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 Data on these three cell types suggests that optimal frequency for detection is around 1 kHz
. Collect impedance data on additional pulsing conditions

* Difference in percent change between different cell types is possibly due to differences in cell size Zheng, M., Sherba, J. J., Shan, J. W., Lin, H., Shreiber, D. I, & Zahn, J. D. (2017). Continuous-

* Expand the variety of cell types flow, electrically-triggered, single cell-level electroporation.Technology, 05(01), 31-41.
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* Increase the sample size on each cell type




