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ABSTRACT: Nanostructures that are inaccessible through sponta-
neous thermodynamic processes may be formed by supramolecular
self-assembly under kinetic control. In the past decade, the dynamics of
pathway complexity in self-assembly have been elucidated through
kinetic models based on aggregate growth by sequential monomer
association and dissociation. Immiscible liquid−liquid interfaces are an
attractive platform to develop well-ordered self-assembled nanostruc-
tures, unattainable in bulk solution, due to the templating interaction
of the interface with adsorbed molecules. Here, we report time-
resolved in situ UV−vis spectroscopic observations of the self-assembly
of zinc(II) meso-tetrakis(4-carboxyphenyl)porphyrin (ZnTPPc) at an
immiscible aqueous−organic interface. We show that the kinetically
favored metastable J-type nanostructures form quickly, but then
transform into stable thermodynamically favored H-type nanostructures. Numerical modeling revealed two parallel and competing
cooperative pathways leading to the different porphyrin nanostructures. These insights demonstrate that pathway complexity is not
unique to self-assembly processes in bulk solution and is equally valid for interfacial self-assembly. Subsequently, the interfacial
electrostatic environment was tuned using a kosmotropic anion (citrate) in order to influence the pathway selection. At high
concentrations, interfacial nanostructure formation was forced completely down the kinetically favored pathway, and only J-type
nanostructures were obtained. Furthermore, we found by atomic force microscopy and scanning electron microscopy that the J- and
H-type nanostructures obtained at low and high citric acid concentrations, respectively, are morphologically distinct, which illustrates
the pathway-dependent material properties.

■ INTRODUCTION

Self-assembly is a powerful route to access elaborate, functional
supramolecular nanostructures from relatively simple mole-
cules.1−4 The properties of these nanostructures, and ensuing
performance characteristics in device applications, depend on
the precise molecular organization of the individual building
blocks.5 Supramolecular polymers are a key subclass of self-
assembled nanostructures, defined as one-dimensional arrays
of monomeric units that are interconnected by reversible and
highly directional secondary interactions such as hydrogen
bonds, metal−ligand coordination, π−π stacking, or combina-
tions thereof.6,7

Over the past decade, kinetic studies probing the time-
dependent behavior of supramolecular polymers composed of,
for example, porphyrin,8−12 bis(merocyanine),13 oligo(para-
phenylenevinylene),14,15 or perylene bisimide dyes,16−18 have
comprehensively demonstrated the existence of competing
assembly pathways, that is, pathway complexity. Control over
the interplay between these competing pathways is heavily
influenced by the preparation methodologies (concentration,
temperature, pH, solvent, ionic strength, external stimuli,

etc.).6,19 Thus, manipulation of the latter can potentially lead
to nanostructures formed at the thermodynamic equilibrium of
the system, or alternatively metastable or kinetically trapped
nonequilibrium nanostructures.6,19

The competing assembly pathways that lead to supra-
molecular polymers can be described by distinct isodesmic or
cooperative (nucleation−elongation) mechanisms.19−23 In an
isodesmic mechanism, the Gibbs free energy of every
monomer addition is equivalent, with all individual steps
described by a single equilibrium constant (K).24 A
cooperative mechanism is characterized by formation of a
thermodynamically unfavorable nucleus (or oligomer), fol-
lowed by energetically favored elongations steps, and described
by two equilibrium constants for the nucleation (Kn) and
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elongation steps (Ke), respectively.
21 These mechanisms have

been distinguished by concentration- and/or temperature-
dependent spectroscopic measurements that probe the
molecule to nanostructure transition.23

To date, pathway complexity has been described exclusively
for systems that self-assemble in bulk solutions, although there
has also been some interesting work conducted at solid−liquid
interfaces. For instance, these interfaces have been used as a
template for polymer growth25 or as a platform to measure
polymer growth using high-speed atomic force microscopy
(AFM).26−28 A powerful alternative approach is molecular self-
assembly at “soft” liquid−air or immiscible liquid−liquid
interfaces.29−32 Such “soft” interfaces are considered defect-
free, highly reproducible, and self-healing.33 These attributes
facilitate macroscale uniformity in molecule−interface inter-
actions, providing a route to self-assembled films of nanoma-
terials with continuous domains of macroscale (>cm2) long-
range order, exhibiting high structural perfection.34

Due to their similarities to natural dyes functioning in
photosynthetic systems, supramolecular assemblies of zinc(II)

5,10,15,20-(tetra-4-carboxyphenyl)porphyrin (ZnTPPc) mole-
cules at immiscible liquid−liquid interfaces are of particular
interest for solar energy conversion and storage applica-
tions.35,36 Early work demonstrated that photocurrents
obtained at porphyrin nanostructure functionalized liquid−
liquid interfaces are remarkably dependent on the light
polarization, indicating a well-ordered self-assembled nano-
structure due to the templating interaction of the interface.37

Recently, our group demonstrated that these interfacial
ZnTPPc nanostructures are stabilized by cooperative hydrogen
bonding and likely represent metastable or kinetically trapped
nonequilibrium nanostructures.38,39

Despite such insights, our understanding of the assembly
mechanism of nanostructures at immiscible liquid−liquid
interfaces remains limited. Due to easily detectable spectral
changes arising from exciton coupling of their transition dipole
moments, dye molecules are ideal candidates to study the
mechanisms and thermodynamics of interfacial self-assembly
processes by UV−vis spectroscopy. Here we report time-
resolved UV−vis spectroscopic observations of the formation

Figure 1. Time-dependent TIR-UV−vis spectra of ZnTPPc interfacial self-assembly at an immiscible aqueous−organic interface. (A) The bulk
aqueous ZnTPPc concentration ([ZnTPPc]aq) was 8 μM, the aqueous electrolyte employed was 10 mM citric acid, and the pH was adjusted to 5.8.
The organic phase was neat TFT. TIR-UV−vis spectra were taken every 0.5 s for 500 s (every 10th spectra is shown for clarity). The red spectrum
is that of bulk aqueous ZnTPPc at pH 5.8. The raw spectra were treated in R42 using the package baseline43 for smoothing and correcting the drift
of the signal (Figure S2). (B) Heat-map of the absorbance between 400 and 470 nm with time, clearly showing the trends in the shift of the λmax as
the dominant ZnTPPc species at the interface changes with time. (C) Schematic representation of the self-assembling behavior of ZnTPPc at the
aqueous−organic interface. The three-stages of self-assembly were identified as (i) adsorption of monomeric ZnTPPc at the aqueous−organic
interface to form a “seed layer” (designated Soret 1, or B1, with a λmax of 430 nm), (ii) rapid formation of metastable J-type nanostructures (B2,
λmax of 442 nm), and (iii) partial interconversion of the J-type to a H-type nanostructure (B3, λmax of 418 nm). The associated TIR-UV−vis spectra
from (A) are shown below each schematic, and arrows indicate the general shift in the λmax as the dominant spectral features (B1, B2, or B3) evolve
with time. An animated version is displayed in the Supporting Information (SI).
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of supramolecular assemblies of ZnTPPc at an immiscible
liquid−liquid interface as a function of the aqueous pH,
porphyrin concentration, and electrolyte concentration. Due to
the interface’s buried nature, we developed a custom UV−vis
setup that operates in total internal reflection mode (TIR-UV−
vis absorption) to monitor in situ the evolution with time of
the Soret band of adsorbed interfacial ZnTPPc species.
Multiple ZnTPPc nanostructures formed on the interface
simultaneously lead to overlapping of their spectrophotometric
signals. Thus, the spectral data were analyzed by a multivariate
curve resolution with alternating least squares (MCR-ALS)
decomposition methodology. Quantitative insight into the
kinetic experiments was obtained from kinetic model
calculations (isodesmic and cooperative, respectively), which
revealed two parallel and competing pathways leading to the
different ZnTPPc nanostructures. Finally, the citric acid
concentration in the aqueous phase was increased to change
the chemical environment of the self-assembly process and
influence the pathway selection.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Spectroscopically Monitoring the pH- and Concen-
tration Dependency of ZnTPPc Interfacial Self-Assem-
bly. As discussed in our previous work,39 ZnTPPc self-
assembles at the interface between water and an immiscible
organic solvent, such as α,α,α-trifluorotluene (TFT), to form
highly ordered nanostructures. The self-assembly process is
selective to the interface, only taking place when the aqueous
pH is within ±0.2 units of the pKa of the porphyrin’s carboxyl
groups (pH 5.8).40 The electronic transitions of the
porphyrin’s Soret band, observed between 410 and 470 nm,
are sensitive to its molecular environment and, thus,
aggregation state. Therefore, by monitoring the Soret band
absorbance in situ at the interface with time (up to 1000 s) by
TIR-UV−vis absorption (see experimental setup in Figure S1),

we probed the influence of the preparation methodology in
terms of pH, bulk aqueous ZnTPPc concentration
([ZnTPPc]aq), and aqueous electrolyte concentration on the
interfacial self-assembly kinetics of ZnTPPc.
The absorbance spectra at pH 5.8 with 8 μM ZnTPPc added

to the bulk aqueous phase evolved with time, strongly
indicating the formation of multiple interfacial nanostructures
(Figure 1A). These spectra can be divided into three sequential
steps, each clearly identifiable on the TIR-UV−vis spectra
heat-map in Figure 1B. First, a growing band (denoted as B1)
with a λmax at 430 nm was observed (Figure 1C(i)). Given the
presence of this band at other pH conditions (discussed vide
inf ra) and the λmax of ZnTPPc molecules in solution (422 nm
at pH 5.8), we attributed B1 to individual ZnTPPc molecules
adsorbed at the aqueous−organic interface. These adsorbed
molecules can serve as a seed layer for further nanostructure
growth. Second, another growing band (B2) with a λmax at 442
nm was observed (Figure 1C(ii)). Being red-shifted from B1,
this band was associated with the formation of an initial J-type
interfacial nanostructure. Finally, a third growing band (B3)
with a λmax at 418 nm appeared (Figure 1C(iii)) and was
attributed to the formation of a H-type interfacial nanostruc-
ture. These final spectra were quite broad, indicating signal
overlapping from multiple interfacial nanostructures. Further-
more, the formation of B3 implied the presence of an isosbestic
point at 433 nm and, thus, that partial H−J structural
interconversion did not require an intermediate species.41

Of the parameters evaluated, the self-assembly process was
most sensitive to the aqueous pH, in agreement with our
previous findings.39 A range of pH values were investigated
between pH 5.0 and 6.8 with 8 μM ZnTPPc added to the bulk
aqueous phase (Figure S3). For control experiments in the
absence of ZnTPPc, no UV−vis signal was detected in the
region of interest. Upon addition of ZnTPPc at pH values
marginally (≥0.3 pH units) more acidic or alkali than the pKa,
a single band with a λmax at 430 nm was observed (Figure S3).

Figure 2. MCR-ALS analysis of the kinetics of interfacial ZnTPPc self-assembly. (A) MCR-ALS resolved the pure spectra of the H- and J-type
nanostructures for an interfacial ZnTPPc concentration (Γ[ZnTPPc]) value of 4 nmol·cm−2

. at pH 5.8 and (B) the corresponding kinetic profiles for
the H- and J-type nanostructures, respectively. (C, D) Comparison of the kinetic profiles resolved by MCR-ALS for Γ[ZnTPPc] values of 2.6 (solid
line), 4.0 (dashed line), and 4.8 nmol·cm−2 (dotted line), respectively, for (C) the J-type nanostructure and (D) the H-type nanostructure. The
quality control parameters of the MCR-ALS modeling are detailed in Table S1.
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These bands at 430 nm were distinct from those associated
with the bulk aqueous ZnTPPc molecules at each pH value,
shown as red spectra in Figure S3, and instead attributed to
ZnTPPc monomers adsorbed at the aqueous−organic inter-
face. A strikingly different behavior was observed at pH 5.8
(Figure 1A), with an evolution of the absorbance spectra with
time that strongly indicated the formation of multiple
interfacial nanostructures.
To study the effect of porphyrin concentration on the self-

assembly kinetics, TIR-UV−vis spectra were analyzed by
varying the bulk aqueous ZnTPPc concentration
([ZnTPPc]aq) between 1 and 10 μM at optimal pH 5.8
conditions (Figure S4). Using the isotherm of this biphasic
system at pH 5.8,39 these [ZnTPPc]aq values led to interfacial
ZnTPPc concentrations (Γ[ZnTPPc])) between 0.4 and 4.8
nmol·cm−2, respectively. At Γ[ZnTPPc] < 2.6 nmol·cm−2, only the
Soret band of adsorbed ZnTPPc was detected with no change
in band intensity after 600 s (Figure S4A,B). Meanwhile, at
Γ[ZnTPPc] > 5 nmol·cm−2, the volume of the aliquot injected
into the system destabilized the baseline and thus inhibited the
acquisition of UV−vis spectra under TIR conditions. There-
fore, to ensure statistically robust TIR-UV−vis spectra
acquisition, the Γ[ZnTPPc] range was limited between 0.4 and
5 nmol·cm−2 (in effect a [ZnTPPc]aq range between 5 and 10
μM). Within this selected concentration range, interfacial self-
assembly proceeded through the three-stage mechanism
discussed vide supra.
Kinetic Modeling of Interfacial ZnTPPc Self-Assembly

by MCR-ALS Analysis. Due to a severe overlapping of the
spectrophotometric signals (from B1, B2 and B3 discussed
above), a principal component analysis (PCA) was first applied

to the TIR-UV−vis spectra obtained at pH 5.8 for Γ[ZnTPPc]
values of 2.6, 4.0, and 4.8 nmol·cm−2, respectively. The scree
plot and representative PCA results for 4.0 nmol·cm−2 are
shown in Figure S5. The analysis revealed two significant
interfacial ZnTPPc species, identified as H- and J-type
nanostructures, with λmax of 418 and 442 nm, respectively.
The abstract spectra extracted by PCA of each species for a
Γ[ZnTPPc] of 4.0 nmol·cm−2 were used as a starting point
(Figure S5C). An MCR-ALS analysis was run to resolve the
pure spectra and kinetic profile of each species. The resulting
concentration profiles show that the interfacial J-type
nanostructures rapidly formed, reaching a maximum concen-
tration after 50 s (Figure 2B). The H-type nanostructures
formed slower and presented a clear lag-time, suggesting their
formation through a nucleated growth mechanism.23 In
addition, the growth of H-type nanostructures was accom-
panied by a decrease in the concentration of J-type until their
concentrations equilibrated after 250 s (Figure 2B). The
corresponding pure spectra extracted by MCR-ALS analysis for
Γ[ZnTPPc] values of 2.6 and 4.8 nmol·cm−2 are shown in Figure
S6. The quality control parameters of the MCR-ALS modeling
are detailed in Table S1.
Comparisons of the influence of [ZnTPPc]aq on the

behavior of the kinetic profiles for the J- and H-type
nanostructures, respectively, are shown in Figure 2C,D. The
J-type nanostructure presented a small lag-time for formation
only at the lower Γ[ZnTPPc] of 2.6 nmol·cm−2 (Figure 2C).
Increasing Γ[ZnTPPc] from 2.6 to 4.0 nmol·cm−2 significantly
decreased the lag-time for H-type formation (Figure 2D). The
kinetic profiles for the higher Γ[ZnTPPc] of 4.8 nmol·cm−2 were
qualitatively similar but out of sequence with the 2.6 and 4

Figure 3. Kinetic models explored to simulate porphyrin supramolecular polymerization (or self-assembly) through two coupled pathways
competing for the porphyrin monomers at the immiscible liquid−liquid interface. The kinetic models are based on monomer association and
dissociation of a supramolecular polymerization consisting of two coupled cooperative (nucleation-elongation) pathways (model 1) or an isodesmic
pathway coupled with a cooperative pathway (model 2). Models 1 and 2 employ a total of 6 and 5 rate constants, respectively, as explained in detail
in the SI.
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nmol·cm−2 profiles. This was attributed to the greater difficulty
in isolating the pure spectra by PCA analysis due to the rapid
enhancement in the overlapping of the spectrophotometric
signals of the individual interfacial nanostructures as Γ[ZnTPPc]
increased.
ODE-Based Kinetic Modeling. The kinetic profiles in

Figure 2C,D evidence the existence of two distinct interfacial
ZnTPPc nanostructures, but the details of the interconversion
mechanism between the J- and H-type species were not
immediately evident. Based on the MCR-ALS analysis, two
mechanisms can be proposed: (i) direct conversion from J- to
H-type nanostructures or (ii) via two parallel pathways where
both nanostructures compete for free monomers. Although the
direct conversion mechanism is intuitively attractive, recent
reports have demonstrated that competitive pathways in
supramolecular polymerization are an increasingly observed
phenomenon.6,12,19,44−46

Two kinetic models based on ordinary differential equations
(ODE) were developed. These models are summarized in
Figure 3. In model 1, two competitive cooperative
(nucleation−elongation) pathways were coupled, whereas in
model 2, an isodesmic pathway competed with a cooperative
pathway. Model 1 employs 6 rate constants, while model 2
employs 5 rate constants. Model 1 indicates that, regardless of
Γ[ZnTPPc], the J-type nanostructure should present a small
induction period as evident for the kinetic profile of the most
dilute Γ[ZnTPPc] value of 2.6 nmol·cm−2 (Figure 2C). In general,
these kinetic models describe the rate of change of the
interfacial nanostructure (or aggregate) concentration using
the following ODE:

d M
dt

k M M M k M M( ) ( )i
i i i i1 1

[ ]
= [ ] [ ] − [ ] + [ ] − [ ]+

−
−

+

(1)

where [Mi] is the concentration of a nanostructure of length i,
and k+ and k− are the association and dissociation rate
constants, respectively. The first term of the equation accounts
for the nanostructure growing by monomer association, while
the second term accounts for the nanostructure shrinking by
monomer dissociation. A detailed description of the kinetic
modeling procedure and an overview of the full ODE systems
specifying the exact reaction steps involved are provided in the
SI.
Kinetic constants for both models were extracted from the

Γ[ZnTPPc] profiles for the data set obtained at pH 5.8 using a
global fitting of the Γ[ZnTPPc] values of 2.6 and 4 nmol·cm−2, see
Figure 4. At these conditions, the interfacial concentrations of
both the J- and H-type nanostructures reached a stable
equilibrium after 150 s. The Γ[ZnTPPc] value of 5 nmol·cm−2 was
omitted because the kinetic profile of the H-type nanostructure
does not present a well-defined sigmoidal shape (Figure 2B).
The Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method was
selected for the fitting procedure given its robust predictions
based on the parameters uncertainty.47 This aspect is of
paramount importance, as the main issue affecting the
resolution of bilinear data in MCR is the nonunicity of the
solution due to rotational and intensity ambiguities of the
solution.48−50 The use of constraints can diminish these
ambiguities, although it does not eliminate them completely.
Solutions in MCR are usually represented as feasible bands.51

To scale the solutions obtained by MCR-ALS, it was
assumed that at equilibrium, all porphyrin monomers were
either as an H- or J-type nanostructure, and therefore the mass
balances for models 1 and 2 were defined as follows:

ZnTPPc H JΓ = Γ + Γ[ ] [ ] [ ] (2)

iZnTPPc H Ji
∑Γ = Γ + Γ[ ] [ ] [ ] (3)

Figure 4. Extracting the kinetic constants from the MCR-ALS analysis of interfacial ZnTPPc self-assembly. Two models were explored (see Figure
3 and the SI), and for both models, the kinetic constants were extracted from the best-fits obtained by a global fitting using the kinetics profiles
resolved at Γ[ZnTPPc] values of 2.6 and 4.0 nmol·cm−2. Time−concentration curves from (A, B) model 1 and (C, D) model 2 for the J- and H-type
nanostructures (solid lines) were compared with the kinetic profiles obtained by MCR-ALS analysis (dashed lines). The shadowed areas indicate
the sensitivity range based on the parameter distributions generated using the MCMC method. Parameter values determined by MCMC for models
1 and 2 are presented in Table 1. Further information regarding the parameter distribution can be found in the SI (Tables S2−S6 and Figures S7−
S12).
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Eqs 2 and 3 correspond to models 1 and 2, respectively. In
model 2, as the J-type nanostructure is formed through an
isodesmic model, the total interfacial concentration is given by
the term i∑Γ[Ji]. The fitting process using MCMC is described

in detail in the SI.
Parameter values determined by MCMC for models 1 and 2

are presented in Table 1. Further information regarding the
parameter distribution can be found in the SI (Tables S2−S6
and Figures S7−S12). For model 1, the values clearly show
that the nucleation constant (Kn = k1/k2 = 3.71 × 10−6 cm2·
nmol−1) of the J-type nanostructure is 2 orders of magnitude
larger than the nucleation constant of the H-type nanostruc-
ture (Kn = k4/k5 = 3.10 × 10−8 cm2·nmol−1). In contrast, the
elongation constant of the J-type nanostructure (Ke = k1/k3 =
3.06 cm2·nmol−1) is 2.5 times smaller than the elongation
constant of the H-type nanostructure (Ke = k4/k6 = 7.80 cm2·
nmol−1). For model 2, Kn of the H-type nanostructure is 6.75
× 10−3 cm2·nmol−1, while Ke of the H-type nanostructure is 4.3
times bigger than Ke of the J-type nanostructure (7.05 and 1.65
cm2·nmol−1 for the J- and H-type, respectively).

To further investigate the parameter uncertainty found by
MCMC, a sensitivity analysis was completed (see Tables S5
and S6). The sensitivity coefficients as a function of time for
both interfacial ZnTPPc nanostructures are shown in Figures
S11 and S12. Both models present similar results; in the case of
the J-type nanostructure, the association constant for this
aggregate (k1 for both models) has a positive effect over the
formation of this nanostructure. Meanwhile, the association of
the H-type and dissociation of the J-type (k4 and k2, for model
1 and k3 and k2 for model 2, respectively) have a negative
effect. In contrast, H-type nanostructures present the opposite
trend. These results clearly show how these pathways are
competing. Additionally, Figures S11 and S12 show that the
output for both models is more sensitive to the parameters
when the H-type nanostructure starts to rise sharply. Finally, it
is clearly seen that the sensitivity of the nucleation constant for
H-type in model 1 (k5) is small for both nanostructures.
Hence, the value of this parameter can change considerably,
and the effect to the output is small.
The best-fittings found by MCMC, and overlaid by the

MCR-ALS result (dashed line) for each nanostructure, are
shown for model 1 in Figure 4A,B and model 2 in Figure 4C,D.

Table 1. Optimized Parameter Values Obtained by the MCMC Algorithm Using Model 1 (Two Coupled Cooperative
Pathways) and Model 2 (Coupled Isodesmic and Cooperative Pathways), Respectivelya

model 1

cooperative (nucleation−elongation) pathway cooperative (nucleation−elongation) pathway

k1 (cm
2·nmol−1·s−1) k2 (s

−1) k3 (s
−1) k4 (cm

2·nmol−1·s−1) k5 (s
−1) k6 (s

−1)

value 9.83 × 10−1 2.65 × 105 3.21 × 10−1 1.29 × 10−1 4.17 × 107 1.66 × 10−2

SDb 7.80 × 10−3 9.49 × 104 8.84 × 10−2 8.56 × 10−2 9.75 × 107 2.05 × 10−3

model 2

isodesmic pathway cooperative (nucleation−elongation) pathway

k1 (cm
2·nmol−1·s−1) k2 (s

−1) k3 (cm
2·nmol−1·s−1) k4 (s

−1) k5 (s
−1)

value 1.65 1.00 2.25 × 10−1 3.34 × 101 3.19 × 10−2

SDb 9.30 × 10−2 1.40 × 10−3 4.42 × 10−2 1.72 × 103 5.42 × 10−3

aFurther information regarding the parameter distribution can be found in the SI (Tables S2−S6 and Figures S7−S12). bStandard deviation.

Figure 5. Simulation of the Γ[ZnTPPc] kinetic profiles as a function of increasing Γ[ZnTPPc]. The time−concentration curves from (A, B) model 1 and
(C, D) model 2 for the J- and H-type nanostructures, respectively, were simulated using the parameter values determined by MCMC for each
model (shown in Table 1). Γ[ZnTPPc] was varied from 2 to 5 nmol·cm−2. The arrow indicates the direction of increasing interfacial concentration.
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Clearly, model 1 can reproduce the formation of the H-type
nanostructure accurately (Figures 4B). However, for the J-type
nanostructure, only the last part of the process is described
reasonably (Figure 4A). On the other hand, model 2 only can
only describe the curves obtained with a Γ[ZnTPPc] value of 4.0
nmol·cm−2, and, in contrast, with a Γ[ZnTPPc] value of 2.6 nmol·
cm−2, the match is poorly described by model 2.
To determine the dependence of the kinetic profiles on

Γ[ZnTPPc], time−concentration curves for the J- and H-type
nanostructures for both models were simulated using the
values shown in Table 1 (Figure 5). Model 1 predicted a
strong interfacial concentration dependence of the lag-time for
the formation of the H-type nanostructure (Figure 5B). This
period is reduced by more than 100 s when Γ[ZnTPPc] increased
from 2 to 5 nmol·cm−2, a range covered by our experimental
data in Figure 2. In the case of the J-type nanostructure, the
induction period slightly increased with the concentration. In
contrast, for model 2, the dependence of the kinetic profiles on

Γ[ZnTPPc] was weak. The induction period of the H-type
nanostructure changed by <50 s when Γ[ZnTPPc] increased from
2 to 5 nmol·cm−2. In the same way, the kinetic profile for the J-
type nanostructure was relatively unaffected. Thus, the
experimentally observed dynamic behavior found by MCR-
ALS in Figure 2 was better described by model 1: two
cooperative pathways competing for the free monomers
adsorbed at the liquid−liquid interface. It is worth nothing
that while the current two-pathway model provides a minimal
description of the experimental observations, the actual system
may involve additional equilibria such as fragmentation and
coagulation52 or the diffusion of ZnTPPc across the interface.

Modifying Pathway Selection to Favor the Formation
of the Metastable J-Type Nanostructure. According to
the Hofmeister series, citrate (and its derivatives) is a
kosmotropic agent.53 Thus, in an effort to direct the pathway
selection, we investigated how increasing the concentration of
this supramolecular structure-stabilizing molecule in the bulk

Figure 6. Modifying pathway selection to favor the formation of the metastable J-type nanostructure. Comparison of time-dependent TIR-UV−vis
spectra of ZnTPPc interfacial self-assembly at the aqueous−organic interface as a function of the bulk aqueous citric acid concentration.
[ZnTPPc]aq was 8 μM, the pH was adjusted to 5.8, and the citric acid concentration was either (A) 10, (B) 50, (C) 100 or (D) 250 mM,
respectively. The red spectra are that of bulk aqueous ZnTPPc at pH 5.8.

Figure 7. Ex situ characterization of the morphology of the interfacial ZnTPPc films by SEM and AFM. The interfacial ZnTPPc films were prepared
with either (A−D) 10 mM or (E, F) 100 mM bulk aqueous citric acid concentrations, leading to predominately H- or J-type nanostructures in the
films, respectively. Otherwise the experimental conditions were identical, as described in Figure 6. (D, H) AFM images recorded using semicontact
mode of the areas of the films indicated by the white rectangles in (C, G), respectively.
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aqueous phase would influence the competing pathways. The
evolution of the TIR-UV−vis spectra at pH 5.8, with a
Γ[ZnTPPc] of 4 nmol·cm−2 and employing 10, 50, 100, and 250
mM citric acid concentrations in the bulk aqueous phase,
respectively, is shown in Figure 6. Under these conditions, the
spectral evolution differs significantly with 10 mM citric acid in
the bulk aqueous phase (as shown also in Figure 1A) under
otherwise identical experimental conditions. At a concentration
of 50 mM citric acid (Figure 6B), the ZnTPPc monomers
initially adsorbed at the liquid−liquid interface and sub-
sequently the Soret band red-shifted, indicating the formation
of a J-type nanostructure (λmax = 436 nm). Finally, a shoulder
appeared centered at 418 nm and caused the main peak to
blue-shift slightly by 2 nm. The latter suggests the presence of
both interfacial nanostructures, with the J-type predominant
over the H-type. An analysis by PCA was performed (Figure
S13). However, due to severe overlapping of the spectra, only
one significant component was detected in this data set. At
citric acid concentrations ≥100 mM, the band (or shoulder)
corresponding to the H-type nanostructure (λmax = 418 nm)
disappeared, and only red-shifted spectra were observed (λmax
= 442 nm), see Figure 6B−D. These TIR-UV−vis spectra
remained unchanged over a period of 24 h. Thus, we
concluded that at high citric acid concentrations, formation
of the H-type nanostructure was completely inhibited.
The microscopic morphologies of the films of interfacial

ZnTPPc nanostructures self-assembled at pH 5.8, with a
Γ[ZnTPPc] of 4 nmol·cm−2 and using either 10 or 100 mM citric
acid in the bulk aqueous phase, were probed ex situ using
scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and AFM (Figure 7).
The influence of the citric acid concentration on the
microscopic morphologies was profound, with 10 mM citric
acid leading to the H-type nanostructures predominantly and
100 mM citric acid leading to the J-type nanostructures
exclusively. Both SEM (Figure 7A,B) and AFM (Figure 7C,D)
images clearly show that films consisting of flakes, some of
which were stacked over each other, were formed using 10 mM
citric acid. By contrast, films that were largely planar and
without flakes were formed using 100 mM citric acid (Figure
7E−H). Furthermore, the presence of flakes significantly
increased the root-mean-square (RMS) roughness of the films
formed using 10 mM citric acid compared with the planar films
formed using 100 mM citric acid, as measured by AFM and
summarized in Table S7.

■ CONCLUSIONS
Our kinetic analysis of the ZnTPPc self-assembly process using
TIR-UV−vis spectra obtained in situ at the liquid−liquid
interface showed the presence of kinetically favored metastable
J-type nanostructures that form quickly but then transform into
the thermodynamically favored H-type nanostructures. Nu-
merical modeling of the kinetic data suggests that both
nanostructures were produced by a cooperative (nucleation−
elongation) mechanism. These nanostructures formed in
parallel and competed for the free monomers adsorbed at
the interface. Upon confirming that spontaneous supra-
molecular polymerization of ZnTPPc at the liquid−liquid
interface is indeed controlled by pathway complexity, we
demonstrated that varying the concentration of the kosmo-
tropic citric acid aqueous electrolyte can change the
thermodynamic preference of the assembly process. We can
force aggregation completely down the kinetically favored
pathway so that, by increasing the concentration of citric acid,

we obtain only metastable J-type nanostructures. We show that
the morphology of the resulting interfacial films of ZnTPPc
nanostructures is significantly altered by the citric acid
concentration using ex situ AFM and SEM analysis.
This work demonstrates that the stability of supramolecular

materials can be manipulated in a controllable fashion at an
immiscible liquid−liquid interface. Such pathway selection
opens opportunities to rationally design optimal nanostruc-
tures from the same building blocks with different targeted
features for specific applications, such as in photovoltaic54 and
molecular electronic55,56 technologies. Furthermore, the
presence of competing self-assembly pathways at liquid−liquid
interfaces is not restricted to porphyrins and should be readily
observed in other systems, for example, the formation of
natural protein-based fibrils on membranes.57,58

■ ASSOCIATED CONTENT

*sı Supporting Information
The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.1c02481.

Experimental and computational methods. Supplemen-
tary text detailing both models used to simulate the
kinetic data, and details of MCMC method. Supple-
mentary figures and tables describing the experimental
methodology, UV−vis spectroscopic studies probing the
effects of pH and porphyrin concentration on the
kinetics of interfacial nanostructure formation, and PCA
and MCMC analysis of the kinetic data sets (PDF)

■ AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Author
Micheál D. Scanlon − The Bernal Institute and Department of
Chemical Sciences, School of Natural Sciences, University of
Limerick (UL), Limerick V94 T9PX, Ireland; Advanced
Materials and Bioengineering (AMBER) Centre, CRANN
Institute, Trinity College Dublin (TCD), Dublin 2 D02
PN40, Ireland; orcid.org/0000-0001-7951-7085;
Email: micheal.scanlon@ul.ie

Authors
Iván Robayo-Molina − The Bernal Institute and Department
of Chemical Sciences, School of Natural Sciences, University
of Limerick (UL), Limerick V94 T9PX, Ireland;
orcid.org/0000-0002-2924-7846

Andrés F. Molina-Osorio − The Bernal Institute and
Department of Chemical Sciences, School of Natural Sciences,
University of Limerick (UL), Limerick V94 T9PX, Ireland;
orcid.org/0000-0001-8356-6381

Luke Guinane − The Bernal Institute and Department of
Physics, School of Natural Sciences, University of Limerick
(UL), Limerick V94 T9PX, Ireland; orcid.org/0000-
0001-9514-5795

Syed A. M. Tofail − The Bernal Institute and Department of
Physics, School of Natural Sciences, University of Limerick
(UL), Limerick V94 T9PX, Ireland

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/jacs.1c02481

Notes
The authors declare no competing financial interest.

Journal of the American Chemical Society pubs.acs.org/JACS Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c02481
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2021, 143, 9060−9069

9067

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.1c02481/suppl_file/ja1c02481_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.1c02481/suppl_file/ja1c02481_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.1c02481/suppl_file/ja1c02481_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.1c02481?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.1c02481/suppl_file/ja1c02481_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Michea%CC%81l+D.+Scanlon"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7951-7085
mailto:micheal.scanlon@ul.ie
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Iva%CC%81n+Robayo-Molina"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2924-7846
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2924-7846
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Andre%CC%81s+F.+Molina-Osorio"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8356-6381
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8356-6381
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Luke+Guinane"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9514-5795
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9514-5795
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Syed+A.+M.+Tofail"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.1c02481?ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/JACS?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c02481?rel=cite-as&ref=PDF&jav=VoR


■ ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I.R.-M., A.F.M.-O., and M.D.S. acknowledge Science Founda-
tion Ireland (SFI) under grant no. 13/SIRG/2137 and the
European Research Council through a Starting Grant (agree-
ment no. 716792). L.G. and S.A.M.T. acknowledge the funding
contributed by the Irish Research Council’s Enterprise
Partnership Scheme under the project ID: EBPPG/2016/
271. The NTEGRA-SPECTRA Hybrid Nanoscope was funded
by Science Foundation Ireland (SFI).

■ REFERENCES
(1) Whitesides, G. M.; Grzybowski, B. Self-Assembly at All Scales.
Science (Washington, DC, U. S.) 2002, 295 (5564), 2418−2421.
(2) Matern, J.; Dorca, Y.; Sánchez, L.; Fernández, G. Revising
Complex Supramolecular Polymerization under Kinetic and Thermo-
dynamic Control. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2019, 58 (47), 16730−
16740.
(3) Vantomme, G.; Meijer, E. W. The Construction of Supra-
molecular Systems. Science (Washington, DC, U. S.) 2019, 363 (6434),
1396−1397.
(4) Lehn, J. M. Perspectives in Chemistry - Steps towards Complex
Matter. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2013, 52 (10), 2836−2850.
(5) Hassan, Z.; Matt, Y.; Begum, S.; Tsotsalas, M.; Bräse, S.
Assembly of Molecular Building Blocks into Integrated Complex
Functional Molecular Systems: Structuring Matter Made to Order.
Adv. Funct. Mater. 2020, 30 (26), 1907625.
(6) Wehner, M.; Würthner, F. Supramolecular Polymerization
through Kinetic Pathway Control and Living Chain Growth. Nat.
Rev. Chem. 2020, 4 (1), 38−53.
(7) Brunsveld, L.; Folmer, B. J. B.; Meijer, E. W.; Sijbesma, R. P.
Supramolecular Polymers. Chem. Rev. 2001, 101 (12), 4071−4097.
(8) Helmich, F.; Lee, C. C.; Nieuwenhuizen, M. M. L.; Gielen, J. C.;
Christianen, P. C. M.; Larsen, A.; Fytas, G.; Lecler̀e, P. E. L. G.;
Schenning, A. P. H. J.; Meijer, E. W. Dilution-Induced Self-Assembly
of Porphyrin Aggregates: A Consequence of Coupled Equilibria.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2010, 49 (23), 3939−3942.
(9) Ogi, S.; Fukui, T.; Jue, M. L.; Takeuchi, M.; Sugiyasu, K. Kinetic
Control over Pathway Complexity in Supramolecular Polymerization
through Modulating the Energy Landscape by Rational Molecular
Design. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2014, 53 (52), 14363−14367.
(10) Ogi, S.; Sugiyasu, K.; Manna, S.; Samitsu, S.; Takeuchi, M.
Living Supramolecular Polymerization Realized through a Biomimetic
Approach. Nat. Chem. 2014, 6 (3), 188−195.
(11) Fukui, T.; Kawai, S.; Fujinuma, S.; Matsushita, Y.; Yasuda, T.;
Sakurai, T.; Seki, S.; Takeuchi, M.; Sugiyasu, K. Control over
Differentiation of a Metastable Supramolecular Assembly in One and
Two Dimensions. Nat. Chem. 2017, 9 (5), 493−499.
(12) Mabesoone, M. F. J.; Markvoort, A. J.; Banno, M.; Yamaguchi,
T.; Helmich, F.; Naito, Y.; Yashima, E.; Palmans, A. R. A.; Meijer, E.
W. Competing Interactions in Hierarchical Porphyrin Self-Assembly
Introduce Robustness in Pathway Complexity. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2018,
140 (25), 7810−7819.
(13) Fernández, G.; Stolte, M.; Stepanenko, V.; Würthner, F.
Cooperative Supramolecular Polymerization: Comparison of Differ-
ent Models Applied on the Self-Assembly of Bis(Merocyanine) Dyes.
Chem. - Eur. J. 2013, 19 (1), 206−217.
(14) Korevaar, P. A.; Schaefer, C.; De Greef, T. F. A.; Meijer, E. W.
Controlling Chemical Self-Assembly by Solvent-Dependent Dynam-
ics. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012, 134 (32), 13482−13491.
(15) Korevaar, P. A.; George, S. J.; Markvoort, A. J.; Smulders, M.
M. J.; Hilbers, P. A. J.; Schenning, A. P. H. J.; De Greef, T. F. A.;
Meijer, E. W. Pathway Complexity in Supramolecular Polymerization.
Nature 2012, 481 (7382), 492−496.
(16) Kulkarni, C.; Bejagam, K. K.; Senanayak, S. P.; Narayan, K. S.;
Balasubramanian, S.; George, S. J. Dipole-Moment-Driven Cooper-
ative Supramolecular Polymerization. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137
(11), 3924−3932.

(17) Ogi, S.; Stepanenko, V.; Sugiyasu, K.; Takeuchi, M.; Würthner,
F. Mechanism of Self-Assembly Process and Seeded Supramolecular
Polymerization of Perylene Bisimide Organogelator. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2015, 137 (9), 3300−3307.
(18) Wagner, W.; Wehner, M.; Stepanenko, V.; Ogi, S.; Würthner, F.
Living Supramolecular Polymerization of a Perylene Bisimide Dye
into Fluorescent J-Aggregates. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2017, 56 (50),
16008−16012.
(19) Sorrenti, A.; Leira-Iglesias, J.; Markvoort, A. J.; De Greef, T. F.
A.; Hermans, T. M. Non-Equilibrium Supramolecular Polymerization.
Chem. Soc. Rev. 2017, 46 (18), 5476−5490.
(20) Goldstein, R. F.; Stryer, L. Cooperative Polymerization
Reactions. Analytical Approximations, Numerical Examples, and
Experimental Strategy. Biophys. J. 1986, 50 (4), 583−599.
(21) Zhao, D.; Moore, J. S. Nucleation-Elongation: A Mechanism
for Cooperative Supramolecular Polymerization. Org. Biomol. Chem.
2003, 1 (20), 3471−3491.
(22) De Greef, T. F. A.; Smulders, M. M. J.; Wolffs, M.; Schenning,
A. P. H. J.; Sijbesma, R. P.; Meijer, E. W. Supramolecular
Polymerization. Chem. Rev. 2009, 109 (11), 5687−5754.
(23) Smulders, M. M. J.; Nieuwenhuizen, M. M. L.; De Greef, T. F.
A.; Van Der Schoot, P.; Schenning, A. P. H. J.; Meijer, E. W. How to
Distinguish Isodesmic from Cooperative Supramolecular Polymer-
isation. Chem. - Eur. J. 2010, 16 (1), 362−367.
(24) Martin, R. B. Comparisons of Indefinite Self-Association
Models. Chem. Rev. 1996, 96 (8), 3043.
(25) van Hameren, R.; van Buul, A. M.; Castriciano, M. A.; Villari,
V.; Micali, N.; Schön, P.; Speller, S.; MonsuS̀colaro, L.; Rowan, A. E.;
Elemans, J. A. A. W.; Nolte, R. J. M. Supramolecular Porphyrin
Polymers in Solution and at the Solid-Liquid Interface. Nano Lett.
2008, 8 (1), 253−259.
(26) Fukui, T.; Uchihashi, T.; Sasaki, N.; Watanabe, H.; Takeuchi,
M.; Sugiyasu, K. Direct Observation and Manipulation of Supra-
molecular Polymerization by High-Speed Atomic Force Microscopy.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2018, 57 (47), 15465−15470.
(27) Maity, S.; Ottelé, J.; Santiago, G. M.; Frederix, P. W. J. M.;
Kroon, P.; Markovitch, O.; Stuart, M. C. A.; Marrink, S. J.; Otto, S.;
Roos, W. H. Caught in the Act: Mechanistic Insight into
Supramolecular Polymerization-Driven Self-Replication from Real-
Time Visualization. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2020, 142 (32), 13709−13717.
(28) Sasaki, N.; Mabesoone, M. F. J.; Kikkawa, J.; Fukui, T.; Shioya,
N.; Shimoaka, T.; Hasegawa, T.; Takagi, H.; Haruki, R.; Shimizu, N.;
Adachi, S.-i.; Meijer, E. W.; Takeuchi, M.; Sugiyasu, K. Supra-
molecular Double-Stranded Archimedean Spirals and Concentric
Toroids. Nat. Commun. 2020, 11 (1), 3578.
(29) Poltorak, L.; Gamero-Quijano, A.; Herzog, G.; Walcarius, A.
Decorating Soft Electrified Interfaces: From Molecular Assemblies to
Nano-Objects. Appl. Mater. Today 2017, 9, 533−550.
(30) Booth, S. G.; Dryfe, R. A. W. Assembly of Nanoscale Objects at
the Liquid/Liquid Interface. J. Phys. Chem. C 2015, 119 (41), 23295−
23309.
(31) Shi, S.; Russell, T. P. Nanoparticle Assembly at Liquid-Liquid
Interfaces: From the Nanoscale to Mesoscale. Adv. Mater. 2018, 30
(44), 1800714.
(32) Forth, J.; Kim, P. Y.; Xie, G.; Liu, X.; Helms, B. A.; Russell, T.
P. Building Reconfigurable Devices Using Complex Liquid-Fluid
Interfaces. Adv. Mater. 2019, 31 (18), 1806370.
(33) Smirnov, E.; Peljo, P.; Scanlon, M. D.; Gumy, F.; Girault, H. H.
Self-Healing Gold Mirrors and Filters at Liquid-Liquid Interfaces.
Nanoscale 2016, 8 (14), 7723−7737.
(34) Scanlon, M. D.; Smirnov, E.; Stockmann, T. J.; Peljo, P. Gold
Nanofilms at Liquid-Liquid Interfaces: An Emerging Platform for
Redox Electrocatalysis, Nanoplasmonic Sensors, and Electrovariable
Optics. Chem. Rev. 2018, 118 (7), 3722−3751.
(35) Fermın, D. J; Duong, H. D; Ding, Z.; Brevet, P. F; Girault, H.
H Solar Energy Conversion Using Dye-Sensitised Liquid|liquid
Interfaces. Electrochem. Commun. 1999, 1 (1), 29−32.
(36) Nagatani, H.; Sakae, H.; Torikai, T.; Sagara, T.; Imura, H.
Photoinduced Electron Transfer of PAMAM Dendrimer-Zinc(II)

Journal of the American Chemical Society pubs.acs.org/JACS Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c02481
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2021, 143, 9060−9069

9068

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1070821
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201905724
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201905724
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201905724
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aav4677
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aav4677
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201208397
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201208397
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201907625
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201907625
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41570-019-0153-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41570-019-0153-8
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr990125q?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201000162
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201000162
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201407302
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201407302
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201407302
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201407302
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.1849
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.1849
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.2684
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.2684
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.2684
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.8b02388?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.8b02388?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201202679
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201202679
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja305512g?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja305512g?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10720
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5b00504?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5b00504?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja511952c?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja511952c?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201709307
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201709307
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7CS00121E
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3495(86)83498-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3495(86)83498-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3495(86)83498-1
https://doi.org/10.1039/B308788C
https://doi.org/10.1039/B308788C
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr900181u?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr900181u?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.200902415
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.200902415
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.200902415
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr960037v?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr960037v?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl072563f?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl072563f?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201809165
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201809165
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.0c02635?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.0c02635?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.0c02635?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-17356-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-17356-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-17356-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmt.2017.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmt.2017.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b07733?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b07733?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201800714
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201800714
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201806370
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201806370
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6NR00371K
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00595?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00595?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00595?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00595?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1388-2481(98)00009-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1388-2481(98)00009-5
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.5b01165?ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/JACS?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c02481?rel=cite-as&ref=PDF&jav=VoR


Porphyrin Associates at Polarized Liquid|Liquid Interfaces. Langmuir
2015, 31 (22), 6237−6244.
(37) Jensen, H.; Kakkassery, J. J.; Nagatani, H.; Fermin, D. J.;
Girault, H. H. Photoinduced Electron Transfer at Liquid|liquid
Interfaces. Part IV. Orientation and Reactivity of Zinc Tetra(4-
Carboxyphenyl) Porphyrin Self-Assembled at the Water|1,2-Dichloro-
ethane Junction. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2000, 122 (44), 10943−10948.
(38) Molina-Osorio, A. F.; Manzanares, J. A.; Gamero-Quijano, A.;
Scanlon, M. D. Electrochemically Controlled Ion Dynamics in
Porphyrin Nanostructures. J. Phys. Chem. C 2020, 124 (33),
18346−18355.
(39) Molina-Osorio, A. F.; Cheung, D.; O’Dwyer, C.; Stewart, A. A.;
Dossot, M.; Herzog, G.; Scanlon, M. D. Self-Assembly of Porphyrin
Nanostructures at the Interface between Two Immiscible Liquids. J.
Phys. Chem. C 2020, 124 (12), 6929−6937.
(40) Maiti, N. C.; Mazumdar, S.; Periasamy, N. J- and H-Aggregates
of Porphyrin - Surfactant Complexes: Time-Resolved Fluorescence
and Other Spectroscopic Studies. J. Phys. Chem. B 1998, 102 (9),
1528−1538.
(41) Greger, M.; Kollar, M.; Vollhardt, D. Isosbestic Points: How a
Narrow Crossing Region of Curves Determines Their Leading
Parameter Dependence. Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter Mater. Phys.
2013, 87 (19), 1−11.
(42) R: A language and environment for statistical computing; R
Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria, 2013. https://
www.R-project.org/ (accessed 2020-09-01).
(43) Liland, K. H.; Almøy, T.; Mevik, B. H. Optimal Choice of
Baseline Correction for Multivariate Calibration of Spectra. Appl.
Spectrosc. 2010, 64 (9), 1007−1016.
(44) Korevaar, P. A.; De Greef, T. F. A.; Meijer, E. W. Pathway
Complexity in π-Conjugated Materials. Chem. Mater. 2014, 26 (1),
576−586.
(45) Van Der Zwaag, D.; Pieters, P. A.; Korevaar, P. A.; Markvoort,
A. J.; Spiering, A. J. H.; De Greef, T. F. A.; Meijer, E. W. Kinetic
Analysis as a Tool to Distinguish Pathway Complexity in Molecular
Assembly: An Unexpected Outcome of Structures in Competition. J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137 (39), 12677−12688.
(46) Mabesoone, M. F. J.; Meijer, E. W. Counterintuitive
Consequences of Competitive Pathways in Supramolecular Polymer-
izations. J. Polym. Sci. Part A Polym. Chem. 2020, 58 (1), 25−29.
(47) Soetaert, K.; Petzoldt, T. Inverse Modelling, Sensitivity and
Monte Carlo Analysis in R Using Package FME. J. Stat. Softw. 2010,
33 (3), 1−28.
(48) Vosough, M.; Mason, C.; Tauler, R.; Jalali-Heravi, M.; Maeder,
M. On Rotational Ambiguity in Model-Free Analyses of Multivariate
Data. J. Chemom. 2006, 20 (6−7), 302−310.
(49) Ruckebusch, C.; Blanchet, L. Multivariate Curve Resolution: A
Review of Advanced and Tailored Applications and Challenges. Anal.
Chim. Acta 2013, 765, 28−36.
(50) De Juan, A.; Jaumot, J.; Tauler, R. Multivariate Curve
Resolution (MCR). Solving the Mixture Analysis Problem. Anal.
Methods 2014, 6 (14), 4964−4976.
(51) Abdollahi, H.; Maeder, M.; Tauler, R. Calculation and Meaning
of Feasible Band Boundaries in Multivariate Curve Resolution of a
Two-Component System. Anal. Chem. 2009, 81 (6), 2115−2122.
(52) Markvoort, A. J.; Ten Eikelder, H. M. M.; Hilbers, P. A. J.; De
Greef, T. F. A. Fragmentation and Coagulation in Supramolecular
(Co)Polymerization Kinetics. ACS Cent. Sci. 2016, 2 (4), 232−241.
(53) Lo Nostro, P.; Ninham, B. W. Hofmeister Phenomena: An
Update on Ion Specificity in Biology. Chem. Rev. 2012, 112 (4),
2286−2322.
(54) Van der Boom, T.; Hayes, R. T.; Zhao, Y.; Bushard, P. J.; Weiss,
E. A.; Wasielewski, M. R. Charge Transport in Photofunctional
Nanoparticles Self-Assembled from Zinc 5,10,15,20-Tetrakis-
(Perylenediimide)Porphyrin Building Blocks. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2002, 124 (32), 9582−9590.
(55) Winters, M. U.; Dahlstedt, E.; Blades, H. E.; Wilson, C. J.;
Frampton, M. J.; Anderson, H. L.; Albinsson, B. Probing the

Efficiency of Electron Transfer through Porphyrin-Based Molecular
Wires. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2007, 129 (14), 4291−4297.
(56) Anderson, H. L. Building Molecular Wires from the Colours of
Life: Conjugated Porphyrin Oligomers. Chem. Commun. 1999,
No. 23, 2323−2330.
(57) Krausser, J.; Knowles, T. P. J.; Šaric,́ A. E. Physical Mechanisms
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