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Abstract
The synthesis of a sulfate-modified dendritic peptide amphiphile and its self-assembly into one-dimensional rod-like architectures
in aqueous medium is reported. The influence of the ionic strength on the supramolecular polymerization was probed via circular
dichroism spectroscopy and cryogenic transmission electron microscopy. Physiological salt concentrations efficiently screen the
charges of the dendritic building block equipped with eight sulfate groups and trigger the formation of rigid supramolecular polymers. Since multivalent sulfated supramolecular structures mimic naturally occurring L-selectin ligands, the corresponding affinity
was evaluated using a competitive SPR binding assay and benchmarked to an ethylene glycol-decorated supramolecular polymer.

Introduction
Deciphering the interaction of artificial molecular building
blocks with biological components is a key element on the way
to understanding and selectively manipulating biological
systems. Throughout nature, these interactions occur in a multivalent fashion, allowing to overcome drawbacks of the limited
strength of noncovalent bonds and to tune the selectivity at the
same time [1,2]. The binding of viruses to the membrane of

their host cells [3-5] as well as the recognition of carbohydrates
by lectins [6-9] are only few of the numerous examples for
multivalent protein–protein or protein–carbohydrate interactions that underline their pivotal role in biology. Mimicking
polyvalency using synthetic systems has therefore become a
growing field and the high degree of functionality renders polymers as a promising class of synthetic scaffolds [10-14].
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Supramolecular polymers do provide additional features like a
high degree of flexibility and excellent adaptivity, which are
critical in biological interactions [15]. As water is the dominant
solvent in biological systems, aqueous self-assembly turns out
to be crucial in obtaining supramolecular polymers suitable for
interactions with biological targets [16]. Peptide amphiphiles
provide access to supramolecular structures in this competitive
environment by taking advantage of nature’s versatile toolbox
of noncovalent interactions [17,18]. By a careful design of the
corresponding building blocks, extensive multilateral hydrogen
bonds between the amino acid sequences of the oligopeptide
backbone lead to secondary structures that direct the equilibrium to polymeric nano-scaled assemblies.
A well-studied receptor making use of multivalent interactions
is the extracellular adhesion protein L-selectin. L-Selectin plays
a critical role in inflammation processes by supporting the
migration of leukocytes to inflammatory sites via adhesion to
endothelial cells [19-21]. On a molecular level, a cationic
binding site [22] promotes the binding of ligands exhibiting a
high local negative charge density, such as sulfotyrosinated
P-selectin glycoprotein ligand-1 (PSGL-1) [23] or heparin [24].
A versatile synthetic ligand that takes advantage of binding to
cationic target sites, is dendritic polyglycerol sulfate [25]
(dPGS), due to its functionalization with negatively charged
sulfate groups. The binding behavior of dPGS to L-selectin has
been thoroughly probed as dendrimer [26,27], conjugated to a
polymer [28] or as amphiphilic adamantyl conjugates that are
able to self-assemble on cyclodextrin vesicles [29].
Our group recently reported the successful application of functional supramolecular polymers in a biological context [30]. By
decoration of the discotic peptide amphiphile monomers with
dendritic mannose moieties, a specific cell targeting of macrophages and internalization in those antigen presenting cells has
been achieved. As specific biological interactions strongly rely
on the receptor–ligand interplays, we are interested in investigating the targeting of isolated receptors by supramolecular
polymers built from peptide amphiphiles decorated with suitable ligand structures. The well-known L-selectin described
above represents an excellent target that can be addressed by the
multivalent presentation of sulfate groups. We therefore aim for
the synthesis of sulfate-modified peptide amphiphiles to gain
access to sulfated supramolecular polymers via self-assembly in
water. The versatility of supramolecular structures modified
with sulfate groups, and their capability to interact with biological components has been demonstrated recently [31,32]. In
this work, we therefore coupled dPGS to C 2 -symmetrical
discotic peptide amphiphiles using copper-catalyzed azide
alkyne cycloaddition chemistry. The evaluation of the effect of
sulfate modification on the self-assembly properties of the

dendritic peptide amphiphiles were performed using circular dichroism (CD) spectroscopy and electron transmission microscopy (TEM) as well as cryogenic TEM. Finally, the binding
affinity of the sulfated supramolecular polymers towards
L-selectin has been evaluated using surface plasmon resonance
(SPR) experiments.

Results and Discussion
Dendritic peptide amphiphile design and
synthesis
Two different peptide amphiphiles were synthesized, i.e., a nonsulfated, neutral amphiphile I as well as a dPGS-coupled,
sulfated amphiphile II. Both amphiphiles were synthesized
using a convergent and modular strategy as shown in Scheme 1.
The Newkome-type [33] dendritic dodeca(ethylene glycol)
moiety 3, equipped with a 6-aminohexanoic acid spacer was
synthesized as reported previously [34]. Using this building
block in the subsequent HBTU-mediated amidation of Boc-protected tri-ʟ-phenylalanine, as β-sheet directing peptide sequence, afforded the peptide amphiphile in good yields. After
deprotection of the N-terminus with TFA, molecule 4 was suitable for coupling to the branching unit to obtain the desired
dendritic peptide amphiphiles. In case of the C3-symmetric
amphiphile I, the readily available benzene-1,3,5-tricarboxylic
acid (trimesic acid) was chosen as the branching unit. In the
final amidation reaction, the efficient PyBOP-mediated coupling was carried out using an excess of the peptide amphiphile.
Finally, the target compound I was purified by size exclusion
chromatography.
In order to synthesize the sulfated, functionalized supramolecular building block II, we made use of the selective heterofunctionalization of trimesic acid. By replacing one of the solubilizing dodeca(ethylene glycol) moieties with an azide group,
post-functionalization using a subsequent copper-catalyzed
azide–alkyne cycloaddition reaction became accessible [35,36].
At the same time the other two unmodified side arms of the
dendritic amphiphile make sure that the fidelity of the β-sheet
motifs and directed supramolecular polymerization remains
intact. Commonly this heterofunctionalization is achieved using
esterification of trimesic acid and subsequent partial hydrolysis,
however, this route suffers from difficult purification steps
[37,38]. Here, it was conveniently achieved in one step via a
solid-phase supported approach, using trimesic acid as capping
reagent for the synthesized oligopeptide on the resin.
To maintain orthogonal functionalities a resin-bound diamine
was deployed as starting point to start off the oligopeptide synthesis. A low loading of the resin (0.16 mmol/g) was important
to prevent crosslinking during the reaction with trimesic acid.
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Scheme 1: The synthesis of the C3-symmetrical tetraethylene glycol-decorated peptide amphiphile I and the azide-functionalized peptide amphiphile
7: i) Boc-PhePhePhe-OH, HBTU, HOBt, DIPEA, DMF, 0 °C to rt, 15 h, 85%; ii) TFA/TIS/H2O 9.5:0.25:0.25 (v/v/v), rt, 1 h, 98%; iii) BTA, PyBOP,
HOAt, NMM, DMF, 0 °C to rt, 15 h, 93%; iv) SPPS using HBTU, HOBt, DIPEA for coupling (HATU for BTA coupling), 20 vol % piperidine in DMF for
Fmoc cleavage, DCM/TFA/TIS 20:20:1 (v/v/v) for final cleavage, 68%; v) azidoacetic acid NHS ester, NMM, DMF, rt, 4 h, 81%; vi) 4, PyBOP, HOAt,
NMM, DMF, 0 °C to rt, 18 h, 94%.

The coupling steps were performed using HBTU, HOBt,
DIPEA in DMF with Fmoc derivatives of ʟ-phenylalanine and
ε-aminohexanoic acid while the final capping was achieved
using HATU, HOAt, DIPEA in NMP (Scheme 1). After
cleavage from the resin the hetero-trifunctional peptide was
purified by RP-HPLC and separated from impurities, like disubstituted byproduct, to finally afford 5 in 68% yield. Subsequently, an azide functionality was easily introduced using
azidoacetic acid NHS ester to obtain compound 6. In the next
step, the solubilizing side-arm 4 was attached twice to the
trimesic acid scaffold by PyBOP coupling in DMF and NMM
as weak base. After subsequent size exclusion chromatography,
the ready to use azide-functional monomer 7 was isolated in
high purity.
The peptide amphiphile was finally conjugated to the propargylated sulfated [G2] oligoglycerol dendron 8 via a copper-catalyzed azide–alkyne cycloaddition (Scheme 2). The reaction took
place in degassed DMSO at 50 °C with CuSO4 pentahydrate,
sodium ascorbate and tris(benzyltriazolylmethyl)amine (TBTA)
as chelating species. HPLC-monitoring of the reaction showed a

full conversion after three days and the crude mixture was
subsequently purified by size exclusion chromatography to
yield 85% of the oligosulfated monomer II.

Characterization of the supramolecular
polymers of I and II
The self-assembly behavior of the peptide-based materials can
be readily investigated using CD spectroscopy. The supramolecular polymerization strongly relies on the formation of secondary structure elements, leading to ordered domains that lead
to characteristic CD band spectra. By probing aqueous solutions of I at different concentrations in H2O, a strongly negative CD band at around λ ≈ 220 nm became apparent
(Figure 1A). In the past we have assigned this characteristic CD
band to a β-sheet-dominated short-range ordering of oligopeptide monomers, which is stable over a wide concentration range
[30,39,40].
The application of transmission electron microscopy (TEM)
gave further insight into the morphology of the assemblies induced by the secondary structure formation (Figure 1). All sam-

99

Beilstein J. Org. Chem. 2021, 17, 97–104.

Scheme 2: Synthesis of the sulfated peptide amphiphile II by copper-catalyzed azide–alkyne cyclization.

Figure 1: Analysis of the self-assembly behavior of I by A: CD-spectra of 5, 10, 25 or 50 µM aqueous solutions; B, and C: TEM micrographs of negatively stained 25 µM solutions in water; D: cryo-TEM micrograph of I (50 µM) in PBS (−/−) with 100 mM NaCl.
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ples for convential TEM imaging were prepared by placing
5 μL of the aqueous solution on a sample grid for 1 min, followed by the removal of the excess liquid using a filter paper
and subsequent negative staining using a 2% uranyl acetate
solution. By analyzing a 25 μM aqueous solution of I, long
rigid anisotopic rod-like structures with lengths of 200–400 nm
could be visualized (Figure 1B and 1C), in agreement with our
previously reported findings [30,39]. These results confirm the
high propensity of the branched nonaphenylalanine-derived
molecules to form supramolecular polymers. The copresence of
shorter, more flexible structures could be seen as well. Under
higher magnification, a sheet like arrangement of densely
packed and oriented rods could be revealed. Since the morphology of the aqueous supramolecular polymers observed in dry
TEM can be influenced by the sample preparation, cryo-TEM
experiments were furthermore performed in order to visualize
the assemblies in a native state (Figure 1D and Figure S1 in
Supporting Information File 1). The presence of straight
nanorods of over 200 nm in length with a high degree of lateral
order could be observed, thus corroborating the interpretations
from dry TEM experiments.
Attaching functional groups to the dendritic peptide
amphiphiles – and thus the supramolecular polymers – by
exchanging one of the shielding dendritic tetra(ethylene glycol)
dendrons is important with regard to potential applications.
However, depending on the nature of the functional groups, the
influence on the self-assembly behavior may not be neglected.
In the present work, the installation of a sulfated oligoglycerol
dendron introduces eight anionic charges to the periphery of the
peptide amphiphile II that possibly counteracts the β-sheetdriven self-assembly due to electrostatic repulsion. CD spectroscopic experiments based on 25 µM or 50 µM solutions of II
in 20 mM TRIS as well as PBS buffer support this notion
(Figure 2A and Figure S2 in Supporting Information File 1). In
pure 20 mM TRIS buffer (pH 7.4) the β-sheet characteristic
negative CD band around λ ≈ 218 nm is weakened by more than
a factor ten compared to the uncharged species I. However, in
PBS buffer, providing a significantly higher salt concentration
and physiological ionic strength, the corresponding CD signal
from II is much more pronounced. We therefore decided to
perform ionic strength-dependent titrations using a 25 µM solution of II in 20 mM TRIS at neutral pH. At >100 mM added
NaCl, the characteristic β-sheet signature is restored due to
charge screening of the peripheral sulfate groups (Figure 2A
and Figure S3 in Supporting Information File 1). These results
are in agreement with our previous investigations related to
pH-switchable and ionic strength-responsive dendritic
amphiphiles appended with dendritic carboxylic acid functionalities [40,41]. The physiological ionic strength thus efficiently
screens the repulsive contribution of the sulfated dendrons and

Figure 2: Analysis of the supramolecular polymerization of II by A:
CD-spectra of a 25 µM solution in TRIS buffer (20 mM, pH 7.4) containing different concentrations of NaCl; B: TEM micrograph of a negatively stained 25 µM solution in TRIS buffer (20 mM, pH 7.4) containing 100 mM NaCl; C: Cryo-TEM micrograph of a 50 µM solutions in
PBS buffer (−/−), pH 7.4 containing 100 mM NaCl.
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supports the application of the supramolecular polymers in biological applications.
In order to compare the morphology of the self-assembled
sulfated compound II with the TEG-decorated compound I,
TEM and cryo-TEM experiments were performed (Figure 2B
and 2C). Based on the outcome from CD spectroscopy, we
decided to carry out the TEM experiments in solutions of
neutral pH and physiological ionic strength, to efficiently screen
the repulsive charges at the surface of the sulfated dendritic
peptide amphiphile II. For the dry TEM experiments we
preferred 10 mM or 20 mM TRIS buffer containing 100 mM
NaCl, over the phosphate buffer in PBS, since TRIS is known
to avoid artefacts due to phosphate salts [42,43]. Cryo-TEM experiments were performed using solutions of II in PBS (−/−,
containing 100 mM NaCl). All TEM and cryo-TEM micrographs clearly demonstrated the formation of long rigid rods in
the range of several hundred nanometers (Figure 2B,C, and
Figure S4 in Supporting Information File 1). These results thus
confirm our conclusions from CD spectroscopy and prove an
ionic strength-dependent β-sheet ordering in neutral or anionic
sulfated dendritic peptides. Under physiological conditions,
supramolecular polymer formation with a length of several
hundred nanometers is observed at monomer concentrations as
low as 25 µM.

Evaluation of the L-selectin binding efficacy
The L-selectin binding behavior of the sulfated supramolecular
polymer resulting from II was assessed using a competitive surface plasmon resonance (SPR) binding assay, whereby neutral
supramolecular polymers of I were used as control experiment.
L-Selectin-coated gold nanoparticles were incubated with
analyte solutions of different concentrations and subsequently
probed on an SPR-chip modified with immobilized sulfated
tyrosine and sialyl-Lewis X as model ligands. The resulting
signal is referenced to a control experiment lacking the preincubation of L-selectin particles. Figure 3 summarizes the resulting dose–response curves.
The sulfated supramolecular assemblies resulting from II bound
with an IC50 value of 250 nM which is 20-fold lower compared
to the unfunctionalized tetra(ethylene glycol)-decorated supramolecular polymers I (IC 50 = 5 µM). Further, the affinity
is significantly higher compared to naturally binding unfractionated heparin (15 kDa, IC50 = 12 µM) or artificial polyglycerol
sulfate of similar molecular weight and number of sulfate
groups (dPG3kDaS11: IC50 = 17 µM; dPG6kDaS8:
IC50 = 50 µM) [26]. However, the densely sulfated dendritic
polyglycerol of similar molecular weight is able to bind in the
low nanomolar range suggesting that a high density of functional groups is a key parameter [26]. These results show that

Figure 3: Concentration-dependent relative L-selectin binding of the
supramolecular polymers I and II in HEPES buffer (0.020 M, pH 7.4,
with 0.150 M NaCl and 0.001 M CaCl2) measured by SPR. L-Selectincoated nanoparticles were preincubated with solutions of the supramolecular polymers. Their affinity towards multimerized artificial ligands
composed of sulfated tyrosine and sialyl-LewisX, immobilized on an
SPR-chip was probed. The binding signal is plotted relative to a sample without preincubation (100%).

the multivalent presentation of sulfate moieties on the surface of
one-dimensional anisotropic supramolecular polymers noticeably enhances their affinity towards surface immobilized
L-selectin. However, the binding affinity of the unmodified
supramolecular polymer I was unexpectedly high. This may be
attributed to an unspecific adhesion due to hydrophobic patches,
since the shielding oligo(ethylene glycol) units are relatively
short.

Conclusion
In this work, we presented the charge-regulated β-sheet-driven
supramolecular polymerization of a sulfated peptide amphiphile
and its neutral analog, as well as their L-selectin binding behavior. A branched nonaphenylalanine-based peptide amphiphile
was synthesized, which carries two solubilizing side arms with
tetra(ethylene glycol) chains and one arm with an azide functional group. This modular building block was obtained using a
high yielding novel solid phase approach and will be further
used for dendritic peptide amphiphile heterofunctionalization.
By taking advantage of copper-catalyzed azide–alkyne cycloaddition chemistry, a highly soluble sulfated nonaphenylalanine
peptide amphiphile was prepared via this route. The spectroscopic and microscopic investigations of the aqueous selfassembly behavior of the sulfated peptide amphiphile revealed
an ionic strength-dependent formation of one-dimensional
anisotropic supramolecular polymers, whereas the non-ionic
tetra(ethylene glycol)-decorated analog showed supramolecular
polymerization without the addition of salts. Finally, SPR experiments provided evidence for a high affinity binding of the
multivalent oligosulfate groups on the periphery of the supramolecular polymers towards surface-immobilized L-selectin.
Our studies suggest that supramolecular polymers will be an
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applicable platform to prepare and evaluate anti-inflammatory
materials using multicomponent and multifunctional supramolecular subunits.

12. Sigal, G. B.; Mammen, M.; Dahmann, G.; Whitesides, G. M.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1996, 118, 3789–3800. doi:10.1021/ja953729u
13. Kiessling, L. L.; Strong, L. E.; Gestwicki, J. E. Annu. Rep. Med. Chem.
2000, 35, 321–330. doi:10.1016/s0065-7743(00)35030-8
14. Wu, K.; Liu, J.; Johnson, R. N.; Yang, J.; Kopeček, J.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2010, 49, 1451–1455.

Supporting Information

doi:10.1002/anie.200906232
15. Martos, V.; Castreño, P.; Valero, J.; de Mendoza, J.

Supporting Information File 1
Experimental procedures, materials and methods, detailed
synthetic procedures and the characterization of all
molecules.
[https://www.beilstein-journals.org/bjoc/content/
supplementary/1860-5397-17-10-S1.pdf]

Curr. Opin. Chem. Biol. 2008, 12, 698–706.
doi:10.1016/j.cbpa.2008.08.024
16. Krieg, E.; Bastings, M. M. C.; Besenius, P.; Rybtchinski, B. Chem. Rev.
2016, 116, 2414–2477. doi:10.1021/acs.chemrev.5b00369
17. Hartgerink, J. D.; Beniash, E.; Stupp, S. I. Science 2001, 294,
1684–1688. doi:10.1126/science.1063187
18. Frisch, H.; Unsleber, J. P.; Lüdeker, D.; Peterlechner, M.;
Brunklaus, G.; Waller, M.; Besenius, P. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2013,
52, 10097–10101. doi:10.1002/anie.201303810

Acknowledgements
We thank Dr. Ronja Otter for performing the TEM experiments
in Mainz and Elisa Quaas for help with the SPR measurements.

19. Lasky, L. A. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 1995, 64, 113–140.
doi:10.1146/annurev.bi.64.070195.000553
20. McEver, R.; Moore, K.; Cummings, R. J. Biol. Chem. 1995, 270,
11025–11028. doi:10.1074/jbc.270.19.11025
21. Coussens, L. M.; Werb, Z. Nature 2002, 420, 860–867.
doi:10.1038/nature01322

Funding

22. Simanek, E. E.; McGarvey, G. J.; Jablonowski, J. A.; Wong, C.-H.

We acknowledge support from the DFG (CRC 1066) [D.S.,
M.U., P.B.], (CRC765) [S.H., K.H., R.H.].

23. Somers, W. S.; Tang, J.; Shaw, G. D.; Camphausen, R. T. Cell 2000,

Chem. Rev. 1998, 98, 833–862. doi:10.1021/cr940226i
103, 467–479. doi:10.1016/s0092-8674(00)00138-0

ORCID® iDs
Rainer Haag - https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3840-162X
Pol Besenius - https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7478-4459

24. Norgard-Sumnicht, K. E.; Varki, N. M.; Varki, A. Science 1993, 261,
480–483. doi:10.1126/science.7687382
25. Dernedde, J.; Rausch, A.; Weinhart, M.; Enders, S.; Tauber, R.;
Licha, K.; Schirner, M.; Zügel, U.; von Bonin, A.; Haag, R.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2010, 107, 19679–19684.

References
1. Mammen, M.; Choi, S.-K.; Whitesides, G. M. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed.
1998, 37, 2754–2794.
doi:10.1002/(sici)1521-3773(19981102)37:20<2754::aid-anie2754>3.0.
co;2-3
2. Mulder, A.; Huskens, J.; Reinhoudt, D. N. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2004, 2,
3409–3424. doi:10.1039/b413971b
3. Mammen, M.; Dahmann, G.; Whitesides, G. M. J. Med. Chem. 1995,
38, 4179–4190. doi:10.1021/jm00021a007
4. Lees, W. J.; Spaltenstein, A.; Kingery-Wood, J. E.; Whitesides, G. M.
J. Med. Chem. 1994, 37, 3419–3433. doi:10.1021/jm00046a027
5. Mochalova, L. V.; Tuzikov, A. B.; Marinina, V. P.; Gambaryan, A. S.;
Byramova, N. E.; Bovin, N. V.; Matrosovich, M. N. Antiviral Res. 1994,
23, 179–190. doi:10.1016/0166-3542(94)90016-7
6. Lee, R. T.; Lin, P.; Lee, Y. C. Biochemistry 1984, 23, 4255–4261.
doi:10.1021/bi00313a037
7. DeFrees, S. A.; Kosch, W.; Way, W.; Paulson, J. C.; Sabesan, S.;

doi:10.1073/pnas.1003103107
26. Weinhart, M.; Gröger, D.; Enders, S.; Riese, S. B.; Dernedde, J.;
Kainthan, R. K.; Brooks, D. E.; Haag, R. Macromol. Biosci. 2011, 11,
1088–1098. doi:10.1002/mabi.201100051
27. Paulus, F.; Schulze, R.; Steinhilber, D.; Zieringer, M.; Steinke, I.;
Welker, P.; Licha, K.; Wedepohl, S.; Dernedde, J.; Haag, R.
Macromol. Biosci. 2014, 14, 643–654. doi:10.1002/mabi.201300420
28. Kumari, S.; Achazi, K.; Dey, P.; Haag, R.; Dernedde, J.
Biomacromolecules 2019, 20, 1157–1166.
doi:10.1021/acs.biomac.8b01416
29. Ehrmann, S.; Chu, C.-W.; Kumari, S.; Silberreis, K.; Böttcher, C.;
Dernedde, J.; Ravoo, B. J.; Haag, R. J. Mater. Chem. B 2018, 6,
4216–4222. doi:10.1039/c8tb00922h
30. Straßburger, D.; Stergiou, N.; Urschbach, M.; Yurugi, H.; Spitzer, D.;
Schollmeyer, D.; Schmitt, E.; Besenius, P. ChemBioChem 2018, 19,
912–916. doi:10.1002/cbic.201800114
31. Lee, S. S.; Fyrner, T.; Chen, F.; Álvarez, Z.; Sleep, E.; Chun, D. S.;

Halcomb, R. L.; Huang, D.-H.; Ichikawa, Y.; Wong, C.-H.

Weiner, J. A.; Cook, R. W.; Freshman, R. D.; Schallmo, M. S.;

J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995, 117, 66–79. doi:10.1021/ja00106a008

Katchko, K. M.; Schneider, A. D.; Smith, J. T.; Yun, C.; Singh, G.;

8. Gestwicki, J. E.; Strong, L. E.; Kiessling, L. L. Chem. Biol. 2000, 7,

Hashmi, S. Z.; McClendon, M. T.; Yu, Z.; Stock, S. R.; Hsu, W. K.;

583–591. doi:10.1016/s1074-5521(00)00002-8
9. Bertozzi, C. R.; Kiessling, L. L. Science 2001, 291, 2357–2364.
doi:10.1126/science.1059820
10. Röglin, L.; Lempens, E. H. M.; Meijer, E. W. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed.
2011, 50, 102–112. doi:10.1002/anie.201003968
11. Choi, S.-K.; Mammen, M.; Whitesides, G. M. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1997,
119, 4103–4111. doi:10.1021/ja963519x

Hsu, E. L.; Stupp, S. I. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2017, 12, 821–829.
doi:10.1038/nnano.2017.109
32. Hendrikse, S. I. S.; Spaans, S.; Meijer, E. W.; Dankers, P. Y. W.
Biomacromolecules 2018, 19, 2610–2617.
doi:10.1021/acs.biomac.8b00219
33. Newkome, G. R.; Shreiner, C. Chem. Rev. 2010, 110, 6338–6442.
doi:10.1021/cr900341m

103

Beilstein J. Org. Chem. 2021, 17, 97–104.

34. Berac, C. M.; Zengerling, L.; Straβburger, D.; Otter, R.; Urschbach, M.;
Besenius, P. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2020, 41, 1900476.
doi:10.1002/marc.201900476
35. Kolb, H. C.; Finn, M. G.; Sharpless, K. B. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2001,
40, 2004–2021.
doi:10.1002/1521-3773(20010601)40:11<2004::aid-anie2004>3.0.co;25
36. Tornøe, C. W.; Christensen, C.; Meldal, M. J. Org. Chem. 2002, 67,
3057–3064. doi:10.1021/jo011148j
37. Wilson, A. J.; van Gestel, J.; Sijbesma, R. P.; Meijer, E. W.
Chem. Commun. 2006, 4404. doi:10.1039/b610051a
38. Engel, M.; Burris, C. W.; Slate, C. A.; Erickson, B. W. Tetrahedron
1993, 49, 8761–8770. doi:10.1016/s0040-4020(01)81898-6
39. Appel, R.; Fuchs, J.; Tyrrell, S. M.; Korevaar, P. A.; Stuart, M. C. A.;
Voets, I. K.; Schönhoff, M.; Besenius, P. Chem. – Eur. J. 2015, 21,
19257–19264. doi:10.1002/chem.201503616
40. von Gröning, M.; de Feijter, I.; Stuart, M. C. A.; Voets, I. K.;
Besenius, P. J. Mater. Chem. B 2013, 1, 2008–2012.
doi:10.1039/c3tb00051f
41. Appel, R.; Tacke, S.; Klingauf, J.; Besenius, P. Org. Biomol. Chem.
2015, 13, 1030–1039. doi:10.1039/c4ob02185a
42. Frisch, H.; Nie, Y.; Raunser, S.; Besenius, P. Chem. – Eur. J. 2015, 21,
3304–3309. doi:10.1002/chem.201406281
43. Ohi, M.; Li, Y.; Cheng, Y.; Walz, T. Biol. Proced. Online 2004, 6, 23–34.
doi:10.1251/bpo70

License and Terms
This is an Open Access article under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0). Please note
that the reuse, redistribution and reproduction in particular
requires that the author(s) and source are credited and that
individual graphics may be subject to special legal
provisions.
The license is subject to the Beilstein Journal of Organic
Chemistry terms and conditions:
(https://www.beilstein-journals.org/bjoc/terms)
The definitive version of this article is the electronic one
which can be found at:
https://doi.org/10.3762/bjoc.17.10

104

