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Controlled polymerization of multivinyl monomers: toward single 

chain cyclized/knotted polymers 

Yongsheng Gao,[a] Ben Newland[b] Sirong Li,[a]
 Linru Guo,[a] Wenxin Wang [a]* 

 

Abstract: Polymerization of multivinyl monomers (MVMs) can 

produce polymers with novel topological structure and different 

functionalities due to their inherent multiple reactive sites. However, 

the polymerization of MVMs would inevitably lead to a polymeric 

cross-linked network even at extremely low conversion rates (typically 

under 10%) according to the Flory-Stockmayer mean-field theory (F-

S theory). Recently, the development of reversible deactivation radical 

polymerization (RDRP) paved the way towards kinetically-controlled 

polymerization of MVMs allowing the synthesis of novel 

macromolecular architectures. In particular, a novel knotted polymeric 

structure was obtained. This review summarizes the kinetically-

controlled mechanism of RDRP as the recent, major development in 

the field of polymerization of MVMs. The synthesis methods, novel 

structures and applications of knotted/cyclized polymers are also 

included.  Moreover, the prospects for the application of polymers with 

novel structures and the future development of CRP of MVMs are 

proposed. (Abstract Text, 800-1000 characters.) 

1 Introduction 

After around half century of development, worldwide production 

of synthetic polymers in 2014[1] was 311 million tonnes, half of 

which was prepared by radical polymerization of vinyl monomers. 

Vinyl monomers are certainly one type of the most heavily used 

starting materials for the modern synthetic polymer productions. 

However, to date, the vinyl polymers have been used mainly as 

commodity plastics, rubbers and fibres, because of the inherent 

drawback of the traditional linear vinyl polymerization: inadequate 

control over their molecular architecture. More valuable 

applications need high level of control and manipulation of the 

connection of polymer sub-chains within an individual 

macromolecule.[2,3] This research area is further excited by a 

recent report asking “How far can we push polymer 
architectures?”[4], as the development of novel strategies for the 

design and synthesize complex macromolecular architectures is 

always appealing goals enthusiastically pursued by the chemical 

community. 

Controlled nonlinear polymerization of multifunctional vinyl 

monomers (MVMs) represents one of the most promising 

methods to prepare the architecturally complexed vinyl polymers, 

given that the architectures of final products can be manipulated 

by either the involvement of multiple reactive groups during the 

polymerization process or post-polymerization modifications. 

However, the main challenge associated with this process, 

according to the classical Flory−Stockmayer mean field theory 
(F−S theory)[5–7], is that the polymerization of multivinyl monomers 

would inevitably lead to gelation even at low monomer conversion 

owning to the presence of significant intermolecular cross-linking 

reactions, which have been verified experimentally numerous 

times[8,9]. It prevents the formation of controlled macromolecular 

structures and even high monomer conversion for the large scale 

commercial production.  

There has been continued efforts to address this challenge. The 

contemporary strategies for the controlled polymerization of 

MVMs toward complex nonlinear architectures can be 

categorized as manipulation of monomer reactivity and steric 

structure[10–12], radical lifetime [13,14] and polymer sub-chains 

assemblage[15]. Another strategies with control of chain 

propagation direction has recently been achieved via the 

deactivation enhanced reversible deactivation radical 

polymerization (RDRP) method under the kinetically controlled 

strategy[16–23]. Remarkably, this technique allows for control of 

both the gelling point and the macromolecular architecture within 

the homopolymerization of commercially available MVMs without 

the need for a diluted reaction condition. This approach efficiently 

delayed the gelling point up to approximately ca. 80% monomer 

conversion in concentrated conditions, due to the significant 

intramolecular consumption of the same-chain pendent vinyl 

groups. Moreover, novel three-dimensional single chain self-

cyclized polymeric architectures were formed due to the 

promotion of intramolecular cyclization and suppress of 

intermolecular crosslinking. These studies have opened the door 

for the design and expand the polymer architectures obtained 

from polymerization of vinyl monomers, and the use of the 

commercially available MVMs and the concentrated reaction 

condition make it promising regarding to the large scale 

production.  

The present Minireview describes major developments in the field 

of polymerization of MVMs including the theoretical insights, 

synthesis approaches, structural characteristics and applications 

of single chain cyclized/knot polymers. In particular, the 

Minireview is organized into four main sections so as to 

systematically summarize the development of the MVMs 

polymerization and synthesis of the single chain cyclized 

polymers. It should be, however, clearly stated that the present 

Minireview is not meant to be fully comprehensive. Many specific 

aspects of copolymerization of the monovinyl monomers with 

MVMs and gelling point have been described in previous 

reviews[2,15,24] and are therefore not described in detail in the 

present text. Thus, the present Minireview was conceived to be a 
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concise introduction to the controlled homopolymerization of 

MVMs toward single chain cyclized /knotted polymers. 

 

Figure1 Illustration of reactions during polymerization of MVMs and the resulted polymer structures. Compared with monovinyl polymerization, the chain propagation 

in MVMs polymerization have another two pathways e.g. intermolecular crosslinking and intramolecular cyclization. Without proper control, MVMs polymerization 

leads to a network structure under a low monomer conversion. High level control to increasing the intramolecular cyclization degree leads to the formation of in-

chain loop and ultimately a single chain cyclized/knotted polymer architecture can be synthesized.   

2 General theoretical insights 

Polymerization of multivinyl monomers features the generation of 

a number of pendent vinyl groups on the growing chains, which 

can continue to react with propagating radicals via either 

intramolecular or intermolecular pathways (Figure 1). MVMs 

thereby have traditionally been considered as crosslinkers to 

perform the free radical copolymerization with monovinyl 

monomers, coined as multivinyl/vinyl crosslinking polymerization 

or three-dimensional radical polymerization which is one of the 

three typical approaches for synthesis of polymeric network (gel). 

During such reactions, the primary chains are crosslinked 

gradually through bimolecular reactions between pendent vinyls 

with other chain-end radicals, with a change from soluble sols to 

insoluble gels. Theoretical study on the crosslinking reactions and 

the subsequent gelation is therefore of great significance to 

control and predict the structure and properties of resulting 

polymeric materials. In particular, the critical gelation conversion 

i.e. gel point is the most important fundamental and technological 

parameters for this polymerization reaction.  

2.1 Flory-Stockmayer mean field theory 

Theoretical prediction of the gel point was pioneered by Flory [7] 

and Stockmayer[5] 70 years ago. They defined the critical gel point 

as the weight-average number of crosslinker (c) (divinyl 

monomers both vinyl reacted) per primary chain equals unity (Eq. 

(1))  

= ( -1)=1
c w

ρn a l
       (1) 

where α is overall reacted fraction of vinyl groups,  is the overall 

fraction of vinyls residing on divinyl monomers in the original 

system. w is the weight average number vinyls per chain.  

Flory-Stockmayer (F-S) theory is the first theoretical work about 

nonlinear polymerization with the predictions of basic relations 

between extent of reaction and resulting structure (size 

distribution of the finite polymers and gel point as a function of 

reaction extent). However, the mean-field theory nature and the 

necessity of the two fundamental assumptions: equal and 

independent reactivity of vinyl groups and no intramolecular 

cyclization reactions are often not fulfilled in realistic system.  

2.2 Intramolecular cyclization effect 

Intramolecular cyclization is one of the significant nonideal 

features, causing the main discrepancy between the F-S theory 

calculation and experimental results. During the intramolecular 

reaction, a pendent vinyl reacts with the radical on its own 

propagating chain, namely the radical which created the pendent 

vinyl via the MVMs addition, leaving behind a primary cycle in the 

propagating chain. Thus the intramolecular reaction is a type ring-

closing reaction, which consumes pendent vinyls but do not 



          

 

 

 

 

 

contribute the increase in the molecular weight of final products 

and thereby has dramatic influence on the polymer structure and 

gel point. General treatment of the intramolecular cyclization is of 

critical for fully understandings of the multivinyl polymerizations 

and of practical importance for polymer chemists. Statistical work 

with consideration of intramolecular cyclization was first reported 

in polycondensation system by Jacobson and Stockmayer[25], and 

later in multivinyl/vinyl chain polymerization system by Dusek and 

Ilavsky[26], with the consideration of the influence of 

conformational statistics on the cyclization probability based on 

cascade theory and spanning-tree approximation. However, 

limited time-dependent reaction information can be obtained from 

these statistical methods since the simulated polymerization 

process is characterized by state functions instead of time 

functions. 

Intramolecular reactions extent is surprisingly high according to 

the percolation theory and kinetic modelling. By performing 

simulation in space, percolation theory takes into account spatial 

correlations allowing the intramolecular reaction happens[27–29]. 

Mannevile and de Seze[30] first reported the simulation method for 

the radical polymerization of multivinyl monomers using a cubic 

lattice with randomly moving of radicals through each site on the 

lattice which represents a multivinyl monomer. This method 

predicted that more cycles are formed at low conversions due to 

the high pendent vinyl reactivity represents by the closer spatial 

proximity of pendents to radicals in the lattice. Kinetic modelling 

based on all the elementary reactions, including intramolecular 

cyclization, further proved the cyclization degree at the beginning 

of the reaction estimated to be 30-60% in free radical 

homopolymerization system[31]. Remarkably, a non-mean-field 

kinetic modelling proposed by Bowman and coworkers with 

introduction of local radical concentration for intramolecular 

reactions, predicted the amount of cyclization is approximately 

25% at zero conversion in homopolymerization system[32–34].  

The significant involvement of the pendent vinyl groups especially 

the intramolecular reactions predicted by these theoretical study 

drives us to ask what novel macromolecular structure can be 

obtained if one can control both the intramolecular and 

intermolecular reactions in this traditional polymerization reaction.  

3 Polymerization of multivinyl monomers 
(MVMs) 

3.1 Copolymerization with monovinyl monomers 

Experimental study of multivinyl radical polymerization can be 

traced back to 1935, Staudinger and coworkers[35] investigated 

the radical copolymerization of divinylbenzene (DVB) with styrene 

and first stated the product of this reaction is a three-dimensional 

molecule. Since then, the multivinyl/vinyl copolymerization 

approaches is one of most used approaches to synthesize the 

polymeric network[36–45]. However, Free radical copolymerization 

of divinyl/vinyl monomers leads to gelation typically at very low 

monomer conversion. Macosko et al.[8,9], for instance, 

copolymerized ethylene glycol dimethacrylate (EGDMA) with 

methyl methacrylate (MMA) via conventional radical 

polymerization, demonstrating the gel point is only 9.7% in the 

system with 0.57 mol % of EGDMA added, highly in agreement 

with F-S theory. Synthesis of other structured polymers was 

prohibitive due to the low gelation conversion and thus, 

continuous efforts have been made to control gelation conversion 

and get soluble products. Sherrington et al. [13,14,46] originally 

introduced a large amount of chain transfer agents into free 

radical polymerization of multivinyl/vinyl monomer system to 

inhibit the crosslinking and got a branched polymeric products. 

Alternatively, control and manipulation of intramolecular reactions 

in the multivinyl/vinyl copolymerization system is another effective 

way to suppress the gelation and get a soluble product, since 

intramolecular reactions in principle consume pendent vinyls 

without generating crosslinkages and increasing the molecular 

weight. Promotion of intramolecular cyclization is achieved either 

by using ultradiluted reaction condition[36,39] or performing the 

cyclopolymerization of designed multivinyl monomers which are 

in favour of the intramolecular reaction through an energy 

lowering effect and steric control[11,47]. Nevertheless, the fast and 

uncontrollable polymerization process and low gelation 

conversion limit the experimental accessibility to get a desire 

structured polymers from the conventional radical polymerization 

process.  

The recent evolution of reversible deactivation radical 

polymerization (RDRP) opened a new chapter in polymer 

chemistry, in particular, for synthesis of architecturally complexed 

polymers. The nearly constant growing chain number and 

intermittent reversible activation of the dormant species featured 

in the RDRP enable control over the polymerization rate, chain-

end functionality and chain architecture, which extend the control 

capabilities of multivinyl/vinyl copolymerization. RDRP of 

monovinyl monomers and small amounts of MVMs has been 

elaborated studied by nitroxide-controlled free radical 

polymerization (NMP)[48–57], atom transfer radical polymerization 

(ATRP)[58–76], and reversible addition−fragmentation chain 
transfer polymerization (RAFT)[10,72,77–86]. Armes and co-workers 

investigated the copolymerization of various monovinyl 

monomers, including 2-hydroxypropyl methacrylate, MMA with 

EGDMA, Bisphenol A dimethacrylate etc by ATRP[59] and RAFT[86]. 

They suggested that branched polymers can only be obtained at 

the condition where the divinyl monomer concentration is less 

than 1 per primary chain. Some results indicated that the 

intermolecular cross-linking degree at the gelling point was still in 

close alignment with the F-S theory. Matyjaszewski and 

coworkers[15,58,61,65,75,87] systematically studied the ATRP of 

multivinyl/vinyl monomers systems. By performing methyl 

acrylate (MA) and ethylene glycol diacrylate (EGDA)[87], they 

found the gelation occurred when the concentration of reacted 

pendant vinyl groups was larger than that of primary chains. 

Moreover, they found the resulted gel has a more homogeneous 

structure with minimum amount of cyclization substructures. Their 

subsequent simulation study however showed that the 

intramolecular cyclization occurred to a significant extent in this 

ATRP copolymerization system[88–91]. Other studies showed the 

existence of partial intramolecular cyclization lead to a 

discrepancy from F-S theory if the polymerization is conducted in 

a diluted condition[58,77,92]. 



          

 

 

 

 

 

3.2 Homopolymerization 

Controlled homopolymerization of MVMs appears significantly 

more challenging, given that each MVM is a potential cross-linker, 

and hence much more “cross-linkers” existed in 
homopolymerization system compared to the copolymerization 

system. Zhu and coworkers[68,69,71,78] for instance, reported the 

homopolymerization of EGDMA via ATRP and RAFT, 

unsurprisingly, the gelation occurred at a monomer conversion 

less than 10%. Yet, with a careful control over the initial reaction 

condition, such as template addition and diluted reaction 

conditions[12,80], some soluble polymers was obtained with a high 

monomers conversion. Remarkably, Sawamoto et al.[12] reported 

cation template-assisted controlled radical polymerization of 

poly(ethylene glycol) dimethacrylates (PEGnDMA, n=4,5,6,8) to 

synthesize linear cyclopolymers with large in-chain PEG rings 

(Figure 2). The key to this strategy is to form the monomeric 

pseudo-cyclic conformation by the specific interaction of the PEG 

unit with the metal cation, as such the two intramolecular vinyl 

groups are brought adjacent and are thereby suitably positioned 

for alternating propagation of intramolecular cyclization and 

intermolecular addition. But still the diluted condition is needed to 

eliminate the intermolecular crosslinking.  

 

Figure 2. Cation template-assisted controlled living radical polymerization for linear cyclopolymers with large in-chain PEG rings. PEGnDMA efficiently interacts 

with metal cations to in situ form pseudo-cyclic conformation with the adjacent location of the two olefins, which induces the alternating propagation process of 

intramolecular cyclization and intermolecular addition to selectively give linear polymers comprising large in-chain cyclic PEG rings. Reprinted with permission from 

Ref.[12], copyright 2013 Nature Publishing Group. 

 

Table 1. Reported methods for homopolymerization of normal multivinyl monomers via RDRP and the resulted structure of products 

Methods Monomers Feed ratioa [M] Yeildb Product structures Ref. 

ATRP PEG386DMA 100:1 Bulk - Network [68] 

ATRP PEG330DMA 50:1 Bulk - Network [69,71] 

PEG550DMA 

PEG787DMA 

ATRP EGDA 1.5:1 0.39 M 97 Nanogel [93] 

De-ATRP DVB 57:1 3.51 M 61.6 Hyperbranched [16] 

EGDMA 50:1 1.22 M 63 

In situ  

De-ATRP 

EGDMA 100:1 1.45 M 54.2 Single-chain cyclized/knot [17] 

ACD 

In situ De-ATRP BDA 100:1 1.44 M 15c Single-chain cyclized/knotted [20] 

BDA 2:1 69c Hyperbranched 

DEGDA 70c 

EGDMA 30c 



          

 

 

 

 

 

DVB 55c 

DSDA 74c 

In situ De-ATRP EGDMA 2:1 2 M 72c Dendritic [94] 

DVB 2.5 M 49c 

In situ De-ATRP PEG575DA 2:1 60w/v% 95.6 Hyperbranched [23,95] 

4:1 94.1 

8:1 76.9 

PEG700DA 2:1 90.5 

4:1 93.2 

8:1 70.9 

Cu0&CuII-mediated RDRP TEGDA 100:1 1.5 M 40.4 Single-chain cyclized/knotted [22] 

DSDA 50 

Cation template-assisted CRP PEGnDMA 

(n=4,5,6,8) 

12.5:1 0.025 M 87 Linear ‘in-chain’ cyclic [12] 

25:1 0.05 M 93 

50:1 0.1 M 90 

100:1 0.1 M 87 

RAFT PEG550DMA 50:4 Bulk - Network [78] 

RAFT EGDMA 100:3 Bulk - Network [96] 

RAFT DVB 220:0.87 ~3 Md 68 Branched [97] 

RAFT BDDA, 200:5 0.1 M 83 Branched [80] 

PEG258DA 0.2 M 62 

PEG575DA 0.2 M 63 

PEG700DA 0.1 M 45 

RAFT EGDMA 100:1 1.67 M 45 Single-chain cyclized/knotted [18] 

Iniferter EGDMA 0.1wt% Bulk - Network [98] 

PEG200DMA 0.1wt% 

PEG400DMA 0.1wt% 

PEG600DMA 0.25wt% 

Iniferter DEGDMA 0.1wt% Bulk - Network [99] 

PEG200DMA 
a Feed ratios determine the DP: [M]0/[I]0 for ATRP and Cu0&CuII-mediated RDRP; [M]0/[CTA]0 for RAFT method and [I]0 for iniferter; 
bmonomer conversions before gelation; cvinyl group conversions. drecalculated from original sources: 22mmol DVB with 20% 

ethylstyrene in 5.96g toluene 

 

Control over the polymerization process e.g. kinetics is another 

promising approach toward synthesize architecturally complexed 

polymers. Dynamic model for polymerization of MVMs such as 

kinetic gelation model shows that polymerization kinetics not only 

affect reaction rates but also the structures formed[100] indicating 

some kinetically preferred structures can be obtained in the 

multivinyl homopolymerization reactions with a proper control 

over polymerization kinetics. In 2007, Wang et al.[16] proposed a 

kinetically controlled strategy for homopolymerization of MVMs 

based on normal ATRP, where polymerization kinetics can be 

readily controlled by manipulating the feed ratio of activator (CuI) 

to deactivators (CuII). With addition of large amount of extra CuII 

species, the deactivation reaction in the ATRP of multivinyl 

monomers systems was significantly enhanced and surprisingly 

the gelation conversion was greatly increased in a concentrated 

reaction condition. For example, the gel point in 

homopolymerization DVB system ([M] = 3.51 M) was delayed up 

to 61% monomer conversion with the addition of 0.133 equivalent 

CuII (to initiator), far beyond F-S theory. Likewise, in 

homopolymerization of EGDMA with monomer concentration of 

1.22 M, the gelation was occurred until 63% conversion in the 

presence of 0.063 equivalent CuII. To further enhance the 

deactivation rate, Zheng et al[17,20] reported an in situ deactivation 

enhanced atom transfer radical homopolymerization (in situ DE-

ATRP) of MVMs, where the activator CuI is in situ formed from the 

reduction of CuII by small amount of added reducing agent (e.g., 

ascorbic acid, AA). In their subsequent study, EGDMA[17], acid 

cleavable divinyl monomer (ACD) [17], 1, 3-butanediol diacrylate 

(BDA)[20], DVB[20], DEGDA[20] TEGDA[22], PEGDA575[23] 

PEGDA700[23] and bis(2-acryloyl)oxyethyl disulphide (DSDA) [20] 

(Figure 3) have been successfully homopolymerized. Gelation 

conversion can be as high as 96% in homopolymerization of 

PEGDA575[23]. The kinetically controlled strategy is further 

applied to other RDRP systems, such RAFT[18] and Cu0-mediated 

RDRP[22] in concentrated condition. By copolymerizing MVMs with 

monovinyl monomers under this kinetically controlled strategy, 

variety of multifunctional polymers are obtained, expanded their 

applications[19,21,23,95,101–106]. These results paved a new way 

toward the controlled polymerization of commercially available 

MVMs to reasonable monomer conversion without the necessity 

of diluted condition. Moreover, the high monomer conversion 

provides the possibility to obtain a controlled structured vinyl 

polymers. 



          

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3 Examples of divinyl monomers homopolymerized under kinetically controlled strategy. a) Commercially available divinyl monomers. b) Degradable divinyl 

monomers  

The significant delay of the gel point during kinetically controlled 

polymerization of MVMs was attributed by the kinetical and spatial 

manipulation of chain growth related reactions including linear 

chain propagation, intramolecular cyclization and intermolecular 

crosslinking (Figure. 4). The reaction rates/possibilities of these 

three reactions are controlled by the growth boundary, chain 

dimension and chain concentration according the kinetic 

model[17,20,22]. Deactivation enhanced strategy has a distinct 

difference with FRP or normal ATRP is the addition of extra 

deactivator CuII, which thereby resulting in the decrease of kinetic 

chain length () - that is, number of double bonds added during 

one activation step=Rp/Rdeact=kp[M]/kdeact[CuII][107], related to the 

growth boundary. Under conventional FRP or normal ADRP 

conditions, much higher kinetic chain lengths results in a bigger 

the growth boundary, which allows a large number of vinyl groups 

to be added to an active centre each time. The resulting high DPn 

primary polymer chains would combine to form an insoluble gel 

instantaneously, regardless of chain dimension and concentration, 

due to the high rate of propagation and intermolecular cross-

linking reactions according to the statistical probability, which is in 

good accordance with the F-S theory. However, in the 

deactivation enhanced approaches, a smaller growth boundary 

confines only those very few closest vinyl groups to be added into 

the active centre before it is deactivated and hence keeps the 

polymer chains growing in a limited space. In this way, unlike what 

happens in FRP, the formation of huge polymer chains and large 

scale combination even at the early stages are avoided. Therefore, 

a smaller growth boundary achieved by the deactivation 

enhanced strategy is the basic prerequisite for obtaining the 

control structured polymers. Under a smaller growth boundary, 

Zhao et al.[20] explored the possibilities to synthesize 

hyperbranched polymers from this multivinyl homopolymerization 

reactions system by promoting the intermolecular crosslinking 

and suppressing or eliminating the intramolecular cyclization. It 

was realized by manipulation the chain dimension and 

concentration. A high ratio of initiator to monomer (1:2) resulted 

the formation of shorter primary chain and thus suppresses the 

intramolecular reaction, but the high chain concentration obtained 

in the system increases the possibilities that one pendent vinyl fall 

into the growth boundary of another chain. Once monomers 

massively convert to short polymer chain, the intermolecular 

crosslinking increases and a hyperbranched polymeric structure 

is formed. On the other hand, the intramolecular cyclization during 

the multivinyl polymerization process can be dramatically 

promoted if one uses a low feed ratio of initiator to monomer 

(1:100)[17,18,22], which resulted a relatively longer primary chain but 

lower chain concentration. As such the growth boundary of one 

polymer is unlikely to overlap with that of other polymers. Those 

vinyl groups nearest the active centre (fall into the growth 

boundary) either belong to free monomers or are from the same 

polymer chain containing the active centre. Therefore, chain 

propagation and intramolecular cyclization reaction are promoted 

while intermolecular cross-linking is suppressed. The 

intramolecular cyclization of pendent vinyls in this context is 

kinetically preferred due to the higher concentration of the local 

same-chain pendent vinyls. The benefits of the high percentage 

of intramolecular consumption of pendent vinyl are twofold: first 

dramatically increases in the gelation conversion, second, 

allowing the formation of the novel single-chain cyclized/knotted 

polymers if the polymerization is quenched timely before the 

intermolecular crosslinking occurred.  



          

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 4. a) Model based on F-S theory, where intramolecular cross-linking is 

ignored; b) model of FRP; and c) model of in situ DE-ATRP based on the kinetics 

model. The kinetic model considered two parameters: the growth boundary 

which depends on the kinetics chain length of the polymerization (dotted circle) 

and polymer dimension depends on the polymer chain length and concentration 

(shaded part). The maximum growth of a polymer chain (defined as the 

instantaneous kinetics chain length), which depends on the possible number of 

vinyl groups reacted during its active lifetime during the propagation process. 

The probability of monomer addition to the chain decreases with distance from 

the active propagation centre up to the maximum growth boundary, moreover, 

past which the probability of monomers adding tends to zero. 

4 Single-chain cyclized/knotted polymers  

Among the existed various complex nonlinear polymers including 

branched, hyperbranched, star-like, brushed, and cyclic 

structures, those composed of cyclic units (macrocyclic[108–110], 

multicyclic[111–113], knotted cyclic[114–116], and folded cyclic[117–119]) 

are of significant interest due to their compact architectures and 

unique properties[120]. However, efficient and practical syntheses 

of the cyclic structure are among the most difficult tasks for 

polymer chemists, as the polymer chains must react with 

themselves prior to reacting with other chains[3,121]. Thus far, to 

achieve such intramolecular reactions rather than intermolecular 

reactions, it is necessary to work under extreme diluted 

conditions[25,121], or in one-dimensional channels[122], or, 

alternatively, to perform the cyclopolymerization of the designed 

monomers [11,47].  

4.1 Formation process 

The kinetically controlled polymerization of MVMs allows the 

efficient manipulation of intramolecular and intermolecular 

reactions in a concentrated conditions which should, in principle, 

open new avenues to efficiently design and synthesize polymers 

containing cyclic structures. In general, under a proper condition, 

the multivinyl polymerization process toward single chain cyclized 

polymers can be described as Figure 5. At the initial stage, similar 

the linear RDRP reactions, the rapid activation of initiator is 

followed by monomer addition to form the primary linear chains. 

The experimental evidence is the molecular weight increase 

linearly with monomer conversion and the polydispersity remains 

low with a unimodal molecular distribution (Figure 6). During this 

stage, as aforementioned, the low polymer volume concentration 

and the smaller growth boundary achieved by kinetical controlled 

strategy, prevent the growth boundary of one polymer to overlap 

with that of other polymers. Only the monomeric and same-chain 

pendent vinyls can be added to the propagating centre. Reaction 

of radical with monomeric vinyls results the linear chain 

propagation and the production of the pendent vinyls. While the 

addition of the latter type of vinyls to a chain-end radical causes 

the formation of a lasso-like covalent loop, with a radical locating 

on one end of the lasso which can further participate the chain 

growth either by monomer addition or intramolecular reactions. It 

is not clear and difficult to experimentally detect at what reaction 

extent (how many monomer added to the primary chain) the 

intramolecular cyclization reactions occurs. Yet, according to the 

calculation of pendent vinyl conversion by 1H NMR, 28.3% vinyls 

are consumed at the monomers concentration only 8.3% during 

this linear chain growth phase[22], which has been viewed as a 

typical symptom of intramolecular cyclization[31,33]. The alternating 

chain propagation/intramolecular cyclization process eventually 

result in the formation of multiple cyclic units within a single 

polymer chain. The significant involvement of the intramolecular 

reaction and resulted the multiple intramolecular looped bridges 

in situ knotted the polymer chain into a single chain 

cyclized/knotted polymers. Due to the existence of multiples 

vinyls the newly formed products eventually intermolecularly 

combined leading to an insoluble network as the polymerization 

proceed. Nevertheless, with a careful design, the single chain 

cyclized/knotted polymers are still accessible to a reasonable 

monomers conversion, given the high percentage of potential 

‘crosslinkers’ - pendent vinyls – are intramolecularly consumed 

during the linear chain growth, if the polymerization is quenched 

timely before the intermolecular crosslinking occurred.  



          

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 5. Illustration of the formation process of the single chain cyclized/knotted structure. Reprinted with permission from Ref.[22], copyright 2015 American 

Chemical Society. 

 
Figure 6. (A) Dependence of the weight-average molecular weight (Mw) of the 

polymers formed by FRP and in situ DE-ATRP on the polymer yield; (B) time 

dependence of the composition of the polymerization mixtures monitored by 

GPC equipped with a RI detector, showing the unimodal peaks at initial stages 

(<9 h) and multimodal peaks appearing later (>9 h) in the in situ DE-ATRP of 

EGDMA. Reprinted with permission from Ref.[17], copyright 2011 American 

Chemical Society. 

4.2 Structural features 

The structure of single-chain cyclized/knotted polymers features 

the in situ self-knotted single polymer chains as detailed in 

previous section. Although the direct visualize the individual 

polymer chains are still challenging for polymer chemist, the 

structure features: multiple cyclic subunits and single chain are 

further confirmed by chemical degradation test. Several 

pendent/crosslinker degradable single chain cyclized/knotted 

polymers from homopolymerization of degradable multivinyl 

monomers such as ACD[17], DSDA[20,22] and ester-derived  

 

 
Figure 7. Cleavage reaction of acid cleavable divinyl (ACD) monomer, (A) MW 

and hydrodynamic size of polymer chains will decrease significantly in cross-

linked/branched polymers, (B) but will only change slightly in single cyclized 

polymer, (C) the GPC trace before and after cleavage of ACD polymer at 18.2% 

yield with in situ DE-ATRP, proves the single cyclized structure because the 

MW and hydrodynamic size only slightly decreased after cleavage (from 5.7 

kDa to 4.5 kDa), in contrast, (D) the polymer synthesized by FRP demonstrates 

a substantial reduction (from 195 kDa to 20 kDa). Reprinted with permission 

from Ref.[17], copyright 2011 American Chemical Society. 

 
Figure 8. (a) AFM (0.5 × 0.5 μm) topography image of nanoparticles casted on 
a freshly cleaved highly oriented pyrolytic graphite (HOPG) surface recorded in 

amplitude modulation mode in air. (b) Height profile across the red line of the 

AFM image in (a). (c) DLS size distribution of the nanoparticles in (a). Reprinted 

with permission from Ref.[22], copyright 2015 American Chemical Society. 



          

 

 

 

 

 

monomers[22] were subjected to the chemical degradation to 

observe the degradation profiles and the constituent primary 

chains of the cleavable. For branched polymers where small 

molecular weighted primary chains linked by the degradable units, 

once degraded, the entire macromolecule separated into smaller 

fragments with a significant decrease in the molecular weight, as 

confirmed by Armes et al.[72,92] and Wang et al.[20] On the contrary, 

the pendent vinyls in single-chain cyclized/knotted polymers are 

reacted with their own carbon backbone (intramolecular 

cyclization reaction) to form the multiple “loops” subunits. After 
cleavage, a ACD-based single-chain cyclized/knotted polymer 

chain untied to a single linear chain via the breakage of every loop 

with slight decrease in molecular weight (from 5.7 kDa to 4.5 kDa), 

in sharp contrast with the dramatically decrease in molecular 

weight (from 195 KDa to 20 KDa) from FRP (Figure 7). It should 

be noted that the slight decrease in molecular weight of the single 

chain cyclized/knotted polymer is due to the removal of parts of 

the pendent chains after degradation, although the hydrodynamic 

volume of linear polymers is bigger. Similar cleavage result were 

also obtained in homopolymerization on DSDA and TEGDA. The 

morphology and size-distribution of the single-chain 

cyclized/knotted polymer characterized by atomic force 

microscope (AFM) and dynamic light scattering (DLS) showed 

good unimolecular dispersion. (shown in Fig. 8) 

5. Applications 

The novel single-chain cyclized/knotted structure provides some 

unique properties for the vinyl based polymers, which should in 

principle be desired for variety of application. Newland et al [19] 

first applied single chain cyclized/knotted polymers as gene 

delivery vectors. In their study, the readily available vinyl 

monomers: EGDMA, 2-(dimethylami- noethyl) methacrylate 

(DMAEMA) and polyethylene glycol methyl ether methylacrylate 

(PEGMEMA) was copolymerized by one-step DE-ATRP to 

synthesize the cationic functional single chain cyclized polymers 

(Figure 9). The gene transfection performance in terms of both 

luciferase transfection capability and preservation of cell viability 

tested over a range of cell types is superior to the dendrimer 

structured commercial agent SuperFect, which is attributed to the 

special interaction between cyclic polymers and plasmid DNA. 

Based on this promising results, they subsequently applied this 

newly synthesized polymers as transfection agent for the delivery 

of more challenging glial cell line derived neurotrophic factor 

(GDNF) encoding gene[101]. Compare with branched 

polyethyleneimine (PEI), while showing a similar transfection 

profile over multiple cell types, the cyclized knot polymer showed 

far lower toxicity. In addition, transfection of Neu7 astrocytes with 

the GDNF encoding gene was able to cause neurite outgrowth 

when cocultured with dorsal root ganglia (DRGs)(Figure 10). This 

single chain cyclized/knotted polymer was shown to have great 

potential for neuronal gene therapy applications. 

 
Figure 9. Comparison of gene transfection performance by linear, branched, 

dendritic and single-chain cyclized/knotted polymeric vectors. Reprinted with 

permission from Ref. [19], copyright 2012 American Chemical Society. 

 

Figure 10. Representation of the action of fluorescent intercalating agent SYBR 

Safe on naked plasmid DNA (a), single chain cyclized/knotted polymers (b) and 

hyperbranched PEI(c). Unlike the strong intercalation on naked plasmid DNA 

and no intercalation on hyperbranched PEI, a certain degree of intercalation still 

takes place on this cyclized knot polymer with DNA, indicating loose polyplex 

formation. Reprinted with permission from Ref. [101] ,copyright 2013 American 

Chemical Society. 

Interestingly, A biodegradable cationic single chain 

cyclized/knotted polymers was further developed by incorporating 

the biodegradable disulfide groups into crosslinking units (Figure 

11)[105]. This knot structure can untie in cellular reducing 

conditions, showing a more favorable transfection profile for 

astrocytes than 25kDa-PEI (48- fold), SuperFect (39-fold) and 

Lipofectamine2000 (18-fold) whilst maintaining neural cell viability 

at over 80% after four days of culture. The high transfection/lack 

of toxicity of this knot structured polymer in vitro, combined with 

its ability to mediate luciferase transgene expression in the adult 

rat brain, demonstrates its use as a platform transfection 

technology which should be investigated further for 

neurodegenerative disease therapies. Cutlar et al[106] further 

applied the biodegradable knotted polymer (DSP) with the 

residual vinyls are end capped by amine in skin cells, 

keratinocytes. Compared with commercial gene vector, the DSP 

exhibited high transfection efficacy with both Gaussia luciferase 

marker DNA and the full length COL7A1 transcript encoding the 

therapeutic type VII collagen protein (C7). The effective 

restoration of C7 in C7 null- RDEB skin cells indicates that DSP 

is promising for non-viral gene therapy of recessive dystrophic 

epidermolysis bullosa (RDEB).  
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Figure 11. Synthesis approach (a) and degradation profiles of the biodegradable single chain cyclized/knotted polymer (b). Reprinted with permission from Ref. 

[105] ,copyright 2014 Royal Society of Chemistry. 

Besides these single knot polymers, Aied et al.[104] applied a 

multiknot structured polymer for the correction of collagen type 

VII-null skin cells of RDEB. The multiknot vectors were 

synthesized via in situ DE-ATRP copolymerization of DMAEMA 

with DSDA, and post- functionalized by 1,3-diaminopropane 

(Figure 12). They found the unique disulfide-reducible multiknot 

polymeric gene vectors exhibits significantly enhanced 

transfection potency and low cytotoxicity in vitro, evaluated by 

collagen VII expression in 3D skin equivalents made from cells of 

recessive dystrophic epidermolysis bullosa patients. Their 

findings suggested that the marked improvements stem from the 

dense multiknot architecture and degradable property, which 

facilitate both the binding and releasing process of the plasmid 

DNA. 

 
Figure 12 Synthesis of multiknot polymer as a gene transfection vector. 

Reprinted with permission from Ref.[104], copyright 2014 American Chemical 

Society. 

6. Summary and Outlook 

Under kinetical controlled strategy, single chain cyclized/knotted 

polymers previous unachievable theoretically and experimentally 

have been now successfully synthesized from controlled 

homopolymerization of MVMs. Great progress has been made in 

term of synthesis approaches, structure control and the 

biomedical applications. However, the study of this novel 

structured polymer is still in its infancy. For future work, particular 

attention should be drawn on the following aspects.  

First, theoretical framework for kinetically controlled 

polymerization of MVMs and synthesis of single chain 

cyclized/knotted polymers should be studied. Based on the 

kinetics equations of a series of RDRP elementary reactions, the 

non-mean-field kinetic model should be built taking the kinetically 

controlled strategy and intramolecular cyclization favoured 

condition into consideration. Several computer simulation 

techniques such as Monte Carlo based on the dynamic lattice 

liquid algorithm can be utilized to reveals the intramolecular 

cyclization extent and structure evolution.  

Second, to build the structure-property relationship, more precise 

characterization techniques to quantitatively determine the 

structural features (such as pendent vinyl conversion, molecular 

conformation) or imperfections including the amount of the 

crosslinked polymer chains, and precisely visualize the individual 

macromolecular structure. To correlate the single chain 

cyclized/knotted structure with the final properties, the single 

chain properties including the polymer solution and melts and bulk 

materials assembled from this single chain cyclized/knotted 

polymers should be studied in detail.  

Third, application of this single chain cyclized/knotted polymers in 

variety field should be explored. Considering the single-chain 

nature and multiple intra-chain crosslinking bridges, it can used 

as conductive polymers or high-strength/high-elastic polymer in 

engineering materials. The inherent nano-sized internal cavity 

structure make it be possible to be used carriers for the delivery 

of catalysis, contrast agent and drug. Furthermore, the structural 

similarities between the single chain cyclized/knotted polymers 

with some natural proteins make it be helpful for the 

understanding of the protein structure formation pathways and the 

special properties. 

Acknowledgements 

The Health Research Board (HRB) of Ireland (HRA/2009/121 and 

HRA/2009/121/R), Science Foundation Ireland Principal 

Investigator programme (10/IN.1/B2981(T)) and University 

College Dublin (Scholarship for Y.G.) are gratefully acknowledged 

for funding. 

Keywords: Multivinyl Monomers • Controlled/Living Radical 

Polymerization • Single chain cyclized/knotted polymers • 
Hyperbranched polymers  



          

 

 

 

 

 

[1] PlasticsEurope, Plastics - the Facts 2015, 2015. 

[2] K. Matyjaszewski, N. V Tsarevsky, Nature Chemistry 2009, 

1, 276–288. 

[3] K. Matyjaszewski, Science 2011, 333, 1104–1105. 

[4] P. J. M. Stals, Y. Li, J. Burdyńska, R. Nicolaÿ, A. Nese, A. 
R. a Palmans, E. W. Meijer, K. Matyjaszewski, S. S. Sheiko, 

Journal of the American Chemical Society 2013, 135, 11421–
11424. 

[5] W. H. Stockmayer, The Journal of Chemical Physics 1944, 

12, 125. 

[6] W. H. Stockmayer, The Journal of Chemical Physics 1943, 

11, 45. 

[7] P. J. Flory, Journal of the American Chemical Society 1941, 

63, 3096–3100. 

[8] D. T. Landin, C. W. C. Macosko, Macromolecules 1988, 21, 

846–851. 

[9] N. a. Dotson, T. Diekmann, C. W. Macosko, M. Tirrell, 

Macromolecules 1992, 25, 4490–4500. 

[10] Y. Bao, G. Shen, X. Liu, Y. Li, Journal of Polymer Science 

Part A: Polymer Chemistry 2013, 51, 2959–2969. 

[11] G. B. Butler, G. Bergen, Journal of Polymer Science Part A: 

Polymer Chemistry 2000, 38, 3451–3461. 

[12] T. Terashima, M. Kawabe, Y. Miyabara, H. Yoda, M. 

Sawamoto, Nature Communications 2013, 4, 2321. 

[13] N. O’Brien, A. McKee, D. C. Sherrington, A. T. Slark, A. 
Titterton, Polymer 2000, 41, 6027–6031. 

[14] R. Baudry, D. C. Sherrington, Macromolecules 2006, 39, 

1455–1460. 

[15] H. Gao, K. Matyjaszewski, Progress in Polymer Science 

2009, 34, 317–350. 

[16] W. Wang, Y. Zheng, E. Roberts, C. J. Duxbury, L. Ding, D. 

J. Irvine, S. M. Howdle, Macromolecules 2007, 40, 7184–7194. 

[17] Y. Zheng, H. Cao, B. Newland, Y. Dong, A. Pandit, W. Wang, 

Journal of the American Chemical Society 2011, 133, 13130–
13137. 

[18] Y. Zheng, B. Newland, H. Tai, A. Pandit, W. Wang, 

Chemical Communications 2012, 48, 3085–3087. 

[19] B. Newland, Y. Zheng, Y. Jin, M. Abu-Rub, H. Cao, W. 

Wang, A. Pandit, Journal of the American Chemical Society 2012, 

134, 4782–4789. 

[20] T. Zhao, Y. Zheng, J. Poly, W. Wang, Nature 

Communications 2013, 4, 1873. 

[21] T. Zhao, H. Zhang, B. Newland, A. Aied, D. Zhou, W. Wang, 

Angewandte Chemie International Edition 2014, 53, 6095–6100. 

[22] Y. Gao, D. Zhou, T. Zhao, X. Wei, S. McMahon, J. O’Keeffe 
Ahern, W. Wang, U. Greiser, B. J. Rodriguez, W. Wang, 

Macromolecules 2015, 48, 6882–6889. 

[23] T. Zhao, H. Zhang, D. Zhou, Y. Gao, Y. Dong, U. Greiser, 

H. Tai, W. Wang, RSC Adv. 2015, 5, 33823–33830. 

[24] S. A. Kurochkin, V. P. Grachev, Polymer Science Series C 

2015, 57, 20–31. 

[25] H. Jacobson, W. H. Stockmayer, The Journal of Chemical 

Physics 1950, 18, 1600. 

[26] K. Dušek, M. Ilavský, Journal of Polymer Science: Polymer 

Symposia 1975, 53, 57–73. 

[27] G. P. Simon, P. E. M. Allen, D. J. Bennett, D. R. G. Williams, 

E. H. Williams, Macromolecules 1989, 22, 3555–3561. 

[28] C. N. Bowman, N. A. Peppas, Chemical Engineering 

Science 1992, 47, 1411–1419. 

[29] Y. Y. Chiu, L. J. Lee, Journal of Polymer Science Part A: 

Polymer Chemistry 1995, 33, 269–283. 

[30] Manneville, L. de Seze, Numerical Methods in the Study of 

Critical Phenomena, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, 

Heidelberg, 1981. 

[31] O. Okay, M. Kurz, K. Lutz, W. Funke, Macromolecules 1995, 

28, 2728–2737. 

[32] J. E. Elliott, J. W. Anseth, C. N. Bowman, Chemical 

Engineering Science 2001, 56, 3173–3184. 

[33] J. E. Elliott, C. N. Bowman, Macromolecules 1999, 32, 

8621–8628. 

[34] J. E. Elliott, J. Nie, C. N. Bowman, Polymer 2003, 44, 327–
332. 

[35] H. Staudinger, E. Husemann, Berichte der deutschen 

chemischen Gesellschaft (A and B Series) 1935, 68, 1618–1634. 

[36] C. Walling, Journal of the American Chemical Society 1945, 

67, 441–447. 

[37] J. Maunsky, J. Klaban, K. Duŝek, Journal of 

Macromolecular Science: Part A - Chemistry 1971, 5, 1071–1085. 

[38] K. Ito, Y. Murase, Y. Yamashita, Journal of Polymer 

Science: Polymer Chemistry Edition 1975, 13, 87–96. 

[39] T. Holt, W. Simpson, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: 

Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 1956, 238, 

154–174. 

[40] R. S. Whitney, W. Burchard, Die Makromolekulare Chemie 

1980, 181, 869–890. 

[41] G. Hild, R. Okasha, Die Makromolekulare Chemie 1985, 

186, 93–110. 

[42] K. Dušek, H. Galina, J. Mikeš, Polymer Bulletin 1980, 3, 19–
25. 

[43] A. Matsumoto, Progress in Polymer Science 2001, 26, 189–
257. 

[44] A. Matsumoto, H. Aota, Designed Monomers & Polymers 

2004, 7, 687–699. 

[45] A. Matsumoto, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, 

Heidelberg, 1995, pp. 41–80. 

[46] P. . Costello, I. . Martin, A. . Slark, D. . Sherrington, A. 

Titterton, Polymer 2002, 43, 245–254. 

[47] G. B. Butler, R. J. Angelo, Journal of the American Chemical 

Society 1957, 79, 3128–3131. 

[48] R. B. Grubbs, Polymer Reviews 2011, 51, 104–137. 

[49] A. J. Scott, A. Nabifar, A. Penlidis, Macromolecular 

Reaction Engineering 2014, 8, 639–657. 

[50] L. G. Aguiar, M. A. D. Gonçalves, V. D. Pinto, R. C. S. Dias, 

M. R. P. F. N. Costa, R. Giudici, Macromolecular Reaction 

Engineering 2014, 8, 295–313. 

[51] A. J. Scott, A. Nabifar, J. C. Hernández-Ortiz, N. T. 

McManus, E. Vivaldo-Lima, A. Penlidis, European Polymer 

Journal 2014, 51, 87–111. 

[52] M. A. D. Gonçalves, V. D. Pinto, R. C. S. Dias, M. R. P. F. 

N. Costa, L. G. Aguiar, R. Giudici, Macromolecular Reaction 

Engineering 2013, 7, 155–175. 

[53] T. R. Nogueira, L. M. F. Lona, N. T. McManus, E. Vivaldo-

Lima, A. Penlidis, Journal of Materials Science 2010, 45, 1878–
1884. 



          

 

 

 

 

 

[54] P. B. Zetterlund, M. N. Alam, H. Minami, M. Okubo, 

Macromolecular Rapid Communications 2005, 26, 955–960. 

[55] M. Nur Alam, P. B. Zetterlund, M. Okubo, Macromolecular 

Chemistry and Physics 2006, 207, 1732–1741. 

[56] N. Ide, T. Fukuda, Macromolecules 1997, 30, 4268–4271. 

[57] N. Ide, T. Fukuda, Macromolecules 1999, 32, 95–99. 

[58] H. Gao, A. Miasnikova, K. Matyjaszewski, Macromolecules 

2008, 41, 7843–7849. 

[59] I. Bannister, N. C. Billingham, S. P. Armes, S. P. Rannard, 

P. Findlay, Macromolecules 2006, 39, 7483–7492. 

[60] X. Xue, Y. Wang, W. Huang, H. Yang, J. Chen, J. Fang, Y. 

Yang, L. Kong, B. Jiang, Macromolecular Chemistry and Physics 

2015, 216, 1555–1561. 

[61] W. Li, J. A. Yoon, M. Zhong, K. Matyjaszewski, 

Macromolecules 2011, 44, 3270–3275. 

[62] M. Sun, C. Pan, Science China Chemistry 2010, 53, 2440–
2451. 

[63] W. Van Camp, H. Gao, F. E. Du Prez, K. Matyjaszewski, 

Journal of Polymer Science Part A: Polymer Chemistry 2010, 48, 

2016–2023. 

[64] H.-J. Yang, B.-B. Jiang, W.-Y. Huang, D.-L. Zhang, L.-Z. 

Kong, J.-H. Chen, C.-L. Liu, F.-H. Gong, Q. Yu, Y. Yang, 

Macromolecules 2009, 42, 5976–5982. 

[65] W. Li, H. Gao, K. Matyjaszewski, Macromolecules 2009, 42, 

927–932. 

[66] Y. Li, S. P. Armes, Macromolecules 2005, 38, 8155–8162. 

[67] A. R. Wang, S. Zhu, Polymer Engineering & Science 2005, 

45, 720–727. 

[68] Q. Yu, F. Zeng, S. Zhu, Macromolecules 2001, 34, 1612–
1618. 

[69] Q. Yu, M. Zhou, Y. Ding, B. Jiang, S. Zhu, Polymer 2007, 

48, 7058–7064. 

[70] A. R. Wang, S. Zhu, Journal of Polymer Science Part A: 

Polymer Chemistry 2005, 43, 5710–5714. 

[71] Q. Yu, J. Zhang, M. Cheng, S. Zhu, Macromolecular 

Chemistry and Physics 2006, 207, 287–294. 

[72] J. Rosselgong, S. P. Armes, W. R. S. Barton, D. Price, 

Macromolecules 2010, 43, 2145–2156. 

[73] C. Jiang, Y. Shen, S. Zhu, D. Hunkeler, Journal of Polymer 

Science Part A: Polymer Chemistry 2001, 39, 3780–3788. 

[74] W. Huang, Y. Zheng, B. Jiang, D. Zhang, J. Chen, Y. Yang, 

C. Liu, G. Zhai, L. Kong, F. Gong, Macromolecular Chemistry and 

Physics 2010, 211, 2211–2217. 

[75] H. Gao, W. Li, K. Matyjaszewski, Macromolecules 2008, 41, 

2335–2340. 

[76] J. C. Hernández-Ortiz, E. Vivaldo-Lima, M. A. Dubé, A. 

Penlidis, Macromolecular Theory and Simulations 2014, 23, 429–
441. 

[77] B. Liu, A. Kazlauciunas, J. T. Guthrie, S. Perrier, 

Macromolecules 2005, 38, 2131–2136. 

[78] Q. Yu, Y. Zhu, Y. Ding, S. Zhu, Macromolecular Chemistry 

and Physics 2008, 209, 551–556. 

[79] R. Wang, Y. Luo, B.-G. Li, S. Zhu, Macromolecules 2009, 

42, 85–94. 

[80] H. Mori, M. Tsukamoto, Polymer 2011, 52, 635–645. 

[81] J. Huang, W.-J. Wang, B.-G. Li, S. Zhu, Macromolecular 

Materials and Engineering 2013, 298, 391–399. 

[82] L. Espinosa-Pérez, J. C. Hernández-Ortiz, P. López-

Domínguez, G. Jaramillo-Soto, E. Vivaldo-Lima, P. Pérez-Salinas, 

A. Rosas-Aburto, A. Licea-Claverie, H. Vázquez-Torres, M. J. 

Bernad-Bernad, Macromolecular Reaction Engineering 2014, 8, 

564–579. 

[83] P. López-Domínguez, J. C. Hernández-Ortiz, K. J. Barlow, 

E. Vivaldo-Lima, G. Moad, Macromolecular Reaction Engineering 

2014, 8, 706–722. 

[84] X. Li, W.-J. Wang, B.-G. Li, S. Zhu, Macromolecular 

Reaction Engineering 2015, 9, 90–99. 

[85] S. Liang, X. Li, W.-J. Wang, B.-G. Li, S. Zhu, 

Macromolecules 2016, 49, 752–759. 

[86] J. Rosselgong, S. P. Armes, W. Barton, D. Price, 

Macromolecules 2009, 42, 5919–5924. 

[87] H. Gao, K. Min, K. Matyjaszewski, Macromolecules 2007, 

40, 7763–7770. 

[88] H. Gao, P. Polanowski, K. Matyjaszewski, Macromolecules 

2009, 42, 5925–5932. 

[89] P. Polanowski, J. K. Jeszka, K. Matyjaszewski, Polymer 

2010, 51, 6084–6092. 

[90] P. Polanowski, J. K. Jeszka, W. Li, K. Matyjaszewski, 

Polymer 2011, 52, 5092–5101. 

[91] P. Polanowski, J. K. Jeszka, K. Krysiak, K. Matyjaszewski, 

Polymer (United Kingdom) 2015, 79, 171–178. 

[92] C.-D. Vo, J. Rosselgong, S. P. Armes, N. C. Billingham, 

Macromolecules 2007, 40, 7119–7125. 

[93] H. Gao, K. Matyjaszewski, Macromolecules 2008, 41, 

1118–1125. 

[94] Y. Zheng, T. Zhao, B. Newland, J. Poly, W. Wang, Chemical 

Communications 2013, 49, 10124. 

[95] H. Zhang, T. Zhao, P. Duffy, Y. Dong, A. N. Annaidh, E. 

O’Cearbhaill, W. Wang, Advanced Healthcare Materials 2015, 

n/a–n/a. 

[96] D. Zhuo, Y. Ruan, X. Zhao, R. Ran, 2011, DOI 10.1002/app. 

[97] M. L. Koh, D. Konkolewicz, S. Perrier, Macromolecules 

2011, 44, 2715–2724. 

[98] J. . Ward, A. Shahar, N. . Peppas, Polymer 2002, 43, 1745–
1752. 

[99] A. R. Kannurpatti, S. Lu, G. M. Bunker, C. N. Bowman, 

Macromolecules 1996, 29, 7310–7315. 

[100] M. Rubinstein, R. H. Colby, Polymers Physics, Oxford 

University Press, Oxford, 2003. 

[101] B. Newland, M. Abu-Rub, M. Naughton, Y. Zheng,  a V 

Pinoncely, E. Collin, E. Dowd, W. Wang, A. Pandit, ACS chemical 

neuroscience 2013, 4, 540–6. 

[102] W. Hassan, Y. Dong, W. Wang, Stem cell research & 

therapy 2013, 4, 32. 

[103] Y. Dong, W. U. Hassan, R. Kennedy, U. Greiser, A. Pandit, 

Y. Garcia, W. Wang, Acta Biomaterialia 2014, 10, 2076–2085. 

[104] A. Aied, Y. Zheng, B. Newland, W. Wang, 

Biomacromolecules 2014, 15, 4520–4527. 

[105] B. Newland, A. Aied, A. V Pinoncely, Y. Zheng, T. Zhao, H. 

Zhang, R. Niemeier, E. Dowd, A. Pandit, W. Wang, Nanoscale 

2014, 7526–7533. 

[106] L. Cutlar, Y. Gao, A. Aied, U. Greiser, E. M. Murauer, D. 

Zhou, W. Wang, Biomater. Sci. 2015, DOI 10.1039/C5BM00216H. 



          

 

 

 

 

 

[107] W. Tang, K. Matyjaszewski, Macromolecular Theory and 

Simulations 2008, 17, 359–375. 

[108] Z. Jia, M. J. Monteiro, Journal of Polymer Science Part A: 

Polymer Chemistry 2012, 50, 2085–2097. 

[109] C. W. Bielawski, D. Benitez, R. H. Grubbs, Science 2002, 

297, 2041–4. 

[110] A. K. Yudin, Chem. Sci. 2015, 6, 30–49. 

[111] M. Schappacher, A. Deffieux, Science 2008, 319, 1512–5. 

[112] N. Sugai, H. Heguri, K. Ohta, Q. Meng, T. Yamamoto, Y. 

Tezuka, Journal of the American Chemical Society 2010, 132, 

14790–802. 

[113] S. Honda, T. Yamamoto, Y. Tezuka, Journal of the 

American Chemical Society 2010, 132, 10251–3. 

[114] S. Dasgupta, J. Wu, Chemical Science 2012, 3, 425. 

[115] M. Schappacher, A. Deffieux, Angewandte Chemie - 

International Edition 2009, 48, 5930–5933. 

[116]  a M. Saitta, P. D. Soper, E. Wasserman, M. L. Klein, Nature 

1999, 399, 46–8. 

[117] M. Ouchi, N. Badi, J.-F. J. Lutz, M. Sawamoto, Nature 

chemistry 2011, 3, 917–24. 

[118] R. Roy, J. Lutz, Journal of the American Chemical Society 

2014, 136, 12888–12891. 

[119] P. J. M. Stals, M. A. J. Gillissen, T. F. E. Paffen, T. F. A. De 

Greef, P. Lindner, E. W. Meijer, A. R. a Palmans, I. K. Voets, 

Macromolecules 2014, 47, 2947–2954. 

[120] K. Zhang, M. a. Lackey, J. Cui, G. N. Tew, Journal of the 

American Chemical Society 2011, 133, 4140–4148. 

[121] D. Lu, Z. Jia, M. J. Monteiro, Polymer Chemistry 2013, 4, 

2080. 

[122] T. Uemura, R. Nakanishi, T. Kaseda, N. Uchida, S. 

Kitagawa, Macromolecules 2014, 47, 7321–7326. 

Main Text Paragraph. 

 

 

Biographical Sketch. 

Biographical Sketch. 

 

 

 

 

 
((Author Portrait)) 

 

 

 
((Author Portrait)) 

 



          

 

 

 

 

 

 

Entry for the Table of Contents (Please choose one layout) 

 

MINIREVIEW 

Chain propagation in MVMs polymerization have three pathways e.g. monomer 

addition, intermolecular and intramoleuclar crosslinking. High level control to 

increasing the intramolecular cyclization degree leads to the formation of in-chain 

loop and ultimately a single chain cyclized/knotted polymer architecture can be 

synthesized 

 
Yongsheng Gao, Ben Newland Sirong 

Li, Linru Guo, Wenxin Wang* 

Page No. – Page No. 

Title Controlled polymerization of 

multivinyl monomers: toward single 

chain cyclized/knotted polymers 

 

 

 

 

 


