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Abstract: A quartz crystal microbalance with dissipation monitoring (QCM-D) was employed for
in situ investigations of the effect of temperature and light on the conformational changes of a poly
(triethylene glycol acrylate-co-spiropyran acrylate) (P (TEGA-co-SPA)) copolymer containing 12–14%
of spiropyran at the silica–water interface. By monitoring shifts in resonance frequency and in
acoustic dissipation as a function of temperature and illumination conditions, we investigated the
evolution of viscoelastic properties of the P (TEGA-co-SPA)-rich wetting layer growing on the sensor,
from which we deduced the characteristic coil-to-globule transition temperature, corresponding to
the lower critical solution temperature (LCST) of the PTEGA part. We show that the coil-to-globule
transition of the adsorbed copolymer being exposed to visible or UV light shifts to lower LCST as
compared to the bulk solution: the transition temperature determined acoustically on the surface is 4
to 8 K lower than the cloud point temperature reported by UV/VIS spectroscopy in aqueous solution.
We attribute our findings to non-equilibrium effects caused by confinement of the copolymer chains
on the surface. Thermal stimuli and light can be used to manipulate the film formation process and
the film’s conformational state, which affects its subsequent response behavior.

Keywords: dual-stimuli-responsive materials; thin films; out-of-equilibrium

1. Introduction

Controlling and understanding polymer adsorption at solid–liquid interfaces is of key
importance in, e.g., coating [1], lubrication [2], surface adhesion [3], or colloid stabiliza-
tion [4]. Polymer adsorption on a surface may occur in two general ways: by chemisorption
or by physisorption. Chemisorption happens when polymers attach to a solid surface
through a covalent bond. This type of adsorption is irreversible, and it is employed in
many applications, such as repellant surface layers [5] or other types of functional coat-
ings [6]. Alternatively, physisorption takes place as a result of physical attractive forces
between polymer segments and the surface [7]. Physisorbed chains may consist of loops,
tails and trains [8]. In general, physisorption of polymers from a bulk liquid on a solid
surface can be either irreversible or reversible [9]. Irreversibility is usually achieved using
hydrogen bonding or other dipolar forces, dispersive forces, or attractions between charged
groups along the polymer backbone and the surface [10]. It typically occurs on metals,
semiconductors, inorganic glasses, or sol-gel layers such as polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS),
for example, when surface oxygens of the substrate form strong hydrogen bonds with the
polymer [11]. Similarly, various macromolecules (polymers, proteins, DNA, etc.) are prone
to adsorb strongly on oxide glass surfaces through hydrogen bonds or other physical forces
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(electrostatic attractions, hydrophobic interactions in the solvent) [1,12,13]. On the other
hand, physisorption from a solution is reversible when the polymer binds weakly to the
surface and has only few conformational restrictions.

In order to tailor surface adhesion, stimuli responsive polymers have attracted great
attention in the last decades due to their ability to respond to external triggers, including
temperature [14], light [15], pH [16], ionic strength [17], or combinations of thereof [18,19].
Layers formed from such polymers are expected to enable switchable surfaces which
may change their properties in controllable and programmable ways [20]. Sometimes,
such switching can be through combinations of multiple stimuli (e.g., light and tempera-
ture, [21]), what enables logic gate operations. Thermo-responsive polymers are the most
studied stimulus responsive materials. In aqueous solution, they usually display a fully
reversible hydrophilic–hydrophobic transition (Figure 1), characterized by a lower critical
solution temperature (LCST) [22]. Below the LCST, the polymer swells with a random
coil conformation, while above LCST, the polymer collapses into a globular state and
undergoes a liquid–liquid phase separation. This transformation from coil to globule
is based on hydrogen bonds that are present between the polymer chains and the sur-
rounding water molecules at temperatures below the LCST [23]. At higher temperatures,
the hydrogen bonds become weaker, leading to the dehydration of the polymer chains.
Some prominent examples for this behavior are microgels [24,25], poly (N-isopropyl acry-
lamide, PNIPAM [23,26], acrylamides [27,28], poly (2-oxazolines) [29,30], poly (propylene
glycol) [31,32], and poly (oligo (ethylene glycol) acrylates [33–35].
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Incorporation of photochromic moieties into thermosensitive polymer backbones is
a practical way to control their solubility in aqueous solutions by changing the temper-
ature at which the phase transition happens through an optical stimulus [36]. Organic
photochromic compounds that can be used for this purpose include spiropyran (SP) [37],
azobenzene [38], and diarylethene [39]. These compounds are responsive to light irra-
diation through reversible or irreversible isomerization between two states of variable
polarity. Isomerization reactions can be detected through observation of color changes due
to photon absorption. [40] In case of SP-MC, the deep purple color of a liquid thin film
upon UV irradiation originates from the absorption of UV photons causing a breakage of
the C-O spiro bond in an excited singlet state, see example shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Photo switching between the spiropyran (SP) (left) and merocyanine (MC) form (right).

SP is one of the chromophores that is not only a photo-switch but also responds to
other stimuli such as temperature, solvent, metal ions, and pH [41]. In response to UV light
(λ = 365 nm), the closed nonpolar and colorless spiro form “SP” is transformed into the
open, polar, colored and zwitterionic merocyanine form ”MC”. Irradiation with visible
light (λ = 550 nm) causes ring closure and return to the initial state. The UV-light induced
reversible isomerization of SP between nonpolar and polar states can be used to tune the
phase separation of thermo-responsive polymers since the (UV-induced) polarity change
affects the interaction between the polymer and the solvent. By combination with different
types of backbone polymers this enabled, e.g., controlled foaming or bubble formation
using light irradiation of spiropyran sulfonate surfactants [42], rewritable optical storage in
spiropyran-doped liquid crystal polymer film [43], or controlling the enzymatic activity on
orthogonally functionalized glycidyl methacrylate with spiropyran [44]. SP-incorporating
poly (oligo (ethylene glycol) acrylate)-based copolymers have been synthesized by nitroxide
mediated polymerization with varying amounts of SP (from 0 to 16 mol%). The visible
light irradiation of the copolymer dissolved in pH 8 TRIS buffer resulted in a decrease in its
cloud point temperature by 30 K at 16 mol% SP content, as previously detected by UV/Vis
spectroscopy [45].

A quartz crystal microbalance with dissipation monitoring (QCM-D) is a highly sensi-
tive technique for characterizing adsorption and desorption phenomena at the solid–liquid
interface. Numerous experimental investigations and modeling studies have been car-
ried out on the viscoelastic properties of adsorbed polymer films and their solid–liquid
interfacial properties using QCM-D [46–48]. As an exemplary case, the adsorption of
PNIPAAm on modified gold and silica surfaces was studied due to its conveniently acces-
sible LCST of ~32 ◦C, and also for its potential relevance in biomedical applications [49].
These studies showed different behaviors of the adsorbed polymer depending on its
state of adsorption, e.g., whether chemisorbed [50,51] or physisorbed [52,53]. The ad-
sorption of thermosensitive block copolymers based on PNIPAAm on a gold surface
was also investigated by QCM-D [54]. For example, the adsorption mechanism of a
pentablock terpolymer poly (N-isopropylacrylamide)x-block-poly (ethylene oxide)20-block-
poly (propylene oxide)70-block-poly (ethylene oxide)20-block-poly (N-isopropylacrylamide)x
(PNIPAAmx-b-PEO20-b-PPO70-b-PEO20-b-PNIPAAmx) on gold was found to be affected by
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several parameters including concentration, relative block length, temperature, and the
substrate’s physical properties. Furthermore, adsorption properties of pH sensitive cationic
polyelectrolytes, e.g., poly (diallyl dimethyl ammonium chloride) or poly (allyl amine
hydro-chloride) (PAH) on gold and silica surfaces were studied using QCM-D [55]. It was
found that the adsorption property of the polyelectrolyte depends on the solid surface,
solution concentration, and solution pH. As another example, QCM-D was employed to
study the adsorption of polyelectrolyte monolayers of anionic poly (styrene sulfonate) (PSS)
on amino-functionalized silica, as well as cationic PAH and poly-L-lysine (PLL) on bare
silica [12]. In this example, the thickness of the polyelectrolyte monolayers increased when
increasing the ionic strength (salt concentration) and the polyelectrolyte concentration.

Interestingly, also the light-induced swelling behavior of spin-coated thin layers of
P (NIPAM-co-SPA) copolymers was described on the basis of QCM-D investigations [56].
However, although the employed deposition method is technologically important for the
fabrication of thin films on solid surfaces, it also has the limitation of making the film prone
to delamination once the solvent wets the substrate [57]. Nevertheless, studying adsorption
of such copolymers appears very interesting from a physical point of view; they can adopt
different conformations, which can be tuned by light irradiation and temperature.

In this paper, we report on the conformational change of the dual light and tempera-
ture responsive copolymer P (TEGA-co-SPA) in solution and confined at the silica-water
interface using QCM-D measurements. We monitor the simultaneous effect of UV light
irradiation and temperature changes on the co-polymer’s adsorption behavior. Optical
irradiation of the copolymer solution while undergoing adsorption provided us with direct
access to the question as to how light can be used to tailor the kinetics of film formation
and film conformation below and above the LCST.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials

P (TEGA-co-SPA) synthesis was reproduced from reference [45]. More details are
provided in the Supplementary Section. Using this method, spiropyran acrylate (SPA)
was obtained as a yellow powder. Commercial TEGA monomer was copolymerized with
15 mol% SPA in the initial monomer mixture. The obtained copolymer was investigated via
size exclusion chromatography with triple detection to obtain absolute molar masses and
1H liquid NMR to determine the composition by comparing the signal of the SPA moiety
(8.2 ppm, 2H) and the TEGA moiety (3.3 ppm, 3H). The fraction of SPA in the obtained
copolymer was between 12–14 mol%, the molar mass Mn was about 33,000 g/mol with a
dispersity index PDI = 1.7. An aqueous solution of 0.15 wt.% P (TEGA-co-SPA) was obtained
by diluting the copolymer in deionized water. Deionization was done using a Thermo
Scientific Barnstead MicroPure water purification system to a resistivity of 18.2 MΩ cm−1.

2.2. Dynamic Light Scattering

DLS measurements were performed using an ALV Laser CGS3 Goniometer (ALV
GmbH, Langen, Germany) equipped with an He-Ne laser (λ = 633 nm) and an ALV-
7004/USB FAST correlator. All DLS measurements were performed at 25 to 77 ◦C. To
determine the hydrodynamic radius, three measurements of 30 s each were performed at
an angle of 90 ◦ The analysis of the obtained correlation functions was performed using the
correlator software (Correlator 3.2 beta 1).

2.3. QCM-D Experiment

QCM-D measurements were performed using a window module mounted on the
QCM sensor (Q-sense E1 Biolin Scientifc, Västra Frölunda, Sweden). The employed
sapphire window had an optical transmittance of >80% in the wavelength range 300 to
400 nm, in which UV irradiation was conducted.

AT-cut quartz crystal sensors coated with a 50 nm silicon dioxide layer (fundamental
resonance frequency of typically ~4.95 MHz, sensor area 1.54 cm2) were purchased from
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Biolin Scientific, Sweden. Prior to experiments, the quartz sensor was cleaned by soaking
in a 2 vol% sodium dodecyl sulfate SDS solution for 30 min, rinsing with ultra-pure water,
blow-drying with a gentle nitrogen flow and, finally, exposing to a UV/ozone cleaner
for 15 min.

Several overtones were acquired, although the third overtone was generally selected
for further analysis because of its level of energy trapping at this particular overtone when
operated in liquids [58].

For studying the dual light and temperature induced conformational response of the
P (TEGA-co-SPA) solutions, all experiments were performed in the liquid exchange mode
by first purging with ultra-pure water for 30 min at 19 ◦C at a flow rate of 50 µL/min. To
avoid the formation of bubbles that can oscillate or migrate over the quartz crystal surface,
all solutions were degassed in an ultrasonic bath (Elmasonic S 80) for 10 min prior to
injection. If not otherwise stated, irradiation of the sensor with the light source was started
20 min after equilibration and referencing under continuous water flow was completed.
The diluted P (TEGA-co-SPA) aqueous solution was then introduced into the chamber at
30 min and at a temperature of 20 ◦C ± 0.02 ◦C. At this point, the flow rate was reduced to
20 µL/min. Temperature ramping was conducted from the starting temperature of 20 ◦C
up to a maximum of 47 ◦C, applying a constant heating rate of 0.2 K/min.

In the isothermal irradiation study, the P (TEGA-co-SPA) aqueous solution was fed for
25 min through the window module at a constant temperature prior to irradiation.

Irradiation was done with a fluorescent lamp (visible light) or using an ultraviolet
spotlight (365 nm, Opsytech, Ettlingen, Germany). The power of UV LED was fixed at
10% via an LED controller (with a maximum nominal power density of 25 W/cm2); the
sample-to-LED distance was maintained at 75 mm.

During each run, changes in the resonance curves of the third overtone were con-
tinuously monitored and evaluated. The two resonance parameters under investigation
were the change in dissipation factor ∆D3, and the shift in resonance frequency ∆f 3/3
being related to the mass of the adsorbate and the dynamically coupled liquid. While
the resonance frequency shift ∆f 3/3 is more sensitive to the mass of the film, the varia-
tion of the dissipation factor ∆D3 is related to viscous losses and interfacial sliding [47].
The acquired datasets were corrected for each sensor using a temperature sweep in pure
water for reference, see also Supplementary Material (Figure S2 and Table S1). This tem-
perature correction was carried out by subtracting the calibration curve (pure water on
sensor) from the one obtained in the presence of the dissolved copolymer. Furthermore,
irradiation of the quartz crystal with UV light induced an increase in ∆f 3/3 by a few Hz.
This behavior was previously attributed to photo-induced mechanical stress [59,60]. A
further calibration was, therefore, done for UV-illumination by subtracting the effect of
the UV light on the crystal for the non-isothermal measurements, see calibration curve in
Supplementary Material (Figure S3).

2.4. Data Evaluation

QCM-D is an established, sensitive tool to study in situ the adsorption from a liquid
in contact with the surface of a quartz crystal resonator [61–63]. The resonance frequency
is defined as the frequency where the electrical conductance of the equivalent circuit is
maximal. If a Lorentzian peak function is fitted to the conductance curve, two parameters
are obtained describing the complex resonance frequency f ∗n , the resonance frequency fn of
the quartz as the real part and the half width at half maximum of the resonance peak, Γn
representing the imaginary part. A thin layer or any loading on the quartz crystal surface
generates a complex resonance frequency shift ∆ f ∗n compared to the empty state, which
can again be separated into ∆ fn (the real part) and ∆Γn (the imaginary part),

∆ f ∗n = ∆ fn + i∆Γn (1)

The fundamental resonance frequency of AT cut quartz crystal resonators operated in
shear mode is typically near 5 MHz. More resonances are observed at the odd harmonics
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of this fundamental frequency, where the subscript n refers to the nth harmonic (i.e., n = 1
for the fundamental resonance frequency of 5 MHz, and n = 3 for the third overtone partial
at ~15 MHz). The adsorbed rigid mass can be quantified using the Sauerbrey equation [64],
where the adsorbed areal mass density mf correlates with ∆ f ∗n [58].

∆ f ∗n
f1

=
−2 f

Zq
m f (2)

where f 1 is the fundamental frequency, f is the measured resonance frequency and
Zq = 8.8 × 106 kg.m−2.s−1 is the acoustic impedance of quartz. The Sauerbrey equation is
strictly valid only for rigid films. For a viscoelastic film immersed in liquid environment,
a viscoelastic correction is required to account for viscous dissipation, whereby softness
reduces the apparent rigid Sauerbrey thickness [58],

∆ f ∗n
f1

= −
ω m f

πZq

(
1−

Z2
liq

Z2
f ilm

)
(3)

where ω = 2πf, Zliq =
√

n2πi f1ρliqηliq, Z f ilm =
√(

ρ f ilmG f ilm

)
; Zliq is the acoustic field

impedance of the liquid, Z f ilm the acoustic field impedance of the film, ρliq is the density of
the liquid, ηliq the dynamic viscosity of the liquid, ρ f ilm the density of the film and G f ilm
the shear modulus of the film.

Aside mass or Sauerbrey thickness, QCM-D simultaneously monitors dissipation
which can be expressed by the factor D,

Dn =
2 Γn

fn
(4)

Viscoelasticity, but also further effects such as surface roughness cause a shift ∆Dn of
the dissipation factor [65–67]. When the crystal is immersed in a Newtonian liquid [68],
the resonance frequency and dissipation factor shifts are proportional to the square root of
liquid density ρliq times the liquid dynamic viscosity ηliq according to Kanazawa–Gordon–
Mason relation [69],

∆ fn

f1
=
−1
πZq

√
ω ρliq ηliq (5)

∆Dn =
2

nπZq

√
ω ρliq ηliq (6)

3. Results and Discussions
3.1. Phase Separation of P (TEGA-Co-SPA) in Dilute Aqueous Solution

DLS data shown in Figure 3 provide an initial view at the effect of temperature
on aggregation in the P (TEGA-co-SPA) polymer solutions containing between 12 and
14 mol% of spiropyran in terms of the hydrodynamic radius. In order to reduce the
effect of particle aggregation, we chose to work with a dilute concentration of 0.06 wt.%
(optically clear at room temperature). This is below the concentration used for DLS studies
of similar thermoresponsive copolymers [70]. The hydrodynamic radius observed by
DLS shows a sudden transition at a temperature of ~66 ◦C. Below this temperature, the
polymer chains exist as individually dissolved polymer chains with small hydrodynamic
radius of approximately 4–6 nm. Above 66 ◦C, aggregates (mesoglobules) with larger
hydrodynamic radius of around 100–200 nm are formed. These values are comparable in
size to other known polymers with a LCST [71,72]. At temperatures below the LCST, the
copolymer chains are well solvated through hydrogen bonds [73,74]. Above the LCST, these
exhibit van der Waals character, e.g., such as reported for PNIPAAm [70,75]. Interestingly,
the observed transition temperature occurs ~23 K above the reported cloud point for
the same copolymer composition diluted in pH 8 TRIS buffer, as detected by UV/VIS
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spectroscopy [45]. This observation is attributed to the effect of salts contained in the buffer
on the electrostatic interactions between the copolymer and water as reported recently for
various thermoresponsive polymers [76].
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Figure 3. Hydrodynamic radius of a P (TEGA-co-SPA) copolymer in aqueous solution upon heating
as determined from DLS measurements.

3.2. Effect of UV-Irradiation on the Hydration of P (TEGA-Co-SPA) Films below and above
the LCST

The P (TEGA-co-SPA) liquid thin film adsorbed onto silica appears almost transparent
under visible light, but switches to deep purple upon UV irradiation (Figure 4). As ex-
plained before, the deep purple color of the liquid thin film upon UV irradiation originates
from the absorption of the UV photons causing a breakage of C-O spiro bonds in an excited
singlet state yielding the colored MC form. Due to the physisorption of the copolymer in
our case the chains of MC are enforced to rearrange in a way the ethylene oxide groups
point to the solution that may stabilize the merocyanine form via hydrogen bonds.
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Figure 4. Effect of illumination on the P (TEGA-co-SPA) liquid film color. The photos were taken by a normal camera on the
top of the QCM-D window cell.

By way of example, we selected different temperatures for isothermal treatment with
and without illumination below and above the LCST when investigating with QCM-D.
Figure 5a shows the effect of switching from visible to UV light irradiation on ∆f 3/3 as a
function of time at 19 ◦C, 35 ◦C, 45 ◦C, 50 ◦C; and 50 ◦C when the sensor was not irradiated
with UV light, respectively. At 19 ◦C and 35 ◦C, the introduction of the copolymeric solution
inside the window cell causes an initial frequency decrease (mass increase) followed by
a slower frequency decrease as the system saturates at −31 Hz and −40 Hz, respectively.
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Starting at 25 min, the sensor surface was irradiated with UV light, what caused a marginal
increase in ∆f 3/3 of a few Hz, followed by a linear decrease in the frequency in the next
several minutes, see inset of Figure 5a. In comparison, when there is no light switch
at 19 ◦C, ∆f 3/3 and ∆D3 signals do not show any significative change, see supporting
information (Figure S5a,c). The spike of ∆f 3/3 occurring immediately after illumination
attributed to the effect of UV light on the crystal as described in the Materials and Methods
section. The shallow linear decrease in the frequency shift is probably due to an increase
in acoustic thickness as the copolymer chains swell. A similar result was observed in
a previous study [56], where PNIPAAm-co-SPA thin films were illuminated with a UV
lamp at 19 ◦C. In this material, the behavior was explained by a photoinduced hydration
due to the photoisomerization of the rather hydrophobic spiropyran into the distinctly
more hydrophilic merocyanine when the thermo-responsive part of the copolymer is
sufficiently hydrophilic.
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Figure 5. Variation of ∆f 3/3 (a) and ∆D3 (b) versus time of PTEGA-co-SPA at the interface silica-water at a constant
temperature. The inset is a zoom at ∆f 3/3 in the range of 19 ◦C to 35 ◦C.

At 45 ◦C and 50 ◦C, ∆f 3/3 decreases linearly once the copolymer solution is in contact
with the sensor. This decrease in ∆f 3/3 is high in magnitude, reaching 0.58 and 2.38 kHz,
respectively, after 25 min of continuous solution feed and visible light irradiation. In-
terestingly, UV light illumination affects ∆f 3/3 differently at 45 ◦C and 50 ◦C. Although
at 45 ◦C the rate of the observed decrease in ∆f 3/3 slows down and causes a deviation
from linearity, it stabilizes at a constant (but very low) value at 50 ◦C. Noteworthy, when
continuing visible illumination and turning UV off beyond 25 min, the observed strong
decrease in ∆f 3/3 continues unaffected, indicating that indeed UV illumination (versus,
e.g., some saturation effect) plays a role in the reaction observed at 50 ◦C (see also Figure
S5b,d). We attribute this observation to a competition between PTEGA globule adsorption
on the sensor surface and photoconversion of spiropyran to merocyanine. When there is
no UV irradiation, surface adsorption is facilitated and the observed Sauerbrey thickness
increases during prolonged solution injection. This process is interrupted by the conversion
of the unipolar spiropyran to the polar merocyanine, which enhances the stability of the
solution and thereby reduces the adsorption rate. Similar observation have been made
for azobenzene surfactant adsorption and desorption at the air–water interface under UV
irradiation [77].
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Figure 5b shows the evolution of ∆D3 corresponding to Figure 5a. At 19 ◦C and 35 ◦C,
∆D3 shows low values in the first 25 min, suggesting that the film is forming a monolayer
at the silica surface. Once the surface is irradiated with UV light, ∆D3 increases linearly at
both temperatures and reaches ~3 × 10−6 and 6 × 10−6, respectively, at 19 ◦C and 35 ◦C
after around 55 min. At the higher temperatures of 45 ◦C and 50 ◦C, ∆D3 increases similarly
(although at much higher rate) for as long as the sensor is irradiated with visible light.
Once UV illumination is switched on at these temperatures, there is a very significant
effect on dissipation: at 45 ◦C, ∆D3 decreases slightly and subsequently reaches a plateau,
while at 50 ◦C, ∆D3 apparently evolves in a square root dependence on time, which could
indicate some kind of diffusive process. Interestingly, the latter extends far beyond the time
at which surface adsorption is interrupted (Figure 5a); we note that dissipation evolves as
a convolution of swelling effects within the film, as well as adsorption from the solution,
which are both affected by the two stimuli of temperature and light. When adsorption stops,
conformational changes can still proceed within the film, but these would be significantly
slower in their response rate due to the reduced film mobility as compared to the polymer
in solution. The observed square root dependence on time corroborates this interpretation.

3.3. Dual Temperature and Light Effect on the Build-Up of P (TEGA-co-SPA) Layers on
Silica Surfaces

Temperature ramping was carried out in order to investigate the concomitant effect
of temperature and light on the conformational change of the P (TEGA-co-SPA) diluted
solution during adsorption. We started by analyzing the behavior of a P (TEGA-co-SPA)
thin film being formed on the QCM-D sensor surface.

Figure 6a shows the variation of the normalized resonance frequency shift ∆f 3/3 over
a temperature range of 20 ◦C to 47 ◦C, comparing the effects of visible light irradiation
and UV irradiation (365 nm). Under UV exposure, we observe an initial, slow decrease
in ∆f 3/3 between 21 ◦C and 28 ◦C, which is less pronounced under visible light. This
difference suggests that the sensed mass (load) increased with UV irradiation, which could
be attributed to additional hydrodynamically coupled water inside the adsorbed film in
this temperature range. Any masses as retrieved by QCM-D are non-specific, that is, both
polymer and water (or solvent in general) bound in the adsorbed films are detected. For
instance, in case of protein adsorption, an additional molecular weight increase of ~30%
was reported, that was attributed to water bound to a protein molecule in solution [78].
In our present case, we believe that the photoisomerization of the spiropyran with UV
irradiation results in a higher trapped amount of water inside the layer of P (TEGA-co-SPA)
when it is sufficiently hydrophilic [56]. For visible light irradiation, we note a change in the
slope of ∆f 3/3 over T at ~28 ◦C; under UV irradiation, such a change is not observed until a
much higher temperature of near ~47 ◦C. We attribute this change of the slope to a sudden
increase in the amount of the adsorbed copolymer chains at the sensor surface. As we are
approaching the LCST, one should expect that the copolymer is gradually collapsing and
releasing water. This dehydration should express as increased ∆f 3/3 values as reported,
e.g., for PNIPAAm layers adsorbed on a hydrophobic gold surface [52].
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Figure 6. (a) Variation of normalized ∆f 3/3 as a function of temperature upon irradiation of P (TEGA-co-SPA) copolymers
at the silica–water interface, the copolymer was introduced at T = 20 ◦C, (b) variation of ∆D3 as function of temperature of
the same solution. Blue curves: Upon UV illumination, Black curves, upon illumination with visible light. The labels (I–III)
mark the three regimes of adsorption and film response discussed in the text.

However, we must note again that we do not observe the properties of a preexisting
film, but the process of a film being formed in situ from a photo-thermoresponsive solution.
Thus, we argue that the observed decrease in ∆f 3/3 (despite water release) is a result of
polymer adsorption and film growth, which dominates over any water release reaction,
in particular, as the hydrophilic coil to hydrophobic globule transition occurs already in
solution, and only to a smaller extent within the film. At 35 ◦C, ∆f 3/3 of the visible light
irradiated sensor decreases drastically which we relate to the liquid–liquid phase separation.
Interestingly, this large decrease in ∆f 3/3 occurs at about 4–8 K lower than the reported
cloud point temperature of the same copolymer in TRIS buffer solution when irradiated
with 540 nm visible light [45]. This difference between the cloud point temperature detected
by UV/Vis spectroscopy and the phase transition temperature determined acoustically
on a surface suggests that the confinement affects the coil-to-globule transition of the
copolymer at the interface. At 38.3 ◦C, we note a change in the the feature of ∆f 3/3 over
T of the UV irradiated solution, with an initial acceleration (higher negative slope) of
adsorption, followed be a deceleration and a plateau reaching up to ~45 ◦C. This is in line
with our isothermal observations summarized in Figure 5a, where UV irradiation at higher
temperature decelerates film adsorption up to a certain extent. Here, the deceleration sets in
just before LCST as would be occurring under visible illumination. At 45.7 ◦C, we observe
a sudden, strong acceleration of the adsorption rate, with a sharp decrease in ∆f 3/3. This
is attributed to the retarded P (TEGA-co-SPA) LCST in the aqueous solution, shifted to a
higher temperature due to the increase in the hydrophilicity of the polymer as induced by
the 365 nm UV light irradiation. A similar temperature shift was also observed for the bulk
material using UV-Vis spectroscopy, although the transition temperature happening at the
interface silica-water was lowered by 2–3 K [45].

The dissipation data corresponding to the observed cases of ∆f 3/3 is displayed in
Figure 6b. Here, too, we distinguish the three regions of (I) T < 28 ◦C, (II) 28 ◦C < T < 35 ◦C,
and (III) T > 35 ◦C (marked as I–III in Figure 6). Again, an increase in dissipation correlates
to the enhancement of coupling between water molecules and polymer chains due to the
photo-induced hydration under UV illumination (region I). Moreover, there is a significant
difference of the sensed masses on the sensor, depending on the type of irradiation. In
the temperature range of 21 ◦C to 28 ◦C, ∆D3 increases by a factor of about two, that
is, from 1.6 × 10−6 to 3.3 × 10−6 and from 2.2 × 10−6 to 4.9 × 10−6 for the visible and UV
irradiated film, respectively. In the temperature range of 28 ◦C to 35 ◦C, ∆D3 increases more
strongly for the solution exposed to visible light as compared to the one irradiated with
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UV light. This observation corroborates our interpretation that the competition between
dehydration and adsorption starts already several K below the commonly reported LCST.
At 35 ◦C, ∆D3 increases dramatically, in agreement with the resonance frequency data.
According to the change of slope at ~38 ◦C, the dehydration happens gradually also under
UV light. In this case, the retarded phase transition reflects in the over damping of the
layer happening at ~46 ◦C, where the magnitude of ∆D3 reaches 953 × 10−6.

Examining the change of the energy dissipation as function of the negative frequency
shift allows to eliminate the temperature as a variable and to focus on the effect of the
light irradiation on the viscoelastic properties during layer build-up [79]. Figure 7a,b show
the evolution of ∆D3 as function of −∆f 3/3, respectively, for visible and UV irradiated P
(TEGA-co-SPA) at the silica–water interface. Interestingly, both properties are not directly
proportional; furthermore, the adsorbed film does not evolve in the same way whether it
is irradiated with visible or UV light. Under Vis illumination, the change in dissipation
underrepresents the change in resonance frequency whereas under UV light, it strongly
exceeds the frequency change. A linear correlation between both properties is found only
in the onset region of film formation, i.e., within 0 to 550 Hz (Vis) and 0–320 Hz (UV),
where surface coverage of the layer is still low. In this range, the hydrodynamic thickness
is expected to be small, and the number of polymer molecules adsorbed physically through
trains, loops, and tails is negligible [80]. For as long as the dissipation values are low and
∆D3 increases linearly with −∆f 3/3, we assume that the viscoelastic properties of the film
remain unchanged and the parameter variations are solely due to continuous adsorption.
The occurrence of such a region was similarly observed by QCM-D for different adsorbing
systems, including polyelectrolytes [81] and homopolymers on gold [52].
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Figure 7. (a) Variation of ∆D3 as function of −∆f 3/3 when the sensor is continuously exposed to visible light, (b) variation
of ∆D3 as function of −∆f 3/3 when the sensor is irradiated with UV light. Blue curves: upon UV illumination, black curves:
upon visible illumination.

Beyond the linear onset regime, there are pronounced effects of temperature and
illumination. For the visibly irradiated surface, we observe a decrease in dissipation as the
coverage of the surface is increasing. This evolution can be explained by the densification
of the film once the surface is saturated. For the UV irradiated layer, we observe a strong
excess in dissipation which saturates at about 2000 Hz. The spiral shape is similar to
previous observations made on polystyrene brushes in cyclohexane [82]. It indicates
that the deposited film more pronouncedly interacts with the bulk solution, resulting in
enhanced dissipation when the copolymer is in its polar (MC) state. In this case, we should
expect a film with lower density as UV light leads to decelerated absorption and a polarity
change, therefore the adsorbate has less time to rearrange itself as one its only irradiated
with visible light.
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The LCST of dilute P (TEGA-co-SPA) depends on illumination conditions. Adsorption
kinetics and film growth at the silica–water interface can, therefore, be controlled through
temperature and illumination conditions, relying on the thermally induced transition from
hydrophilic coil arrangement to hydrophobic globules of the PTEGA components, and
on the transition in polarity of the SPA-MC component controlled through illumination.
Similarly, the film itself responds to thermal as well as optical stimuli through variable
dissipation of acoustic excitation. Our results show that the coil-to-globule transition
temperature is lower in diluted samples exposed to an adsorbing surface as compared
to the solution. The conformational state of the adsorbed polymer chains is controlled
by surface confinement and kinetics, whereby non-equilibrium conformational states
could be frozen in for long times after adsorption [83]. A present assumption is that non-
equilibrium effects originate from the polymer density and conformation at the interface
of the adsorbing surface and the surrounding polymer solution or melt above its glass
transition [84], which are kinetically frozen-in as a result of adsorption. For example, the
slow rejuvenation of compressed polyethylene oxide PEO adsorbed on mica was found to
be caused by the low mobility of the polymer chains in their adsorbed state [85]. Glassy
dynamics of thermoresponsive, adsorbed polymers were investigated on solid substrates,
e.g., latex particles in water. When the temperature was raised above the LCST temperature,
PNIPAAm underwent a conformational transition from adsorbed loops to globules [86].
This transition process was slow: the relaxation time was found to vary between a few
hundred to several thousand minutes [87]. Notwithstanding the difference in chemical
structure between PNIPAAm and PTEGA, we assume that the difference between the bulk
and surface LCST temperatures found here for P (TEGA-co-SPA) is likely due to similar
kinetic considerations.

Another interesting aspect of the non-equilibrium nature of the adsorbed layer is
related to the interplay between adsorption and wetting. The evolution of the frequency
and dissipation shift as functions of temperature illustrate experimentally the surface-
driven phase separation in polymer solutions, as predicted by Cahn [88]. Water and the
P (TEGA-co-SPA) copolymer form one single solution phase at low temperatures. When
the temperature of the system is increasing and, at the same time, the interaction between
the solvent and the polymer is varied through an optical stimulus [89], we expect the
system to first approach the wetting point at which the mixed and the de-mixed state of
the binary mixture coexist. A further increase in temperature results in phase separation.
Thereby, the phase with lower interfacial energy wets the silica surface [90]. Our QCM data
supports this hypothesis, similar to previous observations on the adsorption of PNIPAAm
on hydrophobic gold surfaces [52].

Although it is often claimed that thin hydrogel films are hydrophobic above their
LCST, we show that SPA-copolymerization provides a means to circumvent this issue.
For example [56], UV light exposure was found to not affect the hydration of PNIPAAm
containing 2.5 mol% SPA when the temperature was above the LCST. This was explained by
confinement of the chromophore within isopropyl groups, and the hydrophobic backbone
of PNIPAAm. In our case, we found that UV light decelerated the growth of the wetting
layer at 45 ◦C and 50 ◦C due to a competition between the copolymer globule adsorption
and photoconversion of spiropyran to merocyanine facilitating desorption (Figure 1). In
the absence of UV irradiation, the copolymer escapes from the solvent toward the silica
surface, and thickness of the wetting layer increases for as long as the feeding solution
is continuously injected. However, when illuminating with UV light, spiropyran rapidly
converts to the polar merocyanine, leading to layer swelling and, eventually, globule
desorption. The further difference between our observations and previous studies on
PNIPAAm-SPA are attributed to different deposition techniques, major differences in
the amount of the chromophore and even the difference in molar mass of the employed
copolymer, which sets variable constraint on polymer conformation and deposition kinetics.
A hydrogel film of PNIPAAm deposited by spin coating may delaminate from the surface
due to osmotic stress caused by interaction with water molecules [91], even above LCST.
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On the other hand, P (TEGA-co-SPA) surface rearrange both below and above the LCST;
the isopropyl groups concentrate near air or other hydrophobic phases, whereas ethylene
oxide groups rather orient towards water [92].

4. Conclusions

The conformational change of a thermal and light responsive copolymer layer of P
(TEGA-co-SPA) on silica surfaces was investigated using quartz crystal microbalance with
dissipation monitoring (QCM-D). First, we elucidate the effect of isothermal UV light
illumination on the hydration state of the liquid film below and above its LCST. Second, we
show that the phase separation temperature of the confined copolymer at the interface shifts
to lower temperatures, namely 4–8 K lower compared to the cloud point temperatures as
reported by UV/VIS spectroscopy in dilute aqueous solution. We attribute this difference
to the formation of non-equilibrium adsorbed multilayers on the silica surface. Finally, we
demonstrate that the built-up wetting layer displays variation of its viscoelastic properties
with temperature and illumination conditions.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3
390/polym13101633/s1, Figure S1: Synthetic route for 2-(3′,3′-Dimethyl-6-nitrospiro[chromene-2,2′-
indolin]-1′-yl) ethyl Acrylate (SPA); Figure S2: Characterization of P (TEGA-co-SPA) copolymer:
1H-NMR in CDCl3; Figure S3: QCM-D water background used for data correction; Figure S4: Effect
of UV illumination on bare (a) and water-wet sensor (b); Figure S5: Effect of continuous visible
and UV light irradiation on the resonance frequency shift ∆f 3/3 (a,b) and dissipation shift ∆D3
(c,d) on the copolymer liquid film at 19 ◦C and 50 ◦C, respectively; Table S1: Fit parameters for the
temperature correction as indicated in Figure S2.

Author Contributions: L.W. conceived of this study. A.N. and F.H.S. synthesized the PTEGA-SP
co-polymer. A.B.-M. and K.W. conducted QCM-D analyses and, supported by L.W., evaluated the
QCM-D data. All authors were involved in manuscript writing and draft revisions. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This project received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the
European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program (ERC grant UTOPES, grant
agreement no. 681652), and was further supported by the Carl Zeiss Foundation (Durchbrüche 2019).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: All datasets reported in this study are available from the corresponding
author on reasonable request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Pirri, G.; Damin, F.; Chiari, M.; Bontempi, E.; Depero, L.E. Characterization of A Polymeric Adsorbed Coating for DNA Microarray

Glass Slides. Anal. Chem. 2004, 76, 1352–1358. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. He, X.; Kim, S.H. Mechanochemistry of Physisorbed Molecules at Tribological Interfaces: Molecular Structure Dependence of

Tribochemical Polymerization. Langmuir 2017, 33, 2717–2724. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Jiang, N.; Sen, M.; Zeng, W.; Chen, Z.; Cheung, J.M.; Morimitsu, Y.; Endoh, M.K.; Koga, T.; Fukuto, M.; Yuan, G.; et al. Structure-

Induced Switching of Interpolymer Adhesion at a Solid-Polymer Melt Interface. Soft Matter 2018, 14, 1108–1119. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Tripp, C.P.; Hair, M.L. Measurement of Polymer Adsorption on Colloidal Silica by in Situ Transmission Fourier Transform Infrared
Spectroscopy. Langmuir 1993, 9, 3523–3529. [CrossRef]

5. Blümmel, J.; Perschmann, N.; Aydin, D.; Drinjakovic, J.; Surrey, T.; Lopez-Garcia, M.; Kessler, H.; Spatz, J.P. Protein Repellent
Properties of Covalently Attached PEG Coatings on Nanostructured SiO2-Based Interfaces. Biomaterials 2007, 28, 4739–4747.
[CrossRef]

6. Hu, S.; Ren, X.; Bachman, M.; Sims, C.E.; Li, G.P.; Allbritton, N.L. Surface-Directed, Graft Polymerization within Microfluidic
Channels. Anal. Chem. 2004, 76, 1865–1870. [CrossRef]

7. Källrot, N.; Dahlqvist, M.; Linse, P. Dynamics of Polymer Adsorption from Bulk Solution onto Planar Surfaces. Macromolecules
2009, 42, 3641–3649. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/polym13101633/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/polym13101633/s1
http://doi.org/10.1021/ac0352629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14987092
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.6b04028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28253615
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7SM02279D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29340434
http://doi.org/10.1021/la00036a030
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2007.07.038
http://doi.org/10.1021/ac049937z
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma900050a


Polymers 2021, 13, 1633 14 of 16

8. Cohen Stuart, M.A.; Fleer, G.J. Adsorbed Polymer Layers in Nonequilibrium Situations. Annu. Rev. Mater. Sci. 1996, 26, 463–500.
[CrossRef]

9. O’Shaughnessy, B.; Vavylonis, D. Irreversible Adsorption from Dilute Polymer Solutions. Eur. Phys. J. E 2003, 11, 213–230.
[CrossRef]

10. Sims, R.A.; Harmer, S.L.; Quinton, J.S. The Role of Physisorption and Chemisorption in the Oscillatory Adsorption of Organosi-
lanes on Aluminium Oxide. Polymers 2019, 11, 410. [CrossRef]

11. O’Shaughnessy, B.; Vavylonis, D. Non-Equilibrium in Adsorbed Polymer Layers. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2005, 17. [CrossRef]
12. Porus, M.; Maroni, P.; Borkovec, M. Structure of Adsorbed Polyelectrolyte Monolayers Investigated by Combining Optical

Reflectometry and Piezoelectric Techniques. Langmuir 2012, 28, 5642–5651. [CrossRef]
13. Roach, P.; Farrar, D.; Perry, C.C. Interpretation of Protein Adsorption: Surface-Induced Conformational Changes. J. Am. Chem.

Soc. 2005, 127, 8168–8173. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
14. Taylor, M.; Tomlins, P.; Sahota, T. Thermoresponsive Gels. Gels 2017, 3, 4. [CrossRef]
15. Yu, L.; Schlaich, C.; Hou, Y.; Zhang, J.; Noeske, P.L.M.; Haag, R. Photoregulating Antifouling and Bioadhesion Functional Coating

Surface Based on Spiropyran. Chem. Eur. J. 2018, 24, 7742–7748. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
16. Kocak, G.; Tuncer, C.; Bütün, V. PH-Responsive Polymers. Polym. Chem. 2017, 8, 144–176. [CrossRef]
17. Xiang, T.; Lu, T.; Zhao, W.F.; Zhao, C.S. Ionic-Strength Responsive Zwitterionic Copolymer Hydrogels with Tunable Swelling and

Adsorption Behaviors. Langmuir 2019, 35, 1146–1155. [CrossRef]
18. Nabiyan, A.; Biehl, P.; Schacher, F.H. Crystallization vs Metal Chelation: Solution Self-Assembly of Dual Responsive Block

Copolymers. Macromolecules 2020, 53, 5056–5067. [CrossRef]
19. Max, J.B.; Nabiyan, A.; Eichhorn, J.; Schacher, F.H. Triple-Responsive Polyampholytic Graft Copolymers as Smart Sensors with

Varying Output. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2020, 2000671, 1–5. [CrossRef]
20. Wondraczek, L.; Pohnert, G.; Schacher, F.H.; Köhler, A.; Gottschaldt, M.; Schubert, U.S.; Küsel, K.; Brakhage, A.A. Artificial

Microbial Arenas: Materials for Observing and Manipulating Microbial Consortia. Adv. Mater. 2019, 31. [CrossRef]
21. Abdollahi, A.; Roghani-Mamaqani, H.; Razavi, B.; Salami-Kalajahi, M. The Light-Controlling of Temperature-Responsivity in

Stimuli-Responsive Polymers. Polym. Chem. 2019, 10, 5686–5720. [CrossRef]
22. Zhang, Q.; Weber, C.; Schubert, U.S.; Hoogenboom, R. Thermoresponsive Polymers with Lower Critical Solution Temperature:

From Fundamental Aspects and Measuring Techniques to Recommended Turbidimetry Conditions. Mater. Horiz. 2017, 4, 109–116.
[CrossRef]

23. Heskins, M.; Guillet, J.E. Solution Properties of Poly(N-Isopropylacrylamide). J. Macromol. Sci. Part Chem. 1968, 2, 1441–1455.
[CrossRef]

24. Sanson, N.; Rieger, J. Synthesis of Nanogels/Microgels by Conventional and Controlled Radical Crosslinking Copolymerization.
Polym. Chem. 2010, 1, 965–977. [CrossRef]

25. Tavagnacco, L.; Chiessi, E.; Zanatta, M.; Orecchini, A.; Zaccarelli, E. Water-Polymer Coupling Induces a Dynamical Transition in
Microgels. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2019, 10, 870–876. [CrossRef]

26. Halperin, A.; Krçger, M.; Winnik, F.M. Poly (N-Isopropylacrylamide) Phase Diagrams: Fifty Years of Research Angewandte.
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2015, 15342–15367. [CrossRef]

27. De Oliveira, T.E.; Marques, C.M.; Netz, P.A. Molecular Dynamics Study of the LCST Transition in Aqueous Poly(N-n-
Propylacrylamide). Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2018, 20, 10100–10107. [CrossRef]

28. De Solorzano, I.O.; Bejagam, K.K.; An, Y.; Singh, S.K.; Deshmukh, S.A. Solvation Dynamics of N-Substituted Acrylamide Polymers
and the Importance for Phase Transition Behavior. Soft Matter 2020, 16, 1582–1593. [CrossRef]

29. Hoogenboom, R.; Thijs, H.M.L.; Jochems, M.J.H.C.; Van Lankvelt, B.M.; Fijten, M.W.M.; Schubert, U.S. Tuning the LCST of Poly(2-
Oxazoline)s by Varying Composition and Molecular Weight: Alternatives to Poly(N-Isopropylacrylamide)? Chem. Commun. 2008,
5758–5760. [CrossRef]

30. Glassner, M.; Vergaelen, M.; Hoogenboom, R. Poly(2-Oxazoline)s: A Comprehensive Overview of Polymer Structures and Their
Physical Properties. Polym. Int. 2018, 67, 32–45. [CrossRef]

31. Li, Z.; Zhang, Z.; Liu, K.L.; Ni, X.; Li, J. Biodegradable Hyperbranched Amphiphilic Polyurethane Multiblock Copolymers
Consisting of Poly(Propylene Glycol), Poly(Ethylene Glycol), and Polycaprolactone as in Situ Thermogels. Biomacromolecules
2012, 13, 3977–3989. [CrossRef]

32. Su, X.; Tan, M.J.; Li, Z.; Wong, M.; Rajamani, L.; Lingam, G.; Loh, X.J. Recent Progress in Using Biomaterials as Vitreous Substitutes.
Biomacromolecules 2015, 16, 3093–3102. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Lutz, J.F.; Hoth, A. Preparation of Ideal PEG Analogues with a Tunable Thermosensitivity by Controlled Radical Copolymerization
of 2-(2-Methoxyethoxy)Ethyl Methacrylate and Oligo(Ethylene Glycol) Methacrylate. Macromolecules 2006, 39, 893–896. [CrossRef]

34. Hedir, G.G.; Arno, M.C.; Langlais, M.; Husband, J.T.; O’Reilly, R.K.; Dove, A.P. Poly(Oligo(Ethylene Glycol) Vinyl Acetate)s: A
Versatile Class of Thermoresponsive and Biocompatible Polymers. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2017, 56, 9178–9182. [CrossRef]

35. Langer, M.; Brandt, J.; Lederer, A.; Goldmann, A.S.; Schacher, F.H.; Barner-Kowollik, C. Amphiphilic Block Copolymers Featuring
a Reversible Hetero Diels-Alder Linkage. Polym. Chem. 2014, 5, 5330–5338. [CrossRef]

36. Feil, H.; Bae, Y.H.; Feijen, J.; Kim, S.W. Effect of Comonomer Hydrophilicity and Ionization on the Lower Critical Solution
Temperature of N-Isopropylacrylamide Copolymers. Macromolecules 1993, 26, 2496–2500. [CrossRef]

37. Löwenbein, A.; Katz, W. Über Substituierte spiro-Dibenzopyrane. Ber. Dtsch. Chem. Ges. 1926, 59, 1377–1383. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ms.26.080196.002335
http://doi.org/10.1140/epje/i2003-10015-9
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym11030410
http://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/17/2/R01
http://doi.org/10.1021/la204855j
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja042898o
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15926845
http://doi.org/10.3390/gels3010004
http://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201801051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29578259
http://doi.org/10.1039/C6PY01872F
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.8b01719
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.macromol.0c00792
http://doi.org/10.1002/marc.202000671
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201900284
http://doi.org/10.1039/C9PY00890J
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7MH00016B
http://doi.org/10.1080/10601326808051910
http://doi.org/10.1039/c0py00010h
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.9b00190
http://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201506663
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8CP00481A
http://doi.org/10.1039/C9SM01798D
http://doi.org/10.1039/b813140f
http://doi.org/10.1002/pi.5457
http://doi.org/10.1021/bm3012506
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.biomac.5b01091
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26366887
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma0517042
http://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201703763
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4PY00644E
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma00062a016
http://doi.org/10.1002/cber.19260590704


Polymers 2021, 13, 1633 15 of 16

38. Hartley, G. The Cis Form of Azobenene. Nature 1937, 14, 281. [CrossRef]
39. Irie, M.; Mohri, M. Thermally Irreversible Photochromic Systems. Reversible Photocyclization of Diarylethene Derivatives. J. Org.

Chem. 1988, 53, 803–808. [CrossRef]
40. Grimm, O.; Wendler, F.; Schacher, F.H. Micellization of Photo-Responsive Block Copolymers. Polymers 2017, 9, 396. [CrossRef]
41. Klajn, R. Spiropyran-Based Dynamic Materials. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2014, 43, 148–184. [CrossRef]
42. Schnurbus, M.; Kabat, M.; Jarek, E.; Krzan, M.; Warszynski, P.; Braunschweig, B. Spiropyran Sulfonates for Photo- And

PH-Responsive Air-Water Interfaces and Aqueous Foam. Langmuir 2020, 36, 6871–6879. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
43. Petriashvili, G.; De Santo, M.P.; Devadze, L.; Zurabishvili, T.; Sepashvili, N.; Gary, R.; Barberi, R. Rewritable Optical Storage with

a Spiropyran Doped Liquid Crystal Polymer Film. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2016, 37, 500–505. [CrossRef]
44. Dübner, M.; Cadarso, V.J.; Gevrek, T.N.; Sanyal, A.; Spencer, N.D.; Padeste, C. Reversible Light-Switching of Enzymatic Activity

on Orthogonally Functionalized Polymer Brushes. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2017, 9, 9245–9249. [CrossRef]
45. Grimm, O.; Maßmann, S.C.; Schacher, F.H. Synthesis and Solution Behaviour of Dual Light- and Temperature-Responsive

Poly(Triethylene Glycol-:Co-Spiropyran) Copolymers and Block Copolymers. Polym. Chem. 2019, 10, 2674–2685. [CrossRef]
46. Johannsmann, D. Viscoelastic Analysis of Organic Thin Films on Quartz Resonators. Macromol. Chem. Phys. 1999, 200, 501–516.

[CrossRef]
47. Voinova, M.V.; Jonson, M.; Kasemo, B. On Dissipation of Quartz Crystal Microbalance as a Mechanical Spectroscopy Tool.

Spectroscopy 2004, 18, 537–544. [CrossRef]
48. Sadman, K.; Wiener, C.G.; Weiss, R.A.; White, C.C.; Shull, K.R.; Vogt, B.D. Quantitative Rheometry of Thin Soft Materials Using

the Quartz Crystal Microbalance with Dissipation. Anal. Chem. 2018, 90, 4079–4088. [CrossRef]
49. Peppas, N.A.; Hilt, J.Z.; Khademhosseini, A.; Langer, R. Hydrogels in Biology and Medicine: From Molecular Principles to

Bionanotechnology. Adv. Mater. 2006, 18, 1345–1360. [CrossRef]
50. Zhang, G. Study on Conformation Change of Thermally Sensitive Linear Grafted Poly(N-Isopropylacrylamide) Chains by Quartz

Crystal Microbalance. Macromolecules 2004, 37, 6553–6557. [CrossRef]
51. Liu, G.; Zhang, G. Collapse and Swelling of Thermally Sensitive Poly (N-Isopropylacrylamide) Brushes Monitored with a Quartz

Crystal Microbalance. J. Phys. Chem. B 2005, 109, 743–747. [CrossRef]
52. Plunkett, M.A.; Wang, Z.; Rutland, M.W.; Johannsmann, D. Adsorption of PNIPAM Layers on Hydrophobic Gold Surfaces,

Measured in Situ by QCM and SPR. Langmuir 2003, 19, 6837–6844. [CrossRef]
53. Wu, K.; Wu, B.; Wang, P.; Hou, Y.; Zhang, G.; Zhu, D.M. Adsorption Isotherms and Dissipation of Adsorbed Poly(N- Isopropy-

lacrylamide) in Its Swelling and Collapsed States. J. Phys. Chem. B 2007, 111, 8723–8727. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
54. Chen, T.; Lu, Y.; Chen, T.; Zhang, X.; Du, B. Adsorption of PNIPAmx-PEO20-PPO70-PEO 20-PNIPAmx Pentablock Terpolymer

on Gold Surfaces: Effects of Concentration, Temperature, Block Length, and Surface Properties. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2014,
16, 5536–5544. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Guo, Y.; Wang, D.; Yang, L.; Liu, S. Nanoscale Monolayer Adsorption of Polyelectrolytes at the Solid/Liquid Interface Observed
by Quartz Crystal Microbalance. Polym. J. 2017, 49, 543–548. [CrossRef]

56. Ichi Edahiro, J.; Sumaru, K.; Takagi, T.; Shinbo, T.; Kanamori, T.; Sudoh, M. Analysis of Photo-Induced Hydration of a Pho-
tochromic Poly(N-Isopropylacrylamide)—Spiropyran Copolymer Thin Layer by Quartz Crystal Microbalance. Eur. Polym. J.
2008, 44, 300–307. [CrossRef]

57. Tay, A.; Bendejacq, D.; Monteux, C.; Lequeux, F. How Does Water Wet a Hydrosoluble Substrate? Soft Matter 2011, 7, 6953–6957.
[CrossRef]

58. Johannsmann, D. Viscoelastic, Mechanical, and Dielectric Measurements on Complex Samples with the Quartz Crystal Microbal-
ance. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2008, 10, 4516–4534. [CrossRef]

59. Benkoski, J.J.; Jesorka, A.; Kasemo, B.; Höök, F. Light-Activated Desorption of Photoactive Polyelectrolytes from Supported Lipid
Bilayers. Macromolecules 2005, 38, 3852–3860. [CrossRef]

60. Heeb, R.; Bielecki, R.M.; Lee, S.; Spencer, N.D. Room-Temperature, Aqueous-Phase Fabrication of Poly(Methacrylic Acid) Brushes
by UV-LED-Induced, Controlled Radical Polymerization with High Selectivity for Surface-Bound Species. Macromolecules 2009,
42, 9124–9132. [CrossRef]

61. Hook, F.F.; Vörös, J.; Rodahl, M.; Kurrat, R.; Böni, P.; Ramsden, J.J.; Textor, M.; Spencer, N.D.; Tengvall, P.; Gold, J.; et al. A
Comparative Study of Protein Adsorption on Titanium Oxide Surfaces Using in Situ Ellipsometry, Optical Waveguide Lightmode
Spectroscopy, and Quartz Crystal Microbalance/Dissipation. Colloids Surf. B Biointerfaces 2002, 24, 155–170. [CrossRef]

62. Qin, S.; Tang, X.; Zhu, L.; Wei, Y.; Du, X.; Zhu, D.M. Viscoelastic Signature of Physisorbed Macromolecules at the Solid-Liquid
Interface. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2012, 383, 208–214. [CrossRef]

63. Duarte, A.A.; Abegão, L.M.G.; Ribeiro, J.H.F.; Lourenço, J.P.; Ribeiro, P.A.; Raposo, M. Study of in Situ Adsorption Kinetics of
Polyelectrolytes and Liposomes Using Quartz Crystal Microbalance: Influence of Experimental Layout. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2015,
86. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

64. Sauerbrey, G. Verwendung von Schwingquarzen Zur Wägung Dünner Schichten Und Zur Mikrowägung. Z. Phys. 1959, 155, 206–222.
[CrossRef]

65. Höök, F.; Kasemo, B.; Nylander, T.; Fant, C.; Sott, K.; Elwing, H. Variations in Coupled Water, Viscoelastic Properties, and Film
Thickness of a Mefp-1 Protein Film during Adsorption and Cross-Linking: A Quartz Crystal Microbalance with Dissipation
Monitoring, Ellipsometry, and Surface Plasmon Resonance Study. Anal. Chem. 2001, 73, 5796–5804. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/140281a0
http://doi.org/10.1021/jo00239a022
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym9090396
http://doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60181A
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.9b03387
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32049534
http://doi.org/10.1002/marc.201500626
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.7b01154
http://doi.org/10.1039/C9PY00458K
http://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1521-3935(19990301)200:3&lt;501::AID-MACP501&gt;3.0.CO;2-W
http://doi.org/10.1155/2004/591036
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.7b05423
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.200501612
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma035937+
http://doi.org/10.1021/jp046903m
http://doi.org/10.1021/la034281a
http://doi.org/10.1021/jp073236z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17625828
http://doi.org/10.1039/c3cp54535k
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24501744
http://doi.org/10.1038/pj.2017.23
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2007.11.030
http://doi.org/10.1039/c1sm05419h
http://doi.org/10.1039/b803960g
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma048046q
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma901607w
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0927-7765(01)00236-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2012.06.031
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4921715
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26133844
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF01337937
http://doi.org/10.1021/ac0106501
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11791547


Polymers 2021, 13, 1633 16 of 16

66. Wondraczek, K.; Bund, A.; Johannsmann, D. Acoustic Second Harmonic Generation from Rough Surfaces under Shear Excitation
in Liquids. Langmuir 2004, 20, 10346–10350. [CrossRef]

67. Wehner, S.; Wondraczek, K.; Johannsmann, D.; Bund, A. Roughness-Induced Acoustic Second-Harmonic Generation during
Electrochemical Metal Deposition on the Quartz-Crystal Microbalance. Langmuir 2004, 20, 2356–2360. [CrossRef]

68. Landau, L.D.; Lifshitz, E.M. Fluid Mechanics: Landau and Lifshitz: Course of Theoretical Physics; Pergamon: Oxford, UK, 1987.
69. Kanazawa, K.K.; Gordon, J.G. Frequency of a Quartz Microbalance in Contact with Liquid. Anal. Chem. 1985. [CrossRef]
70. Lutz, J.F.; Weichenhan, K.; Akdemir, Ö.; Hoth, A. About the Phase Transitions in Aqueous Solutions of Thermoresponsive Copoly-

mers and Hydrogels Based on 2-(2-Methoxyethoxy)Ethyl Methacrylate and Oligo(Ethylene Glycol) Methacrylate. Macromolecules
2007, 40, 2503–2508. [CrossRef]

71. Lessard, D.G.; Ousalem, M.; Zhu, X.X.; Eisenberg, A.; Carreau, P.J. Study of the Phase Transition of Poly(n,n-Diethylacrylamide)
in Water by Rheology and Dynamic Light Scattering. J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 2003, 41, 1627–1637. [CrossRef]

72. Kujawa, P.; Aseyev, V.; Tenhu, H.; Winnik, F.M. Temperature-Sensitive Properties of Poly(N-Isopropylacrylamide) Mesoglobules
Formed in Dilute Aqueous Solutions Heated above Their Demixing Point. Macromolecules 2006, 39, 7686–7693. [CrossRef]

73. Israelachvili, J. Commentary The Different Faces of Poly (Ethylene Glycol). Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1997, 94, 8378–8379.
[CrossRef]

74. Begum, R.; Matsuura, H. Conformational Properties of Short Poly(Oxyethylene) Chains in Water Studied by IR Spectroscopy. J.
Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1997, 93, 3839–3848. [CrossRef]

75. Lutz, J.F.; Akdemir, Ö.; Hoth, A. Point by Point Comparison of Two Thermosensitive Polymers Exhibiting a Similar LCST: Is the
Age of Poly(NIPAM) Over? J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006, 128, 13046–13047. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Judah, H.L.; Liu, P.; Zarbakhsh, A.; Resmini, M. Influence of Buffers, Ionic Strength, and PH on the Volume Phase Transition
Behavior of Acrylamide-Based Nanogels. Polymers 2020, 12, 2590. [CrossRef]

77. Chevallier, E.; Mamane, A.; Stone, H.A.; Tribet, C.; Lequeux, F.; Monteux, C. Pumping-out Photo-Surfactants from an Air-Water
Interface Using Light. Soft Matter 2011, 7, 7866–7874. [CrossRef]

78. Höök, F.; Rodahl, M.; Brzezinski, P.; Kasemo, B. Energy Dissipation Kinetics for Protein and Antibody-Antigen Adsorption under
Shear Oscillation on a Quartz Crystal Microbalance. Langmuir 1998, 14, 729–734. [CrossRef]

79. Johannsmann, D.; Reviakine, I.; Richter, R.P. Dissipation in Films of Adsorbed Nanospheres Studied by Quartz Crystal Microbal-
ance (QCM). Anal. Chem. 2009, 81, 8167–8176. [CrossRef]

80. Cohen Stuart, M.A.; Waajen, F.H.W.H.; Cosgrove, T.; Vincent, B.; Crowley, T.L. Hydrodynamic Thickness of Adsorbed Polymer
Layers. Macromolecules 1984, 17, 1825–1830. [CrossRef]

81. Plunkett, M.A.; Claesson, P.M.; Rutland, M.W. Adsorption of a Cationic Polyelectrolyte Followed by Surfactant-Induced Swelling,
Studied with a Quartz Crystal Microbalance. Langmuir 2002, 18, 1274–1280. [CrossRef]

82. Domack, A.; Prucker, O.; Rühe, J.; Johannsmann, D. Swelling of a Polymer Brush Probed with a Quartz Crystal Resonator. Phys.
Rev. E Stat. Phys. Plasmas Fluids Relat. Interdiscip. Top. 1997, 56, 680–689. [CrossRef]

83. Chakraborty, A.K.; Shaffer, J.S.; Adriani, P.M. On the Existence of Quasi-Two-Dimensional Glasslike Structures at Strongly
Interacting Polymer-Solid Interfaces. Macromolecules 1991, 24, 5226–5229. [CrossRef]

84. Kremer, K. Glassy States of Adsorbed Flexible Polymers and Spread Polymer “Monolayers”. J. Phys. 1986. [CrossRef]
85. Raviv, U.; Klein, J.; Witten, T.A. The Polymer Mat: Arrested Rebound of a Compressed Polymer Layer. Eur. Phys. J. E 2002.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
86. Zhu, P.W.; Napper, D.H. Conformational Transitions of Poly(N-Isopropylacrylamide) Chains Loopily Absorbed at the Surfaces of

Poly(N-Tert-Butylacrylamide) Latex Particles in Water. J. Phys. Chem. B 1997, 101, 3155–3160. [CrossRef]
87. Zhu, P.W.; Napper, D.H. Effects of Thermal History on the Dynamics of Relaxation of Poly([Formula Presented]-

Isopropylacrylamide) Adsorbed at Latex Interfaces in Water. Phys. Rev. E Stat. Phys. Plasmas Fluids Relat. Interdiscip.
Top. 1998, 57, 3101–3106. [CrossRef]

88. Cahn, J.W. Critical Point Wetting. J. Chem. Phys. 1977, 66, 3667–3672. [CrossRef]
89. Kawata, Y.; Yamamoto, T.; Kihara, H.; Yamamura, Y.; Saito, K.; Ohno, K. Unusual Photoresponses in the Upper Critical Solution

Temperature of Polymer Solutions Mediated by Changes in Intermolecular Interactions in an Azo-Doped Liquid Crystalline
Solvent. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2018, 20, 5850–5855. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

90. Jones, R.A.L.; Richards, R.W. Polymers at Surfaces and Interfaces; Cambridge University Press: New York, NY, USA, 1999.
91. Wiener, C.G.; Weiss, R.A.; Vogt, B.D. Overcoming Confinement Limited Swelling in Hydrogel Thin Films Using Supramolecular

Interactions. Soft Matter 2014. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
92. Pelton, R. Poly(N-Isopropylacrylamide) (PNIPAM) Is Never Hydrophobic. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2010. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1021/la0484523
http://doi.org/10.1021/la0355646
http://doi.org/10.1021/ac00285a062
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma062925q
http://doi.org/10.1002/polb.10517
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma061604b
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.94.16.8378
http://doi.org/10.1039/a703436i
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja065324n
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17017772
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym12112590
http://doi.org/10.1039/c1sm05378g
http://doi.org/10.1021/la970815u
http://doi.org/10.1021/ac901381z
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma00139a035
http://doi.org/10.1021/la015573j
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.680
http://doi.org/10.1021/ma00018a033
http://doi.org/10.1051/jphys:019860047080126900
http://doi.org/10.1140/epje/i2002-10053-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15011084
http://doi.org/10.1021/jp963424h
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.57.3101
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.434402
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7CP08335A
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29412201
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4SM00815D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25066190
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2010.05.034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20605160

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Dynamic Light Scattering 
	QCM-D Experiment 
	Data Evaluation 

	Results and Discussions 
	Phase Separation of P (TEGA-Co-SPA) in Dilute Aqueous Solution 
	Effect of UV-Irradiation on the Hydration of P (TEGA-Co-SPA) Films below and above the LCST 
	Dual Temperature and Light Effect on the Build-Up of P (TEGA-co-SPA) Layers on Silica Surfaces 

	Conclusions 
	References

