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Abstract: Shape Memory Polymers (SMPs) are smart materials that can recall their shape upon
the application of a stimulus, which makes them appealing materials for a variety of applications,
especially in biomedical devices. Most prior SMP research has focused on tuning bulk properties;
studying surface effects of SMPs may extend the use of these materials to blood-contacting
applications, such as cardiovascular stents, where surfaces that support rapid endothelialization have
been correlated to stent success. Here, we evaluate endothelial attachment onto the surfaces of a family
of SMPs previously developed in our group that have shown promise for biomedical devices. Nine
SMP formulations containing varying amounts of tert-Butyl acrylate (tBA) and Poly(ethylene glycol)
dimethacrylate (PEGDMA) were analyzed for endothelial cell attachment. Dynamic mechanical
analysis (DMA), contact angle studies, and atomic force microscopy (AFM) were used to verify bulk
and surface properties of the SMPs. Human umbilical vein endothelial cell (HUVEC) attachment and
viability was verified using fluorescent methods. Endothelial cells preferentially attached to SMPs
with higher tBA content, which have rougher, more hydrophobic surfaces. HUVECs also displayed
an increased metabolic activity on these high tBA SMPs over the course of the study. This class of
SMPs may be promising candidates for next generation blood-contacting devices.

Keywords: shape memory polymer; acrylate; cardiovascular; stents; surface properties; endothelial
cells

1. Introduction

Cardiovascular disease, including atherosclerosis and related diseases, is one of the main causes
of death worldwide [1]. Atherosclerosis is typically a result of a localized inflammatory response
and can be characterized by plaque formation in blood vessels [1–3]. This plaque, which may consist
of fat, cholesterol, calcium, blood components, etc., limits the blood flow through the blood vessel,
potentially leading to an acute ischemic condition [4]. Traditionally, surgical intervention was used to
open occluded vessels, but less invasive methods have become more prevalent [5]. Balloon angioplasty
expanded occluded arteries, but re-obstruction of expanded vessels occurred relatively frequently,
which required re-intervention at a later time [6,7].

Stents, or expandable tubes that are used to scaffold narrow and/or weakened arteries, provide
support to blood vessels that have been re-opened, restoring the blood flow to organs and tissues
downstream [8]. Stents have saved many lives, but limitations of current stents continue to drive
research efforts to further improve their in vivo functionality [9]. Two primary limitations, restenosis,
and thrombosis, arise from a lack of complete compatibility between the surface of the stent material
and the surrounding physiological environment [1]. Efforts to tackle these limitations have focused
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on two areas: limiting local cell and tissue growth through drug elution; and, improving surface
biocompatibility of the stent material.

Stent materials have a greater chance of survival in vivo if endothelialization of the device occurs
soon after device implantation [10]. Rapid endothelialization is often characterized as significant
cell presence within 24 h of implantation, with full cellular confluence achieved after three to seven
days [11]. Although drug eluting stents (DES) have decreased the incidence of restenosis, they typically
do not achieve rapid endothelialization, which may limit their long term utility [6,12–14]. As such,
focus has turned to modifying the surface characteristics of stents to promote natural endothelialization.
A variety of surface modification techniques, including physical, chemical, and biological methods
have been evaluated on stent materials, including metals and polymers [13,15–19].

Endothelialization of materials for the successful integration of implanted biomedical devices was
studied as early as the 1970s [20,21]. Endothelialization may occur by binding circulating endothelial
progenitor cells or through endothelial cell migration from adjoining endothelium [10,22]. Once
endothelial cells attach, usually within the first 24 h after device implantation, healthy cells proliferate,
forming and retaining a permanent endothelial barrier on the surface of the device, resulting in
reduced risk of long-term device rejection. Thus, if surface characteristics of the device allow for quick
recruitment and proliferation of the endothelial lining after implantation, the chances of post-implant
problems should decrease [23]. Rapid endothelialization also increases hemocompatibility, another
imperative for successful integration of a cardiovascular stent [24]. The potential for surface
modification to enhance biocompatibility has led to an increased interest in endothelialization studies,
particularly for cardiovascular implants [23].

Shape memory polymers (SMPs) are one class of materials that are being considered for use in
implanted, blood-contacting devices [25]. SMPs are smart materials that recover their original shape
upon the application of an external stimulus [26–33]. These smart plastics are initially fabricated into
their permanent shape and are then deformed and fixed into a temporary shape. These materials
recover their original shape upon exposure to a stimulus such as heat, light, humidity, electrical, or
magnetic fields, among others [28,31,32,34,35]. Their ability to recover from large deformations makes
SMPs appealing as materials for biomedical devices, since such recovery allows for the implantation
of these devices using minimally invasive techniques.

Progress in SMP research is not limited to biomedical applications. Developments in information
carriers for one-time identification, aerospace applications, smart textiles, polymer actuators, and
sensors, active assembly/disassembly are also notable applications of SMPs [36–42]. High and low
temperature SMPs are being developed for extreme environments, such as jet propulsion and aerospace
applications [43,44]. Smart textile applications using SMPs range from aesthetic improvements,
such as appeal, color changing capabilities, and soft display to functional applications, such as
comfort, controlled drug release, wound monitoring, emotion sensing, extreme environment protection,
etc. [37]. SMP actuators may be employed in adjustable rotation rate heat engines or self-regulating
sun protectors for buildings [39]. Active assembly and disassembly should simplify and automate
the processing procedures, resulting in high speed, low-cost disassembly, rendering parts useful for
additional life cycles [41].

Since the shape memory effect, which drives the shape memory capabilities in SMPs, is a result
of polymer structure and processing [24,26], prior work in biomaterials has focused on tuning bulk
properties to meet the requirements of various medical applications [27,29,30]. Previous work from
our group has focused primarily on thermomechanical properties, such as shape recovery, the shape
memory effect (SME), and modulus, as well as cytotoxicity, but the surface compatibility of these
acrylate-based SMPs has not been investigated [25,29,45,46]. In addition, there have been very few
studies evaluating the surface characteristics of SMPs in the context of endothelial growth [34,35].

The purpose of this study was to examine the relationship between polymer characteristics of
a well-studied acrylate-based SMP and endothelial cell attachment and growth. This would represent
the first step in evaluating the potential for these materials for blood-contacting devices. Various
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compositions of SMP containing different weight percent ratios of tert-butyl acrylate (tBA) and
poly(ethylene glycol) dimethacrylate (PEGDMA) were tested for endothelial cell attachment in vitro.
The rapid endothelialization target for this study was high live cell presence after 24 h and complete
cell sheet formation 72 h after cell seeding.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Synthesis

Shape memory polymers were formulated using tert-butyl acrylate (tBA) and poly(ethylene
glycol) dimethacrylate (PEGDMA), with average molecular weights (Mn) of 550, 750, and 1000 with
polymerization being facilitated by photoinitiator 2,2—dimethoxy-2-phenylacetophenone (DMPA).
All of the products were obtained from Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA), except for PEGDMA1000,
which was obtained from Polysciences (Warrington, PA, USA) and were used as received. A total of
nine polymer solutions were prepared from these monomer components (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Shape Memory Polymers (SMP) formulation matrix of the nine formulations used.

Monomer mixtures were injected into molds composed of standard microscope slides (Thermo
Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA), separated by a 1.33 mm silicone spacer (Mcmaster-Carr,
Elmhurst, IL, USA), and cured under ultraviolet (UV) radiation of wavelength = 365 nm for 20 min,
similar to previous methods [29]. The samples were then removed from the molds and post-cured in
an oven at 75 ◦C overnight, similar to methods done previously [25].

2.2. Polymerization

Samples were post-processed at 75 ◦C in an oven overnight prior to use in characterization
or cell attachment studies. Post-processing steps including annealing, which generated consistent
physical properties and reduced material defects. Complete conversion of monomers was verified
using Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR, Nicolet Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA,
USA), as has been done previously [45]. FTIR samples were fabricated under similar conditions to
those described above, but were made thinner, approximately 0.005 mm, to allow for the IR signal to
penetrate the sample for FTIR analysis.

2.3. Dynamic Mechanical Analysis

Dynamic Mechanical Analysis (DMA) was performed using a TA Q800 DMA (TA Instruments,
New Castle, DE, USA) and was used to verify the glass transition temperature (Tg) of the various SMP
formulations [47,48]. All of the samples were cut into specimens with dimensions of 20 mm × 5 mm
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× 1 mm for testing. Each sample was equilibrated to 0 ◦C for 1 min and heated to 100 ◦C at a rate of
3 ◦C/min. Testing was conducted at a frequency of 1.0 Hz and cyclic strain control at 0.1% strain.

2.4. Contact Angle

A Ramé-Hart goniometer (Ramé-Hart, Succasunna, NJ, USA) was used to obtain contact angle
measurements and wettability of each SMP sample [49]. The wettability of each formulation was
measured by applying water droplets to each surface and measuring the angle that formed between
the water droplet and the surface of the sample. Measurements were taken 10 s after the 5 µL
water droplet was introduced to the surface of the SMP to maintain consistency. Contact angles
were measured using DROPImage Advanced computer software (Ramé-Hart, Succasunna, NJ, USA).
Three different samples were analyzed per SMP formulation. Five drops were applied to each SMP
sample surface and at least five measurements were taken per drop.

2.5. Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM)

Surface topography, a measure of the surface roughness of each SMP formulation, was obtained
using atomic force microscopy (AFM) [50]. SMP fabrication molds were made using new glass
microscope slides, as done previously, which were cleaned using detergent and diH2O, followed
by ethanol and acetone, and a final rinse using diH2O to remove any surface artifacts on the glass.
These measures were taken to ensure that the surface features detected by the AFM were a result of
the changes in weight percent or molecular weight of the PEGDMA. Images were obtained using
a NanoSurf easyScan 2 (Nanomaterials Characterization Facility, University of Colorado, Boulder,
CO, USA). Image post-processing was completed using Gwyddion open source software (Gwyddion,
Brno, Czech Republic). The root mean square roughness coefficient, Rq, measured by the standard
deviation of the distribution of surface heights, also obtained from Gwyddion, provided quantitative
information of the sample surface [51].

2.6. Cell Culture

Human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVECs), obtained from the endothelium of the umbilical
vein, are a common cell model for angiogenesis and re-endothelialization studies. HUVECs are also
robust, making them a favorable cell type for use in such studies, and as a result, HUVECs were
the chosen cell model for this re-endothelialization study [23].

Prior to cell culture experiments, human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVECS) (Lonza,
Walkersville, MD, USA) were seeded in T-75 flasks using complete growth medium: EBM-2 Cell
Culture Bullet Kit (Lonza, Walkersville, MD, USA). HUVECs were maintained in conditions of 37 ◦C
and 5% CO2 in a humidified incubator. Cells were washed with HEPES, 1M, buffer (Life Technologies,
Carlsbad, CA, USA) prior to the changing of the media. Media was changed every two to three days,
and cells were passaged at 80–90% confluence. Cell passages two through six were used for cell
seeding on SMP substrates. All of the experiments were conducted in triplicate.

2.7. Light Microscopy

To monitor general cell health and ensure that there were no signs of contamination present,
HUVECs and HUVEC-SMP samples were observed under an inverted light microscope (Nikon,
Melville, NY, USA) daily.

2.8. Live/Dead Assay

SMP samples were submerged in growth media and were equilibrated to 37 ◦C for 24 h prior to
cell seeding. HUVECs were then plated on 1cm diameter SMP substrates in 24-well plates and were
allowed to attach. Cells were seeded at a seeding density of 1 × 105 cells/mL per well. Daily monitoring
of cell-adherent SMPs using transmission microscopy allowed for the qualitative assessment of proper
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cell growth and the absence of contamination. Cell viability was quantitatively assessed at two time
points, approximately 24 h after plating and again at approximately 72 h. Complete cell medium was
changed daily to ensure that cells received consistent nourishment during the study. The Live/Dead
Cell Imaging Kit (488/570) (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA) was used to assess endothelial
cell attachment and viability through fluorescent staining. Live cells, which were actively attached
to the substrate, emit green fluorescence, while dead cells fluoresce red. Images were obtained using
an EVOS FL Cell Imaging System (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA). At least three images from
three replicate experiments were used for cell attachment counting using ImageJ software (NIH).

2.9. Cell Metabolism

PrestoBlue® Cell Viability Reagent (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA), a plate-based resazurin
assay, was added to cell-substrate samples and left to incubate for 2 h. This cell viability reagent, when
added to cells, exploits the reducing power of cells to quantitatively measure cell metabolism. This
also provides an indirect measurement of cell proliferation and cytotoxicity [52]. Media was removed
from samples after the two-hour incubation period and fluorescence was measured on a Synergy
2 microplate reader (BioTek, Winooski, VT, USA).

2.10. Statistical Analysis

The data were expressed as mean ± standard deviation. Statistical analysis was performed
using MATLAB (MathWorks, Natick, MA, USA), and significance was determined using ANOVA
(with α-level of significance set to 0.05). The Tukey’s Honest Significant Difference Test assessed
the significance between individual samples if ANOVA determined significance of the sample set.

3. Results

3.1. Dynamic Mechanical Analysis

Select bulk properties of SMP formulations were characterized using storage modulus and tan
delta (δ) curve data, obtained from dynamic mechanical analysis (DMA) [47]. The plateaus above
and below Tg on the storage modulus curves represent the glassy and rubbery moduli, respectively.
As shown in Figure 2A–C, the glassy regions are absent for most formulations containing 50 weight
percent tBA or less. Rubbery modulus increases with an increasing PEGDMA content, as shown
previously [25].

The peak of the tan delta curve was used to determine the activation temperature or glass
transition temperature, Tg, which is the temperature at which the material can revert from its temporary
shape back to its permanent shape. The onset of shape recovery, Tonset, which is the beginning of
the shape recovery transition, as well as the Tg range, was calculated using the methods described
previously and are displayed in Table 1 [25]. DMA data for some of the samples has been analyzed by
our group in previous experiments; our data agreed with prior results [25,29,48,53].

Table 1. Tg, Tonset and Tg range for SMP Formulations.

Formulation Tg (◦C) Tonset (◦C) Tg Range (◦C)

20:80 tBA:PEGDMA1000 6 ± 2 - -
20:80 tBA:PEGDMA750 11 ± 1 - -
20:80 tBA:PEGDMA550 25 ± 1 15 ± 2 19 ± 5
50:50 tBA:PEGDMA1000 10 ± 1 8 ± 3 3 ± 5
50:50 tBA:PEGDMA750 19 ± 2 12 ± 1 13 ± 4
50:50 tBA:PEGDMA550 44 ± 1 25 ± 3 38 ± 7
80:20 tBA:PEGDMA1000 44 ± 1 26 ± 3 37 ± 4
80:20 tBA:PEGDMA750 52 ± 1 35 ± 1 32 ± 1
80:20 tBA:PEGDMA550 60 ± 3 47 ± 3 24 ± 2
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Figure 2. (A) Storage Modulus (MPa) of tert-Butyl acrylate (tBA): Poly(ethylene glycol) dimethacrylate
(PEGDMA)550; (B) Storage Modulus (MPa) of tBA:PEGDMA750; (C) Storage Modulus (MPa) of
tBA:PEGDMA1000. Glassy regions are absent for the formulations containing 50 wt % tBA or less;
(D) Tan delta of tBA:PEGDMA550; (E) Tan delta of tBA:PEGDMA750; (F) Tan delta of tBA:PEGDMA1000.
Tg increases with increasing tBA content and decreases with increasing PEGDMA MW.

Increased monomer (tBA) content resulted in increased Tg, so

(Tg 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA) > (Tg 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA) > (Tg 20:80 wt % tBA:PEGDMA)

for a given crosslinker.
Decreasing the molecular weight of the PEG component in PEGDMA also increased Tg, which

indicates that the samples containing PEGDMA550 had a higher Tg than samples containing
PEGDMA750, which in turn had higher Tg than samples containing PEGDMA1000, for a given
weight percent ratio (Figure 2D–F).

3.2. Contact Angle

Contact angle increased with increasing tBA content for a given crosslinker (Figure 3A–C). Thus,

(CA 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA) > (CA 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA) > (CA 20:80 wt %
tBA:PEGDMA formulations).

(1)

Specifically, water contact angles increased 11–23% from the 20:80 wt % tBA:PEGDMA
formulations to the 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA formulations and 7–22% between the 50:50 wt %
tBA:PEGDMA and the 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA groups. Additionally, the wettability decreased
with increasing crosslinker length for a given weight percent of crosslinker, i.e., samples containing
PEGDMA1000 were more hydrophobic than those containing PEGDMA550.
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Figure 3. (A) Wettability of tBA:PEGDMA550; (B) Wettability of tBA:PEGDMA750; (C) Wettability of
tBA:PEGDMA1000. Wettability decreases (increasing hydrophobicity) with increasing tBA content
and increasing crosslinker (PEGDMA) MW. Significance was determined using one-way ANOVA to
determine significant differences between samples of a given crosslinker in addition to the Tukey’s
Honest Significance Difference Procedure between individual samples. * corresponds to p < 0.05,
** corresponds to p < 0.01, *** corresponds to p < 0.001.

3.3. Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM)

AFM imaging was used to assess the topographical features present on each SMP surface,
quantified by using the root mean square surface coefficient, Rq. As seen in Figure 4A–D, the roughness
increased with increasing tBA content, so 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA formulations were roughest while
the 20:80 wt % tBA:PEGDMA formulations were smoothest for a given crosslinker. Roughness
increased 73–95% between the 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA group and the 20:80 wt % tBA:PEGDMA
group and increased 23–68% from the 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA formulation to the 80:20 wt %
tBA:PEGDMA formulation. Additionally, samples containing PEGDMA1000 were rougher than those
containing PEGDMA550 for a given weight percent ratio.

3.4. Cell Viability

Cell viability, characterized as endothelial cell attachment on top of the SMP substrate, was
monitored using both light and fluorescence microscopy. Results for SMP formulations containing the
lowest amount of tBA (20 weight percent) are shown in Figure 5. These samples displayed little or no
live HUVEC presence 24 h after cell seeding, but the presence of dead cells was prevalent indicating
that few cells survived after 72 h.
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Figure 4. (A) Representative Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM) images of tBA:PEGDMA550 samples.
3D AFM images depict increases in surface roughness as tBA increases. tBA:PEGDMA750 and
tBA:PEGDMA1000 AFM images follow a similar trend; (B) Root mean square roughness (Rq) of
tBA:PEGDMA550; (C) Root mean square roughness (Rq) of tBA:PEGDMA750; (D) Root mean square
roughness (Rq) of tBA:PEGDMA1000. Root mean square roughness (Rq) generally increases with
increasing tBA content and increasing PEGDMA MW. Significance was determined using one-way
ANOVA to determine significant differences between samples of a given crosslinker in addition to
the Tukey’s Honest Significance Difference Procedure between individual samples. * corresponds to
p < 0.05, ** corresponds to p < 0.01, *** corresponds to p < 0.001.
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Figure 5. Live-Dead Analysis of SMP formulations with the lowest weight percent of monomer (20 wt %
tBA). These samples show little to no endothelial cell attachment and have a high presence of dead
endothelial cells. Scale bar = 400 µm.

SMP formulations containing equal weight percent monomer and crosslinking agent, 50:50 wt %
tBA:PEGDMA, displayed the greatest variability in endothelial cell viability (Figure 6). These
formulations showed endothelial cell presence 24 h after HUVEC introduction, but viability and
cell attachment decreased 72 h after cell introduction.

SMPs with the highest tBA content, 80 weight percent, showed the highest amount of endothelial
cell attachment, displaying 4–89% greater endothelial cell presence 24 h after cell introduction and
33–100% increased cell presence after 72 h when compared to the other formulations. These samples
also had the highest ratio of live cells to dead cells (Figure 7).

The 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA1000 sample initially displayed less endothelial cell attachment
when compared to the other formulations with 80 weight percent monomer, but after 72 h, cell presence
increased, an indication of healthy endothelial cells. The 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA750 formulation
supported cell attachment 24 h after HUVEC introduction, and was able to retain most cells after 72 h.
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The final sample, 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA550, displayed HUVEC attachment 24 h after cell seeding,
and was able to retain cell attachment 72 h after initial introduction. All of the samples containing
80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA had few dead cells present, if any.

We found that EC attachment occurred on samples containing at least 50 weight percent tBA,
as seen in Figure 8A. However, even though these formulations displayed endothelial cell attachment,
the samples did not display cell sheet formation after 72 h. The largest ratio of EC coverage on a sample
compared to the tissue culture plate control, which displayed a full endothelial cell sheet after 72 h,
is approximately 0.4, as displayed in Figure 8B.Polymers 2017, 9, 572  9 of 17 
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Figure 6. Live-Dead Analysis of SMP formulations with equal weight percent monomer (tBA) and
crosslinker (PEGDMA). There are endothelial cells present on the surface of all samples regardless of
crosslinker length, but there is some variability based on the crosslinker used in the sample. Specifically,
both PEGDMA550 and PEGDMA750 samples seem to support more HUVEC attachment as compared
to the PEGDMA1000 sample. Scale bar = 400 µm.
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Figure 7. Live Dead Analysis of SMP formulations with highest weight percent (80 wt %) monomer
(tBA). Endothelial cell attachment is indicated by the high number of living cells and the low number
of dead cells present on the samples. Scale bar = 400 µm.

Cell metabolism was measured daily for 72 h, with results being displayed in Figure 9. Resazurin,
which is initially non-fluorescent, is reduced to a fluorescent resorufin when added to healthy
cells. Increases or decreases in reduction provide insight into cell health, such as metabolism and
cytotoxicity [52]. Samples containing 20 wt % tBA did not show any signs of resazurin reduction,
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further confirming that if any cells were present on the samples, the cells were unhealthy, dying,
or already dead. Most of the samples containing 50 wt % tBA and 80 wt % tBA showed signs of
increasing resazurin reduction, which may be an indication of an increased endothelial cell presence,
and consequently, possible cell proliferation.
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Figure 8. (A) cell count of human umbilical vein endothelial cell (HUVECs) present on each sample,
scaled to size of the SMP sample. Living endothelial cells are present on sample containing at least 50 wt %
tBA; (B) endothelial cell count of each SMP sample normalized to endothelial cell count of control sample
(TCPS). While HUVECs attach to SMP surfaces, full coverage of SMP samples is yet to be achieved.
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Figure 9. Cytocompatibility of SMPs. There is evidence of increasing metabolic activity, prominently
72 h after cell introduction, but some samples show evidence of metabolic activity increasing just 48 h
after cell seeding. Samples that are cytotoxic have little metabolic activity as compared to samples that
are cytocompatible, confirming a lack of HUVEC presence. Significance was determined using one-way
ANOVA to determine significant differences between samples of a given wt % ratio and crosslinker
combination, in addition to the Tukey’s Honest Significance Difference Procedure between individual
samples. * corresponds to p < 0.05, ** corresponds to p < 0.01, *** corresponds to p < 0.001.
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4. Discussion

Current stent technologies have found broad clinical utility, but continue to encounter issues,
such as restenosis and/or thrombosis, both of which may require subsequent reintervention to prevent
further complications. While there has been extensive work on fine-tuning the bulk mechanical
properties of SMPs and some work on cytotoxicity and biocompatibility for applications such as
hernia meshes, embolic coils, and stent grafts from our group as well as others, little work has
focused on surfaces, and more specifically, the cytocompatibility and hemocompatibility of these
materials [29,35,46,54,55].

Previous work from our group has addressed bulk mechanical properties, such as
thermomechanical behavior, the shape memory effect, partially constrained and free recovery,
biocompatibility, and cytotoxicity of these tBA:PEGDMA SMPs. However, previous studies
have not reported on surface properties or endothelial cell attachment on the surface of these
materials [25,29,45,46,48]. Endothelialization of implanted biomedical devices increases the likelihood
of device integration due to improvements in hemocompatibilty and a reduced risk of device rejection,
which necessitates optimization of surfaces to encourage HUVEC attachment [23–25].

This study evaluated the ability of select acrylate-based shape memory polymers to attach
and retain endothelial cells. Numerous studies have shown that interactions between a material’s
surface and its surroundings play a notable role in dictating the success of an implanted biomedical
device [3,56,57]. While previous studies from our lab have assessed the bulk mechanical properties of
acrylate-based SMPs for stent use, no studies have evaluated the surface characteristics of these SMPs
in detail.

Our group has previously examined the activation temperature for the SMP formulations used in
this study [25,29,48]. Briefly, the 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA1000 and the 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA550
samples have glass transition temperatures closest to body temperature, with Tg’s close to 44 ◦C for
both formulations. The remaining 80:20 wt % formulations had higher Tg’s, but our group has shown
that these formulations are still able to exhibit shape memory at physiological temperature [48]. Prior
data has shown that varying the crosslinking agent between 10% and 40% does not significantly impact
Tg for related crosslinking agents [25]. However, when crosslinker content exceeds 40% weight percent,
the transition regime between glassy and rubbery becomes blurry and depletes shape memory ability,
which may cause the larger differences in Tg, as displayed here [58]. Additionally, glassy modulus
and the transition between glassy to rubbery state is nearly non-existent for formulations containing
50 wt % or less, which also demonstrates the depletion of the shape memory ability. Increases in
rubbery modulus and the reductions in stiffness are seen as PEGDMA content increases, agreeing with
prior data [25]. All of the samples containing 20:80 wt % tBA:PEGDMA, as well as the 50:50 wt %
tBA:PEGDMA750 and the 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA1000 formulations have considerably lower Tg’s
and exhibit breakage when deformed at room temperature due to a higher rubbery modulus and
reduced stiffness, and would thus not exhibit the shape memory effect at 37 ◦C.

SMP formulations with higher Tg’s are stiffer at physiological temperature. Specifically, the
20:80 wt % tBA:PEGDMA1000 sample, with a glass transition temperature of approximately 6 ◦C,
exhibited a storage modulus of 11.27 MPa, whereas the 80:20 tBA:PEGDMA550 SMP, with a glass
transition temperature of 60 ◦C, had a storage modulus of 1194 MPa. This confirms that the samples
with Tg’s lower than 37 ◦C are not as stiff as the samples with glass transition temperatures greater
than 37 ◦C. The large difference in storage modulus between the two formulations provides additional
insight into material properties at 37 ◦C, which could be an important factor in material choice. For
a device that is going to serve as a support mechanism, a higher stiffness may be more desirable, as
would be the case for a cardiovascular stent in a blood vessel.

Numerous studies have cited substrate stiffness as an important factor in determining cell
attachment to a substrate [59,60]. These studies found that stiffer samples often exhibit higher
endothelial cell attachment when compared to their softer counterparts [55]. Our data affirm these
prior results. Stiffer SMPs, or those with activation temperatures above 37 ◦C, displayed greater
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endothelial cell attachment and viability. Specifically, all of the 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA formulations,
as well as the 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA550 sample, exhibited endothelial cell attachment and retained
attached cells for up to 72 h. Thus, SMPs with a Tg that is slightly higher than body temperature, and
therefore increased stiffness, appear well suited for endothelial cell attachment, similar to results found
in other studies [59].

Contact angle measurements provided quantitative wettability data of each surface [49]. Surfaces
exhibiting a moderate wettability have shown a higher affinity for cell attachment as compared
to surfaces with extreme wettability [23]. Formulations with higher PEGDMA content are more
hydrophilic, as are formulations with lower molecular weight PEG chains, i.e., samples containing
PEGDMA550. PEGDMA is commonly used in hydrogels for its hydrophilic tendencies, as well as its
highly tunable material properties, which explains the smaller contact angles for samples containing
higher amounts of PEGDMA [61]. Since the formulations were based on weight percent ratios of tBA
and PEGDMA, the greater hydrophilicity of samples containing PEGDMA550 could be the result of
an increased PEG presence in the sample as compared to a sample containing PEGDMA1000. Despite
these trends in wettability, the differences in wettability did not appear significant enough to have
a pronounced effect on endothelial cell attachment to these surfaces. This is analogous to results found
in other studies where changing PEG length produced large variations in cell attachment [62,63].

Surface roughness was also analyzed for each sample. Roughness increased with an increasing
tBA content and with molecular weight. Rougher surfaces also had higher contact angles, and have
been shown to be more conducive to cell attachment, which is consistent with other studies [64–66].
Even though neither surface roughness nor wettability appears to be a sole deciding factor of HUVEC
attachment to the SMP surfaces, both aspects have been shown to affect endothelial cell attachment.
It is often unclear which factor may play the dominant role in cell attachment, due to the complex
nature of cell-surface interactions, as seen in other studies [67].

HUVEC attachment was assessed using fluorescence microscopy. Formulations containing
the lowest weight percent monomer, 20:80 wt % tBA:PEGDMA, displayed very little cell attachment
within 24 h, leading to minimal or no HUVEC presence 72 h after cell introduction. Since these
formulations have high PEG content, and PEG has been shown to resist protein and cell attachment,
the presence of dead cells or lack of cells appears reasonable [68]. However, recent studies have also
indicated that some PEGDMA-based hydrogels may support the cell adhesion of certain cell types,
requiring the consideration of these low tBA materials [69]. The absence of dead cells between 24 h
and 72 h can be explained by the tendency of dead endothelial cells to detach because there is no active
mechanism for dead cells to remain tethered to the surface of the SMP. The dead cells are then removed
when the samples are washed with buffer or cell culture medium is replenished.

Formulations containing equal amounts of tBA and PEGDMA displayed the greatest amount of
variation in endothelial cell attachment. The 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA1000 sample behaved more like
the formulations containing 20 weight percent tBA, supporting little HUVEC attachment initially and
showing a decrease in HUVEC presence after 72 h, indicating that this formulation may not support
endothelial attachment. The 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA750 and the 50:50 wt % tBA:PEGDMA550
samples behaved more similarly to formulations containing 80 weight percent tBA, displaying HUVEC
attachment 24 h after cell seeding and retaining a small number of attached cells after 72 h.

The SMP formulations containing 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA exhibited the greatest HUVEC
attachment. These samples displayed cell attachment and retained endothelial cells 72 h after initial
cell seeding. Some samples even showed indications of increased EC presence, which may indicate
cell proliferation. Thus, these formulations may be good candidates for use in implanted devices that
require rapid endothelialization to succeed, such as cardiovascular stents. Further work, including
in vivo evaluation, would be required, to confirm that these formulations would be good candidates
for stent fabrication.

The SMP samples used in this study were solid surfaces, whereas stents are often perforated
tubes, such as those that have been fabricated by our group in previous work [52]. Perforated SMP
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stents are easy and inexpensive to fabricate, unlike metals, and these perforated SMPs may experience
greater endothelial cell surface coverage due to migration of ECs from adjoining healthy endothelium
in addition to endothelial progenitor cell (EPC) attachment and should verified in subsequent studies.
Due to the exploratory scope of this initial study, additional experiments evaluating the effect of surface
roughness on endothelial cell attachment and viability were not included, but will be conducted in
future studies. Protein adsorption to the sample surface from the culture medium has been shown to
encourage cell attachment, and SMPs that displayed cell attachment may have demonstrated more
selective protein adsorption from the cell culture medium, allowing for ECs to attach long enough to
produce their own adhesion proteins, which should be verified in future work [9,67,70,71]. Finally,
in vivo studies would be an important next step to confirm the in vitro results.

5. Conclusions

We investigated endothelial cell attachment and survival on the surface of select acrylate-based
SMPs to use these materials for cardiovascular stent fabrication. SMP formulations containing
a high weight percent monomer, 80:20 wt % tBA:PEGDMA, yielded the highest endothelial cell
attachment 24 h after cell introduction. These formulations also exhibited low cytotoxicity, as shown
by minimal cell death 72 h after cell seeding. The chemical composition of the SMP surface seems to
have the greatest influence on both surface properties and cell attachment, as it affects the material
properties that encourage or discourage endothelial cell attachment. Optimizing the SMP surface to
encourage endothelial cell sheet formation is the next step towards implementing these materials in
stent fabrication.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to acknowledge support from the NIH (T32 HL072738, K24
HL081506). A special thanks to Brisa Pena-Castellanos for her assistance with fluorescence microscopy, Steven
Lewis for his assistance with goniometer support and Jennifer Wagner for her assistance with DMA.

Author Contributions: Tina Govindarajan conducted the experiments and prepared the manuscript. Robin
Shandas provided guidance and feedback throughout the studies, provided suggestions and editing during
manuscript preparation and provided funding.

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

References

1. Martinez, A.W.; Chaikof, E.L. Microfabrication and nanotechnology in stent design. Wiley Interdiscip. Rev.
Nanomed. Nanobiotechnol. 2011, 3, 256–268. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Miller, D.C.; Thapa, A.; Haberstroh, K.M.; Webster, T.J. Endothelial and vascular smooth muscle cell function
on poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid) with nano-structured surface features. Biomaterials 2004, 25, 53–61. [CrossRef]

3. Chandy, T.; Das, G.S.; Wilson, R.F.; Rao, G.H.R. Use of plasma glow for surface-engineering biomolecules
to enhance bloodcompatibility of Dacron and PTFE vascular prosthesis. Biomaterials 2000, 21, 699–712.
[CrossRef]

4. Reape, T.J.; Groot, P.H.E. Chemokines and atherosclerosis. Atherosclerosis 1999, 147, 213–225. [CrossRef]
5. Morice, M.C.; Serruys, P.W.; Kappetein, A.P.; Feldman, T.E.; Stahle, E.; Colombo, A.; Mack, M.J.; Holmes, D.R.;

Choi, J.W.; Ruzyllo, W.; et al. Five-Year Outcomes in Patients with Left Main Disease Treated with
Either Percutaneous Coronary Intervention or Coronary Artery Bypass Grafting in the Synergy between
Percutaneous Coronary Intervention with Taxus and Cardiac Surgery Trial. Circulation 2014, 129, 2388–2394.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Luscher, T.F.; Steffel, J.; Eberli, F.R.; Joner, M.; Nakazawa, G.; Tanner, F.C.; Viramani, R. Drug-Eluting Stent
and Coronary Thrombosis: Biological Mechanisms and Clinical Implications. Circulation 2007, 115, 1051–1058.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Xu, H.; Nguyen, K.T.; Brilakis, E.S.; Yang, J.; Fuh, E.; Banerjee, S. Enhanced Endothelialization of a New
Stent Polymer Through Surface Enhancement and Incorporation of Growth Factor-Delivering Microparticles.
J. Cardiovasc. Transl. Res. 2012, 5, 519–527. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Grabow, N.; Martin, D.P.; Schmitz, K.-P.; Sternberg, K. Absorbable polymer stent technologies for vascular
regeneration. J. Chem. Technol. Biotechnol. 2010, 85, 744–751. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wnan.123
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21462356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0142-9612(03)00471-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0142-9612(99)00231-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9150(99)00346-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.006689
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24700706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.106.675934
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17325255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12265-012-9381-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22639344
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jctb.2282


Polymers 2017, 9, 572 14 of 16

9. Boura, C.; Menu, P.; Payan, E.; Picart, C.; Voegel, J.C.; Muller, S.; Stoltz, J.F. Endothelial cells grown on
thin polyelectrolyte mutlilayered films: An evaluation of a new versatile surface modification. Biomaterials
2003, 24, 3521–3530. [CrossRef]

10. McFarland, C.D.; Mayer, S.; Scotchford, C.; Dalton, B.A.; Steele, J.G.; Downes, S. Attachment of cultured
human bone cells to novel polymers. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 1999, 44, 1–11. [CrossRef]

11. Pislaru, S.V.; Harbuzariu, A.; Agarwal, G.; Latg, T.W.; Sandhu, N.; Aa, C.M.; Kalra, M.; Simari, R.D.;
Sandhu, G.S. Magnetic Forces Enable Rapid Endothelialization of Synthetic Vascular Grafts. Circulation
2006, 114, I-314–I-318. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Stefanini, G.G.; Holmes, D.R.J. Drug-Eluting Coronary-Artery Stents. N. Eng. J. Med. 2013, 368, 254–265.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Waterhouse, A.; Wise, S.G.; Yin, Y.; Wu, B.; James, B.; Zreiqat, H.; Mckenzie, D.R.; Bao, S.; Weiss, A.S.;
Ng, M.K.C.; et al. In vivo biocompatibility of a plasma-activated, coronary stent coating. Biomaterials
2012, 33, 7984–7992. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Hamid, H.; Coltart, J. Miracle stents’—A future without restenosis. McGill J. Med. MJM 2007, 10, 105–111.
[PubMed]

15. Wise, S.G.; Waterhouse, A.; Michael, P.; Ng, M.K.C. Extracellular Matrix Molecules Facilitating Vascular
Biointegration. J. Funct. Biomater. 2012, 3, 569–587. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Bhattacharya, V.; McSweene, P.A.; Shi, Q.; Bruno, B.; Ishida, A.; Nash, R.; Storb, R.F.; Sauvage, L.R.;
Hammond, W.P.; Wu, M.H.-D. Enhanced endothelialization and microvessel formation in polyester grafts
seeded with CD34+ bone marrow cells: Presented to the Western Vascular Society, Whistler, BC, Canada,
September 11, 1998. Blood 2000, 95, 581–585. [PubMed]

17. Lee, J.H.; Park, J.W.; Lee, H.B. Cell adhesion and growth on polymer surfaces with hydroxyl groups prepared
by water vapour plasma treatment. Biomaterials 1991, 12, 443–448. [CrossRef]

18. McMillan, R.; Meeks, B.; Bensebaa, F.; Deslandes, Y.; Sheardown, H. Cell adhesion peptide modification of
gold-coated polyurethanes for vascular endothelial cell adhesion. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 2001, 54, 272–283.
[CrossRef]

19. Balcells, M.; Edelman, E.R. Effect of pre-adsorbed proteins on attachment, proliferation, and function of
endothelial cells. J. Cell. Physiol. 2002, 191, 155–161. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Yeh, H.-I.; Lu, S.-K.; Tian, T.-Y.; Hong, R.-C.; Lee, W.-H.; Tsai, C.-H. Comparison of endothelial cells grown
on different stent materials. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. A 2006, 76A, 835–841. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Herring, M.; Gardner, A.; Glover, J. A single-staged technique for seeding vascular grafts with autogenous
endothelium. Surgery 1978, 84, 498–504. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Sprague, E.A.; Tio, F.; Ahmed, S.H.; Granada, J.F.; Bailey, S.R. Impact of Parallel Micro-Engineered Stent
Grooves on Endothelial Cell Migration, Proliferation, and Function an In Vivo Correlation Study of
the Healing Response in the Coronary Swine Model. Circ. Cardiovasc. Interv. 2012, 5, 499–507. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

23. Camci-Unal, G.; Nichol, J.W.; Bae, H.; Tekin, H.; Bischoff, J.; Khademhosseini, A. Hydrogel surfaces to
promote attachment and spreading of endothelial progenitor cells. J. Tissue Eng. Regen. Med. 2013, 7, 337–347.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Huang, N.; Yang, P.; Leng, Y.X.; Wang, J.; Sun, H.; Wu, X.; Zhao, A.S. Improving Blood Compatibility of
Cardiovascular Devices by Surface Modification. Key Eng. Mater. 2007, 342–343, 801–804. [CrossRef]

25. Yakacki, C.M.; Shandas, R.; Lanning, C.; Rech, B.; Eckstein, A.; Gall, K. Unconstrained recovery
characterization of shape-memory polymer networks for cardiovascular applications. Biomaterials 2007, 28,
2255–2263. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Lendlein, A.; Kelch, S. Shape-Memory Polymers. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2002, 41, 2034–2057. [CrossRef]
27. El Feninat, F.; Laroche, G.; Fiset, M.; Mantovani, D. Shape Memory Materials for Biomedical Applications.

Adv. Eng. Mater. 2002, 4, 91–104. [CrossRef]
28. Behl, M.; Lendlein, A. Shape-memory polymers. Mater. Today 2007, 10, 20–28. [CrossRef]
29. Yakacki, C.M.; Shandas, R.; Safranski, D.; Ortega, A.M.; Sassaman, K.; Gall, K. Strong, Tailored, Biocompatible

Shape-Memory Polymer Networks. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2008, 18, 2428–2435. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
30. Lendlein, A.; Behl, M.; Hiebl, B.; Wischke, C. Shape-memory polymers as a technology platform for

biomedical applications. Expert Rev. Med. Devices 2010, 7, 357–379. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0142-9612(03)00214-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4636(199901)44:1&lt;1::AID-JBM1&gt;3.0.CO;2-J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.001446
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16820592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1210816
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23323902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2012.07.059
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22889486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18523610
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/jfb3030569
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24955633
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10627466
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0142-9612(91)90140-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1097-4636(200102)54:2&lt;272::AID-JBM15&gt;3.0.CO;2-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcp.10087
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12064458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.30595
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16345092
http://dx.doi.org/10.5555/uri:pii:0039606078900107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/151337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCINTERVENTIONS.111.967901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22763346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/term.517
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22223475
http://dx.doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/KEM.342-343.801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2007.01.030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17296222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3773(20020617)41:12&lt;2034::AID-ANIE2034&gt;3.0.CO;2-M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1527-2648(200203)4:3&lt;91::AID-ADEM91&gt;3.0.CO;2-B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1369-7021(07)70047-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200701049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19633727
http://dx.doi.org/10.1586/erd.10.8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20420558


Polymers 2017, 9, 572 15 of 16

31. Pretsch, T. Review on the Functional Determinants and Durability of Shape Memory Polymers. Polymers
2010, 2, 120–158. [CrossRef]

32. Sun, L.; Huang, W.M.; Ding, Z.; Zhao, Y.; Wang, C.C.; Purnawali, H.; Tang, C. Stimulus-responsive shape
memory materials: A review. Mater Des. 2012, 33, 577–640. [CrossRef]

33. Zhao, Q.; Qi, H.J.; Xie, T. Recent progress in shape memory polymer: New behavior, enabling materials, and
mechanistic understanding. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2015, 49–50, 79–120. [CrossRef]

34. Xie, T. Recent advances in polymer shape memory. Polymer 2011, 52, 4985–5000. [CrossRef]
35. Helmus, M.N.; Gibbons, D.F.; Cebon, D. Biocompatibility: Meeting a Key Functional Requirement of

Next-Generation Medical Devices. Toxicol. Pathol. 2008, 36, 70–80. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
36. Pretsch, T.; Ecker, M.; Schildhauer, M.; Maskos, M. Switchable information carriers based on shape memory

polymer. J. Mater Chem. 2012, 22, 7757–7766. [CrossRef]
37. Hu, J.; Meng, H.; Li, G.; Ibekwe, S.I. A review of stimuli-responsive polymers for smart textile applications.

Smart Mater. Struct. 2012, 21, 964–1726. [CrossRef]
38. Mirtschin, N.; Pretsch, T. Programming of One- and Two-Step Stress Recovery in a Poly (ester urethane).

Polymers 2017, 9, 98. [CrossRef]
39. Behl, M.; Kratz, K.; Noechel, U.; Sauter, T.; Lendlein, A. Temperature-memory polymer actuators. Proc. Natl.

Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 12555–12559. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
40. Bothe, M.; Pretsch, T. Bidirectional actuation of a thermoplastic polyurethane elastomer. J. Mater. Chem. A

2013, 1, 14491–14497. [CrossRef]
41. Sun, L.; Huang, W.M.; Lu, H.B.; Wang, C.C.; Zhang, J.L. Shape memory technology for active

assembly/disassembly: Fundamentals, techniques and example applications. Assem. Autom. 2014, 34,
78–93. [CrossRef]

42. Bar-Cohen, Y.; Zhang, Q. Electroactive polymer actuators and sensors. MRS Bull. 2008, 33, 173–181.
[CrossRef]

43. Xiao, X.; Kong, D.; Qiu, X.; Zhang, W.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, S.; Zhang, F.; Hu, Y.; Leng, J. Shape memory polymers
with high and low temperature resistant properties. Sci. Rep. 2015, 5, 1–12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Liu, Y.J.; Du, H.Y.; Liu, L.W.; Leng, J.S. Shape memory polymers and their composites in aerospace
applications: A review. Smart Mater. Struct. 2014, 23, 023001. [CrossRef]

45. Yakacki, C.M.; Lyons, M.B.; Rech, B.; Gall, K.; Shandas, R. Cytotoxicity and thermomechanical behavior of
biomedical shape-memory polymer networks post-sterilization. Biomed. Mater. 2008, 3, 15010. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

46. Gall, K.; Yakacki, C.M.; Liu, Y.; Shandas, R.; Willett, N.; Anseth, K.S. Thermomechanics of the shape memory
effect in polymers for biomedical applications. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. A 2005, 73, 339–348. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

47. Zimkowski, M.M.; Rentschler, M.E.; Schoen, J.A.; Mandava, N.; Shandas, R. Biocompatibility and tissue
integration of a novel shape memory surgical mesh for ventral hernia: In vivo animal studies. J. Biomed.
Mater. Res. B Appl. Biomater. 2014, 102, 1093–1100. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Zimkowski, M.M.; Rentschler, M.E.; Schoen, J.; Rech, B.A.; Mandava, N.; Shandas, R. Integrating a novel
shape memory polymer into surgical meshes decreases placement time in laparoscopic surgery: An in vitro
and acute in vivo study. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. A 2013, 2613–2620. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Decker, E.L.; Frank, B.; Suo, Y.; Garoff, S. Physics of contact angle measurement. Colloids Surf. Physicochem.
Eng. Asp. 1999, 156, 177–189. [CrossRef]

50. Westra, K.L.; Thomson, D.J. Effect of tip shape on surface roughness measurements from atomic force
microscopy images of thin films. J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B Microelectron. Nanometer Struct. Process. Meas. Phenom.
1995, 13, 344–349. [CrossRef]

51. Gadelmawla, E.S.; Koura, M.M.; Maksoud, T.M.A.; Elewa, I.M.; Soliman, H.H. Roughness parameters.
J. Mater. Process. Technol. 2002, 123, 133–145. [CrossRef]

52. O’Brien, J.; Wilson, I.; Orton, T.; Pognan, F. Investigation of the Alamar Blue (resazurin) fluorescent dye for
the assessment of mammalian cell cytotoxicity. Eur. J. Biochem. 2000, 267, 5421–5426. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Yakacki, C.M.; Willis, S.; Luders, C.; Gall, K. Deformation Limits in Shape-Memory Polymers. Adv. Eng.
Mater. 2008, 10, 112–119. [CrossRef]

54. Nguyen, T.D.; Yakacki, C.M.; Brahmbhatt, P.D.; Chambers, M.L. Modeling the Relaxation Mechanisms of
Amorphous Shape Memory Polymers. Adv. Mater. 2010, 22, 3411–3423. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym2030120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2011.04.065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2015.04.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2011.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0192623307310949
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18337223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c2jm16204k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/21/5/053001
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym9030098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1301895110
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23836673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3ta13414h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/AA-03-2013-031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/mrs2008.42
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep14137
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26382318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/23/2/023001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-6041/3/1/015010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18458497
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.30296
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15806564
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.b.33091
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24327401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.34556
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23412974
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0927-7757(99)00069-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.587943
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0924-0136(02)00060-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1432-1327.2000.01606.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10951200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adem.200700184
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200904119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20669238


Polymers 2017, 9, 572 16 of 16

55. Haugh, M.G.; Murphy, C.M.; McKiernan, R.C.; Altenbuchner, C.; O’Brien, F.J. Crosslinking and
Mechanical Properties Significantly Influence Cell Attachment, Proliferation, and Migration within Collagen
Glycosaminoglycan Scaffolds. Tissue Eng. Part A 2010, 17, 1201–1208. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Tirrell, M.; Kokkoli, E.; Biesalski, M. The role of surface science in bioengineered materials. Surf. Sci.
2002, 500, 61–83. [CrossRef]

57. Hersel, U.; Dahmen, C.; Kessler, H. RGD modified polymers: Biomaterials for stimulated cell adhesion and
beyond. Biomaterials 2003, 24, 4385–4415. [CrossRef]

58. Lakhera, N.; Yakacki, C.M.; Nguyen, T.D.; Frick, C.P. Partially constrained recovery of (meth)acrylate
shape-memory polymer networks. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2012, 126, 72–82. [CrossRef]

59. Yeung, T.; Georges, P.C.; Flanagan, L.A.; Marg, B.; Ortiz, M.; Funaki, M.; Zahir, N.; Ming, W.; Weaver, V.;
Janmey, P.A. Effects of substrate stiffness on cell morphology, cytoskeletal structure, and adhesion. Cell Motil.
Cytoskelet. 2005, 60, 24–34. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

60. Discher, D.E.; Janmey, P.; Wang, Y. Tissue Cells Feel and Respond to the Stiffness of Their Substrate. Science
2005, 310, 1139–1143. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

61. Bäckström, S.; Benavene, J.; Berg, R.W.; Stibius, K.; Larsen, M.S.; Bohr, H.; Helix-Nielsen, K. Tailoring
Properties of Biocompatible PEG-DMA Hydrogels with UV Light. Mater. Sci. Appl. 2012, 3, 425–431.
[CrossRef]

62. Wang, G.; Bai, Y.; Ma, X.; Wang, W.; Yin, Q.; Du, Z. Effects of the PEG length of polycarboxylate-based
terpolymers on their dispersion properties. J. Mol. Liq. 2017, 225, 333–338. [CrossRef]

63. Pich, A.; Berger, S.; Ornatsky, O.; Baranov, V.; Winnik, M.A. The influence of PEG macromonomers on the
size and properties of thermosensitive aqueous microgels. Colloid Polym. Sci. 2009, 287, 269–275. [CrossRef]

64. Lampin, M.; Warocquier-Clérout, R.; Legris, C.; Degrange, M.; Sigot-Luizard, M.F. Correlation between
substratum roughness and wettability, cell adhesion, and cell migration. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 1997, 36,
99–108. [CrossRef]

65. Shadpour, H.; Albritton, N.L. In-Situ Roughening of Polymeric Microstructures. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces
2010, 2, 1086–1093. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Chung, T.W.; Liu, D.Z.; Wang, S.Y.; Wang, S.S. Enhancement of the growth of human endothelial cells by
surface roughness at the nanometer scale. Biomaterials 2003, 24, 4655–4661. [CrossRef]

67. Lee, J.H.; Jung, H.W.; Kang, I.-K.; Lee, H.B. Cell behaviour on polymer surfaces with different functional
groups. Biomaterials 1994, 15, 705–711. [CrossRef]

68. Kim, S.; Kim, J.H.; Jeon, O.; Kwon, I.C.; Park, K. Engineered polymers for advanced drug delivery. Eur. J.
Pharm. Biopharm. 2009, 71, 420–430. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Zant, W.; Grijpma, D.W. Synthetic Biodegradable Hydrogels with Excellent Mechanical Properties and Good
Cell Adhesion Characteristics Obtianed by the Combinatorial Synthesis of Photo-Cross-Linked Networks.
Biomacromolecules 2016, 17, 1582–1592. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

70. Van Wachem, P.B.; Hogt, A.H.; Beugeling, T.; Feigen, J.; Bantjs, A.; Detmers, J.P.; van Aken, W.G. Adhesion of
cultured human endothelial cells onto methacrylate polymers with varying surface wettability and charge.
Biomaterials 1987, 8, 323–328. [CrossRef]

71. Dichek, D.A.; Neville, R.F.; Zwiebel, J.A.; Freeman, S.M.; Leon, M.B.; Anderson, W.F. Seeding of intravascular
stents with genetically engineered endothelial cells. Circulation 1989, 80, 1347–1353. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/ten.tea.2010.0590
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21155630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(01)01548-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0142-9612(03)00343-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.36612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cm.20041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15573414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1116995
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16293750
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/msa.2012.36060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2016.11.068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00396-008-1972-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4636(199707)36:1&lt;99::AID-JBM12&gt;3.0.CO;2-E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am900860s
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20423129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0142-9612(03)00361-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0142-9612(94)90169-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2008.09.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18977434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.biomac.5b01721
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27077699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0142-9612(87)90001-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/01.CIR.80.5.1347
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2509105
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Synthesis 
	Polymerization 
	Dynamic Mechanical Analysis 
	Contact Angle 
	Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM) 
	Cell Culture 
	Light Microscopy 
	Live/Dead Assay 
	Cell Metabolism 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Dynamic Mechanical Analysis 
	Contact Angle 
	Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM) 
	Cell Viability 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 

