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As human stem cells with the special pluripotency play important roles in the innovative drug discovery
and regenerative medicine, development of extracellular matrix (ECM) mimetics or functional materi-
als that can support stem cell growth and propagation is of high significance. Despite numerous efforts
spent, one major limitation restricting the wide applications of stem cells to the clinical translation is the
lack of efficient strategies for low cost and large-scale stem cell production under xeno-free culture con-
ditions. Herein, we reported a new strategy with peptides-modified polystyrene-based polymers coated
onto the surface of coverslips for the growth and reproduction of human embryonic stem cells (hESCs).
The modified peptides are the active parts of proteins which has been shown to contribute to the pluripo-
tent stem cell attachment or proliferation. The peptides were linked to the glass coverslips coated by the
polymer materials via chemical crosslinking, and the composite substrates successfully maintain the long-
term growth of HUES-7, H7 and DF699. Our study shows that the coating of polystyrene-derived polymer
modified by our developed peptides is a good matrix for long-term growth and reproduction of stem
cells. This polystyrene-derived polymer substrate can be produced in large scale and stored for a long
time. The most important thing is that it can support the growth of undifferentiated human pluripotent
stem cells (hPSCs) for more than ten passages, which could provide a new and relatively easy way to

amplify hESCs in vitro.

© 2022 Published by Elsevier B.V. on behalf of Chinese Chemical Society and Institute of Materia

Medica, Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences.

It is strongly believed that maintaing the pluripotency in hu-
man stem cells and directing their controlled differentiation is
quite important [1,2]. In particular, the human embryonic stem
cells (hESCs) and human induced pluripotent stem cells (hiPSCs),
which are believed to have the potential to indefinitely grow in
the culture medium and selectively differentiate into any type of
cells in the adult human body represent important resources in
regenerative medicine and disease modeling, aiming to reproduce
the disease pathogenesis of patients in the laboratory [3-5]. There-
fore, growing stem cells in an undifferentiated state is important
for large-scale applications [6,7]. Traditional methods for culturing
hiPSCs normally include growing the cells on a feeder cell layer
of mitotically inactivated mouse embryonic fibroblast, or in the
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medium containing fetal bovine serum (FBS) or serum replacement
to provide an extracellular matrix (ECM)-rich environment for cell
adhesion [8-14]. Feeder cells can be avoided by culturing hESCs
on Matrigel, a basement membrane material prepared from mouse
sarcoma, human serum or purified ECM proteins [10,15]. However,
most of these biological materials are expensive to manufacture,
which may also have high batch-to-batch variability, thus likely to
restricting them from broad applications [16-18]. Besides, animal-
derived materials must be subject to expensive tests to ensure
that they are pathogens-free and non-immunogenic [16,17]. Con-
sequently, great efforts have been spent in developing newly syn-
thetic materials as good substrates for long-term growth and pro-
liferation of pluripotent stem cells. Polymer-based materials have
been recently paid more and more attention because they are
widely applied as carriers for the delivery of targeted drugs [19-
21]. Besides, peptides-based biological materials have also played
important roles in lots of biomedical applications [22-27]. The
growth of H1, H7 and H9 hESCs can be passed for 10-25 gener-
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Scheme 1. (a) Chemical structures of the copolymers; (b) Representative scheme of the polymers coated onto the coverslips [PC-COOH: P(VBA-co-St) or P(VBA-co-mTEGSt),
EDC: 1-(3-dimethylaminopropyl)-3-ethylcarbodiimide hydrochloride, NHS: N-hydroxysuccinimide].

ations when the polymer materials were coated on cell culture
dishes [17,28]. Modification of cell culture matrix, such as treat-
ment of substrates under ultraviolet (UV) light or conjugation with
template peptides, can also promote the growth and differentiation
of stem cells [29-31].

In addition, the active peptides of self-assembling proteins are
not only used as high-performance substrates for embryonic stem
cell self-renewal [32], but also widely used in many other biomed-
ical fields [33-39]. Up to now, hundreds of polymers have been
synthesized to support the cell growth [29,40-45]; however, most
of these materials are only applicable on the cell culture plates or
dishes, which can not meet the requirements for the large-scale
in vitro culture of human pluripotent stem cells (hPSCs). In this
study, we modified the cell culture plate by initializing polymer-
ization on the surface of the plate. Polystyrene (PS) derived poly-
mers, including poly(vinyl benzoic acid-co-styrene) (P(VBA-co-St))
and poly(vinyl benzoic acid-co-vinyl benzyl methoxy triethylene
glycol ether) (P(VBA-co-mTEGSt)), were synthesized via nitroxide-
mediated polymerization (NMP). The polymeric substrates for cell
culture were sieved from P(VBA-co-St) and P(VBA-co-mTEGSt) with
different monomer ratios. NMP plays an important role in synthe-
sizing polymers with three characteristics, including narrow poly-
mer dispersity index (PDI), well-controlled molecular weight and
exact monomer ratio [46-49]. Of note, the copolymer, P(VBA-co-
St), coated on a glass coverslip substrate, can be used for stem cell
growth. The short peptides representing different protein active
fragments were linked to the polymer-coated coverslips by chem-
ical crosslinking, and subsequently followed by functionalization
on the polymer-coated coverslip. By screening twenty active pep-
tides, three suitable peptides for hESCs growth were obtained and
characterized, and the peptides were successfully incorporated to
the polymers. Biological characteristics such as high-level expres-
sion of stem cell (H7, HUES-7 and DF699) marker proteins, Nanog,
Oct3/4, Sox2 and Tral60, gene expression and karyotype analysis
after more than 10 passages indicate that this material is suitable
the growth and proliferation of hESCs. Importantly, this PS-derived
polymer substrate can be produced in large scale, and it can sup-
port the growth of undifferentiated hPSCs for a long time, which
could provide a new and relatively easy way to amplify hESCs in
vitro for PSC-based therapies.

As shown in Scheme 1a, the chemical structures of the two
polymers were synthesized for coverslip coating. Among the chem-
ical structures, vinyl benzoic acids with carboxylic acid groups
were used for peptide conjugation and glasses surface coat-
ing. Styrene and 4-vinyl benzyl methoxy triethylene glycol ether
(mTEGSt) could be used to adjust the hydrophilicity of coated
coverslips because hydrophilicity is one of the important factors
to affect the stem cell attachment [28]. As shown in Tables S1
and S2 (Supporting information), various types of polymers includ-
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ing P(VBA-co-St) and P(VBA-co-mTEGSt) with different monomer
ratios were synthesized for tests. For P(VBA-co-St), the ratios of
VBA units in the polymers were obtained via 'H-NMR ranging
from 100% to 35.3% while the ratios of the styrene units changed
from 0% to 64.7% accordingly (Table S1). To investigate the hy-
drophilicity of coated coverslips in a broader range, styrene was
replaced by mTEGSt monomer to further improve the hydrophilic-
ity. During the process of synthesizing polymers, the ratios of
the mTEGSt units could range from 20.7% to 73.1% while VBA
changed from 79.3% to 26.9% (Table S2). These polymers were ap-
plied to be coated onto the coverslips for screening in stem cell
culture.

The whole process of the coverslip coating involved three steps:
the first step was to activate the coverslip by (3-aminopropyl) tri-
ethoxysilane (APTES); the second step was to coat the coverslip
with a polymer; in the third step, peptides were used to mod-
ify the surface of the polymer-coated coverslip (Scheme 1b). Con-
tact angle measurements, Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spec-
troscopy, X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS), atomic force mi-
croscope (AFM) and toluidine blue O (TBO) staining experiments
were performed to characterize each step to ensure the successful
coating. The contact angle measurement of the water can straightly
illustrate the change of hydrophilic ability before and after coating.
The contact angles of coverslip after coating with P(VBA-co-St) and
P(VBA-co-mTEGSt) were shown in Fig. 1. The results showed that
the hydrophobicity of the surface coated by the polymers increased
compared to the control coverslips, of which the water contact an-
gle is around 50°. For P(VBA-co-St) coating coverslips, the contact
angle changed in a broad range from 60° to 80°. In addition, the
contact angle increased with the ratios of the styrene in the poly-
mers increasing (Fig. 1a). However, for P(VBA-co-mTEGSt), the con-
tact angle changed in a relatively narrow range from around 55° to
60°, which may be due to the similar polarity of mTEGSt and VBA
(Fig. 1b). According to the study previously reported, the optimal
contact angle for stem cell attachment is around 70° [50]. There-
fore, it can be suggested that the most optimal materials were
P(VBA-co-St) together with ratio of the VBA:St either 50%:50% or
30%:70%.

To investigate whether polymers have been successfully coated
onto the coverslips, FTIR experiment was adopted here. As shown
in Fig. 1c, the results showed that, for the coverslips coated by
two series of polymers synthesized, the peaks for carbonyl stretch-
ing vibration clearly appeared, while no peaks in the control cov-
erslips. These results unambiguously confirmed that the polymers
have been successfully coated onto the coverslips. To detect the el-
ement changes during the coating process, XPS experiments were
carried out. As shown in Fig. 1d and Table S3 (Supporting infor-
mation), our results showed that control coverslips did not con-
tain any nitrogen elements. However, after coating by APTES, there
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Fig. 1. Contact angles of the coverslips after coating by the copolymers. (a) VBA:St (wt%): @ = 100%:0, @ = 70%:30%, @ = 50%:50%, @ = 30%:70%. Data are presented as
mean + standard deviation (SD), n = 3; (b) VBA:mTEGSt (mol%): @ = 66.7%:33.3%; @ = 50%:50%; 3 = 33.3%:66.7%. Data are presented as mean =+ SD, n = 3; (c) FTIR
spectra of the coverslips coated by the copolymers of P(VBA-co-St) and P(VBA-co-mTEGSt); (d) XPS spectra of the coverslips at different steps of coating.

Fig. 2. (a) AFM images of coverslip coated with APTES, Scale bar = 10 pm; (b) AFM images of coverslip coated with P(VBA-co-St) further, Scale bar = 10 um; (c) P(VBA-St)
coated coverslip stained by Toluidine Blue O (TBO) dye; (d) Fluorescence of BGOV1 cells on peptide-conjugated polymer P(VBA-co-St) (VBA:St (wt%) = 50%:50%) at day 6 for

peptides 1-20 and control P(VBA-co-St). Scale bar = 200 pm.

were around 7.56% nitrogen atoms. In addition, when coated by
polymers and peptides, the nitrogen elements slightly decreased
because parts of nitrogen atoms from APTES were probably cov-
ered by polymers and peptides.

To further confirm whether the polymers have been coated
onto coverslips, AFM experiments were performed to directly char-
acterize the topographic changes before and after coatings by the
polymers. It was found that, after coating by APTES, there was no
obvious difference compared to control coverslips (Fig. 2a). How-
ever, after coating by the polymers, a coating layer with thickness
around 5 nm was clearly observed (Fig. 2b), thus clearly indicat-
ing that the transparent coverslips have been coated by a thin
layer of polymers, which can not be observed by naked eyes. To
quantitatively detect the amounts of carboxylic acids, TBO stain-
ing, as one of the suitable detection methods, can be adopted be-
cause TBO can be equivalent moles to the carboxylic groups and
gave blue color staining on the surface containing carboxylic acids.
As shown in Fig. 2c, the stained coverslips coated by P(VBA-co-St)
showed blue color, unambiguously indicating that there were nu-
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merous carboxylic acid groups on the coverslips. The amounts of
carboxylic acid groups quantitatively measured on coverslips were
(1.2 £ 0.1) x 10~3 pumol per coverslip.

To screen and identify the optimal polymers and peptides for
stem cell culture, BGOV1, one of hESC lines containing green fluo-
rescence protein (GFP) expressing gene and driven by the Oct3/4
promoter, was used to evaluate the studied materials. As shown
in Tables S1, S2 and S4 (Supporting information), the polymers
screening data and the peptides used for polymer conjugation and
screening were summarized. By virtue of the expertise in high-
throughput screening [51,52], we constructed a combinatorial pep-
tide library resulting from the active part of proteins, which have
been shown to contribute to the attachment or proliferation for
pluripotent stem cells. After the peptides were conjugated to the
copolymers at N-terminus, screened The BGOV1 cells were used
for the screening to test these conjugates via the green fluores-
cence of the GFP, which could indicate that the hESCs were main-
tained in their pluripotency state. Due to its suitable contact an-
gle, the polymer of the P(VBA-co-St) with the ratio of 50%:50%
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Fig. 3. (a) Fluorescence and attachment of BGOV1 cells on P(VBA-co-St) coated coverslip conjugated with P1, P4 and P16 respectively on Day 6. (b) Fluorescent intensity
of BGOV1 cells on P(VBA-co-mTEGSt) coated coverslip conjugated with combined P1, P4 and P16 of different ratio on Day 6. Data are presented as mean & SD, n = 3. (c)
Pluripotent gene expression analysis of HUES-7 cells grown for 10 passages on peptide coated polymer surface. The fold difference was calculated with the expression value
in Matrigel as one fold. The expression values were normalized with glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (GAPDH). Data are presented as mean + SD, n = 3. (d)
Stained Nanog, Oct3/4, Sox2, Tra1l60 of DF699 cells, H7 cell and HUES-7 cells after 10 passages. Scale bar = 200 pm.

(VBA:St, wt%) was chosen tentatively as the polymer substrate
to modify with twenty peptides listed in Table S4, respectively.
The qualitative analysis of cell growth and GFP expression for
twenty peptides were shown in Table S4. Basically, after 24 h
of seeding, hESCs could be adhered to the surface of the cover-
slips coated by P(VBA-co-St) (VBA:St (wt%), 50%:50%) conjugated
with different peptides (Table S4 and Fig. S4 in Supporting in-
formation). It was also observed that the control of P(VBA-co-
St) itself was a very good substrate for hESCs adherence. How-
ever, the hESCs began to differentiate or differentiated severely,
which was supported by the very weak expression of GFP fluores-
cence after continuous culture of cells onto the surfaces of cov-
erslips coated by some peptides for up to 6 days, which were
shown in Fig. 2d. Specifically, for the control P(VBA-co-St) sub-
strate without any peptides, the hESCs almost completely differen-
tiated after 5 days. This indicated that these 20 peptides helped
at a different extent to maintain the pluripotency of the stem
cells.

To identify which peptide/peptides could greatly maintain the
pluripotency of the stem cells, the image results of the stem cells
grown on the coverslips with different substrates from Day 1 to
Day 6 were shown in Fig. 2d and Fig. S4 as the fate of the stem
cells cultured on different substrates began to differentiate on Day
6. Based on the image results, it clearly showed that our stem cells
could be efficiently attached to the surface of coverslips except
peptides 8 and 13, which did not significantly promote the attach-
ment of stem cells. More interestingly, peptides 2, 12, 14, 17 and 19
not only showed a very good ability for stem cell attachment and
proliferation, but also showed a compromised ability of maintain-
ing the pluripotency of the stem cells. Besides, peptides 6, 8 and
10 were quite powerful to maintain the pluripotency of the stem
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cells, but weak in promoting cell growth. To our surprise, pep-
tide 1 (GRGDSP{propargyl-Gly}), peptide 4 (YAVTGRGDSPASSKPIA)
and peptide 16 (GRGESPK) showed the best ability for both cell
attachment and pluripotency maintenance among these peptides.
Therefore, peptides 1, 4 and 16 were chosen for the further stud-
ies together with the copolymers of P(VBA-co-St) and P(VBA-co-
mTEGSt).

To further optimize the polymers to maintain the pluripotency
and proliferation of the stem cells, the polymers entitled P(VBA-
co-St) and P(VBA-co-mTEGSt) with different monomer ratios were
conjugated with peptides 1, 4 and 16, respectively. As the conjuga-
tion, BGOV1 stem cells were grown on different monomer ratios of
P(VBA-co-St) and P(VBA-co-mTEGSt). As shown in Fig. 3a and Fig.
S5 (Supporting information), the results showed that P(VBA-co-St)
promoted stem cell proliferation better than P(VBA-co-mTEGSt) al-
though cell attachment was effective for all of them. After carefully
comparing the growth and GFP expression of BGOV1 on P(VBA-co-
St) with four of different monomer ratios on Day 6, P(VBA-co-St) of
VBA:St (wt%, 50%:50%) was chosen for further studies, because it
proved to be the best substrate for cell growth and GFP expression
in all ratios. Based on the aforementioned studies, P(VBA-co-St) of
VBA:St (wt%, 50%:50%) was modified by the combined peptides 1,
4 and 16 to obtain the optimal results. The P(VBA-St) was conju-
gated by different ratios of peptides 1, 4 and 16. To optimize the
ratio of the polymers modified by the peptides, the quantitative
analysis of the GFP intensity was carried out for hESCs cultured on
substrates modified by combined peptides. As shown in Fig. 3b, the
results indicated that the mass ratio of P1:P4:P16 = 1:2:2 exhibited
the highest GFP intensity. Therefore, P(VBA-co-St) materials with
VBA:St (wt%, 50%:50%) and peptides 1, 4 and 16 with mass conju-
gation ratio of 1:2:2 were chosen for extensive studies with vari-
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ous stem cell lines and long-term propagation. Two human embry-
onic stem cell lines (HUES-7 and H7) and one hiPSC line (DF699)
were used for long-term propagation studies. Typically, ten pas-
sages were considered to be long-term culture. After 10 passages,
the typical pluripotency markers such as Nanog, Oct3/4, Sox2 and
Tra160 were analyzed either by immunostaining or FACS (antibody
information shown in Table S5 in Supporting information).

As shown in Fig. 3d, the immunostaining results showed that,
after 10 passages, hESCs lines (HUES-7 and H7) and the hiPSC line
(DF699) were non-ignorable positive for the pluripotency marker
proteins, indicating that the stemness of the stem cells was well
maintained. Quantitatively, the percentage of pluripotency mainte-
nance was studied by flow cytometry with Nanog and Oct3/4 an-
tibodies. As shown in Fig. S6 (Supporting information), the results
showed that more than 90% of the cells (HUES-7, H7 and DF699)
were noted to be positive for these marker proteins. To further
confirm and evaluate the ability of the pluripotency maintenance
by our developed materials, the gene expression analysis exper-
iments were adopted. As shown in Fig. 3¢, it suggested that the
expression of pluripotent markers including Lin28, Nanog, Oct3/4,
Sox2, KLF4, Rex1 and GDF3 were higher than the expression level
in Matrigel, while some other genes such as E-Cad, NR5A2, Nr6al,
h-Tert and c-MYC were comparatively lower than Matrigel. Our re-
sults unambiguously indicated that we have successfully optimized
the ratios of polymers and peptides coated onto the surfaces of the
coverslips for long-term stem cell growth and propagation.

In this study, we have successfully constructed peptides-
conjugated-polymers for coating the surface of the coverslips for
long-term stem cell growth and propagation. To optimize the
peptide sequences for the conjugation with the polymers to be
coated onto the surface of the coverslips, we constructed a com-
binatorial peptide library for the stem cell screening, which re-
sulted from the active parts of proteins beneficial to the attach-
ment and proliferation for pluripotent stem cells. Based on the
screening, three peptides were successfully identified including
peptides 1 (with sequence GRGDSP{propargyl-Gly}), 4 (with se-
quence YAVTGRGDSPASSKPIA) and 16 (with sequence GRGESPK).
To optimize the polymers for the stem cell growth and prolifera-
tion, various types of polymers including P(VBA-co-St) and P(VBA-
co-mTEGSt) with different monomer ratios were synthesized for
screening tests, and the results showed that P(VBA-co-St) with the
ratio of VBA:St (wt%, 50%:50%), conjugated by selected peptides
(P1:P4:P16 = 1:2:2, mass ratio), can be suitable substrates for stem
cell growth and propagation to coat the surface of coverslips for
stem cell culture. More interestingly, peptides-conjugated polymers
coating coverslips could sustain the growth of both hESCs (such
as HUES-7 and H7) and hiPSC (such as DF699) for more than 10
passages without differentiation. This polystyrene-derived polymer
substrate can be produced in large scale and stored for a long time.
The most important thing is that it can support the growth of un-
differentiated hPSCs for a long time, which could provide a new
and relatively easy way to amplify hESCs in vitro in the future.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing finan-
cial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to
influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foun-
dation of China (Nos. 21877130 and U1801681), The Key Field

2905

Chinese Chemical Letters 33 (2022) 2901-2905

Research and Development Program of Guangdong Province (No.
2019B020235001), Basic and Applied Basic Research Foundation of
Guangdong Province (No. 2019A1515110451), Science and Technol-
ogy Program of Guangzhou (No. 201803010009) and Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of Guangdong Province (Nos. 2018A030313600,
2021A1515010357).

Supplementary materials

Supplementary material associated with this article can be
found, in the online version, at doi:10.1016/j.cclet.2021.10.028.

References

[1] C.M. Madl, S.C. Heilshorn, Annu. Rev. Biomed. Eng. 20 (2018) 21-47.
[2] Z. Liu, M. Tang, ]. Zhao, R. Chai, J. Kang, Adv. Mater. 30 (2018) 1705388.
[3] S.I. Nishikawa, R.A. Goldstein, C.R. Nierras, Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 9 (2008)
725-729.
[4] TJ. Nelson, A. Martinez-Fernandez, A. Terzic, Nat. Rev. Cardiol. 7 (2010)
700-710.
[5] K. Saha, R. Jaenisch, Cell Stem Cell 5 (2009) 584-595.
[6] L.G. Villa-Diaz, A.M. Ross, J. Lahann, P.H. Krebsbach, Stem Cells 31 (2013) 1-7.
[7] C. Xu, M.S. Inokuma, ]. Denham, et al., Nat. Biotechnol. 19 (2001) 971-974.
[8] M.H. Kaufman, M.J. Evans, Nature 292 (1981) 154-156.
[9] M. Maldonado, L.Y. Wong, C. Echeverria, et al., Biomaterials 50 (2015) 10-19.
[10] G. Chen, D.R. Gulbranson, Z. Hou, et al., Nat. Methods 8 (2011) 424-429.
[11] TE. Ludwig, V. Bergendahl, M.E. Levenstein, et al, Nat. Methods 3 (2006)
637-646.
[12] S.R. Braam, L. Zeinstra, S. Litjens, et al., Stem Cells 26 (2008) 2257-2265.
[13] S. Rodin, A. Domogatskaya, S. Strém, et al., Nat. Biotechnol. 28 (2010) 611-615.
[14] H. Tsutsui, B. Valamehr, A. Hindoyan, et al., Nat. Commun. 2 (2011) 167-174.
[15] H.T. Kim, K.I. Lee, D.W. Kim, D.Y. Hwang, Biomaterials 34 (2013) 1041-1050.
[16] N.S. Hwang, S. Varghese, ]. Elisseeff, Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 60 (2008) 199-214.
[17] Z. Melkoumian, J.L. Weber, D.M. Weber, et al., Nat. Biotechnol. 28 (2010)
606-610.
[18] W. Cheng, C. Yang, X. Ding, et al., Biomacromolecules 16 (2015) 1967-1977.
[19] X. Ding, A. Wang, W. Tong, EJ. Xu, Small 15 (2019) 1-29.
[20] J. Ding, ]. Chen, L. Gao, et al., Nano Today 29 (2019) 100800.
[21] L. Gao, H. Sun, S.S. Lee, J. Wang, Curr. Med. Chem. 26 (2019) 2232-2233.
[22] ]. Xie, Q. Shen, K. Huang, et al., ACS Nano 13 (2019) 5268-5277.
[23] Y. Tang, S. W, ]. Lin, et al,, Nano Lett. 18 (2018) 6207-6213.
[24] Y. Chen, Y. Shen, X. Guo, et al., Nat. Biotechnol. 24 (2006) 455-460.
[25] L. Yang, R. Peltier, M. Zhang, et al., ]. Am. Chem. Soc. 142 (2020) 18150-18159.
[26] H. Wang, Z. Feng, B. Xu, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 58 (2019) 10423-10432.
[27] C. Du, M. Zhou, F. Jia, et al., Biomaterials 269 (2021) 120642.
[28] L.G. Villa-Diaz, H. Nandivada, J. Ding, et al., Nat. Biotechnol. 28 (2010) 581-583.
[29] K. Saha, Y. Mei, C.M. Reisterer, et al., Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 108 (2011)
18714-18719.
[30] Y. Kimura, K. Kasai, S. Miyata, Mater. Sci. Eng. C 92 (2018) 280-286.
[31] G. Onak, M. Sen, N. Horzum, UK. Ercan, Z.B. Yarali, Sci. Rep. 8 (2018) 17620.
[32] CJ. Hill, J.R. Fleming, M. Mousavinejad, et al., Adv. Mater. 31 (2019) 1807521.
[33] J. Wang, L. Qiu, Y. You, et al., ]. Sep. Sci. 41 (2018) 4544-4550.
[34] J. Wang, ]. Fan, L. Liu, et al., Electrophoresis 38 (2017) 2530-2535.
[35] Y. Liang, W. Ouyang, P. Wang, et al., Chin. Chem. Lett. 31 (2020) 885-889.
[36] J. Hu, X. Yuan, F. Wang, et al., Chin. Chem. Lett. 32 (2020) 1341-1347.
[37] Y. Zhao, L. Meng, K. Zhang, et al., Chin. Chem. Lett. 32 (2021) 266-270.
[38] Y. Hu, H. Wang, H. Song, et al., Biomater. Sci. 7 (2019) 1543-1553.
[39] X.Y. Zhang, Y.Q. Zhao, Y. Zhang, et al., Blomacromolecules 20 (2019) 4171-4179.
[40] HJ. Park, K. Yang, MJ. Kim, et al., Biomaterials 50 (2015) 127-139.
[41] K. Kasai, Y. Kimura, S. Miyata, Mater. Sci. Eng. C 78 (2017) 354-361.
[42] P. Zhou, F. Wu, T. Zhou, et al., Biomaterials 87 (2016) 1-17.
[43] S.W. Chan, M. Rizwan, E.K.F. Yim, Front. Cell Dev. Biol. 8 (2020) 70.
[44] M.E. Leong, H.F. Lu, T.C. Lim, et al., Acta Biomater 46 (2016) 266-277.
[45] N.A. Dzhoyashvili, S. Shen, Y.A. Rochev, Adv. Healthc. Mater. 4 (2015)
2342-2359.
[46] D. Benoit, V. Chaplinski, R. Braslau, CJ. Hawker, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 121 (1999)
3904-3920.
[47] S.N. Nishimura, N. Higashi, T. Koga, Chemistry 23 (2017) 15050-15058.
[48] M. Tesch, J.A.M. Hepperle, H. Klaasen, M. Letzel, A. Studer, Angew. Chem. Int.
Ed. 54 (2015) 5054-5059.
[49] ].C. Cazotti, A.T. Fritz, O. Garcia-Valdez, et al., Carbohydr. Polym. 228 (2020)
115384.
[50] Y. Mei, K. Saha, S.R. Bogatyrev, et al., Nat. Mater. 9 (2010) 768-778.
[51] J.E. Jee, J. Lim, Y.S. Ong, et al., Org. Biomol. Chem. 14 (2016) 6833-6839.
[52] L. Gao, S.S. Lee, J. Chen, et al., Methods Mol. Biol. 1368 (2016) 181-196.



