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0058035

 Hunter, M., Yuan, P., Vavilala, D., and Fox, M. (2019). Optimization of protein expression in mammalian cells. Curr. Protoc. Protein Sci. 95:e77. doi: 10.1002/cpps.77

 Ihling, N., Uhde, A., Scholz, R., Schwarz, C., Schmitt, L., and Büchs, J. (2019). Scale-up of a type I secretion system in E. coli using a defined mineral medium. Biotechnol. Prog. 12:e2911. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2911

 Islam, R. S., Tisi, D., Levy, M. S., and Lye, G. J. (2008). Scale-up of Escherichia coli growth and recombinant protein expression conditions from microwell to laboratory and pilot scale based on matchedkLa. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 99, 1128–1139. doi: 10.1002/bit.21697

 Jabra, M. G., Yehl, C. J., and Zydney, A. L. (2019). Multistage continuous countercurrent diafiltration for formulation of monoclonal antibodies. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2810. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2810

 Jacquemart, R., Vandersluis, M., Zhao, M., Sukhija, K., Sidhu, N., and Stout, J. (2016). A single-use strategy to enable manufacturing of affordable biologics. Comput. Struct. Biotechnol. J. 14, 309–318. doi: 10.1016/j.csbj.2016.06.007

 Jain, E., and Kumar, A. (2008). Upstream processes in antibody production: evaluation of critical parameters. Biotechnol. Adv. 26, 46–72. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2007.09.004

 Janoschek, S., Schulze, M., Zijlstra, G., Greller, G., and Matuszczyk, J. (2019). A protocol to transfer a fed-batch platform process into semi-perfusion mode: the benefit of automated small-scale bioreactors compared to shake flasks as scale-down model. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2757. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2757

 Jansen, R., Tenhaef, N., Moch, M., Wiechert, W., Noack, S., and Oldiges, M. (2019). FeedER: a feedback-regulated enzyme-based slow-release system for fed-batch cultivation in microtiter plates. Bioprocess Biosyst. Eng. 42, 1843–1852. doi: 10.1007/s00449-019-02180-z

 Janzen, N. H., Striedner, G., Jarmer, J., Voigtmann, M., Abad, S., and Reinisch, D. (2019). Implementation of a fully automated microbial cultivation platform for strain and process screening. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800625. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800625

 Jiang, H., Horwitz, A. A., Wright, C., Tai, A., Znameroski, E. A., Tsegaye, Y., et al. (2019). Challenging the workhorse: comparative analysis of eukaryotic micro-organisms for expressing monoclonal antibodies. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1449–1462. doi: 10.1002/bit.26951

 Jiang, Y., van der Welle, J. E., Rubingh, O., van Eikenhorst, G., Bakker, W. A. M., and Thomassen, Y. E. (2019). Kinetic model for adherent vero cell growth and poliovirus production in batch bioreactors. Process Biochem. 81, 156–164. doi: 10.1016/j.procbio.2019.03.010

 Johnson, S. A., Brown, M. R., Lute, S. C., and Brorson, K. A. (2017). Adapting viral safety assurance strategies to continuous processing of biological products. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 114, 21–32. doi: 10.1002/bit.26060

 Jozala, A. F., Geraldes, D. C., Tundisi, L. L., Feitosa, V. A., Breyer, C. A., Cardoso, S. L., et al. (2016). Biopharmaceuticals from microorganisms: from production to purification. Braz. J. Microbiol. 47(Suppl. 1): 51–63. doi: 10.1016/j.bjm.2016.10.007

 Jungbauer, A. (2013). Continuous downstream processing of biopharmaceuticals. Trends Biotechnol. 31, 479–492. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2013.05.011

 Jungbauer, A. (2019). Continuous virus inactivation: how to generate a plug flow. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800278. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800278

 Junker, B. H. (2004). Scale-up methodologies for Escherichia coli and yeast fermentation processes. J. Biosci. Bioeng. 97, 347–364. doi: 10.1016/S1389-1723(04)70218-2

 Juturu, V., and Wu, J. C. (2018). Heterologous protein expression in Pichia pastoris : latest research progress and applications. ChemBioChem 19, 7–21. doi: 10.1002/cbic.201700460

 Kallberg, K., Johansson, H.-O., and Bulow, L. (2012). Multimodal chromatography: an efficient tool in downstream processing of proteins. Biotechnol. J. 7, 1485–1495. doi: 10.1002/biot.201200074

 Kamga, M.-H., Cattaneo, M., and Yoon, S. (2018). Integrated continuous biomanufacturing platform with ATF perfusion and one column chromatography operation for optimum resin utilization and productivity. Prep. Biochem. Biotechnol. 48, 383–390. doi: 10.1080/10826068.2018.1446151

 Karst, D. J., Serra, E., Villiger, T. K., Soos, M., and Morbidelli, M. (2016). Characterization and comparison of ATF and TFF in stirred bioreactors for continuous mammalian cell culture processes. Biochem. Eng. J. 110, 17–26. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2016.02.003

 Karst, D. J., Steinebach, F., and Morbidelli, M. (2018). Continuous integrated manufacturing of therapeutic proteins. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 53, 76–84. doi: 10.1016/j.copbio.2017.12.015

 Karst, D. J., Steinebach, F., Soos, M., and Morbidelli, M. (2017). Process performance and product quality in an integrated continuous antibody production process. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 114, 298–307. doi: 10.1002/bit.26069

 Karyolaimos, A., Ampah-Korsah, H., Hillenaar, T., Mestre Borras, A., Dolata, K. M., Sievers, S., et al. (2019). Enhancing recombinant protein yields in the E. coli periplasm by combining signal peptide and production rate screening. Front. Microbiol. 10:1511. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2019.01511

 Kasli, I. M., Thomas, O. R. T., and Overton, T. W. (2019). Use of a design of experiments approach to optimise production of a recombinant antibody fragment in the periplasm of Escherichia coli: selection of signal peptide and optimal growth conditions. AMB Express 9:5. doi: 10.1186/s13568-018-0727-8

 Kateja, N., Agarwal, H., Hebbi, V., and Rathore, A. S. (2017a). Integrated continuous processing of proteins expressed as inclusion bodies: GCSF as a case study. Biotechnol. Prog. 33, 998–1009. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2413

 Kateja, N., Agarwal, H., Saraswat, A., Bhat, M., and Rathore, A. S. (2016). Continuous precipitation of process related impurities from clarified cell culture supernatant using a novel coiled flow inversion reactor (CFIR). Biotechnol. J. 11, 1320–1331. doi: 10.1002/biot.201600271

 Kateja, N., Kumar, D., Godara, A., Kumar, V., and Rathore, A. S. (2017b). Integrated chromatographic platform for simultaneous separation of charge variants and aggregates from monoclonal antibody therapeutic products. Biotechnol. J. 12:1700133. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700133

 Kateja, N., Kumar, D., Sethi, S., and Rathore, A. S. (2018). Non-protein A purification platform for continuous processing of monoclonal antibody therapeutics. J. Chromatogr. A 1579, 60–72. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2018.10.031

 Katla, S., Mohan, N., Pavan, S. S., Pal, U., and Sivaprakasam, S. (2019). Control of specific growth rate for the enhanced production of human interferon α2b in glycoengineered Pichia pastoris : process analytical technology guided approach. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 94, 3111–3123. doi: 10.1002/jctb.6118

 Kazemi Seresht, A., Cruz, A. L., de Hulster, E., Hebly, M., Palmqvist, E. A., van Gulik, W., et al. (2013). Long-term adaptation of Saccharomyces cerevisiae to the burden of recombinant insulin production. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 110, 2749–2763. doi: 10.1002/bit.24927

 Keil, T., Landenberger, M., Dittrich, B., Selzer, S., and Büchs, J. (2019). Precultures grown under fed-batch conditions increase the reliability and reproducibility of high-throughput screening results. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800727. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800727

 Kesik-Brodacka, M., Romanik, A., Mikiewicz-Sygula, D., Plucienniczak, G., and Plucienniczak, A. (2012). A novel system for stable, high-level expression from the T7 promoter. Microb. Cell Fact. 11:109. doi: 10.1186/1475-2859-11-109

 Khanal, O., Kumar, V., Westerberg, K., Schlegel, F., and Lenhoff, A. M. (2019). Multi-column displacement chromatography for separation of charge variants of monoclonal antibodies. J. Chromatogr. A 1586, 40–51. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2018.11.074

 Khanchezar, S., Hashemi-Najafabadi, S., Shojaosadati, S. A., and Babaeipour, V. (2019). Hydrodynamics and mass transfer in miniaturized bubble column bioreactors. Bioprocess Biosyst. Eng. 42, 257–266. doi: 10.1007/s00449-018-2030-0

 Kim, S. H., and Lee, G. M. (2007). Down-regulation of lactate dehydrogenase-A by siRNAs for reduced lactic acid formation of Chinese hamster ovary cells producing thrombopoietin. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 74, 152–159. doi: 10.1007/s00253-006-0654-5

 Kimia, Z., Hosseini, S. N., Ashraf Talesh, S. S., Khatami, M., Kavianpour, A., and Javidanbardan, A. (2019). A novel application of ion exchange chromatography in recombinant hepatitis B vaccine downstream processing: Improving recombinant HBsAg homogeneity by removing associated aggregates. J. Chromatogr. B 1113, 20–29. doi: 10.1016/j.jchromb.2019.03.009

 Klein, C. A., Emde, L., Kuijpers, A., and Sobetzko, P. (2019). MoCloFlex: a modular yet flexible cloning system. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 7:271. doi: 10.3389/fbioe.2019.00271

 Klutz, S., Holtmann, L., Lobedann, M., and Schembecker, G. (2016). Cost evaluation of antibody production processes in different operation modes. Chem. Eng. Sci. 141, 63–74. doi: 10.1016/j.ces.2015.10.029

 Koduru, L., Lakshmanan, M., and Lee, D.-Y. (2018). In silico model-guided identification of transcriptional regulator targets for efficient strain design. Microb. Cell Fact. 17:167. doi: 10.1186/s12934-018-1015-7

 Kornecki, M., and Strube, J. (2018). Process analytical technology for advanced process control in biologics manufacturing with the aid of macroscopic kinetic modeling. Bioengineering 5:25. doi: 10.3390/bioengineering5010025

 Kost, T. A., and Kemp, C. W. (2016). “Fundamentals of baculovirus expression and applications,” in Advanced Technologies for Protein Complex Production and Characterization. Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology, ed M. Cristina Vega (Cham: Springer), 187–197. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-27216-0_12

 Kovács, Z. (2016). “Continuous diafiltration: cocurrent and countercurrent modes,” in Encyclopedia of Membranes, eds E. Drioli and L. Giorno (Berlin; Heidelberg: Springer), 446–448. doi: 10.1007/978-3-662-44324-8_638

 Kreye, S., Stahn, R., Nawrath, K., Goralczyk, V., Zoro, B., and Goletz, S. (2019). A novel scale-down mimic of perfusion cell culture using sedimentation in an automated microbioreactor (SAM). Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2832. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2832

 Kroukamp, H., Den Haan, R., Van Wyk, N., and Van Zyl, W. H. (2013). Overexpression of native PSE1 and SOD1 in Saccharomyces cerevisiae improved heterologous cellulase secretion. Appl. Energy 102, 150–156. doi: 10.1016/j.apenergy.2012.05.062

 Kumar, D., Batra, J., Komives, C., and Rathore, A. (2019). QbD based media development for the production of Fab fragments in E. coli. Bioengineering 6:29. doi: 10.3390/bioengineering6020029

 Łacki, K. M. (2012). High-throughput process development of chromatography steps: Advantages and limitations of different formats used. Biotechnol. J. 7, 1192–1202. doi: 10.1002/biot.201100475

 Lacki, K. M., and Brekkan, E. (2011). “High throughput screening techniques in protein purification,” in Protein Purification: Principles, High Resolution Methods, and Applications, 3rd Edn. (New Jersey, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.), 487–506. doi: 10.1002/9780470939932.ch20

 Łacki, K. M., and Riske, F. (2019). Affinity chromatography: an enabling technology for large scale bioprocessing. Biotechnol. J. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800397. [Epub ahead of print].

 Lakshmanan, M., Kok, Y. J., Lee, A. P., Kyriakopoulos, S., Lim, H. L., Teo, G., et al. (2019). Multi-omics profiling of CHO parental hosts reveals cell line-specific variations in bioprocessing traits. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2117–2129. doi: 10.1002/bit.27014

 Lalonde, M. E., and Durocher, Y. (2017). Therapeutic glycoprotein production in mammalian cells. J. Biotechnol. 251, 128–140. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2017.04.028

 Lamour, J., Wan, C., Zhang, M., Zhao, X., and Den Haan, R. (2019). Overexpression of endogenous stress-tolerance related genes in Saccharomyces cerevisiae improved strain robustness and production of heterologous cellobiohydrolase. FEMS Yeast Res. 19:foz035. doi: 10.1093/femsyr/foz035

 Langer, E. S., and Rader, R. A. (2014). Single-use technologies in biopharmaceutical manufacturing: a 10-year review of trends and the future. Eng. Life Sci. 14, 238–243. doi: 10.1002/elsc.201300090

 Larrick, J. W., Yu, L., Naftzger, C., Jaiswal, S., and Wycoff, K. (2001). Production of secretory IgA antibodies in plants. Biomol. Eng. 18, 87–94. doi: 10.1016/S1389-0344(01)00102-2

 Laukens, B., De Wachter, C., and Callewaert, N. (2015). Engineering the Pichia pastoris N-glycosylation pathway using the glycoswitch technology. Methods Mol. Biol. 1321, 103–122. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4939-2760-9_8

 Lazarevic, V., Gaïa, N., Girard, M., François, P., and Schrenzel, J. (2013). Comparison of DNA extraction methods in analysis of salivary bacterial communities. PLoS ONE 8:e67699. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0067699

 Le, L. T. M., Nyengaard, J. R., Golas, M. M., and Sander, B. (2018). Vectors for expression of signal peptide-dependent proteins in baculovirus/insect cell systems and their application to expression and purification of the high-affinity immunoglobulin gamma Fc receptor I in complex with its gamma chain. Mol. Biotechnol. 60, 31–40. doi: 10.1007/s12033-017-0041-8

 Ledung, E., Eriksson, P.-O., and Oscarsson, S. (2009). A strategic crossflow filtration methodology for the initial purification of promegapoietin from inclusion bodies. J. Biotechnol. 141, 64–72. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2009.02.016

 Lee, S.-M., Wu, C.-K., Plieskatt, J. L., Miura, K., Hickey, J. M., and King, C. R. (2017). N-terminal Pfs230 domain produced in baculovirus as a biological active transmission-blocking vaccine candidate. Clin. Vaccine Immunol. 24, e00140–e00117. doi: 10.1128/CVI.00140-17

 Lee, T. S. (2009). A methodological approach to scaling up fermentation and primary recovery processes to the manufacturing scale for vaccine production. Vaccine 27, 6439–6443. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.06.058

 Lemaitre, R. P., Bogdanova, A., Borgonovo, B., Woodruff, J. B., and Drechsel, D. N. (2019). FlexiBAC: a versatile, open-source baculovirus vector system for protein expression, secretion, and proteolytic processing. BMC Biotechnol. 19:20. doi: 10.1186/s12896-019-0512-z

 Levin, M., Otten, H., von Wachenfeldt, C., and Ohlin, M. (2015). A folded and immunogenic IgE-hyporeactive variant of the major allergen Phl p 1 produced in Escherichia coli. BMC Biotechnol. 15:52. doi: 10.1186/s12896-015-0150-z

 Li, M., Ebel, B., Blanchard, F., Paris, C., Guedon, E., and Marc, A. (2019). Control of IgG glycosylation by in situ and real-time estimation of specific growth rate of CHO cells cultured in bioreactor. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 985–993. doi: 10.1002/bit.26914

 Li, S. W., Yu, B., Byrne, G., Wright, M., O'Rourke, S., Mesa, K., et al. (2019). Identification and CRISPR/Cas9 inactivation of the C1s protease responsible for proteolysis of recombinant proteins produced in CHO cells. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2130–2145. doi: 10.1002/bit.27016

 Li, X.-R., Yang, Y.-K., Wang, R.-B., An, F.-L., Zhang, Y.-D., Nie, J.-Q., et al. (2019). A scale-down model of 4000-L cell culture process for inactivated foot-and-mouth disease vaccine production. Vaccine 37, 6380–6389. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.09.013

 Li, Z., Gu, Q., Coffman, J. L., Przybycien, T., and Zydney, A. L. (2019). Continuous precipitation for monoclonal antibody capture using countercurrent washing by microfiltration. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2886. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2886

 Lin, H., Leighty, R. W., Godfrey, S., and Wang, S. B. (2017). Principles and approach to developing mammalian cell culture media for high cell density perfusion process leveraging established fed-batch media. Biotechnol. Prog. 33, 891–901. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2472

 Liu, C. P., Tsai, T. I., Cheng, T., Shivatare, V. S., Wu, C. Y., Wu, C. Y., et al. (2018). Glycoengineering of antibody (Herceptin) through yeast expression and in vitro enzymatic glycosylation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115, 720–725. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1718172115

 Liu, M., Wang, B., Wang, F., Yang, Z., Gao, D., Zhang, C., et al. (2019). Soluble expression of single-chain variable fragment (scFv) in Escherichia coli using superfolder green fluorescent protein as fusion partner. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 103, 6071–6079. doi: 10.1007/s00253-019-09925-6

 Liu, Q., Shi, X., Song, L., Liu, H., Zhou, X., Wang, Q., et al. (2019). CRISPR–Cas9-mediated genomic multiloci integration in Pichia pastoris. Microb. Cell Fact. 18:144. doi: 10.1186/s12934-019-1194-x

 Liu, W., cang, Zhou, F., Xia, D., and Shiloach, J. (2019a). Expression of multidrug transporter P-glycoprotein in Pichia pastoris affects the host's methanol metabolism. Microb. Biotechnol. 12, 1226–1236. doi: 10.1111/1751-7915.13420

 Liu, W., Fan, X., Wang, X., Rai, K., Su, J., Xian, M., et al. (2019b). Chromatin-directed clarification in cell culture fluid enables non-protein affinity antibody purification by tangential flow filtration integrated with high-capacity cation exchange chromatography. Biochem. Eng. J. 151:107315. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2019.107315

 Liu, Z., Wickramasinghe, S. R., and Qian, X. (2017). Membrane chromatography for protein purifications from ligand design to functionalization. Sep. Sci. Technol. 52, 299–319. doi: 10.1080/01496395.2016.1223133

 Lobstein, J., Emrich, C. A., Jeans, C., Faulkner, M., Riggs, P., and Berkmen, M. (2012). SHuffle, a novel Escherichia coli protein expression strain capable of correctly folding disulfide bonded proteins in its cytoplasm. Microb. Cell Fact. 11:753. doi: 10.1186/1475-2859-11-56

 Loh, H.-S., Green, B. J., and Yusibov, V. (2017). Using transgenic plants and modified plant viruses for the development of treatments for human diseases. Curr. Opin. Virol. 26, 81–89. doi: 10.1016/j.coviro.2017.07.019

 Łojewska, E., Kowalczyk, T., Olejniczak, S., and Sakowicz, T. (2016). Extraction and purification methods in downstream processing of plant-based recombinant proteins. Protein Expr. Purif. 120, 110–117. doi: 10.1016/j.pep.2015.12.018

 Lomonossoff, G. P., and D'Aoust, M.-A. (2016). Plant-produced biopharmaceuticals: a case of technical developments driving clinical deployment. Science 353, 1237–1240. doi: 10.1126/science.aaf6638

 Long, Q., Liu, X., Yang, Y., Li, L., Harvey, L., McNeil, B., et al. (2014). The development and application of high throughput cultivation technology in bioprocess development. J. Biotechnol. 192, 323–338. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2014.03.028

 Looser, V., Bruhlmann, B., Bumbak, F., Stenger, C., Costa, M., Camattari, A., et al. (2015). Cultivation strategies to enhance productivity of Pichia pastoris: a review. Biotechnol. Adv. 33, 1177–1193. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2015.05.008

 Lozano Terol, G., Gallego-Jara, J., Sola Martínez, R. A., Cánovas Díaz, M., and de Diego Puente, T. (2019). Engineering protein production by rationally choosing a carbon and nitrogen source using E. coli BL21 acetate metabolism knockout strains. Microb. Cell Fact. 18:151. doi: 10.1186/s12934-019-1202-1

 Luo, M., Zhao, M., Cagliero, C., Jiang, H., Xie, Y., Zhu, J., et al. (2019). A general platform for efficient extracellular expression and purification of Fab from Escherichia coli. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 103, 3341–3353. doi: 10.1007/s00253-019-09745-8

 Mabashi-Asazuma, H., and Jarvis, D. L. (2017). CRISPR-Cas9 vectors for genome editing and host engineering in the baculovirus-insect cell system. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 114, 9068–9073. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1705836114

 Mahajan, E., Matthews, T., Hamilton, R., and Laird, M. W. (2010). Use of disposable reactors to generate inoculum cultures for E. coli production fermentations. Biotechnol. Prog. 26, 1200–1203. doi: 10.1002/btpr.414

 Maksimenko, O. G., Deykin, A. V., Khodarovich, Y. M., and Georgiev, P. G. (2013). Use of transgenic animals in biotechnology: prospects and problems. Acta Nat. 5, 33–46. doi: 10.32607/20758251-2013-5-1-33-46

 Malekian, R., Sima, S., Jahanian-Najafabadi, A., Moazen, F., and Akbari, V. (2019). Improvement of soluble expression of GM-CSF in the cytoplasm of Escherichia coli using chemical and molecular chaperones. Protein Expr. Purif. 160, 66–72. doi: 10.1016/j.pep.2019.04.002

 Mamat, U., Wilke, K., Bramhill, D., Schromm, A. B., Lindner, B., Kohl, T. A., et al. (2015). Detoxifying Escherichia coli for endotoxin-free production of recombinant proteins. Microb. Cell Fact. 14:57. doi: 10.1186/s12934-015-0241-5

 Manahan, M., Nelson, M., Cacciatore, J. J., Weng, J., Xu, S., and Pollard, J. (2019). Scale-down model qualification of ambr® 250 high-throughput mini-bioreactor system for two commercial-scale mAb processes. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2870. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2870

 Maria, S., Joucla, G., Garbay, B., Dieryck, W., Lomenech, A.-M., Santarelli, X., et al. (2015). Purification process of recombinant monoclonal antibodies with mixed mode chromatography. J. Chromatogr. A 1393, 57–64. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2015.03.018

 Martínez-Monge, I., Roman, R., Comas, P., Fontova, A., Lecina, M., Casablancas, A., et al. (2019). New developments in online OUR monitoring and its application to animal cell cultures. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 103, 6903–6917. doi: 10.1007/s00253-019-09989-4

 Martínez-Solís, M., Herrero, S., and Targovnik, A. M. (2019). Engineering of the baculovirus expression system for optimized protein production. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 103, 113–123. doi: 10.1007/s00253-018-9474-7

 Martins, D. L., Sencar, J., Hammerschmidt, N., Tille, B., Kinderman, J., Kreil, T. R., et al. (2019). Continuous solvent/detergent virus inactivation using a packed-bed reactor. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800646. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800646

 Masuda, Y., Tsuda, M., Hashikawa-Muto, C., Takahashi, Y., Nonaka, K., and Wakamatsu, K. (2019). Cation exchange chromatography performed in overloaded mode is effective in removing viruses during the manufacturing of monoclonal antibodies. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2858. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2858

 Mauro, V. P. (2018). Codon optimization in the production of recombinant biotherapeutics: potential risks and considerations. BioDrugs 32, 69–81. doi: 10.1007/s40259-018-0261-x

 McCue, J. T. (2009). “Chapter 25: Theory and use of hydrophobic interaction chromatography,” in Guide to Protein Purification, eds R. R. Burgess and M. P. Deutscher (London: Academic Press), 405–414. doi: 10.1016/S0076-6879(09)63025-1

 McDonald, P., Tran, B., Williams, C. R., Wong, M., Zhao, T., Kelley, B. D., et al. (2016). The rapid identification of elution conditions for therapeutic antibodies from cation-exchange chromatography resins using high-throughput screening. J. Chromatogr. A 1433, 66–74. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2015.12.071

 McKenzie, E. A., and Abbott, W. M. (2018). Expression of recombinant proteins in insect and mammalian cells. Methods 147, 40–49. doi: 10.1016/j.ymeth.2018.05.013

 Meagher, M. M., Seravalli, J. G., Swanson, S. T., Ladd, R. G., Khasa, Y. P., Inan, M., et al. (2011). Process development and cGMP manufacturing of a recombinant ricin vaccine: An effective and stable recombinant ricin a-chain vaccine-RVEcTM. Biotechnol. Prog. 27, 1036–1047. doi: 10.1002/btpr.631

 Mehalko, J. L., and Esposito, D. (2016). Engineering the transposition-based baculovirus expression vector system for higher efficiency protein production from insect cells. J. Biotechnol. 238, 1–8. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2016.09.002

 Mehta, S. (2014). “Automated single-use centrifugation solution for diverse biomanufacturing process,” in Continuous Processing in Pharmaceutical Manufacturing, ed G. Subramanian (Weinheim: Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA), 385–400. doi: 10.1002/9783527673681.ch15

 Merlin, M., Gecchele, E., Capaldi, S., Pezzotti, M., and Avesani, L. (2014). Comparative evaluation of recombinant protein production in different biofactories: the green perspective. Biomed Res. Int. 2014:136419. doi: 10.1155/2014/136419

 Merten, O.-W. (2015). Advances in cell culture: anchorage dependence. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B. Biol. Sci. 370:20140040. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2014.0040

 Mevada, J., Devi, S., and Pandit, A. (2019). Large scale microbial cell disruption using hydrodynamic cavitation: energy saving options. Biochem. Eng. J. 143, 151–160. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2018.12.010

 Miguel, S., Nisse, E., Biteau, F., Rottloff, S., Mignard, B., Gontier, E., et al. (2019). Assessing carnivorous plants for the production of recombinant proteins. Front. Plant Sci. 10:793. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2019.00793

 Mir-Artigues, P., Twyman, R. M., Alvarez, D., Cerda Bennasser, P., Balcells, M., Christou, P., et al. (2019). A simplified techno-economic model for the molecular pharming of antibodies. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2526–2539. doi: 10.1002/bit.27093

 Monzani, P. S., Adona, P. R., Ohashi, O. M., Meirelles, F. V., and Wheeler, M. B. (2016). Transgenic bovine as bioreactors: challenges and perspectives. Bioengineered 7, 123–131. doi: 10.1080/21655979.2016.1171429

 Mothes, B. (2017). “Accelerated seamless antibody purification: simplicity is key,” in Process Scale Purification of Antibodies, Second, ed U. Gottschalk (Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.), 431–443. doi: 10.1002/9781119126942.ch20

 Moura, R. R., Melo, L. M., and Freitas, V. J. F. (2011). Production of recombinant proteins in milk of transgenic and non-transgenic goats. Brazilian Arch. Biol. Technol. 54, 927–938. doi: 10.1590/S1516-89132011000500010

 Moustafa, K., Makhzoum, A., and Trémouillaux-Guiller, J. (2016). Molecular farming on rescue of pharma industry for next generations. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 36, 840–850. doi: 10.3109/07388551.2015.1049934

 Mozdzierz, N. J., Love, K. R., Lee, K. S., Lee, H. L. T., Shah, K. A., Ram, R. J., et al. (2015). A perfusion-capable microfluidic bioreactor for assessing microbial heterologous protein production. Lab Chip 15, 2918–2922. doi: 10.1039/C5LC00443H

 Müller-Späth, T., Aumann, L., Ströhlein, G., Kornmann, H., Valax, P., Delegrange, L., et al. (2010). Two step capture and purification of IgG2 using multicolumn countercurrent solvent gradient purification (MCSGP). Biotechnol. Bioeng. 107, 974–984. doi: 10.1002/bit.22887

 Muthukumar, S., and Rathore, A. S. (2013). High throughput process development (HTPD) platform for membrane chromatography. J. Memb. Sci. 442, 245–253. doi: 10.1016/j.memsci.2013.04.021

 Nakamura, Y., Nishi, T., Noguchi, R., Ito, Y., Watanabe, T., Nishiyama, T., et al. (2018). A stable, autonomously replicating plasmid vector containing Pichia pastoris centromeric DNA. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 84:e02882–17. doi: 10.1128/AEM.02882-17

 Nambiar, A. M. K., Li, Y., and Zydney, A. L. (2017). Countercurrent staged diafiltration for formulation of high value proteins. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 115, 139–144. doi: 10.1002/bit.26441

 Narayanan, H., Sokolov, M., Butté, A., and Morbidelli, M. (2019a). Decision Tree-PLS (DT-PLS) algorithm for the development of process: specific local prediction models. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2818. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2818

 Narayanan, H., Sokolov, M., Morbidelli, M., and Butté, A. (2019b). A new generation of predictive models: the added value of hybrid models for manufacturing processes of therapeutic proteins. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2540–2549. doi: 10.1002/bit.27097

 Nielsen, J. (2013). Production of biopharmaceutical proteins by yeast. Bioengineered 4, 207–211. doi: 10.4161/bioe.22856

 Nishida, T., Kubota, S., and Takigawa, M. (2017). “Production of recombinant CCN2 protein by mammalian cells,” in Methods in Molecular Biology, ed M. Takigawa (New York, NY: Humana Press), 95–105. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4939-6430-7_10

 Noyes, A., Basha, J., Frostad, J., Cook, S., Millard, D., Mullin, J., et al. (2015). A modular approach for the ultra-scale-down of depth filtration. J. Memb. Sci. 496, 199–210. doi: 10.1016/j.memsci.2015.07.010

 Orr, V., Zhong, L., Moo-Young, M., and Chou, C. P. (2013). Recent advances in bioprocessing application of membrane chromatography. Biotechnol. Adv. 31, 450–465. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2013.01.007

 Ötes, O., Flato, H., Vazquez Ramirez, D., Badertscher, B., Bisschops, M., and Capito, F. (2018). Scale-up of continuous multicolumn chromatography for the protein a capture step: from bench to clinical manufacturing. J. Biotechnol. 281, 168–174. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2018.07.022

 Owczarek, B., Gerszberg, A., and Hnatuszko-Konka, K. (2019). A brief reminder of systems of production and chromatography-based recovery of recombinant protein biopharmaceuticals. Biomed Res. Int. 2019, 1–13. doi: 10.1155/2019/4216060

 Pagkaliwangan, M., Hummel, J., Gjoka, X., Bisschops, M., and Schofield, M. (2018). Optimized continuous multi-column chromatography enables increased productivities and cost savings by employing more columns. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800179. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800179

 Palombarini, F., Ghirga, F., Boffi, A., Macone, A., and Bonamore, A. (2019). Application of crossflow ultrafiltration for scaling up the purification of a recombinant ferritin. Protein Expr. Purif. 163:105451. doi: 10.1016/j.pep.2019.105451

 Pan, S., Zelger, M., Jungbauer, A., and Hahn, R. (2014). Integrated continuous dissolution, refolding and tag removal of fusion proteins from inclusion bodies in a tubular reactor. J. Biotechnol. 185, 39–50. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2014.06.010

 Papaneophytou, C. P., and Kontopidis, G. (2014). Statistical approaches to maximize recombinant protein expression in Escherichia coli: a general review. Protein Expr. Purif. 94, 22–32. doi: 10.1016/j.pep.2013.10.016

 Papaneophytou, C. P., and Kontopidis, G. A. (2012). Optimization of TNF-α overexpression in Escherichia coli using response surface methodology: Purification of the protein and oligomerization studies. Protein Expr. Purif. 86, 35–44. doi: 10.1016/j.pep.2012.09.002

 Paraskevopoulou, V., and Falcone, F. (2018). Polyionic tags as enhancers of protein solubility in recombinant protein expression. Microorganisms 6:47. doi: 10.3390/microorganisms6020047

 Park, K. Y., and Wi, S. J. (2016). Potential of plants to produce recombinant protein products. J. Plant Biol. 59, 559–568. doi: 10.1007/s12374-016-0482-9

 Pathak, M., Dutta, D., and Rathore, P. A. (2014). Analytical QbD: Development of a native gel electrophoresis method for measurement of monoclonal antibody aggregates. Electrophoresis 35, 2163–2171. doi: 10.1002/elps.201400055

 Patil, R., and Walther, J. (2016). “Continuous manufacturing of recombinant therapeutic proteins: upstream and downstream technologies,” in Advances in Biochemical Engineering/Biotechnology, eds B. Kiss, U. Gottschalk, and M. Pohlscheidt (Berlin; Heidelberg: Springer), 1–46. doi: 10.1007/10_2016_58

 Pato, T. P., Souza, M. C. O., Mattos, D. A., Caride, E., Ferreira, D. F., Gaspar, L. P., et al. (2019). Purification of yellow fever virus produced in Vero cells for inactivated vaccine manufacture. Vaccine 37, 3214–3220. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.04.077

 Pazmiño-Ibarra, V., Mengual-Martí, A., Targovnik, A. M., and Herrero, S. (2019). Improvement of baculovirus as protein expression vector and as biopesticide by CRISPR/Cas9 editing. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2823–2833. doi: 10.1002/bit.27139

 Peebo, K., and Neubauer, P. (2018). Application of continuous culture methods to recombinant protein production in microorganisms. Microorganisms 6:56. doi: 10.3390/microorganisms6030056

 Pekarsky, A., Spadiut, O., Rajamanickam, V., and Wurm, D. J. (2019). A fast and simple approach to optimize the unit operation high pressure homogenization - a case study for a soluble therapeutic protein in E. coli. Prep. Biochem. Biotechnol. 49, 74–81. doi: 10.1080/10826068.2018.1536988

 Permyakova, N. V., Sidorchuk, Y. V., Marenkova, T. V., Khozeeva, S. A., Kuznetsov, V. V., Zagorskaya, A. A., et al. (2019). CRISPR/Cas9-mediated gfp gene inactivation in Arabidopsis suspension cells. Mol. Biol. Rep. 46, 5735–5743. doi: 10.1007/s11033-019-05007-y

 Pinto, I. F., Soares, R. R. G., Aires-Barros, M. R., Chu, V., Conde, J. P., and Azevedo, A. M. (2019). Optimizing the performance of chromatographic separations using microfluidics: multiplexed and quantitative screening of ligands and target molecules. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800593. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800593

 Pinto, J., de Azevedo, C. R., Oliveira, R., and von Stosch, M. (2019). A bootstrap-aggregated hybrid semi-parametric modeling framework for bioprocess development. Bioprocess Biosyst. Eng. 42, 1853–1865. doi: 10.1007/s00449-019-02181-y

 Priola, J. J., Calzadilla, N., Baumann, M., Borth, N., Tate, C. G., and Betenbaugh, M. J. (2016). High-throughput screening and selection of mammalian cells for enhanced protein production. Biotechnol. J. 11, 853–865. doi: 10.1002/biot.201500579

 Puetz, J., and Wurm, F. M. (2019). Recombinant proteins for industrial versus pharmaceutical purposes: a review of process and pricing. Processes 7:476. doi: 10.3390/pr7080476

 Raab, N., Mathias, S., Alt, K., Handrick, R., Fischer, S., Schmieder, V., et al. (2019). CRISPR/Cas9-mediated knockout of MicroRNA-744 improves antibody titer of CHO production cell lines. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800477. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800477

 Rahimi, A., Hosseini, S. N., Karimi, A., Aghdasinia, H., and Arabi Mianroodi, R. (2019). Enhancing the efficiency of recombinant hepatitis B surface antigen production in Pichia pastoris by employing continuous fermentation. Biochem. Eng. J. 141, 112–119. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2018.10.019

 Ramos-de-la-Peña, A. M., González-Valdez, J., and Aguilar, O. (2019). Protein A chromatography: challenges and progress in the purification of monoclonal antibodies. J. Sep. Sci. 42, 1816–1827. doi: 10.1002/jssc.201800963

 Raschmanová, H., Weninger, A., Glieder, A., Kovar, K., and Vogl, T. (2018). Implementing CRISPR-Cas technologies in conventional and non-conventional yeasts: Current state and future prospects. Biotechnol. Adv. 36, 641–665. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2018.01.006

 Rathore, A. S., Agarwal, H., Sharma, A. K., Pathak, M., and Muthukumar, S. (2015). Continuous processing for production of biopharmaceuticals. Prep. Biochem. Biotechnol. 45, 836–849. doi: 10.1080/10826068.2014.985834

 Rathore, A. S., Bade, P., Joshi, V., Pathak, M., and Pattanayek, S. K. (2013). Refolding of biotech therapeutic proteins expressed in bacteria: review. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 88, 1794–1806. doi: 10.1002/jctb.4152

 Rathore, A. S., Kumar, D., and Kateja, N. (2018). Recent developments in chromatographic purification of biopharmaceuticals. Biotechnol. Lett. 40, 895–905. doi: 10.1007/s10529-018-2552-1

 Raven, N., Rasche, S., Kuehn, C., Anderlei, T., Klöckner, W., Schuster, F., et al. (2015). Scaled-up manufacturing of recombinant antibodies produced by plant cells in a 200-L orbitally-shaken disposable bioreactor. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 112, 308–321. doi: 10.1002/bit.25352

 Rege, K., Pepsin, M., Falcon, B., Steele, L., and Heng, M. (2006). High-throughput process development for recombinant protein purification. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 93, 618–630. doi: 10.1002/bit.20702

 Reinhart, D., Damjanovic, L., Kaisermayer, C., Sommeregger, W., Gili, A., Gasselhuber, B., et al. (2019). Bioprocessing of recombinant CHO-K1, CHO-DG44, and CHO-S: CHO expression hosts favor either mAb production or biomass synthesis. Biotechnol. J. 14:1700686. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700686

 Richardson, A., and Walker, J. (2018). Continuous Solids-Discharging Centrifugation: A Solution to the Challenges of Clarifying High-Cell-Density Mammalian-Cell Cultures. Available online at: bioprocessintl.com.; https://bioprocessintl.com/downstream-processing/separation-purification/continuous-solids-discharging-centrifugation-a-solution-to-the-challenges-of-clarifying-high-cell-density-mammalian-cell-cultures/ (accessed November 10, 2018).

 Ritacco, F. V., Wu, Y., and Khetan, A. (2018). Cell culture media for recombinant protein expression in Chinese hamster ovary (CHO) cells: history, key components, and optimization strategies. Biotechnol Prog. 34, 1407–1426. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2706

 Rivas-Interián, R. M., Guillén-Francisco, J. A., Sacramento-Rivero, J. C., Zitlalpopoca-Soriano, Á. G., and Baz-Rodríguez, S. A. (2019). Concentration effects of main components of synthetic culture media on oxygen transfer in bubble column bioreactors. Biochem. Eng. J. 143, 131–140. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2018.12.008

 Robinson, M.-P., Ke, N., Lobstein, J., Peterson, C., Szkodny, A., Mansell, T. J., et al. (2015). Efficient expression of full-length antibodies in the cytoplasm of engineered bacteria. Nat. Commun. 6:8072. doi: 10.1038/ncomms9072

 Román, R., Miret, J., Roura, A., Casablancas, A., Lecina, M., and Cairó, J. J. (2019). Enabling HEK293 cells for antibiotic-free media bioprocessing through CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing. Biochem. Eng. J. 151:107299. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2019.107299

 Rosano, G. L., and Ceccarelli, E. A. (2014). Recombinant protein expression in Escherichia coli: advances and challenges. Front. Microbiol. 5:172. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2014.00172

 Rosano, G. L., Morales, E. S., and Ceccarelli, E. A. (2019). New tools for recombinant protein production in Escherichia coli : a 5-year update. Protein Sci. 28, 1412–1422. doi: 10.1002/pro.3668

 Rozov, S. M., and Deineko, E. V. (2019). Strategies for optimizing recombinant protein synthesis in plant cells: classical approaches and new directions. Mol. Biol. 53, 157–175. doi: 10.1134/S0026893319020146

 Rozov, S. M., Permyakova, N. V., and Deineko, E. V. (2018). Main strategies of plant expression system glycoengineering for producing humanized recombinant pharmaceutical proteins. Biochemistry 83, 215–232. doi: 10.1134/S0006297918030033

 Rucker-Pezzini, J., Arnold, L., Hill-Byrne, K., Sharp, T., Avazhanskiy, M., and Forespring, C. (2018). Single pass diafiltration integrated into a fully continuous mab purification process. Biotechnol. Bioeng. doi: 10.1002/bit.26608. [Epub ahead of print].

 Rugbjerg, P., and Sommer, M. O. A. (2019). Overcoming genetic heterogeneity in industrial fermentations. Nat. Biotechnol. 37, 869–876. doi: 10.1038/s41587-019-0171-6

 Ruiz, J., Fernández-Castané, A., de Mas, C., González, G., and López-Santín, J. (2013). From laboratory to pilot plant E. coli fed-batch cultures: optimizing the cellular environment for protein maximization. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 40, 335–343. doi: 10.1007/s10295-012-1226-6

 Sakhnini, L. I., Pedersen, A. K., León, I. R., Greisen, P. J., Hansen, J. J., Vester-Christensen, M. B., et al. (2019). Optimizing selectivity of anion hydrophobic multimodal chromatography for purification of a single-chain variable fragment. Eng. Life Sci. 19, 490–501. doi: 10.1002/elsc.201800207

 Sanden, A., Suhm, S., Rüdt, M., and Hubbuch, J. (2019). Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy as a process analytical technology for near real time in-line estimation of the degree of PEGylation in chromatography. J. Chromatogr. A 1608:460410. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2019.460410

 Sandner, V., Pybus, L. P., McCreath, G., and Glassey, J. (2018). Scale-down model development in ambrTM systems: an industrial perspective. Biotechnol. J. 14:e1700766. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700766

 São Pedro, M. N., Azevedo, A. M., Aires-Barros, M. R., and Soares, R. R. G. (2019). Minimizing the influence of fluorescent tags on IgG partition in PEG–salt aqueous two-phase systems for rapid screening applications. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800640. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800640

 Saraswat, M., Musante, L., Ravidá, A., Shortt, B., Byrne, B., and Holthofer, H. (2013). Preparative purification of recombinant proteins: current status and future trends. Biomed Res. Int. 2013:312709. doi: 10.1155/2013/312709

 Sari, D., Gupta, K., Raj, D. B. T. G., Aubert, A., Drncová, P., Garzoni, F., et al. (2016). “The MultiBac baculovirus/insect cell expression vector system for producing complex protein biologics,” in Advanced Technologies for Protein Complex Production and Characterization. Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology, ed M. Cristina Vega (Cham: Springer), 199–215. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-27216-0_13

 Sarker, A., Rathore, A. S., and Gupta, R. D. (2019). Evaluation of scFv protein recovery from E. coli by in vitro refolding and mild solubilization process. Microb. Cell Fact. 18:5. doi: 10.1186/s12934-019-1053-9

 Schillberg, S., Raven, N., Spiegel, H., Rasche, S., and Buntru, M. (2019). Critical analysis of the commercial potential of plants for the production of recombinant proteins. Front. Plant Sci. 10:720. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2019.00720

 Schmidt, F. R. (2005). Optimization and scale up of industrial fermentation processes. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 68, 425–435. doi: 10.1007/s00253-005-0003-0

 Schofield, M. (2018). Current state of the art in continuous bioprocessing. Biotechnol. Lett. 40, 1303–1309. doi: 10.1007/s10529-018-2593-5

 Schreffler, J., Bailley, M., Klimek, T., Agneta, P., Wiltsie, W. E., Felo, M., et al. (2015). Characterization of Postcapture Impurity Removal Across An Adsorptive Depth Filter. 13, 36–45. Available online at: bioprocessintl.com; https://bioprocessintl.com/downstream-processing/filtration/characterization-postcapture-impurity-removal-across-adsorptive-depth-filter/ (accessed August 18, 2019).

 Schwarzhans, J.-P., Luttermann, T., Geier, M., Kalinowski, J., and Friehs, K. (2017). Towards systems metabolic engineering in Pichia pastoris. Biotechnol. Adv. 35, 681–710. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2017.07.009

 Sewell, D. J., Turner, R., Field, R., Holmes, W., Pradhan, R., Spencer, C., et al. (2019). Enhancing the functionality of a microscale bioreactor system as an industrial process development tool for mammalian perfusion culture. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1315–1325. doi: 10.1002/bit.26946

 Shekhawat, L. K., Godara, A., Kumar, V., and Rathore, A. S. (2019). Design of experiments applications in bioprocessing: Chromatography process development using split design of experiments. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2730. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2730

 Shekhawat, L. K., and Rathore, A. S. (2019a). An overview of mechanistic modeling of liquid chromatography. Prep. Biochem. Biotechnol. 49, 623–638. doi: 10.1080/10826068.2019.1615504

 Shekhawat, L. K., and Rathore, A. S. (2019b). Mechanistic modeling based process analytical technology implementation for pooling in hydrophobic interaction chromatography. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2758. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2758

 Shepelev, M. V., Kalinichenko, S. V., Deykin, A. V., and Korobko, I. V (2018). Production of recombinant proteins in the milk of transgenic animals: current state and prospects. Acta Naturae 10, 40–47. doi: 10.32607/20758251-2018-10-3-40-47

 Shukla, A. A., and Gottschalk, U. (2013). Single-use disposable technologies for biopharmaceutical manufacturing. Trends Biotechnol. 31, 147–154. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2012.10.004

 Shukla, A. A., and Thömmes, J. (2010). Recent advances in large-scale production of monoclonal antibodies and related proteins. Trends Biotechnol. 28, 253–261. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2010.02.001

 Sifniotis, V., Cruz, E., Eroglu, B., and Kayser, V. (2019). Current advancements in addressing key challenges of therapeutic antibody design, manufacture, and formulation. Antibodies 8:36. doi: 10.3390/antib8020036

 Singh, N., Arunkumar, A., Chollangi, S., Tan, Z. G., Borys, M., and Li, Z. J. (2016). Clarification technologies for monoclonal antibody manufacturing processes: current state and future perspectives. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 113, 698–716. doi: 10.1002/bit.25810

 Singh, N., and Chollangi, S. (2017). “Next-generation clarification technologies for the downstream processing of antibodies,” in Process Scale Purification of Antibodies, ed U. Gottschalk (Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.), 81–112. doi: 10.1002/9781119126942.ch4

 Singh, N., and Herzer, S. (2017) “Downstream processing technologies/capturing final purification,” in New Bioprocessing Strategies: Development and Manufacturing of Recombinant Antibodies Proteins. Advances in Biochemical Engineering/Biotechnology, Vol. 165, eds B. Kiss, U, Gottschalk, M. Pohlscheidt (Cham: Springer). doi: 10.1007/10_2017_12

 Sinha, J., Plantz, B. A., Inan, M., and Meagher, M. M. (2005). Causes of proteolytic degradation of secreted recombinant proteins produced in methylotrophic yeast Pichia pastoris: case study with recombinant ovine interferon-τ. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 89, 102–112. doi: 10.1002/bit.20318

 Slouka, C., Kopp, J., Strohmer, D., Kager, J., Spadiut, O., and Herwig, C. (2019). Monitoring and control strategies for inclusion body production in E. coli based on glycerol consumption. J. Biotechnol. 296, 75–82. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2019.03.014

 Snijder, H. J., and Hakulinen, J. (2016). “Membrane protein production in E. coli for applications in drug discovery,” in Advanced Technologies for Protein Complex Production and Characterization. Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology, ed M. Cristina Vega (Cham: Springer), 59–77. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-27216-0_5

 Somasundaram, B., Pleitt, K., Shave, E., Baker, K., and Lua, L. H. L. (2018). Progression of continuous downstream processing of monoclonal antibodies: current trends and challenges. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 115, 2893–2907. doi: 10.1002/bit.26812

 Stamatis, C., Goldrick, S., Gruber, D., Turner, R., Titchener-Hooker, N. J., and Farid, S. S. (2019). High throughput process development workflow with advanced decision-support for antibody purification. J. Chromatogr. A 1596, 104–116. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2019.03.005

 Steele, K. H., Stone, B. J., Franklin, K. M., Fath-Goodin, A., Zhang, X., Jiang, H., et al. (2017). Improving the baculovirus expression vector system with vankyrin-enhanced technology. Biotechnol. Prog. 33, 1496–1507. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2516

 Steinebach, F., Angarita, M., Karst, D. J., Müller-Späth, T., and Morbidelli, M. (2016). Model based adaptive control of a continuous capture process for monoclonal antibodies production. J. Chromatogr. A 1444, 50–56. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2016.03.014

 Steinebach, F., Ulmer, N., Wolf, M., Decker, L., Schneider, V., Wälchli, R., et al. (2017). Design and operation of a continuous integrated monoclonal antibody production process. Biotechnol. Prog. 33, 1303–1313. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2522

 Stovicek, V., Borodina, I., and Forster, J. (2015). CRISPR-Cas system enables fast and simple genome editing of industrial Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains. Metab. Eng. Commun. 2, 13–22. doi: 10.1016/j.meteno.2015.03.001

 Stovicek, V., Holkenbrink, C., and Borodina, I. (2017). CRISPR/Cas system for yeast genome engineering: advances and applications. FEMS Yeast Res. 17:fox030. doi: 10.1093/femsyr/fox030

 Subramanian, G. (2018). Continuous Biomanufacturing: Innovative Technologies and Methods. Weinheim: Wiley-VCH.

 Swartz, A. R., Xu, X., Traylor, S. J., Li, Z. J., and Chen, W. (2018). One-step affinity capture and precipitation for improved purification of an industrial monoclonal antibody using Z-ELP functionalized nanocages. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 115, 423–432. doi: 10.1002/bit.26467

 Tao, Y., Li, G., Zheng, W., Shu, J., Chen, J., Yang, F., et al. (2019). Development of a combined genetic engineering vaccine for porcine circovirus type 2 and Mycoplasma hyopneumoniae by a baculovirus expression system. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 20, 4425. doi: 10.3390/ijms20184425

 Tapia, F., Vázquez-Ramírez, D., Genzel, Y., and Reichl, U. (2016). Bioreactors for high cell density and continuous multi-stage cultivations: options for process intensification in cell culture-based viral vaccine production. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 100, 2121–2132. doi: 10.1007/s00253-015-7267-9

 Tarrant, R. D. R., Velez-Suberbie, M. L., Tait, A. S., Smales, C. M., and Bracewell, D. G. (2012). Host cell protein adsorption characteristics during protein A chromatography. Biotechnol. Prog. 28, 1037–1044. doi: 10.1002/btpr.1581

 Tejwani, V., Andersen, M. R., Nam, J. H., and Sharfstein, S. T. (2018). Glycoengineering in CHO cells: advances in systems biology. Biotechnol. J. 13:e1700234. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700234

 Tekoah, Y., Shulman, A., Kizhner, T., Ruderfer, I., Fux, L., Nataf, Y., et al. (2015). Large-scale production of pharmaceutical proteins in plant cell culture-the protalix experience. Plant Biotechnol. J. 13, 1199–1208. doi: 10.1111/pbi.12428

 Tiwari, A., Kateja, N., Chanana, S., and Rathore, A. S. (2018). Use of HPLC as an enabler of process analytical technology in process chromatography. Anal. Chem. 90, 7824–7829. doi: 10.1021/acs.analchem.8b00897

 Tourdot, S., and Hickling, T. P. (2019). Nonclinical immunogenicity risk assessment of therapeutic proteins. Bioanalysis. 11, 1631–1643. doi: 10.4155/bio-2018-0246

 Treier, K., Hansen, S., Richter, C., Diederich, P., Hubbuch, J., and Lester, P. (2012). High-throughput methods for miniaturization and automation of monoclonal antibody purification processes. Biotechnol. Prog. 28, 723–732. doi: 10.1002/btpr.1533

 Tripathi, N. K. (2016). Production and purification of recombinant proteins from Escherichia coli. ChemBioEng Rev. 3, 116–133. doi: 10.1002/cben.201600002

 Tripathi, N. K., and Shrivastava, A. (2018). “Scale up of biopharmaceuticals production,” in Nanoscale Fabrication, Optimization, Scale-Up and Biological Aspects of Pharmaceutical Nanotechnology, ed A. Grumezescu (Oxford: Elsevier), 133–172. doi: 10.1016/B978-0-12-813629-4.00004-8

 Ulmer, N., Ristanovic, D., and Morbidelli, M. (2019a). Process for continuous fab production by digestion of IgG. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800677. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800677

 Ulmer, N., Vogg, S., Müller-Späth, T., and Morbidelli, M. (2019b). “Purification of human monoclonal antibodies and their fragments,” in Human Monoclonal Antibodies, ed M. Steinitz (New York, NY: Humana Press), 163–188. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4939-8958-4_7

 Unni, S., Prabhu, A. A., Pandey, R., Hande, R., and Veeranki, V. D. (2019). Artificial neural network-genetic algorithm (ANN-GA) based medium optimization for the production of human interferon gamma (hIFN-γ) in Kluyveromyces lactis cell factory. Can. J. Chem. Eng. 97, 843–858. doi: 10.1002/cjce.23350

 Urmann, M., Graalfs, H., Joehnck, M., Jacob, L. R., and Frech, C. (2010). Cation-exchange chromatography of monoclonal antibodies: characterisation of a novel stationary phase designed for production-scale purification. MAbs 2, 395–404. doi: 10.4161/mabs.12303

 Utturkar, A., Gillette, K., Sun, C., Pagkaliwangan, M., Quesenberry, R., and Schofield, M. (2019). A direct approach for process development using single column experiments results in predictable streamlined multi-column chromatography bioprocesses. Biotechnol. J. 14. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800243

 Valderrama-Rincon, J. D., Fisher, A. C., Merritt, J. H., Fan, Y.-Y., Reading, C. A., Chhiba, K., et al. (2012). An engineered eukaryotic protein glycosylation pathway in Escherichia coli. Nat. Chem. Biol. 8, 434–436. doi: 10.1038/nchembio.921

 Van Alstine, J. M., Jagschies, G., and Łacki, K. M. (2018). “Alternative Separation Methods: Crystallization and Aqueous Polymer Two-Phase Extraction,” in Biopharmaceutical Processing: Development, Design, and Implementation of Manufacturing Processes, eds G. Jagschies, E. Lindskog, K. Lacki, and P. Galliher (Amsterdam: Elsevier), 241–267. doi: 10.1016/B978-0-08-100623-8.00012-8

 Van Oers, M. M., Pijlman, G. P., and Vlak, J. M. (2018). Thirty years of baculovirus-insect cell protein expression: from dark horse to mainstream technology. J. Gen. Virol. 96, 6–23. doi: 10.1099/vir.0.067108-0

 Van Rensburg, E., Den Haan, R., Smith, J., Van Zyl, W. H., and Görgens, J. F. (2012). The metabolic burden of cellulase expression by recombinant Saccharomyces cerevisiae Y294 in aerobic batch culture. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 96, 197–209. doi: 10.1007/s00253-012-4037-9

 Vento, J. M., Crook, N., and Beisel, C. L. (2019). Barriers to genome editing with CRISPR in bacteria. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 46, 1327–1341. doi: 10.1007/s10295-019-02195-1

 Vermasvuori, R., and Hurme, M. (2011). Economic comparison of diagnostic antibody production in perfusion stirred tank and in hollow fiber bioreactor processes. Biotechnol. Prog. 27, 1588–1598. doi: 10.1002/btpr.676

 Vieira Gomes, A. M., Souza Carmo, T., Silva Carvalho, L., Mendonça Bahia, F., and Parachin, N. S. (2018). Comparison of yeasts as hosts for recombinant protein production. Microorganisms 6:E38. doi: 10.3390/microorganisms6020038

 Vit, F. F., Oliveira, A. F., Rodríguez, D. A. O., de Carvalho, H. F., Lancellotti, M., and de la Torre, L. G. (2019). Perfusion microbioreactor system with permeable membranes to monitor bacterial growth. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 94, 712–720. doi: 10.1002/jctb.5814

 Vodopivec, M., Lah, L., Narat, M., and Curk, T. (2019). Metabolomic profiling of CHO fed-batch growth phases at 10, 100, and 1,000 L. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2720–2729. doi: 10.1002/bit.27087

 Vogg, S., Müller-Späth, T., and Morbidelli, M. (2018). Current status and future challenges in continuous biochromatography. Curr. Opin. Chem. Eng. 22, 138–144. doi: 10.1016/j.coche.2018.09.001

 Vogg, S., Ulmer, N., Souquet, J., Broly, H., and Morbidelli, M. (2019). Experimental evaluation of the impact of intrinsic process parameters on the performance of a continuous chromatographic polishing unit (MCSGP). Biotechnol. J. 14:1800732. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800732

 Voulgaris, I., Chatel, A., Hoare, M., Finka, G., and Uden, M. (2016). Evaluation of options for harvest of a recombinant E. coli fermentation producing a domain antibody using ultra scale-down techniques and pilot-scale verification. Biotechnol. Prog. 32, 382–392. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2220

 Wacker, M., Linton, D., Hitchen, P. G., Nita-Lazar, M., Haslam, S. M., North, S. J., et al. (2002). N-linked glycosylation in campylobacter jejuni and its functional transfer into E. coli. Science 298, 1790–1793. doi: 10.1126/science.298.5599.1790

 Walsh, G. (2018). Biopharmaceutical benchmarks 2018. 36, 1136–1145. doi: 10.1038/nbt.4305

 Walther, C., and Dürauer, A. (2017). Microscale disruption of microorganisms for parallelized process development. Biotechnol. J. 12:1600579. doi: 10.1002/biot.201600579

 Walther, J., Lu, J., Hollenbach, M., Yu, M., Hwang, C., McLarty, J., et al. (2019). Perfusion cell culture decreases process and product heterogeneity in a head-to-head comparison with fed-batch. Biotechnol. J. 14:1700733. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700733

 Wang, Q., Yin, B., Chung, C. Y., and Betenbaugh, M. J. (2017). “Glycoengineering of CHO cells to improve product quality,” in Heterologous Protein Production in CHO Cells. Methods in Molecular Biology, ed P. Meleady (New York, NY: Humana Press Inc.), 25–44. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4939-6972-2_2

 Wang, S. B., Godfrey, S., Radoniqi, F., Lin, H., and Coffman, J. (2019). Larger pore size hollow fiber membranes as a solution to the product retention issue in filtration-based perfusion bioreactors. Biotechnol. J. 14:1800137. doi: 10.1002/biot.201800137

 Wang, Y., Zhao, S., Bai, L., Fan, J., and Liu, E. (2013). Expression systems and species used for transgenic animal bioreactors. Biomed Res. Int. 2013, 1–9. doi: 10.1155/2013/580463

 Warnock, J. N., and Al-Rubeai, M. (2006). Bioreactor systems for the production of biopharmaceuticals from animal cells. Biotechnol. Appl. Biochem. 45(Pt 1):1–12. doi: 10.1042/BA20050233

 Weigel, T., Soliman, R., Wolff, M. W., and Reichl, U. (2019). Hydrophobic-interaction chromatography for purification of influenza A and B virus. J. Chromatogr. B 1117, 103–117. doi: 10.1016/j.jchromb.2019.03.037

 Wellhoefer, M., Sprinzl, W., Hahn, R., and Jungbauer, A. (2014). Continuous processing of recombinant proteins: integration of refolding and purification using simulated moving bed size-exclusion chromatography with buffer recycling. J. Chromatogr. A 1337, 48–56. doi: 10.1016/j.chroma.2014.02.016

 Weninger, A., Fischer, J. E., Raschmanová, H., Kniely, C., Vogl, T., and Glieder, A. (2018). Expanding the CRISPR/Cas9 toolkit for Pichia pastoris with efficient donor integration and alternative resistance markers. J. Cell. Biochem. 119, 3183–3198. doi: 10.1002/jcb.26474

 Weninger, A., Hatzl, A. M., Schmid, C., Vogl, T., and Glieder, A. (2016). Combinatorial optimization of CRISPR/Cas9 expression enables precision genome engineering in the methylotrophic yeast Pichia pastoris. J. Biotechnol. 235, 139–149. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2016.03.027

 Werner, A. (2013). “Large-scale manufacturing of biopharmaceuticals – speed up the road to market by scale up: the 6 × 15 000 l BI bioreactors,” in Modern Biopharmaceuticals, ed J. Knäblein (Weinheim: Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH and Co. KGaA), 527–537. doi: 10.1002/9783527669417.ch23

 Werner, S., Maschke, R. W., Eibl, D., and Eibl, R. (2018). “Bioreactor technology for sustainable production of plant cell-derived products,” in Bioprocessing of Plant in vitro Systms, eds A. Pavlov and T. Bley (Cham: Springer), 413–432. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-54600-1_6

 Werten, M. W. T., Eggink, G., Cohen Stuart, M. A., and de Wolf, F. A. (2019). Production of protein-based polymers in Pichia pastoris. Biotechnol. Adv. 37, 642–666. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2019.03.012

 Wolf, M. K. F., Closet, A., Bzowska, M., Bielser, J., Souquet, J., Broly, H., et al. (2019a). Improved performance in mammalian cell perfusion cultures by growth inhibition. Biotechnol. J. 14:1700722. doi: 10.1002/biot.201700722

 Wolf, M. K. F., Müller, A., Souquet, J., Broly, H., and Morbidelli, M. (2019b). Process design and development of a mammalian cell perfusion culture in shake-tube and benchtop bioreactors. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 1973–1985. doi: 10.1002/bit.26999

 Wolf, M. K. F., Pechlaner, A., Lorenz, V., Karst, D. J., Souquet, J., Broly, H., et al. (2019c). A two-step procedure for the design of perfusion bioreactors. Biochem. Eng. J. 151:107295. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2019.107295

 Xu, J., Towler, M., and Weathers, P. J. (2016). “Platforms for plant-based protein production,” in Bioprocessing of Plant In Vitro Systems, eds A. Pavlov and T. Bley (Cham: Springer International Publishing), 1–40. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-32004-5_14-1

 Xu, S., Hoshan, L., Jiang, R., Gupta, B., Brodean, E., O'Neill, K., et al. (2017). A practical approach in bioreactor scale-up and process transfer using a combination of constant P / V and vvm as the criterion. Biotechnol. Prog. 33, 1146–1159. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2489

 Yamaguchi, H., and Miyazaki, M. (2014). Refolding techniques for recovering biologically active recombinant proteins from inclusion bodies. Biomolecules 4, 235–251. doi: 10.3390/biom4010235

 Yang, H., Wang, J., Zhao, M., Zhu, J., Zhang, M., Wang, Z., et al. (2019). Feasible development of stable HEK293 clones by CRISPR/Cas9-mediated site-specific integration for biopharmaceuticals production. Biotechnol. Lett. 41, 941–950. doi: 10.1007/s10529-019-02702-5

 Yang, J., Guertin, P., Jia, G., Lv, Z., Yang, H., and Ju, D. (2019). Large-scale microcarrier culture of HEK293T cells and Vero cells in single-use bioreactors. AMB Express 9:70. doi: 10.1186/s13568-019-0794-5

 Yang, X. (2010). “Scale-up of microbial fermentation process,” in Manual of Industrial Microbiology and Biotechnology, 3rd Edn., eds R. H. Baltz, A. L. Demain, J. E. Davies, A. T. Bull, B. Junker, L. Katz, L. R. Lynd, P. Masurekar, C. D. Reeves, and H. Zhao (Sterling, TX: American Society of Microbiology), 669–675. doi: 10.1128/9781555816827.ch47

 Yang, Z., and Zhang, Z. (2018). Engineering strategies for enhanced production of protein and bio-products in Pichia pastoris: a review. Biotechnol. Adv. 36, 182–195. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2017.11.002

 Yao, J., Weng, Y., Dickey, A., and Wang, K. Y. (2015). Plants as factories for human pharmaceuticals: applications and challenges. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 16, 28549–28565. doi: 10.3390/ijms161226122

 Yee, C. M., Zak, A. J., Hill, B. D., and Wen, F. (2018). The coming age of insect cells for manufacturing and development of protein therapeutics. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 57, 10061–10070. doi: 10.1021/acs.iecr.8b00985

 Yehl, C. J., Jabra, M. G., and Zydney, A. L. (2019). Hollow fiber countercurrent dialysis for continuous buffer exchange of high-value biotherapeutics. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2763. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2763

 Yousefipour, M., Khatami, M., Javidanbardan, A., Hosseini, S. N., and Mehrnia, M. (2019). Integration of size-exclusion chromatography and ultracentrifugation for purification of recombinant hepatitis B surface antigen: an alternative method for immunoaffinity chromatography. Prep. Biochem. Biotechnol. 49, 158–166. doi: 10.1080/10826068.2018.1550658

 Ytterberg, A. J., Zubarev, R. A., and Baumgarten, T. (2019). Posttranslational targeting of a recombinant protein promotes its efficient secretion into the Escherichia coli periplasm. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 85:e00671–19. doi: 10.1128/AEM.00671-19

 Yu, D., Mayani, M., Song, Y., Xing, Z., Ghose, S., and Li, Z. J. (2019). Control of antibody high and low molecular weight species by depth filtration based cell culture harvesting. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 116, 2610–2620. doi: 10.1002/bit.27081

 Yu, L. X., Amidon, G., Khan, M. A., Hoag, S. W., Polli, J., Raju, G. K., et al. (2014). Understanding pharmaceutical quality by design. AAPS J. 16, 771–783. doi: 10.1208/s12248-014-9598-3

 Yu, X.-W., Sun, W.-H., Wang, Y.-Z., and Xu, Y. (2017). Identification of novel factors enhancing recombinant protein production in multi-copy Komagataella phaffii based on transcriptomic analysis of overexpression effects. Sci. Rep. 7:16249. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-16577-x

 Zahrl, R. J., Peña, D. A., Mattanovich, D., and Gasser, B. (2017). Systems biotechnology for protein production in Pichia pastoris. FEMS Yeast Res. 17:fox068. doi: 10.1093/femsyr/fox068

 Zawada, J. F., Yin, G., Steiner, A. R., Yang, J., Naresh, A., Roy, S. M., et al. (2011). Microscale to manufacturing scale-up of cell-free cytokine production-a new approach for shortening protein production development timelines. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 108, 1570–1578. doi: 10.1002/bit.23103

 Zhai, Y., Zhang, D., Yu, L., Sun, F., and Sun, F. (2019). SmartBac, a new baculovirus system for large protein complex production. J. Struct. Biol. X 1:100003. doi: 10.1016/j.yjsbx.2019.100003

 Zhang, K., and Liu, X. (2016). Mixed-mode chromatography in pharmaceutical and biopharmaceutical applications. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 128, 73–88. doi: 10.1016/j.jpba.2016.05.007

 Zhang, X., Moroney, J., Hoshan, L., Jiang, R., and Xu, S. (2019). Systematic evaluation of high-throughput scale-down models for single-use bioreactors (SUB) using volumetric gas flow rate as the criterion. Biochem. Eng. J. 151, 107307. doi: 10.1016/j.bej.2019.107307

 Zhang, Y., Liu, R., and Wu, X. (2007). The proteolytic systems and heterologous proteins degradation in the methylotrophic yeast Pichia pastoris. Ann. Microbiol. 57, 553–560. doi: 10.1007/BF03175354

 Zhao, M., Vandersluis, M., Stout, J., Haupts, U., Sanders, M., and Jacquemart, R. (2018). Affinity chromatography for vaccines manufacturing: Finally ready for prime time? Vaccine 37, 5491–5503. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2018.02.090

 Zhao, X., Li, G., and Liang, S. (2013). Several affinity tags commonly used in chromatographic purification. J. Anal. Methods Chem. 2013:581093. doi: 10.1155/2013/581093

 Zhu, J. (2012). Mammalian cell protein expression for biopharmaceutical production. Biotechnol. Adv. 30, 1158–1170. doi: 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2011.08.022

 Zhu, L., Song, B., and Wang, Z. (2019a). Analyzing the suitability of a baffled orbitally shaken bioreactor for cells cultivation using the computational fluid dynamics approach. Biotechnol. Prog. 35:e2746. doi: 10.1002/btpr.2746

 Zhu, L., Song, B., and Wang, Z. (2019b). Developing an orbitally shaken bioreactor featuring a hollow cylinder vessel wall. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 94, 2212–2218. doi: 10.1002/jctb.6005

 Zydney, A. L. (2015). Perspectives on integrated continuous bioprocessing — opportunities and challenges. Curr. Opin. Chem. Eng. 10, 8–13. doi: 10.1016/j.coche.2015.07.005

 Zydney, A. L. (2016). Continuous downstream processing for high value biological products: a review. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 113, 465–475. doi: 10.1002/bit.25695

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Tripathi and Shrivastava. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.



OPS/images/fbioe-07-00420-t001.jpg
Product

Benepali (etanercept)
Kovaltry (octocog alfa)
Rekovelle (folitropin delta)
Alprolix (eftrenonacog alfa)
Inflectra (infiximab-dyyb)
Lartruvo (olaratumab)
Trogarzo (ibalizumab-uiyk)

Taltz (ixekizumab)

Rebinyn (th coagulation factor IX)
Refixia (non-acog beta pegol)
Lifmior (etanercept)

Truxima (rituximab)

Tremfya (guselkumab)

Vihuma (simoctocog alfa)
Adynovi (rurioctocog alfa pegol)

Andexxa (coagulation factor Xa
recombinant inactivated-zhzo)

Retacrit (epoetin alfa-epbx)
Shingrix (zoster vaccine)

Aimovig (erenumab-aooe)

Fasenra (benralizumab)

Lamzede (velmanase alfa)

Zessly (infiximab)

Herzuma (irastuzumab)

Fiasp (insuiin aspart injection)
HEPLISAV-B (hepatitis B vaccine)
Semglee (insulin glargine)

Soliqua (insulin glargine/lxisenatide)
Admelog (insulin lispro injection)
Oxervate (cenegermin-bkb)

Trumenba (meningococcal group B
vaccine)

Myalepta (metreleptin)
Fulphila (pegfilgrastim-jmdb)
Palynziq (pegvaliase-papz)
Pandemic influenza vaccine HSN1

Manufacturer

Samsung Bioepis
Bayer

Ferting

Biogen

Hospira

Eii Lily

TaiMed/
Theratechnologies
Eli Lilly

Novo Nordisk
Novo Nordisk
Pfizer

Celltrion

Janssen
Octapharma
Baxalta

Portola

Eprex and Erypo
GlaxoSmithKline
Amgen
AstraZeneca
Chiesi

Sandoz
Celltrion

Novo Nordisk
Dynavax

Mylan

Sanofi

Sanofi

Dompé

Pfizer

Aegerion
Mylan
BioMarin
Medimmune

Host cell

CHO cells
BHK cells
PER.C6 cells
HEK cells
Sp2/0 cells
NSO cells
NSO cells

CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
HEK cells
CHO cells
CHO cells

CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells
CHO cells

S. cerevisiae
H. polymorpha
P pastoris

E coli

E coli

E coli

E. coli

E. coli

E. coli

E. coli
Embryonated
eggs

Year

2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2018

2016
2017
2017
2017
2017
2017
2017
2018
2018

2018
2018
2018
2018
2018
2018
2018
2017
2017
2018
2016
2017
2017
2017

2018
2018
2018
2016





OPS/images/fbioe-07-00420-t002.jpg
Expression
system

Mammalian cells

Escherichia coli

Yeast

Insect cells

Transgenic plant

Transgenic
animals

Characteristics

Good protein folding, humanized glycosylation pattern, good
secretion, slow growth rate, pyrogen-free, high overall cost,
high production time, hard propagation, medium-high product
yield, high product qualty, very low scale-up capacity, high
purification cost, high risk of contamination (virus, prions,
oncogenic DNA)

Low overall cost, low production time, ease of cultivation, easy
propagation, non-glycosylation, high growth rate, poor
secretion, medium risk of contamination (endotoxins), ease of
genome modifications, medium product yield, low product
quality, high scale-up capacity, high purification cost, virus free
Medium overall cost, good protein folding, glycosylation,
medium production time, easy propagation, fast growth rate,
high product yield, medium product quality, ease of genome
modifications, good secretion, pyrogen-free, ease of cultivation,
high scale-up capacity, low contamination risk, medium
purification cost

Good protein folding, slow growth rate, high product yield,
medium overall cost, feasible propagation, difficult to cultivate,
medium production time, glycosylation, good secretion,
medium purification cost, very low risk of contamination, high
scale-up capacity, medium product quality

Good protein folding, glycosylation, very low overall cost,
medium production time, very high scale-up capacity, easy
propagation, high product yield, high product quality, low
contamination risk, high purification cost

High overall cost, high production time, low scale-up capacity,
teasible propagation, high product yield, high product quality,
very high risk of contamination (virus, prions, oncogenic DNA),
high purification cost






OPS/images/fbioe-07-00420-g003.gif





OPS/images/fbioe-07-00420-g004.gif





OPS/images/fbioe-07-00420-t005.jpg
System details

Chromafil Multi 96-fiter plates (0.2, 0.45,
1,3, 20, and 50m)

(for simultaneous fftration of 96 samples;
different filter materials)

PD MultTrap G-25 (96-well-plates;
desalting and buffer exchange; 0.5 m)
PreDictor Plates for chromatography
(96-well-pre-packed fiter plates; 6-50 )
HiTrap Columns for column
chromatography (1 or 5 mi)

Pierce 96-well-Microdialysis Plate, 10 kDa
MWGCO

(12 cartridges of 8 microdialysis devices;
10-100 I sample volume)

Pro-Matrix™ Protein Refolding Kit for 100
refolding reactions

PhyNexus Phy Tip columns for
chromatography

(fiter pipet tips pre-packed with resins)
AcroPrep Advance 96-wellfitter plate for
ultrafiltration

AcroPrep Advance 96-wellfitter plate for
chromatography

AcroSep Chromatography Columns (1 mi)
MediaScout ResiQuot for batch
chromatography (8 or 20 )

MediaScout MiniChrom for column
chromatography (0.2-10mi)

MediaScout RoboColumn for column
chromatography (0.2 or 0.6mi)

Manufacturer/developer

Macherey-Nagel

GE

Thermo Fisher

PhyNexus

Pall

ATOLL
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ambr 16 microbioreactor (24- or Sartorius
48-reactor, STR), 10-15ml

ambr 250 microbioreactor (12- or

24-reactor, STR), 100-250m

BioL ector (48-reactor, MTP), m2p-labs
800-2,400 I

BioLevitator (4-reactor, tube), 50 ml Hamilton Bonaduz
bioREACTOR (48-reactor, STR), 2mag AG
8-15ml

bioREACTOR (8-reactor, STR), 8-15 mi

DASbox mini bioreactor (24-reactor, Eppendorf
STR), 60-250m|

Micro-24 MicroReactor system Pal
(24-reactor, MTP), 3-7ml

Micro-Flask (24- or 96-square desp Applikon

wel-plates), 0.5-4mi

Micro-Flask (24- or 96-round low
wel-plates), 0.1-1ml

Micro-Matrix (24-reactor, MTP), 1-5ml
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DASboxMini bioreactor system, 60-260 ml

DASGIP parallel bioreactor system, 320
mi-3.751

CelliGen BLU, 5-501

Applifex systems, 500 ml
Xcellerex XDR (STR), 50-2,0001
Wave bioreactor system, 0.1-5001

ambr 15 (24 or 48 microbioreactor),
10-15mi

BIOSTAT STR, 2.5-2,0001

Micro-24 MicroReactor, 3-7 ml system
CELL-tainer, 250 ml—-2001

Mobius CellReady, 31

HyPerforma single-use bioreactors,
30-3001

Manufacturer/developer

Eppendorf

Applikon
GE

Sartorius

Pall
Celltainer Biotech
Merck Milipore

Thermo scientific
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