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The formation of small hybrid aggregates between excipient and drug molecules is one of the mecha-
nisms that contributes to the solubilization of active principles in pharmaceutical formulations. The char-
acterization of the formation, governing interactions and structure of such entities is not trivial since they
are highly flexible and dynamic, quickly exchanging molecules from one to another. In the case of
cyclodextrins, this mechanism and the formation of inclusion complexes synergistically cooperate to
favour the bioavailability of drugs. In a previous study we reported a detailed characterization of the pos-
sible formation of inclusion complexes with 1:1 stoichiometry between remdesivir, the only antiviral
medication currently approved by the United States Food and Drug Administration for treating COVID-
19, and sulphobutylether-b-cyclodextrins. Here we extend our study to assess the role of the spontaneous
aggregation in the solubilization of the same drug, by molecular dynamics simulations at different rela-
tive concentrations of both compounds. The number of sulphobutylether substitutions in the cyclodex-
trin structure and two different protonation states of the remdesivir molecule are considered. We aim
to shed light in the solubilization mechanism of sulphobutylether-b-cyclodextrins, broadly used as an
excipient in many pharmaceutical formulations, in particular in the case of remdesivir as an active
compound.

� 2021 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
1. Introduction

Cyclodextrins (CDs) are widely used as excipients to solubilize
or/and stabilize drugs [1]. It is typically assumed that two different
interaction mechanisms contribute to these aims, namely the for-
mation of inclusion complexes by threading the CD hydrophobic
cavity and the encapsulation of the drug into CD aggregates [2–
4]. The former mechanism is much more specific than the latter,
but both are expected to depend on the structure of the CD to be
employed: number or glucopyranoside rings as well as number,
type and location of the substitutions in non-native CDs. The prob-
ability to form inclusion complexes is typically quantified by
means of the so-called association or binding constants which
can be estimated by different experimental and computational
methods. Isothermal Titration Calorimetry (ITC) is recognized as
the gold standard technique for this type of characterizations [5]
although any physical observable able to detect changes in the
concentration of complexes versus free species can be employed
for this aim [6]. Such characterization is much simpler for native
than for modified CDs since the latter are always heterogenous
mixtures of many different structures with different number and
location of substituted groups, leading to a different ability to
encapsulate molecular groups in their cavity. Thus, the affinity
constants obtained from these methods should necessarily be
understood as apparent or average constants representing the
ensemble of different CD structures. Computational simulations
with atomic resolution can also be employed to characterize the
association between molecules [7]. In contrast to the calculations
obtained from typical wet-lab experiments, these methods do
allow considering specific structures and to provide a full energy
profile with energy barriers and wells for the different possible
conformations of the molecules forming the supramolecular com-
plex [8,9]. When CDs are used as excipients, moderate affinity con-
stants are convenient, since a too strong binding would prevent the
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delivery of the active molecule and a too weak binding would
require a large amount of CD to increase the solubility. Actually,
CDs with high affinity for specific drugs have been designed to
remove them from the target organism in order to cancel their
activity when it is not required anymore. A well-known example
is Sugammadex, a modified CD used to revert the rocuronium-
induced neuromuscular blockade [10].

It is worth to comment that encapsulation of molecules in the
cavity of CDs forming inclusion complexes does not necessarily
favor the solubility of the drug since the supramolecular structures
resulting from this process can exhibit a significant trend to aggre-
gate, eventually forming a precipitate or even leading to exotic
structures in aqueous solution [11]. The alternative mechanism
exhibited by CDs to increase the solubilization of drugs is the for-
mation of relatively small aggregates, with CD molecules sur-
rounding the drug and thus avoiding its self-aggregation [12].
This mechanism also requires a convenient balance since the for-
mation of too large aggregates could lead to a precipitate while
the null interaction between molecules does not contribute to
the bioavailability of the drug. This mechanism could also be
assessed by different experimental methods such as turbidity,
dynamic light scattering, transmission electron microscopy or even
nuclear magnetic resonance measurements [11–16] , but it is less
clear how to perform a suitable thermodynamic characterization
since the apparent binding would be associated to the interaction
between a non-specific number of molecules with no clear internal
structure. As in the case of the inclusion complexes, the situation is
more difficult for modified CDs due to their heterogeneous compo-
sition regarding the number and location of substitutions, which
are expected to exhibit different aggregation properties. Despite
a substantial amount of experimental data is available on CD
aggregation, the mechanisms of CD aggregation and CD complex
aggregation has not been fully understood yet [17–20], especially
for sulphobutylether-b-CD (SBE-b-CD), which is currently being
used in 13 FDA approved injectables and numerous clinical candi-
dates. [https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7196545/]

Many pharmacological formulations are based on modified CDs
[21,22]. One of the best known examples in the times of COVID-19
is Veklury� which, even 1 year after the start of the pandemic, is
still the only antiviral medication approved by the United States
Food and Drug Administration (FDA) for treating this disease
(https://www.fda.gov/newsevents/press-announcements/fda-
approves-first-treatment-covid-19). The active principle of Vek-
lury� is remdesivir (Fig. 1), which is solubilized by
sulphobutylether-b-CD (SBE-b-CD, Fig. 1) in this formulation [23].
The mixture between both molecules is preferentially performed
at low pH since the solubility of remdesivir, pKa 3.3 significantly
increases under this condition. It was observed that the drug
remains solubilized upon the addition of NaOH at the proposed
concentrations, thus allowing the administration of the formula-
tion at neutral pH into the human body. We have recently reported
a detailed thermodynamic and structural characterization on the
formation of inclusion complexes between SBE-b-CD (considering
different number and location of substitutions) and remdesivir at
two different pH values by ITC measurements and molecular
dynamics (MD) simulations [24]. Our results indicate that the asso-
ciation constant for the formation of the inclusion complexes is
moderate (�104 M�1) at low pH and even lower (�102 M�1) at
neutral pH. Additionally, our MD simulations indicate that the
two molecules can interact as a non-inclusion complex or as an
inclusion complex, with similar free energy for both possibilities
and with a significant energy barrier preventing the entry of the
ligand in the cavity. The inclusion complex was observed just for
a specific orientation of the remdesivir in the CD cavity, with the
C-nucleoside group of this molecule towards the secondary side
of the CD. Furthermore, the association constant was observed to
2

be significantly higher for the structure with more number of sub-
stitutions (7SBE), mainly at low pH. This is probably due to the
electrostatic attraction between the drug, which is expected to
be protonated under those conditions, and the negatively charged
CD, which increases with the number of substitutions. Based on ITC
measurements, the presence of a variety of species with different
affinities or/and interaction mechanisms with remdesivir in the
SBE-b-CD distribution was also proposed in the same work. This
suggests the existence of more complex stoichiometries or even
some kind of aggregation. In view of our previous results, and tak-
ing also in account that the typical mass ratio values between SBE-
b-CD and remdesivir in the pharmaceutical formulation of this
active principle are much higher than those expected for an ideal
1:1 encapsulation, the possible formation of aggregates is now
addressed. With this aim, MD simulations of the two molecules
at different relative concentrations, for three different structures
of SBE-b-CD (5SBE, 6SBE and 7SBE, defined in Fig. 1) and consider-
ing again two different protonation states for remdesivir, were per-
formed. The methodology and main results will be presented in
what follows.
2. Methods

The same three different representative structures of SBE-b-CD
with a single substitution in the primary side and 4, 5 or 6 substi-
tutions in the secondary size of the CD employed in our previous
work (5SBE, 6SBE and 7SBE, Fig. 1) [24] were selected for the cur-
rent simulations. For remdesivir, the previously employed neutral
and protonated structures were used. The parameterizations of
the molecules and the employed general simulation methods were
also identical to those of our previous publications [20,24,25].
Briefly, GROMACS 2020 package [26–28] was used to run the sim-
ulations in the NPT ensemble at 298 K and 1 bar with the 54a7
parameterization of the GROMOS force field [29] and the SPC water
model [30], the v-rescale thermostat [31] and the Parrinello-
Rahman barostat [32], the PME algorithm [33,34] for the long
range interactions and a cutoff of 1.2 nm for the short range inter-
actions. The equations of motion were integrated using the leap-
frog algorithm [35] with a time step of 2 fs and the bonds were
constrained using the SETTLE algorithm [36] for the waters and
the LINCS algorithm [37] for the rest of the molecules in the simu-
lation boxes. For each CD structure, 4 simulation boxes were pre-
pared with neutral remdesivir and another 4 with the protonated
structure of the drug. Those simulations boxes contained 20 CD
units each + �31 thousand water molecules and 1, 2, 4 or 8 remde-
sivir molecules. For each of these systems, the solute molecules
were placed at random positions and orientations and recorded
the trajectories for a minimum of 500 ns. Additionally simulation
boxes with 8 and 20 remdesivir units (+ �31 thousand water mole-
cules) using both the neutral and the protonated states of the drug
were executed. It is important to note that the total concentrations
in our simulations are significantly larger than those employed in
the experiments considering just the ratio between the number
of molecules. For instance, for the simulation boxes with just one
solute molecule, the total concentration is 1.79 mM, while the sol-
ubility of remdesivir is 1 order of magnitude lower. However, even
when the total concentration is that high, the molecule cannot
aggregate nor precipitate because no other solute molecule is
reachable in the same simulation box. Thus, these concentrations
can be interpreted as local concentrations, focusing on the relative
CD to drug concentration more than in the absolute concentration
of both compounds. In a solution where the total concentration is
relatively low, it is possible to see microscopic regions of relatively
high concentration since the molecules are not evenly distributed
throughout the container. Thus, a total of 24 simulations boxes
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Fig. 1. Top: Schematic representation of the employed SBE-b-CDs, 5SBE, 6SBE and 7SBE. The label indicates the counter-clockwise sequence of substitutions, when the CD
structure is oriented with the secondary hydroxyl groups pointing out of the plane. The numbers 2, 3 or 6 represent the position of the substitution group in each
glucopyranoside ring and 0 indicates that no substitution is present in the corresponding ring. Down: Two-dimensional representation of SBE-b-CD and the equilibrium
between neutral and protonated remdesivir. In the CD structure the blue SBE labels represent the groups that are substituted in all the structures studied by MD simulations
and the red R label represents the group that is substituted in 6SBE and in 7SBE. The numbers in grey squares represent the position of the carbon atoms C2, C3 and C6 and
that of the oxygen O4.
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with 20 CDs each (35.84 mM) and 1, 2, 4 or 8 remdesivir molecules
(1.79, 3.58, 7.17 and 14.34 mM), and another 4 simulation boxes
with 8 (14.34 mM) or 20 (35.84 mM) neutral or protonated remde-
sivir molecules will be prepared. For each of the resulting trajecto-
ries the distance between all the CDs and all the drugs, the number
of H-bonds between the different types of molecules including the
solvent, and the number of clusters of different composition, were
determined. These analyses were performed using GROMACS tools
[26–28]. The average distance between each CD and remdesivir
molecule as well as the standard deviation of this property using
the MDAnalysis package [38,39] in Python 3.7 were also deter-
mined. Finally several representative snapshots of the final config-
uration were represented using Pymol [40]. Summary sheets
containing these analyse were created for all the trajectories and
they are included as Supplementary Material (SM).
3. Results & discussion

3.1. Aggregation of remdesivir

The simulations with remdesivir in the absence of CD quickly
formed aggregates. In the case of the neutral species, a single clus-
ter was formed while for the protonated structure two clusters for
the trajectories using both 8 and 20 molecules of the drug were
obtained (Fig. 2). The formation of the clusters was quicker in the
simulations with the 20 molecules than in the simulations with 8
molecules. For the simulations with 8 protonated structures, there
is a dynamic exchange between clusters, which fluctuate between
2 and 4 aggregates (see SM, page 1). The number of H-bonds
between water and the drug molecules do not seem to depend
on the charge nor on the local concentration in the simulation
box. For all the simulations the number of H-bonds increases dur-
3

ing the initial part of the trajectories and then, after 50–100 ns, it
reaches a plateau fluctuating around a constant average value close
to 1 H-bond per drug molecule. The aggregates resulting from
these simulations anticipate the formation of a second phase, thus
indicating the lack of solubility of this molecule. The fact that the
aggregates are smaller for the charged species is also in line with
the experimentally observed fact that remdesivir is significantly
more soluble at low pH than at neutral pH, the accumulation of
charge preventing the growth of the aggregate in the former case.

3.2. Solubilization of remdesivir by SBE-b-CD

In our previous work, the formation of inclusion complexes
between 7SBE, 6SBE and 5SBEwith neutral and protonated remde-
sivir was studied. Clearly, the interaction between the CDs and the
protonated form of the drug is stronger than with the neutral form.
It was also concluded that the affinity constant for the formation of
the inclusion complex is lower for the CD structure with lower
number of substitutions (5SBE) than for the structures with 6
and 7 SBE groups. The aim of the present work is to evaluate
whether or not the protonation state of the drug molecule and
the number of substitutions in the CD have any impact in the for-
mation of aggregates. Several relative concentrations of both mole-
cules (CD and drug) were tested in order to see the existence of
consistent trends. As explained in the methods section, the analysis
was automated for all the obtained trajectories and the corre-
sponding results are shown in the Supplementary Material. Here
the main results will be summarized.

First of all, the spontaneous formation of inclusion complexes
with the remdesivir molecule threading the CD cavity was not
observed in any of our trajectories. This is not surprising since
our previous PMF calculations [24] showed that the free energy
corresponding to such arrangements is similar to that of non-



Fig. 2. Structures obtained from the simulation of 8 or 20 neutral or protonated remdesivir molecules, after 200 ns of MD simulations. The number of molecules in the
simulation box and the protonation state are indicated.
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inclusion complexes and that both types of structures are sepa-
rated by an energy barrier [24]. Thus, although the spontaneous
formation of inclusion complexes is thermodynamically possible,
it is not expected to be dominant. In addition to the simulations
described above, several long MD trajectories (�900 ns) with two
7SBE structures and one neutral remdesivir were computed trying
to seek for the spontaneous formation of inclusion complexes
(Fig. 2). Again, they were not observed, although the drug appears
always interacting with at least one of the CDs present in the solu-
tion, with a conformation compatible with that predicted by our
previous PMF calculations [24].

The number of clusters formed during the MD simulations is the
most evident quantitative parameter to illustrate the aggregation
process. This is a kinetic parameter that evolves during the trajec-
tories. Thus, in order to make an objective comparison between the
different simulations, the average number of clusters during the
last 100 ns of all the trajectories was computed (Fig. 4 and
Table S1). A cluster is defined as a group of molecules in close con-
tact (less than 3.5 Å) with at least one molecule of the same group.
Isolated molecules are considered as independent clusters.

The number of initial clusters is typically equivalent to the
number of molecules since they were randomly located in the sim-
ulation box (see plots in the Supplementary Material) but it quickly
decreases in all cases indicating the formation of small aggregates.
In general, the presence of remdesivir seems to slightly favor the
aggregation of the total molecules but not the self-aggregation of
the drug. This could explain the high ratio of excipient employed
to dissolve remdesivir in the pharmaceutical formulation [23].
The coincidence of several drug molecules in the same cluster
seems to be exceptional, even at the largest concentrations of the
drug. Thus, it is evident that the self-aggregation of remdesivir is
disrupted by the presence of the CD molecules. When just one drug
molecule is present in the simulation box, more than ten clusters
were observed for practically all the simulations, indicating that
the SBE-b-CD molecules interact with each other but that they
do not form large aggregates even at the relatively high concentra-
Fig. 3. Distance between the neutral remdesivir molecule (REMD) and the two 7SBEmole
different CD molecule) as a function of time for two independent simulations, together

4

tions employed in our simulations. The interaction between CD
molecules in solution partially explains the significant signal
observed in the dilution Isothermal Titration Calorimetry (ITC)
experiments performed with this compound [24]. Another impor-
tant factor is the strong interaction of the CDs with the surround-
ing water molecules induced by the presence of the SBE groups
(see below). The number of total clusters is, in general, lower for
the simulations with the protonated structure than for those with
the neutral drug (Fig. 4). This is more evident for 6SBE and 7SBE
than for 5SBE and for the simulations with the largest concentra-
tion of remdesivir, probably due to the electrostatic attraction
between the positively charged remdesivir and the negatively
charged cyclodextrins under those conditions. Such electrostatic
attraction has a significant impact also in the formation of inclu-
sion complexes, as we have already seen in our previous work [24].

Throughout the simulations, the remdesivir molecules are sur-
rounded by CDs in a dynamic equilibrium. This means that both
the drug and the CDs move from one cluster to another. The time
scale for these movements, as observed in the different trajectories,
is of the order of several hundred ns. As an example, the 20 � 6SBE
CDs of the simulation with 8 � neutral REMD molecules are dis-
tributed in an average of 10.4 clusters while the drugs are dis-
tributed in just 2 clusters (Fig. 4). Along the trajectory it is
clearly seen how one of the CDs moves from one these two clusters
to the other, spending more or less half of the trajectory interacting
with each of them (Fig. 5). This type of movements is observed in
almost all the simulations, including those shown in Fig. 3, which
have only 3 solute molecules (2 CDs and 1 drug) in the simulation
boxes.

In addition to the description of the general behavior of these
simulations and to the difference between the simulations with
the protonated and the neutral forms of the drug, it is interesting
to observe how the number of substitutions of the CD affect the
aggregation of remdesivir. In general, it is seen that the number
of total clusters tends to increase with the number of substitutions,
suggesting a better solubilization. The differences are more clear
cules present in the simulation box (each color line corresponds to the distance to a
with two snapshots at 500 ns and at 900 ns.



Fig. 4. Average number of clusters formed by remdesivir and CD (left) and just for the remdesivir molecules (right) in the simulations with 20 CD molecules and 1 (black), 2
(red), 4 (blue) or 8 (orange) neutral (lined bars) or protonated (solid bars) remdesivir molecules, determined through the last 100 ns of all the trajectories. The numerical
values for these plots, including standard deviations, are in Table S1. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web
version of this article.)

Fig. 5. Left: Distance between each of the 8 neutral remdesivir molecules and one of the 6SBE molecules present in the simulation box as a function of time. Right: Average
distance between all the CD and remdesivir molecules of the same simulation throughout the whole trajectory (top) together with the corresponding standard deviation
(bottom). The CD corresponding to the left plot can be easily identified in the right plots as the #7 columns. In the top right plot it can also be seen that several CDs do not
interact with any remdesivir molecule during the trajectory while others remain most of the time interacting with the same drug structure.
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for the largest concentrations of the drug where the number of
clusters computed for all the solute molecules is 7.9 and 5.4 for
the neutral and protonated forms of remdesivir with 5SBE and
9.98 and 8.32, respectively, with 7SBE (Table S1). However, even
for these cases, the drug molecules are distributed in a larger num-
ber of clusters for the simulations with 5SBE (4.1 and 5.72) than for
the simulations with 7SBE (3.54 and 4.99) (Fig. 4 and Table S1).
This is likely due to the higher negative charge of the CD molecules
with larger number of substitutions, that may favor the interaction
with the drug and, at the same time, prevent the aggregation of the
CDs.

Regarding the number of hydrogen bonds (H-bonds) between
different molecules, the kinetic pattern is similar for all the simu-
lations: the number of H-bonds between remdesivir and CD
increases with time while it decreases between the drug and water
(Fig. 6). A similar behavior takes place for the H-bonds between
CDs and between CD and water: the former increases while the lat-
ter decreases. These values stabilize along the simulation and they
seem to oscillate around a constant value during the last 100 ns.
The average values for this last segment of the trajectories were
computed for all the simulations (Fig. 7 and Table S2). The most
significant difference is that the protonated drug forms almost
twice as many H-bonds with the CDs than the neutral structure
while the number of H-bonds between the remdesivir and water
does not seem to depend significantly on the protonation state of
the drug. This clearly indicates a stronger interaction between
5

the SBE-b-CD and the protonated remdesivir than with the
uncharged structure, in agreement with our previous experimental
and computational results [24]. Actually, the number of H-bonds
between the protonated drug and the CDs is higher than between
the same structure and the solvent while the opposite happens
with the neutral form of remdesivir (Figs. 6 and 7). It is also clearly
seen that the number of H-bonds between CDs and water signifi-
cantly increases with the number of substituted groups in the
CD. This is due to the large number of H-bonds involved in each
SBE group, as shown in Fig. 8, which induce a highly ordered solva-
tion shell. As anticipated above, this is expected to contribute to
the important power signal obtained from ITC dilution experi-
ments of SBE-b-CD in aqueous solution [24]. It is worth to remark
that such signal should strongly depend on the number of substi-
tutions in the different CD structures consisting the sample. Thus,
the distribution of different species in the of SBE-b-CD formulation
is expected to seriously affect the structure and general properties
of the solvent.

The most typical aggregates in our simulations are formed by
one or two molecules of the drug and approximately three CD
molecules. As mentioned above, the number of protonated remde-
sivir molecules in these aggregates at high concentration is, in gen-
eral, lower than the number of neutral remdesivir within the same
cluster, probably due to the repulsive electrostatic interaction
between the charged drugs. Some representative structures are
shown in Figs. 9 and 10.



Fig. 6. Number of H-bonds between different types of molecules, as indicated in the legends, for the simulations with 20 � 5SBE molecules and 8 � neutral (left) or
protonated (right) remdesivir molecules.

Fig. 7. Average number of H-bonds between different groups of molecules (see labels in the plots), determined through the last 100 ns of all the trajectories. The plots
containing the CD-CD and CD-Water H-bonds (top row) are normalized by CD molecule, while those containing the CD-REMD and REMD-Water H-bonds (bottom row) are
normalized by remdesivir molecule. The plots correspond to simulations with 20 CD molecules and 1 (black), 2 (red), 4 (blue) or 8 (orange) neutral (lined bars) or protonated
(solid bars) remdesivir molecules, determined through the last 100 ns of all the trajectories. The numerical values for these plots, including standard deviations, are shown in
Table S2. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

Fig. 8. Representative structures of 7SBE (left) and 5SBE (right) after 500 ns of MD simulations, showing the water molecules at less than 3 Å from any atom of the CDs.
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Fig. 9. Representative structures for small aggregates of SBE-b-CD with neutral or protonated remdesivir. The snapshots were obtained from the frame at 500 ns of the
trajectories with 20 � CDs and 4 molecules of the drug.

Fig. 10. Representative structures for small aggregates of SBE-b-CD with neutral or protonated remdesivir. The snapshots were obtained from the frame at 500 ns of the
trajectories with 20 � CDs and 8 molecules of the drug.
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4. Conclusions

Using MD simulations, the possible role of SBE-b-CDs aggre-
gates in the solubilization of remdesivir was studied. Both the
effect of the number and location of the different SBE substitutions
in the CDs present in the excipient (5SBE, 6SBE and 7SBE) and the
protonation state of the drug were addressed. It has been illus-
trated how both the neutral and the protonated remdesivir mole-
cules spontaneously aggregate in aqueous solution. The
aggregates of the protonated structure are smaller than those for
the neutral form of the drug, due to the electrostatic repulsion that
takes place for the charged molecule. The addition of SBE-b-CD to
the solution clearly prevents the self-aggregation of remdesivir in
both protonation states, even at very high drug concentrations.
7

The solubilization mechanism seems to be the encapsulation of
the remdesivir molecule in small clusters formed by a few (2–4)
CDs. All our simulations exhibit a dynamic equilibrium between
clusters, with molecules exchanging from one to another in a time
scale of several hundred ns. The spontaneous formation of inclu-
sion complexes was not observed in any of the simulations but
the interaction between CDs and remdesivir was through the
peripheral groups of the cyclic CD molecule. The number of substi-
tutions and the protonation state of the drug significantly affect the
interactions between molecules and thus their aggregation. The
protonated form of the drug seems to favor the cross-aggregation
in the presence of SBE-b-CD, as can be seen from the number of
total clusters for the charged molecule, typically lower than that
for the neutral structure. This results from the electrostatic interac-



Á. Piñeiro, J. Pipkin, V. Antle et al. Journal of Molecular Liquids 343 (2021) 117588
tion between the charged form of the drug and SBE-b-CD. The
interaction between protonated remdesivir and CD is significantly
stronger than that with the neutral structure, showing approxi-
mately double amount of CD-drug H-bonds in the former case.
Regarding the structure of the aggregates, the pattern observed
in our simulations consists of one or two molecules of the drug
and approximately three CD molecules. The number of protonated
remdesivir molecules within the same cluster at high concentra-
tion is, in general, lower than the number of neutral remdesivir
under the same conditions. On the other hand, it is seen that
SBE-b-CDs notably increase the structure of the solvent, due to
the presence of a larger number of H-donors in the SBE groups.
Thus, this effect is proportional to the number of substitutions in
the CD structure and seriously impact in the self-aggregation prop-
erties as well as in interaction with the drug. Increasing the num-
ber of substitutions in the CD leads to a lower aggregation of the
excipient, while the self-aggregation of the drug slightly increases.
This behavior is clearer for the protonated form of the drug than for
the neutral structure.

In summary, our results suggest two antagonistic consequences
of increasing the number of substitutions in the SBE-b-CDs: it
favors the interaction with the drug, mainly in its protonated state,
whereas it exhibits a slightly weaker ability to disrupt the self-
aggregation of remdesivir. In general, it seems that, in order to sol-
ubilize remdesivir, a lower concentration of the excipient could be
employed if the distribution is shifted towards a larger number of
substitutions. This conclusion cannot be extrapolated for other
drugs since the nature of the interactions can be totally different
in each case.
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Domański, D.L. Dotson, S. Buchoux, I.M. Kenney, O. Beckstein, MDAnalysis: A
Python Package for the Rapid Analysis of Molecular Dynamics Simulations,
Proceedings 15th Python Science Conference, (2016), 98–105. https://doi.org/
10.25080/Majora-629e541a-00e.

[40] L.L.C. Schrodinger, The PyMOL Molecular Graphics System, Version 1 (2015) 8.

https://doi.org/10.3390/biom10030431
https://doi.org/10.3390/biom10030431
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.softx.2015.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-4655(95)00042-E
https://doi.org/10.1021/ct700301q
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00249-011-0700-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00249-011-0700-9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0167-7322(21)02313-8/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0167-7322(21)02313-8/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0167-7322(21)02313-8/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0167-7322(21)02313-8/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0167-7322(21)02313-8/h0150
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2408420
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.328693
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.328693
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.470117
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.464397
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.464397
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780367806934
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.540130805
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-987X(199709)18:12&lt;1463::AID-JCC4&gt;3.0.CO;2-H
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-987X(199709)18:12&lt;1463::AID-JCC4&gt;3.0.CO;2-H
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0167-7322(21)02313-8/h0200

