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Topology-controlled self-assembly of amphiphilic
block copolymers†

Raquel López-Ríos de Castro,a,b Robert M. Zioleka and Christian D. Lorenz *a

Contemporary synthetic chemistry approaches can be used to yield a range of distinct polymer topologies

with precise control. The topology of a polymer strongly influences its self-assembly into complex nano-

structures however a clear mechanistic understanding of the relationship between polymer topology and

self-assembly has not yet been developed. In this work, we use atomistic molecular dynamics simulations

to provide a nanoscale picture of the self-assembly of three poly(ethylene oxide)-poly(methyl acrylate)

block copolymers with different topologies into micelles. We find that the topology affects the ability of

the micelle to form a compact hydrophobic core, which directly affects its stability. Also, we apply unsu-

pervised machine learning techniques to show that the topology of a polymer affects its ability to take a

conformation in response to the local environment within the micelles. This work provides foundations

for the rational design of polymer nanostructures based on their underlying topology.

Introduction

The ability of amphiphilic polymers to self-assemble into
specific morphologies in solution has driven interest in their
deployment for a diverse range of applications.1–4 The topology
of block copolymers exerts great influence over their properties
and therefore their potential applications. Ring polymers are
one synthetically accessible topology that have drawn consider-
able attention as a result of the unique properties that they
exhibit in comparison to their linear counterparts.5–13

Functional polymer nanostructures have been typically fabri-
cated using linear polymers but significant synthetic advances
in the past two decades have made ring copolymer synthesis
possible. Ring polymers demonstrate distinct self-assembly
behavior,9,12,13 which leads to their resultant micelles posses-
sing markedly different properties,9 including the size and
shape,14 morphology,15,16 temperature, salt tolerance,17,18 and
degradation14 with respect to micelles formed from analogous
linear polymers.

In drug delivery applications, the ability to control the size
and stability of micellar aggregates is particularly important.
The size of such micelles is one of the most critical features in
determining biodistribution and the stability can be tuned to
prevent premature release or to enable a controlled release of
therapeutics. Ring polymers have shown great promise as
potential drug and gene delivery vehicles because they often
show improved drug loading and releasing capacity,19,20

greater efficacy,21–24 longer in vivo circulation times,25,26 and
high cancer cell uptake25–28 as the same polymers with a linear
topology.

While interest in the application of self-assembling ring
polymers in drug-delivery applications is building, there is a
relative lack of detailed understanding of the molecular-scale
mechanisms that drive the emergence of their desirable pro-
perties. Molecular-scale simulations present the unique oppor-
tunity to build this level of understanding. Simulations have
recently been used to develop understanding of the unique
properties of ring polymers within polymeric melts,29,30 exten-
sional flows31,32 and thin films.33,34 However, relatively few
simulation studies have investigated the underlying mecha-
nisms that lead to the properties of ring polymers in aqueous
environments observed experimentally. Studies that have been
performed have primarily utilized coarse-grain polymer
models to gain insight into how polymer topology affects the
morphology of the micelles that form.23,35–39

In this manuscript, we employ all-atom molecular dynamics
simulations to gain a detailed understanding of the atomistic
interactions and molecular mechanisms that drive the self-
assembly of a ring polymer consisting of poly(methyl acrylate)
and poly(ethylene oxide) blocks (-(MA12EO31-)) in comparison to
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its analogous linear diblock topology (MA12EO30) and triblock
topologies (MA-terminated (MA6EO31MA6) & EO-terminated
(EO15MA12EO15)) (see Fig. 1(e)–(h)). We provide a detailed
description of the internal structure of the micelles that each
polymer forms, which plays a key role in drug solubilization, as
well as the stability of micelles as drug delivery vehicles.

Results
Effect of polymer topology on the size & shape of micelles

In order to determine the size, shape and compactness of the
micelles formed by the different polymers, we measured the
number of polymer molecules in each micelle within our simu-
lations at stationarity. We also measured the radius of gyration
(RG) and the eccentricity of the largest micelle in each system
(Fig. S2†).

Fig. 1(a)–(d) shows the probability distribution of the aggre-
gation number for the different topologies. The MA-terminated
linear polymers form one micelle which contains approxi-
mately 19 (of the 20) polymers (Fig. 1(a)). The EO-terminated
linear polymers self-assemble into two micelles, one with
approximately 14 polymers and the other with 6 polymers
(Fig. 1(b)). The ring polymers form multiple micelles with the
largest one containing approximately 11 polymers (Fig. 1(c)).
Finally, the diblock polymers predominantly form one micelle
with all 20 polymers (Fig. 1(d)). The values of RG correlate
directly with the aggregation numbers, such that the diblock
polymer micelle has the largest RG, followed closely by the MA-
terminated linear polymer one and then, in decreasing order,
the EO-terminated linear polymer and the ring polymer
(Table 1). Despite the difference in size of the micelles for the
four different polymers, all of the micelles are approximately
spherical (eccentricities ∼0.1) (Table 1).

We have also carried out simulations of each of the
different polymer topologies that contain 30 polymers at the

same concentration as in the 20 polymer simulations. We
found the very similar aggregation numbers in these larger
systems for each of the topologies, except for the diblock (see
Fig. S3†). In the diblock system, we once again see that nearly
all of the polymers self-assemble into a single micelle.

Effect of polymer topology on the internal structure of
micelles

We calculated the radial density (Fig. 2) of the micelles, as well
as the corresponding intrinsic density using the intrinsic core–
shell interface (ICSI) method40 (Fig. S6†), in order to under-
stand how the internal structure of each micelle is affected by
the topology of each polymer. For all topologies, the corona of
the micelle is constituted primarily of the EO blocks. In the
case of the MA-terminated linear polymer, we observe that
approximately 20% of the polymers have at least one MA-termi-
nated end in the corona of the micelle. Therefore, the micelle
core formed by these polymers has significantly more EO
monomers and as a result, more water, present in its core than
either of the other micelles (Table 2). Regarding the other
topologies, the diblock, EO-terminated linear polymer and the
ring polymer have a small amount of EO monomers in the
core (Fig. 2(b)–(d) & Table 2). However the ring polymer has a
slight increase in the density of EO monomers (also seen in
the intrinsic densities as shown in Fig. S8†) in the core as
there are no free ends of the polymer, instead both ends of the

Table 1 Effect of polymer topology on the size and shape of micelles.
The average and standard deviation for the RG, the eccentricity ε and the
average aggregation number Nagg

Topology RG (Å) ε Nagg

MA-terminated linear 28.2 ± 1.4 0.10 ± 0.06 19 ± 1
EO-terminated linear 23.3 ± 0.5 0.09 ± 0.06 14 ± 1
Ring 19.5 ± 0.4 0.07 ± 0.04 11 ± 1
Diblock 29.3 ± 0.9 0.10 ± 0.07 20 ± 1

Fig. 1 Size and shape of micelles. Probability distribution of Nagg for the (a) MA-terminated polymers, (b) EO-terminated polymers, (c) ring polymers
and (d) diblock polymers. Snapshots of the (e) MA-terminated (f ) EO-terminated, (g) ring polymers and (h) diblock polymers. MA is shown in pink
and EO in blue.
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EO block are attached to MA blocks. As there is a peak in the
MA density which corresponds to the peak in EO density in
the core of the micelle, it is clear that the peak in the EO
density is a result of its connectivity to the MA monomers. It
should also be noted that while the peaks in each curve look
significant, as the volume measured that close to the core of
the micelle is quite small and so the actual amount of EO is
quite small.

The core of each micelle consists primarily of MA blocks.
Fig. 3(a)–(d) show the normalized intermolecular contacts of

the (chemically equivalent, except for the case of the diblock,
where there are no chemically equivalent atoms) MA mono-
mers in the MA-terminated linear, EO-terminated linear, ring
and diblock polymer micelles. In all topologies except the
diblock polymer, the number of contacts increases the further
a MA monomer is from the EO blocks in each polymer with
MA6, the monomer furthest away from the EO blocks, under-
taking the highest number of contacts. In the diblock polymer
micelles, the MA monomers that are closest to the EO blocks,
are also the monomers with the lowest number of contacts.
But in this case, the MA monomers found in the middle of the
PMA block are the ones that have the highest contacts.

While all of the MA monomers contribute to the micelle’s
core, the MA monomers furthest away from the EO blocks are
the monomers that play the most significant role in the for-
mation and stabilization of the micelle core. The MA-termi-
nated linear polymers have the lowest number of contacts
between their MA monomers as a result of the MA monomers
being divided into two blocks which are separated by the block
of EO monomers and the number of MA monomers outside
the core. Fig. 3(e)–(h) show the normalized number of water
molecules within the first hydration shell of the carbonyl
oxygens in the different chemically equivalent MA monomers
within each polymer. The MA-terminated linear polymers have

Fig. 2 Radial density of micelle components. The radial density of micelles formed from the (a) MA-terminated polymer, (b) EO-terminated
polymer, (c) ring polymer and (d) diblock polymer. MA monomers are displayed in pink, EO in blue and water in dark blue.

Table 2 Hydration of the micelle core

Topology MAH2O EOH2O EOcore

MA-terminated linear 3.0 ± 1.0 10.6 ± 3.8 51.0 ± 15.8
EO-terminated linear 0.4 ± 0.2 4.6 ± 3.1 7.9 ± 3.2
Ring 0.5 ± 0.1 2.3 ± 0.9 11.7 ± 3.0
Diblock 0.5 ± 0.1 8.8 ± 6.5 11.7 ± 6.4

The core was defined by the intrinsic surface created by the MA
monomers. The two first columns are the average and standard
deviation for the number of water molecules per monomer in the core
with respect to the monomer units inside the core. The last column is
the average and standard deviation of the number of EO monomers in
the core over the trajectory.
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the largest coordination number values, which is consistent
with the measured water densities that demonstrate that more
water is found within the core of this micelle. In all micelles,
the most hydrated monomer is MA1 which is directly bonded
to an EO monomer, and generally the hydration decreases as
the monomer is further from the EO monomers.

Effect of polymer topology on polymer conformations within
micelles

While the MA monomers are key in the formation and stability
of the micelles, the conformations that each topology of the
polymers take within the micelle is significantly different. To
investigate the specific conformations that different polymers
adopt within a micelle, we applied a two step machine learn-
ing protocol:41 dimensionality reduction using the Uniform
Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) algorithm,42

followed by clustering in the resulting embedded space using
Hierarchical Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications
with Noise (HDBSCAN)43 (see the ESI section:†
‘Dimensionality reduction and clustering’ for the full method-
ology and results of this protocol). In each embedding, three
clusters were identified representing the different groupings of
similar conformations taken by each polymer (see Fig. S7†). In
each case, there is less than 8% of the data that is not clus-
tered by HDBSCAN, which is shown in the bar charts in gray.
Fig. 4 shows the probability distribution of each cluster in the
various micelles as well as representative structures of each
cluster of conformations for each polymer. The representative
structures show that the conformations are clearly differenti-
able by the relative extension of the EO and MA blocks.

We then use the ICSI method to measure the location of
the various polymer conformations within each micelle
(Fig. 4). Snapshots of each micelle with its constituent poly-
mers colored by the corresponding cluster number are also
shown in Fig. 4. In the MA-terminated linear polymers, the

intrinsic densities of the various clusters are less than found
in the other micelles, which is indicative of more water present
in the core as shown in Fig. 2(a). Also there is not a significant
difference in the distributions of the three conformations
within the micelle. The most extended conformation (cluster
2) is representative of the previously mentioned polymers that
have at most one MA block in the core of the micelle, and is
also slightly more commonly found in the core. In the EO-ter-
minated linear and cyclic micelles that have a more stable
core, the polymers take specific conformations depending on
their position within the core of the micelle. For example, the
most extended conformation of the EO-terminated linear poly-
mers (cluster 2) is more likely to be found in the core of the
micelle with the MA block spanning the micelle and the two
EO blocks extended into solution. Closer to the core–shell
interface, there is an increased density of the other two confor-
mations which have more collapsed MA blocks resulting in the
MA monomers shielding the core of the micelle from the sur-
rounding water.

For the ring polymer micelle, the adopted conformations
that are most elongated (clusters 1 and 3) are found to be
enriched in the core of the micelle. In these conformations,
the EO block is more extended so that it can reach the micelle
corona and interact with the surrounding aqueous environ-
ment. The polymers at the interface of the core of the ring
polymer micelle take on a more conventional ring shape
(cluster 2), allowing the EO block to expand to maximize its
contact with the surrounding water and the MA block to
embed into the core to minimize its interaction with water.

For the diblock polymer micelle, the pattern is similar as
for the cyclic one. The most extended conformations (cluster 1
and 2) are predominate in the core of the micelle. In these con-
formations, the MA is more extended, allowing it to maximize
its contacts with the rest of the MA present in the core. Finally,
cluster 3 is more likely to be found at the core–shell interface.

Fig. 3 Interactions within the MA core of the polymer micelles. The normalized intermolecular MA contacts within the core of the (a) MA-termi-
nated polymer, (b) EO-terminated polymer, (c) ring polymer and (d) diblock polymer micelles. Average hydration of the carbonyl oxygen atoms in
the PMA backbone of the (e) MA-terminated polymers, (f ) EO-terminated polymers, (g) ring polymers and (h) diblock polymers.
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Fig. 4 Effect of topology on the internal structure of the polymer micelles. From left to right, a bar chart shows the percentage of each cluster of
conformations within the micelle, then there are representative snapshots of the polymers within each cluster, and then plots of the intrinsic density
of the various clusters within the micelle and finally a snapshot of the micelle with each polymer color-coded for the cluster it belongs to. These are
shown for the (a) MA-terminated polymer micelle, (b) EO-terminated polymer micelle (c) ring polymer micelle and (d) diblock polymer micelle. Sizes
are not to scale.
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This cluster presents a collapsed MA and extended EO, which
allows the EO to maximise its contacts with the water, while
the MA minimizes its contacts with this solvent by collapsing
within itself.

Discussion

The results of our simulations show excellent agreement with
previous experimental work studying the effect of topology on
the self-assembly of block copolymers. In this work, we show
that the linear polymer with the hydrophobic monomers on
either end of the polymer (MA-terminated linear polymer)
forms larger aggregates that are less stable than those formed
from the cyclic or diblock polymer. Honda et al. have studied
MA-EO-MA linear and MA-EO ring block copolymers and
found that the linear polymers form micelles that have larger
hydrodynamic diameters and aggregation numbers, while also
being less thermally and salt stable than the corresponding
ring polymer.18 The same authors also studied butyl acrylate
(BA)-ethylene oxide linear and cyclic block copolymers and
found that the size of the micelles from the two polymers were
similar but the ring polymer showed greater thermal stabi-
lity.17 Our simulations show that there are more MA–MA con-
tacts within the core of ring polymer as compared to the MA-
terminated linear polymer which results in a more compact
(ring: ∼119 Å2 per polymer; MA-terminated linear: ∼124 Å2 per
polymer) and more stable micelle (ring has smaller fluctu-
ations in RG than MA-terminated; Table 1). We also find that
the MA-terminated linear polymers form micelles which have
a significant number of EO monomers internalized into the
core of the micelle which results in there being a significant
amount of water within the core (Table 2). This increased
amount of the water in the core reduces the stability of the
micelle (Table 1).

Our ability to identify three distinct conformations of each
of the polymers allows us to provide a detailed picture of the
internal structure of the micelles. In doing so, we show that
for the linear polymer with the hydrophobic monomers on
either end (MA-terminated linear) there are two conformations
where the MA blocks are near to one another and one confor-
mation in which the polymer is fully extended with the MA
blocks separated from another. This is consistent with the
general picture suggested for the MA-EO and BA-EO polymers
studied by Honda et al.17,18 as well as for Pluronics which
contain blocks of propylene oxide (PO) and ethylene oxide.44

In each case, the authors suggest that these polymers with the
hydrophobic monomers on the terminal ends form flower-like
micelles where a majority of the polymers have both terminal
ends within the core of the micelle, and some of the polymers
have a hydrophobic terminal end in solution. The results of
our simulations for the MA-terminated linear polymers show
that ∼20% of the polymers take conformations which result in
at least one of the MA-blocks being in the corona of the
micelle. Interestingly, with the larger aggregation number for
the MA-terminated linear polymers than for the micelles

formed from the EO-terminated linear polymers, we find that
both micelles have roughly the same number of MA monomers
(∼360) in the core of their micelles.

We found that in the micelles formed by the EO-terminated
triblock, the diblock and the ring polymers, which have a well
defined core and corona, the polymers take different confor-
mations depending on their location within the micelle. In the
case of the EO-terminated linear polymer we find that the poly-
mers in the core of the micelle have a propensity to have an
elongated MA block which maximizes the hydrophobic contact
between MA monomers and more compact EO blocks which
lie on the surface of the micelle. The polymers at the core/shell
interface of the micelle have more compact MA blocks which
allows the polymers to more effectively shield their hydro-
phobic blocks and the EO blocks are more extended in order
to maximize their hydration. While in the ring polymer
micelle, we find two more elongated conformations which are
most prominent in the core of the micelle, whereas the other
more ring-like conformation sits at the core–corona interface.
These conformations taken by the ring polymers in the
different parts of the micelles allow the polymers to maximize
the hydrophobic contact of the MA blocks while also allowing
the EO monomers to maximize their interaction with the sur-
rounding water. In the case of the diblock polymer micelle, we
find that the conformations where the MA blocks are the most
extended are located closer to the core, while the conformation
with a collapsed MA block is found close to the core–shell
interface. Then, it is clear that these conformations are the
result of the MA monomers maximising their hydrophobic
interactions and minimising their contact with the aqueous
environment. Therefore our findings show that polymers that
can take location specific conformations will form stable
micelles that have hydrophobic cores which are shielded by
the hydrophilic monomers, and those that cannot, the MA-ter-
minated polymer in this case, will not.

Conclusions

Our simulations provide a mechanistic picture of what leads to
the difference in size and stability of micelles formed by block
copolymers that differ in topology but not in the chemical
composition of their constituent monomers. Additionally, we
have been able to demonstrate the range of conformations that
are taken by four different topologies of polymers within the
micelle and how they determine the stability of the micelles.
We have also shown how the conformations of the polymers
change as their position within the micelle changes, which is
particularly interesting when considering loading these
micelles with small molecule therapeutics, as the location and
the hydration of the drug within the micelle will be driven
largely by the conformations of the polymers in its local
environment. This understanding allows polymer topology to
become another parameter that can be used to perform
rational design of polymer nanoparticles for the use in a
variety of applications including drug delivery.45–47
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Methods

Each simulation reported consists of 20 polymers placed in a
simulation box with initial dimensions of 147 Å × 147 Å ×
147 Å containing approximately 105 000 water molecules,
resulting in 3 wt% solutions of each polymer. We used the
OPLS forcefield parameters as prescribed by the PolyParGen
webserver48 to describe the interactions of the polymers and
the TIP3P water model.49 All of the simulations were per-
formed using GROMACS50 versions 2019.2 and 2020.4. The
same simulation protocol was followed for each of three simu-
lations, which begins with energy minimization by steepest
descent, followed by a 125 ps simulation in the NVT ensemble
using the Nosè–Hoover thermostat to control the temperature
(target temperature 300 K) with a timestep of 1 fs.
Subsequently we ran 1 μs production simulations in the NPT
ensemble using the Nosè–Hoover thermostat and the
Parrinello–Rahman barostat to control the temperature (target
temperature 300 K) and pressure of 1 atm, respectively with a 2
fs timestep while all hydrogen-containing bonds were con-
strained using the LINCS algorithm.51 In all simulations, the
non-bonded interactions were cut off at 12 Å while the par-
ticle-mesh Ewald (PME) algorithm was used to calculate long-
range electrostatic interactions. Appropriate burn-in times
were calculated, with only the stationary portion of the pro-
duction simulations used for analysis. A description of all of
the analyses conducted on these simulations is described in
the ESI.†

Author contributions

Raquel López-Ríos de Castro: data curation, formal analysis,
investigation, methodology, software, validation, visualisation,
writing – original draft. Robert M. Ziolek: conceptualization,
formal analysis, methodology, software, supervision, writing –

review & editing. Christian D. Lorenz: conceptualization,
funding acquisition, project administration, resources, super-
vision, writing – review & editing.

Conflicts of interest

There are no conflicts to declare.

Acknowledgements

We are grateful to the UK Materials and Molecular Modelling
Hub, which is partially funded by EPSRC (EP/P020194/1 and
EP/T022213/1), and the UK HPC Materials Chemistry
Consortium, which is also funded by EPSRC (EP/R029431), for
providing us access to computational resources. This work also
benefited from access to the King’s Computational Research,
Engineering and Technology Environment (CREATE) at King’s
College London.52 R. L.-R. D. C. acknowledges the support by
the Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council

(BB/T008709/1) via the London Interdisciplinary Doctoral
Programme (LIDo). R. M. Z. and C. D. L. acknowledge the
Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EPSRC)
for funding (EP/V049771/1). For the purpose of open access,
the author has applied a Creative Commons Attribution (CC
BY) licence (where permitted by UKRI, ‘Open Government
Licence’ or ‘Creative Commons Attribution No-derivatives (CC
BY-ND) public copyright licence’ may be stated instead) to any
Author Accepted Manuscript version arising.

References

1 S. A. Jenekhe and X. L. Chen, Science, 1998, 279, 1903–
1907.

2 D. E. Discher and A. Eisenberg, Science, 2002, 297, 967–973.
3 F. Ahmed and D. E. Discher, J. Controlled Release, 2004, 96,

37–53.
4 P. P. Ghoroghchian, G. Li, D. H. Levine, K. P. Davis,

F. S. Bates, D. A. Hammer and M. J. Therien,
Macromolecules, 2006, 39, 1673–1675.

5 B. A. Laurent and S. M. Grayson, Chem. Soc. Rev., 2009, 38,
2202–2213.

6 H. R. Kricheldorf, J. Polym. Sci., Part A: Polym. Chem., 2010,
48, 251–284.

7 T. Yamamoto and Y. Tezuka, Polym. Chem., 2011, 2, 1930–
1941.

8 Z. Jia and M. J. Monteiro, J. Polym. Sci., Part A: Polym.
Chem., 2012, 50, 2085–2097.

9 R. J. Williams, A. P. Dove and R. K. O’Reilly, Polym. Chem.,
2015, 6, 2998–3008.

10 T. Yamamoto and Y. Tezuka, Soft Matter, 2015, 11, 7458–
7468.

11 X.-Y. Tu, M.-Z. Liu and H. Wei, J. Polym. Sci., Part A: Polym.
Chem., 2016, 54, 1447–1458.

12 F. M. Haque and S. M. Grayson, Nat. Chem., 2020, 12, 433–
444.

13 C. Chen and T. Weil, Nanoscale Horiz., 2022, 7, 1121–1135.
14 B. Zhang, H. Zhang, Y. Li, J. N. Hoskins and S. M. Grayson,

ACS Macro Lett., 2013, 2, 845–848.
15 E. Minatti, R. Borsali, M. Schappacher, A. Deffieux,

V. Soldi, T. Narayanan and J.-L. Putaux, Macromol. Rapid
Commun., 2002, 23, 978–982.

16 E. Minatti, P. Viville, R. Borsali, M. Schappacher,
A. Deffieux and R. Lazzaroni, Macromolecules, 2003, 36,
4125–4133.

17 S. Honda, T. Yamamoto and Y. Tezuka, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
2010, 132, 10251–10253.

18 S. Honda, T. Yamamoto and Y. Tezuka, Nat. Commun.,
2013, 4, 1574.

19 X. Wan, T. Liu and S. Liu, Biomacromolecules, 2011, 12,
1146–1154.

20 G. Kang, L. Sun, Y. Liu, C. Meng, W. Ma, B. Wang, L. Ma,
C. Yu and H. Wei, Langmuir, 2019, 35, 12509–12517.

21 H. Wei, S. H. Chu, J. Zhao, J. A. Pahang and S. H. Pun, ACS
Macro Lett., 2013, 2, 1047–1050.

Paper Nanoscale

15236 | Nanoscale, 2023, 15, 15230–15237 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2023

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 3

0 
A

ug
us

t 2
02

3.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 1
/1

9/
20

26
 8

:1
1:

25
 A

M
. 

 T
hi

s 
ar

tic
le

 is
 li

ce
ns

ed
 u

nd
er

 a
 C

re
at

iv
e 

C
om

m
on

s 
A

ttr
ib

ut
io

n 
3.

0 
U

np
or

te
d 

L
ic

en
ce

.
View Article Online

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3nr01204b


22 M. A. Cortez, W. T. Godbey, Y. Fang, M. E. Payne,
B. J. Cafferty, K. A. Kosakowska and S. M. Grayson, J. Am.
Chem. Soc., 2015, 137, 6541–6549.

23 G. Kang, L. Sun, Y. Liu, C. Meng, W. Ma, B. Wang, L. Ma,
C. Yu and H. Wei, Small, 2016, 12, 2750–2758.

24 C. Wang, X. Huang, L. Sun, Q. Li, Z. Li, H. Yong, D. Che,
C. Yan, S. Geng, W. Wang and D. Zhou, Chem. Commun.,
2022, 58, 2136–2139.

25 N. Nasongkla, B. Chen, N. Macaraeg, M. E. Fox,
J. M. J. Frèchet and F. C. Szoka, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2009,
131, 3842–3843.

26 B. Chen, K. Jerger, J. M. J. Frèchet, J. Francis and C. Szoka,
J. Controlled Release, 2009, 140, 203–209.

27 Y. Wang, R. Zhang, F.-S. Du, Y.-L. Wang, Y.-X. Tan, S.-P. Ji,
D.-H. Liang and Z.-C. Li, Biomacromolecules, 2011, 12, 66–
74.

28 N. Nasongkla, B. Chen, N. Macaraeg, M. E. Fox,
J. M. J. Frèchet and F. C. Szoka, Biomacromolecules, 2016,
17, 69–75.

29 K. Hagita and T. Murashima, Macromolecules, 2021, 54,
8043–8051.

30 T. C. Oćonnor, T. Ge and G. S. Grest, J. Rheol., 2022, 66, 49.
31 A. Borger, W. Wang, T. C. Oćonnor, T. Ge, G. S. Grest,

G. V. Jensen, J. Ahn, T. Chang, O. Hassager, K. Mortensen,
D. Vlassopoulos and Q. Huang, ACS Macro Lett., 2020, 9,
1452–1457.

32 T. C. O’Connor, T. Ge, M. Rubinstein and G. S. Grest, Phys.
Rev. Lett., 2020, 124, 027801.

33 F. M. Gaitho, M. Tsige, G. T. Mola and G. Pellicane,
Polymers, 2018, 10, 324.

34 M. Megnidio-Tchoukouegno, F. M. Gaitho, G. T. Mola,
M. Tsige and G. Pellicane, Fluid Phase Equilib., 2017, 441,
33–42.

35 L. Liu, S. Parameswaran, A. Sharma, S. M. Grayson,
H. S. Ashbaugh and S. W. Rick, J. Phys. Chem. B, 2014, 118,
6491–6497.

36 Y. Song, R. Jiang, Z. Wang, L. Wang, Y. Yin, B. Li and
A.-C. Shi, Macromol. Theory Simul., 2016, 25, 559–570.

37 Y. Song, T. Xie, R. Jiang, Z. Wang, Y. Yin, B. Li and
A.-C. Shi, Langmuir, 2018, 34, 4013–4023.

38 T. E. Gartner III, F. M. Haque, A. M. Gomi, S. M. Grayson,
M. J. A. Hore and A. Jayaraman, Macromolecules, 2019, 52,
4579–4589.

39 Y. Song, R. Jiang, Z. Wang, Y. Yin, B. Li and A.-C. Shi, ACS
Omega, 2020, 5, 9366–9376.

40 R. M. Ziolek, P. Smith, D. L. Pink, C. A. Dreiss and
C. D. Lorenz, Macromolecules, 2021, 54, 3755–3768.

41 R. M. Ziolek, A. Santana-Bonilla, R. López-Ríos de Castro,
R. Kühn, M. Green and C. D. Lorenz, ACS Nano, 2022,
16(9), 14432–14442.

42 L. McInnes, J. Healy and J. Melville, arXiv preprint arXiv,
2018, DOI: 10.48550/arXiv.1802.03426.

43 L. McInnes, J. Healy and S. Astels, J. Open Source Softw.,
2017, 2, 205.

44 T. Watanabe, Y. Wang, T. Ono, S. Chimura, T. Isono,
K. Tajima, T. Satoh, S.-I. Sato, D. Ida and T. Yamamoto,
Polymers, 2022, 14, 1823.

45 M. C. Arno, R. J. Williams, P. Bexis, A. Pitto-Barry, N. Kirby,
A. P. Dove and R. K. O’Reilly, Biomaterials, 2018, 180, 184–
192.

46 G. Kang, Y. Liu, L. Li, L. Sun, W. Ma, C. Meng, L. Ma,
G. Zheng, C. Chang and H. Wei, Chem. Commun., 2020, 56,
3003–3006.

47 M. Zhang, P. Yu, J. Xie and J. Li, J. Mater. Chem. B, 2022,
10, 2338–2356.

48 M. Yabe, K. Mori, K. Ueda and M. Takeda, J. Comput.
Chem., Jpn., 2019, 5, 2018–0034.

49 W. L. Jorgensen, J. Chandrasekhar, J. D. Madura, R. W. Impey
and M. L. Klein, J. Chem. Phys., 1983, 79, 926–935.

50 H. J. Berendsen, D. van der Spoel and R. van Drunen,
Comput. Phys. Commun., 1995, 91, 43–56.

51 B. Hess, H. Bekker, H. J. C. Berendsen and
J. G. E. M. Fraaije, J. Comput. Chem., 1997, 18, 1463–1472.

52 King’s College London (2022). King’s Computational
Research, Engineering and Technology Environment
(CREATE),DOI: 10.18742/rnvf-m076.

Nanoscale Paper

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2023 Nanoscale, 2023, 15, 15230–15237 | 15237

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 3

0 
A

ug
us

t 2
02

3.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 1
/1

9/
20

26
 8

:1
1:

25
 A

M
. 

 T
hi

s 
ar

tic
le

 is
 li

ce
ns

ed
 u

nd
er

 a
 C

re
at

iv
e 

C
om

m
on

s 
A

ttr
ib

ut
io

n 
3.

0 
U

np
or

te
d 

L
ic

en
ce

.
View Article Online

https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1802.03426
https://doi.org/10.18742/rnvf-m076
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3nr01204b

	Button 1: 


