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Abstract
Electrospinning has emerged as an effective method of producing nanoscale fibers for use in multiple fields of
study. One area of significant interest is nanofiber utilization for tissue engineering because the nanofibrous mats
can mimic the native extracellular matrix of biological tissues. A logical next step is the inclusion of certain mol-
ecules and compounds to accelerate or increase the efficacy of tissue regeneration. Two methods are under scru-
tiny for their capability to encapsulate therapeutic compounds within electrospun nanofibers: emulsion and
coaxial electrospinning. Both have advantages and disadvantages, which need to be taken into careful consid-
eration when deciding to use them in a specific application. Several examples are provided here to highlight the
vast potential of multilayered nanofibers as well as the emergence of new techniques to produce three-
dimensional scaffolds of nanofibers for use in the field of tissue engineering.
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Introduction
History and background information
about electrospinning
The technique known as electrospinning was discovered
and described over a century ago1 as a derivative of elec-
trospraying, a method that utilizes electrostatic forces to
generate polymer droplets.2–5 At the outset of electro-
spinning development, at least 11 patents were issued
to Formhals over the course of *10 years (1934–1944)
for various designs providing a method to generate fine
polymer filaments.6–16 In 1964, Geoffrey Taylor pub-
lished research which explained the deformation of
water droplets in the presence of an electric field.17 His
use of mathematical treatment and imaging demon-
strated the distortion of spherical drops into conical
shapes17 and, in 1969, he presented another article focus-
ing on the ejection and formation of fine jets from viscous
solutions.18 Annis et al. spent time in the late 1970s inves-
tigating electrospun polyurethane for potential vascular

prostheses,19 but, overall, electrospinning was not consid-
ered to have many useful applications. The technique lan-
guished for many years until the early 1990s when
interest was renewed largely as a result of the need for
a process which would enable the fabrication of fibers
on the nanometer scale. In this regard, Reneker, Yarin,
and other researchers began to examine more closely
the fibers that were formed by this process and investigate
the physics governing their formation.20–31

Electrospinning is possible because of an imbalance
between two physical properties common to the process,
surface tension, and electric field strength. A solution or
melt with sufficiently high viscosity passes through an
orifice, usually at the end of a needle or metal cone
with a small hole at its tip, to generate a small droplet
(Fig. 1). When surface tension dominates intermolecular
interactions, the droplet of solution at the tip of the nee-
dle or cone is stable and remains in place. As the electric
field strength increases, excess electrical charges, either
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positive or negative, accumulate on the surface of the
suspended droplet and begin to overcome the surface
tension. A Taylor cone17,18 is formed as the drop distorts
and a small strand of solution, or jet, is ejected from its
tip, generating a flow-modified Taylor cone. The excess
electrical charges within the jet repel one another, the re-
sult of which leads to rapid elongation of the expelled
strand of solution. The jet of solution travels to a collec-
tor, which is usually in the form of a flat, electrically con-
ductive plate. As the strand of solution travels to the
collector, the solvent evaporates to leave solid fibers.

Many parameters may be manipulated to optimize
the electrospinning process. A few factors often altered
when solvent-based methods are employed include ap-
plied voltage, distance between the electrospinning tip
and collector, solvent volatility, electrical conductivity
of the solution, and solution viscosity. These parame-
ters have significant effects on the morphological char-
acteristics of the formed nanofibers. Environmental
factors such as temperature and humidity may also
have a marked effect on the morphology of the fibers
formed,20,21 and they have led to the creation of electro-

spinning designs that have tips and collectors either
submerged in liquid32 or sealed in chambers with tightly
controlled atmospheric conditions.33 Melt-based elec-
trospinning is manipulated by some of the same factors
as solvent-based electrospinning (applied voltage, dis-
tance between tip and collector, electrical conductivity
of the melt), but it can also be modified by altering
other aspects, such as the temperature of the melted
polymer.

Potential uses for electrospun nanofibrous mats
A variety of nonwoven nanofiber mats may be gener-
ated by electrospinning. These have been utilized in ap-
plications for wound dressings,34–36 filtration devices,37

protective clothing and textiles,38 sensors,39 tissue scaf-
folds,40,41 and drug delivery systems.33,42,43 All of these
areas benefit from the high surface area-to-mass ratio
of the nanofiber mats. As an example, it is interesting
to consider drug delivery in this context. A significant
problem encountered in drug delivery is maintaining
a therapeutic dosage to a patient over a specified period
of time. Controlling the dosage rate is especially

FIG. 1. Basic electrospinning apparatus. A polymer solution is loaded into a syringe (1) with a needle attached
to a high voltage power supply (2). The nanofibers generated accumulate on the surface of a collector (3)
connected to an oppositely charged electrode of the high voltage power supply. A flow-modified Taylor cone is
highlighted in the upper left of the figure.
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important in the case of drugs with a low therapeutic
index, such as doxorubicin (dox)42 or digoxin,44 as
they must be administered more often and in smaller
amounts to minimize the risk of toxic side effects and
remain within the window of concentration where
they will be effective. However, as the frequency of re-
quired doses increases, patient compliance generally de-
creases. An effective way in which to ensure patients will
adhere to the dosage schedule is to place the therapeutic
agent within a device or chemical compound that
will control the rate at which the agent is released and
decrease the frequency of required doses. Insulin
pumps, nicotine patches, and time-release tablets are
a few examples of products currently in the consumer
marketplace which utilize a form of controlled drug
delivery. Hydrogels,45–47 dendrimers,48–51 liposomes,52–55

and microelectromechanical systems (MEMS)56–59

represent a small fraction of technologies under inves-
tigation for their use in drug delivery.

One of the advantages of utilizing electrospun non-
woven nanofiber mats for drug delivery derives from
the capability to employ them as wound dressings or
tissue scaffolds for tissue engineering. The therapeutic
agent can be loaded into the electrospun fibers and re-
leased at a steady rate over a period of time. Early bio-
logical applications of electrospun fibers concentrated
on the field of surface wound repair for a few reasons.
First, the materials used can be nonbiodegradable and
consist of polymers which are already designed to form
nanofiber mats.35,36 Second, the electrospun mats do
not need to be subjected to the same rigorous testing
protocols as a product used for implantation into the
human body. Third, the morphological characteristics
of the nanofibrous mats can be adjusted to allow air
to pass through the mats while controlling or prevent-
ing the flow of moisture or dirt.38 Perhaps the most in-
teresting feature of the nanofiber mats is the ability to
couple them with antibacterial or regenerative agents
to increase the rate of healing.

Small molecules or particles may become trapped
within nanofibers as the solutions are electrospun. For
instance, titanium dioxide nanoparticles have been
added to nanofibers of polyurethane, which demon-
strated increased antibacterial activity and significant
water vapor permeability, but exhibited relatively low
cytotoxicity to cultured L929 (mouse fibroblast) cells.
Water vapor permeability was examined because the de-
sired application of these nanofibers was the treatment
of burn wounds, which require moisture to prevent de-
hydration and promote tissue regeneration.35

Skin ulcers associated with Leishmaniasis were trea-
ted effectively through the use of electrospun mats
which were designed to release nitric oxide upon the
addition of a small amount of water.36 The primary
issue encountered in utilizing nonbiodegradable mate-
rials is that they remain in place if they are implanted
into the human body. To circumvent this problem, bio-
degradable polyesters such as polyglycolic acid (PGA),
poly-L-lactic acid (PLLA), and polycaprolactone (PCL)
were examined with the intent of creating biodegrad-
able nanofibers that may be implanted into the
human body and dissolved slowly over time with few,
if any, deleterious effects.

Tissue Scaffolds
Synthetic, bioresorbable materials, such as polyethyl-
ene oxide (PEO),42 PGA,60 PCL,43 polylactic acid
(PLA),42,43,60 and various copolymers of these com-
pounds have been utilized to great effect to form tissue
scaffolds of electrospun nanofibrous mats. Natural
polymers, such as collagen and elastin, have also been
successfully electrospun to provide nanofiber mats
that closely resemble those components of the extracel-
lular matrix of some biological systems.61 Chitosan,62–65

alginate,65,66 and hyaluronan67,68 are more natural
materials, which have gained interest in light of their
availability, affordability, and cellular compatibility.
Whether synthetic or natural materials are used for
electrospinning, living cells appear to attach and prolif-
erate more readily on the nanofiber mats than when
grown in monolayer culture.69–71 Figure 2 provides a
graphical representation comparing cells grown in
monolayer (spincoated poly-D,L-lactic acid [PDLLA])
and those grown on nanofibers (PDLLA fibers). The re-
sults for day 3 show a lower number of cells initially at-
tached to the nanofibers. However, by day 14, the cell
density on the nanofibrous materials has increased sig-
nificantly compared with the cell density present on the
spin-coated PDLLA. Figure 3 illustrates the difference
in cell morphology when cells are grown in the pres-
ence of three-dimensional nanofibrous PDLLA. The
cell shown in the second and third images is utilizing
the nanofibers (shown in blue in the third image) as
its external support structure.

Significant advances have been realized in recent
years with regard to the utilization of electrospun
nanofiber mats composed of biodegradable materials
for tissue engineering. The relative simplicity of the
electrospinning technique, coupled with the morpho-
logical characteristics of the fibrous mats, make it an
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attractive method for forming tissue scaffolds. By con-
trolling the size, density, composition, and orientation
of the fibers, it is possible to produce materials which
approximate closely the fibrous structures that are
present in the extracellular matrix of almost any tissue.

For tissue engineering, the nanofiber mats contain-
ing a therapeutic agent can be utilized as part of a tissue
scaffold. In such an application, the electrospun fibers
should serve to mimic the three-dimensional environ-
ment of the extracellular matrix of the target tissue as
well as release small amounts of the desired agent in
a controlled fashion. The composition of the fibers
may be altered to optimize their drug-loading effi-
ciency, activity, and biocompatibility.

Aligned PLLA nanofibers for neural
tissue engineering
With respect to a specific example, PLLA was selected
as a suitable material for fabricating mats of random
and aligned nanofibers in at least one case of neural
tissue engineering.72 The viability of mouse neuronal
stem cells was not significantly affected by the align-
ment of the fibers. However, the alignment of the fibers
served to influence the cells to grow in a more directed

fashion similar to those found within native nerve tis-
sue. Also, the nerve cells on aligned fibers demon-
strated a significant increase in neurite length.

Collagen and elastin nanofibers
for smooth muscle tissue
Attempts to utilize natural polymers, such as collagen
and elastin, have been met with success in some in-
stances. The use of collagen/elastin mats for smooth
muscle tissue engineering demonstrates promise be-
cause the fibers exhibit similar mechanical properties
as the smooth muscle tissue located within blood vessel
walls.61 Vascular grafts could be tailored to specific sit-
uations with only minor modifications to the nanofiber
collector. Electrospun collagen/elastin mats could also
be utilized to repair the outer walls of the stomach or
intestinal tract.

Nanofibrous mats containing calcium carbonate
or hydroxyapatite nanoparticles
Wutticharoenmongkol et al. generated nanofibrous
mats of PCL that contained calcium carbonate or hy-
droxyapatite nanoparticles for bone tissue regenera-
tion.73 The nanofibrous mats produced were referred
to as a ‘‘guided bone regeneration membrane’’ and it
was postulated that the nanoparticles would facilitate
the proliferation and differentiation of osteoblasts.73

Early results indicated that the scaffolds did not exhibit
any cytotoxic effects on human osteoblasts or rat fibro-
blasts.73 In addition, the osteoblasts grown on nanofib-
ers containing calcium carbonate were examined under
scanning electron microscopy and demonstrated the
initial signs of mineralization with the appearance of
small crystalline granules. A notable potential conse-
quence of inducing and maintaining osteoblast differ-
entiation was mentioned in the publication. The
study found that the osteoblasts which had differenti-
ated slowed considerably with respect to prolifera-
tion.73 A similar situation was mentioned by Owen
et al. in a study of rat osteoblasts grown in vitro.74

Core–Sheath Nanofiber Structures
Emulsion electrospinning
Although the electrospinning technique is relatively
simple, difficulties may occur with the method in as-
pects of loading therapeutic agents into the fibers.
Problems may be encountered, for example, with pro-
teins because of their size and requirements relative to
their three-dimensional structure. In this regard, small
conformational changes could occur as a result of the

FIG. 2. Plot comparing the growth of MC3T3-E1
(mouse calvaria-derived osteoprogenitor) cells in
monolayer and on nanofibers. Statistically
significant differences from *tissue-culture
polystryrene and #spin-coated PDLLA are noted.
PDLLA, poly-D,L-lactic acid. (Reprinted with
permission from Elsevier from Ref.69).
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electrospinning process (solvent exposure, shear stresses)
and they may render a protein inactive or possibly even
toxic. To circumvent such a situation, proteins may re-
quire the use of more complex techniques, such as emul-
sion or coaxial electrospinning, to be loaded efficiently
and effectively into nanofibers to be electrospun. In the
case of both emulsion and coaxial electrospinning, the
nanofibers generated consist of an outer sheath and
inner core of differing composition. Emulsion electro-
spinning relies on chemical means of separation through
the creation of an emulsion within a single solution and
the subsequent organization of the emulsified droplets
into two distinct phases as the solvent evaporates from
the electrospun fibers.75 This technique has proven suc-
cessful in encapsulating nerve growth factor (NGF),60

proteinase K,76 lysozyme,77 cytochrome C,78 and bovine

serum albumin.79 Emulsion electrospinning is also being
investigated because it accommodates the use of water
as the solvent instead of more hazardous chemicals.80

In many cases, surfactants or other amphiphilic com-
pounds are used to generate the emulsified droplets in
water-based systems.60,79,80

Nanofibers of silk fibroin and PCL. Before work with
encapsulating therapeutic agents, suitable solution
and electrospinning parameters should be determined.
For example, core–sheath-structured nanofibers of silk
fibroin (SF) and PCL have been constructed utilizing
emulsion electrospinning.81 SF is similar to collagen
in that it is a biopolymer obtained from natural sources
and contains cell recognition peptides such as RGD
(arginine-glycine-aspartic acid), which facilitate cell

FIG. 3. Immunofluorescent staining of adherent cells (MC3T3-E1) on spin-coated PDLLA (A) and PDLLA
nanofibers (B). Green and red indicate vinculin and actin, respectively. (C) Shows the immunofluorescent
staining image (B) superimposed onto a phase contrast image of PDLLA fibers (blue). (Reprinted with
permission from Elsevier from Ref.69).
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attachment and proliferation.82,83 The main focus in gen-
erating SF/PCL fibers was to capitalize on the mechanical
strength of the PCL while exploiting the advantages of SF
as a tissue engineering material. Testing in vitro using
primary fibroblast cells from human skin (FEK4) dem-
onstrated an increase in initial cell attachment as well
as a slight increase in cell proliferation rate.

After positive results were obtained from the SF/PCL
combination, properties of the nanofibers were opti-
mized to a greater degree by the addition of hyaluronan
to the electrospinning solution.84 Hyaluronan, or hya-
luronic acid (HA), is a glycosaminoglycan found in the
extracellular matrix of many tissues and it can promote
cellular adhesion and proliferation.67 The purpose of its
inclusion into the SF/PCL emulsion was to provide
some measure of control over the adsorption of pro-
teins to the surface of the nanofibers while still enhanc-
ing infiltration of cells into the scaffold. Water swelling
and contact angle measurements indicated an increase
in hydrophilicity of the nanofibrous scaffolds as a result
of HA addition. Also, the rate of FEK4 cell infiltration
and proliferation was significantly higher after 5 days
when compared with scaffolds composed only of SF
and PCL.84

One potential challenge for researchers intending to
capitalize on the success of this study and others like it
results from the use of a fluorinated solvent, in this
case, hexafluoroisopropanol (HFIP). HFIP is a corro-
sive, volatile solvent, which may not be suitable for bi-
ological molecules or desired therapeutic agents.85

Other solvent systems were developed to combat this
issue and can be used to great effect with the emulsion
electrospinning methodology.85,86

Encapsulation and controlled release of doxorubicin. As
outlined in the Emulsion Electrospinning section, the
emulsion electrospinning technique requires a less com-
plex apparatus than comparable coaxial arrangements
to generate core–sheath-structured nanofibers. Only
one syringe pump and electrospinning tip are required.
The core and sheath of the nanofibers can be simply
the result of the separation between organic and aqueous
phases during the evaporation of the solvent as the fibers
are formed. In some cases, an emulsifier such as sodium
dodecyl sulfate (SDS) is required to produce a stable
water-in-oil or oil-in-water emulsion for electrospin-
ning.42 The thickness of the inner and outer layers of
the nanofibers can be altered by changing solution pa-
rameters as well. When Xu et al. encapsulated dox within
PLA/PEO nanofibers, they discovered that increasing the

concentration of dox within the core of the fibers shrinks
the diameter of the core as a result of the favorable asso-
ciation between dox molecules.42 The association and
smaller diameter core also had the effect of significantly
decreasing the release rate of the drug from 60% to
only 20% released within the first 5 h. More importantly,
studies such as this one demonstrate the feasibility of pro-
ducing nanofibers containing aqueous and organic
phases. This dual-phase nature is critical not only in
the case of small molecule therapeutics, but even more
so for proteins and growth factors.

Altering cytochrome C release characteristics in PLLA
nanofibers. A study by Maretschek et al. demon-
strated the encapsulation of a relatively small heme
protein, cytochrome C, within nanofibers of PLLA.78

The work showed that a change of 1–3% PLLA concen-
tration significantly slowed the initial release of cyto-
chrome C from the core of the fibers, essentially
eliminating the burst-release phenomenon.78 This in-
vestigation highlights the concept that manipulating
the release rate of the therapeutic agent can be achieved
through altering the sheath of the nanofibers. The me-
dium into which the nanofiber mats are placed can ex-
hibit a marked effect on release characteristics as well.
This research group demonstrated that the release rate
of cytochrome C could also be altered through the ad-
dition of hydrophilic polymers such as polyethylene-
imine (PEI) or poly-L-lysine (PLL).78 By addition of
one of these polymers to the emulsified electrospinning
solution, the hydrophobicity of the nanofiber mats was
decreased and the release rate of the protein was in-
creased, results which also reintroduced the initial
burst-release phenomenon. The capability to manipulate
and control the release process shown by this study is
critical in many cases for effective administration of
therapeutic agents. Such control is especially important
with respect to growth factor-centered treatments as it
may be beneficial to release certain factors in high con-
centrations initially and slowly decrease the dosage rate
over time.

Controlling the release profile of basic fibroblast
growth factor in PELA nanofibers. A more thorough
examination of the release profiles for encapsulated pro-
teins was undertaken by Yang et al.34 Specifically, this
group focused on the release of basic fibroblast growth
factor (bFGF) sequestered within polyethylene glycol/
poly-DL-lactide (PELA) nanofibers. Figure 4 shows re-
lease characteristics of bFGF over a period of 25 days
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in vitro. The initial 12 h after incubation (1 · phosphate-
buffered saline, 37�C) of the drug-loaded nanofiber
mats demonstrated the burst-release phenomenon, free-
ing *14% of the total bFGF from the nanofibers. Over
the next 15 days, another 60% of the growth factor was
liberated from the nanofibers during the ‘‘fast’’ phase of
release. Following another 10 days, the release rate ta-
pered off significantly and resulted in 15% of the pro-
tein being freed from the fibers during the ‘‘slow’’
release phase.

The bFGF-loaded nanofiber mats were tested in vitro
for compatibility with living cells using mouse embryo
fibroblasts. For testing in vivo, the growth factor-loaded
nanofiber mats were applied to dorsal wounds in dia-
betic rats.34 After 1 week, the wounds covered with the
bFGF-loaded PELA nanofibers had already begun to
heal, whereas the PELA nanofiber mats without the
growth factor and containing free growth factor had
not. Within 3 weeks, the wounds covered with growth
factor-loaded nanofibers had completely healed. The

other testing groups required an additional week to
heal, and the control group still had not healed fully at
the end of 4 weeks. Such marked success in wound heal-
ing was attributed by Yang et al. to three factors: encap-
sulation of bFGF prevented its early degradation in the
proteolytic environment of the wound, the nanofibers
kept the factor localized to the wound, and sustained re-
lease of bFGF was maintained over time.34 In this case,
the triphasic release profile of bFGF may have been ben-
eficial to wound healing. The initial burst of the growth
factor may facilitate rapid proliferation of fibroblasts to
start the healing process. The second and third phases
of release follow with decreasing release rates, prolonging
the presence of the growth factor within the wound while
slowing the proliferation of cells as the wound shrinks
and eventually closes.

Coaxial electrospinning
Coaxial electrospinning differs significantly from
emulsion-centered methods in that it generates core–
sheath fibers by physical separation through the utiliza-
tion of two electrospinning tips and two solutions.72

Certain processing parameters and solution properties
such as inner and outer solution flow rates, viscosities,
and electrical conductivities are often taken into ac-
count when attempting to apply the coaxial technique.
The coaxial electrospinning process can be utilized to
create drug delivery systems of varying complexity.
For instance, the core and sheath compositions of the
fibers could be chosen for strength and cell attachment
properties, respectively. The approach has been dem-
onstrated by electrospinning nanofibers with a thermo-
plastic polyurethane core and a collagen sheath.87 Fibers
such as these provide desirable mechanical strength as
a result of the polyurethane core and facilitate in-
creased cell attachment and proliferation because of
the presence of the collagen sheath.

Bilayer nanofibers with a polyurethane core and a
collagen sheath. As noted above, one of the main ad-
vantages of fabricating a tissue scaffold of nanofibers
with a core–sheath structure is the capability to com-
bine materials of varying mechanical and chemical
properties. An example of such a combination was
demonstrated by Chen et al., who produced nanofib-
ers, which were composed of a polyurethane core and
a collagen sheath.87 The polyurethane core contributed
significant mechanical strength to the nanofiber mats,
which would not have been realized using a pure colla-
gen scaffold. Stress–strain curves (Fig. 5) generated by

FIG. 4. Release characteristics over 25 days
in vitro for PELA nanofibers loaded with bFGF.
Nanofibrous mats of PELA nanofiber containing
bFGF (n = 3) were suspended in PBS (pH 7.4) in
tubes that were placed in a shaking water bath
(37�C, 100 cycles/min). PBS was collected and
analyzed by ELISA at specified intervals to
determine the percent of total bFGF released.
bFGF, basic fibroblast growth factor; ELISA,
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; PBS,
phosphate-buffered saline; PELA, polyethylene
glycol/poly-DL-lactide. (Reprinted with permission
from Elsevier from Ref.34).
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tensile test measurements showed that the collagen-
coated polyurethane fibers were not as strong as pure
urethane fibers, but they were significantly more robust
than nanofibers of pure collagen. The decrease in me-
chanical strength was acceptable because a scaffold
composed purely of synthetic polyurethane would not
exhibit the same cell recognition and attachment as
one fabricated with collagen. Studies in vitro utilizing
pig iliac endothelial cells demonstrated a marked in-
crease in the number of viable cells adherent to the
scaffolds after 1, 3, and 5 days of cell culture when com-
pared with polyurethane nanofibers alone, polyure-
thane fibers bulk-coated with collagen, and glass
cover-slips.87 It is important to note that any nanofib-
ers fabricated with collagen on their surface typically
require an extra step to crosslink the collagen and pre-
serve the structure of the nanofibers.61,87,88 Overlook-
ing this critical step will result in dissolution of the
collagen into aqueous medium.

Production of poly(glycerol sebacate) nanofibers. The
coaxial technique has been employed to produce
single-phase, solid nanofibers from materials which
would be extremely troublesome to electrospin under
normal conditions.89 Poly(glycerol sebacate) (PGS) is
a degradable synthetic material which exhibits me-

chanical properties similar to elastin.90 Nanofibers of
PGS are difficult to produce under basic electrospin-
ning conditions because they require curing after the fi-
bers are produced to generate the crosslinks which
allow the material to display three-dimensional mor-
phologies similar to elastin and collagen. During the
curing process, the nanofibers need to remain sepa-
rated from one another to prevent them from melting
and merging into larger fibers or thin films. Yi and
LaVan were successful in generating nanofiber mats
of PGS by utilizing PLLA as a sheath to sequester the
uncured PGS and ensure it would crosslink while
remaining as nanofibers.90 Once the PGS was cross-
linked, the PLLA was removed using dichloromethane
to leave a nanofibrous mat of pure PGS. They proposed
using the PGS nanofiber scaffolds for tissue engineer-
ing in microvasculature and showed the nanofibers
had no significant effects on viability of human dermal
microvascular endothelial cells.90

Encapsulation of NGF in PLGA nanofibers. Research
groups have demonstrated methods for encapsulating suc-
cessfully NGF in poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid) (PLGA)91

and vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) within
Dextran/PLGA92 as well. In both cases, the encapsulated
growth factors maintained significant bioactivity and
were not altered by the coaxial electrospinning process.
In the instance of NGF encapsulated within PLGA,
Wang et al. demonstrated a controlled, linear-release pro-
file following an initial burst-release of 29.5%.91 Also, the
nanofibrous mats were electrospun in an aligned fash-
ion and rolled into small tubes for testing as a potential
nerve guidance conduit (NGC). Results from studies
in vivo indicated the NGF-loaded nanofibers were as
effective as autograft nerve tissue for regenerating tis-
sue in a rat sciatic nerve model.91 Figure 6A shows
the insertion of the NGF/PLGA tube in a rat having a
13-mm defect introduced into its sciatic nerve. In
Figure 6B, the NGC is shown 12 weeks after the initial
implantation. The conduit is completely encapsulated
by this time. The regenerated nerve is illustrated in
Figure 6C, where the NGF/PLGA tube has been re-
moved from the sciatic nerve of the rat at the 12-week
time point. In addition to demonstrating the effective-
ness of encapsulation of NGF within nanofibers, this
study also highlighted short-term effects in vivo. No sig-
nificant adverse health effects were noted throughout
the course of the experiment. It appeared that the
NGF was released locally around the nerve defect and
did not have a systemic effect.91

FIG. 5. Stress–strain curve for electrospun TPU,
collagen, and TPU/collagen coaxial nanofibers
highlighting the mixture of physical properties
that results from the combination of collagen and
TPU in the nanofibers. TPU, thermoplastic
polyurethane. (Reprinted with permission from
Elsevier from Ref.87).
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Nanofibers of dextran/PLGA loaded with VEGF. In a
separate study, dextran/PLGA nanofiber mats loaded
with VEGF were tested for cell proliferation and
growth factor viability using human umbilical vein
endothelial cells.92 It was noted that the cells began
to infiltrate the pores of the VEGF-loaded nanofi-
brous mats as soon as day 3 after seeding and com-
menced secreting extracellular matrix, which began
to be incorporated with the nanofibers to provide a
suitable environment for additional cell growth.92

Figure 7 shows transmission and scanning electron

micrographs (TEM and SEM, respectively) of coaxially
spun nanofibers. The TEM micrograph (Fig. 7A) em-
phasizes the ‘‘hollow’’ or tube-like nature of the spun
fibers, whereas the SEM image (Fig. 7B) demon-
strates the uniformity of the nanofiber size distribu-
tion. Both of these factors are critical for controlling
drug-loading and release characteristics using nanofib-
ers. Nanofibers having nonuniform diameters and a
high degree of variability with respect to the thickness
of the walls of the tube could exhibit unpredictable
drug-release profiles.

FIG. 6. Surgical implantation of an aligned NGC for nerve regeneration in a rat model of a 13-mm sciatic
nerve defect viewed under a microscope. (A) The NGC was used to bridge the 13-mm nerve defect; (B) the
appearance of the NGC 12 weeks after implantation; (C) the regenerated nerve after removing the NGC. NGC,
nerve guidance conduit. (Reprinted with permission from Taylor and Francis from Ref.90).

FIG. 7. Photomicrographs from transmission (A) and scanning (B) electron microscopy of DEX(VEGF)/PLGA
fibers prepared by coaxial electrospinning. DEX, dextran; PLGA, poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid); VEGF, vascular
endothelial growth factor. (Reprinted with permission from Taylor and Francis from Ref.92).
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Another significant advantage of coaxial electrospin-
ning for tissue scaffolds and controlled drug delivery
is seen in an experiment conducted using myoblasts iso-
lated from the skeletal muscle of mice.93 Coaxial nanofib-
ers with a core containing VEGF and a shell composed
of polyurethane were produced and demonstrated more
efficient and even loading of the factor into the nanofibers
when compared to simple electrospinning. Also, sus-
tained release of the factor occurred over the course of
30 days with initial burst release occurring over the first
6 days in culture. Cell-seeded constructs were implanted
into hemophilic mice. The skeletal muscle-engineered
constructs demonstrated marked improvement compared
with the control groups. Histological examination showed
an increase in vascularity and presence of significantly
more and larger lymphatic vessels.93

Comparing Emulsion and Coaxial Electrospinning
Techniques and Potential Applications
Emulsion, compared to coaxial, electrospinning is the
more prevalent technique because it provides protein
solvation within a mild solvent and separation from
the harsh solvent required to dissolve the desired poly-
mer.43,75,77 Emulsion electrospinning also has the ad-
vantage of simplicity, but it lacks well defined control
over the placement of the therapeutic agent within either
the core or shell of the structure. Enabling precise con-
trol over the location of the drug within the core or
shell of the nanofibers is one of the advantages of using co-
axial electrospinning instead of emulsion.94 Reproducibil-
ity and high-throughput are two other advantages in
designing drug delivery devices using coaxial electrospin-
ning. The major disadvantage with coaxial electrospin-
ning lies in the complexity of its setup. A coaxial needle
and multiple syringe pumps are required to control the
precise formation of the core–sheath structures. The sy-
ringe pumps are relatively simple to arrange for effective
delivery of polymer solutions. The design of the coaxial
needle is critical to the ultimate arrangement of the
core–sheath fibers. The simplest and most often utilized
needle arrangement is a single core centered within the
outer sheath.69,87 More complex strategies place multiple
needles within the center to produce nanofibers having
more than a single core.95–97 The fabrication of intricate
needle designs such as these serves to add costs to the ini-
tial setup of the coaxial electrospinning apparatus and is
investigated in situations where a simpler technique is
not viable.

Utilization of the coaxial electrospinning technique
could allow creation of more complex drug delivery sys-

tems as well.97 For example, the inner layer of the electro-
spun fibers could be composed of PCL, loaded with
osteogenic protein-1 (OP-1), whereas the outer layer
could consist of collagen, loaded with bFGF. The reason
for utilizing OP-1 and bFGF in this case is that OP-1
has been shown to promote differentiation of chondro-
blasts and osteoblasts98 and bFGF has a demonstrated ca-
pability to increase cell proliferation.99,100 Conceptually
then, bFGF loaded into the outer sheath of the nanofibers
would be released into the tissue environment before OP-
1 encapsulated within the core of the fibers. Thus, this
type of scaffold could promote delivery of factors or
drugs in two stages, the first for enhancing cell prolifera-
tion and the second for ensuring that the cells differentiate
into the desired cell type. A potential pitfall, which could
hinder this approach, might result from the use of PCL as
the material for the inner layer and the application of an
organic solvent required for PCL dissolution. The organic
solvent selected could alter the activity of OP-1, poten-
tially reducing or eliminating the advantageous effects
of its incorporation into the nanofibers.

Release profiles of OP-1 and bFGF should be governed
by the thickness of the inner core and outer sheath as well
as the chemical composition of each electrospun fiber
layer.77,78 As the nanofiber degradation will not be com-
pletely uniform, an overlap in the release profiles between
OP-1 and bFGF may be present. It should be possible to
adjust this window of overlap to maintain an optimal
ratio of the two factors. Such an approach would be ben-
eficial in many applications which require multiple drugs
to be released in a sequential manner.

Research has already demonstrated the capability
to fabricate multidrug nanofiber mats using sequen-
tial electrospinning to generate a multilayered mesh
(Fig. 8).101 The approach required two extra layers
of fibers to delay the release of the second drug and
produced fibers of differing morphologies in all four
layers. As the fibers in every layer were composed
of poly-L-lactide-co-e-caprolactone (PLCL), macro-
scopic separation of the mesh layers did not appear
to be an issue. However, the multilayered mats were
being examined principally for applications in se-
quential chemotherapy, not in tissue engineering.101

Therefore, the meshes were not created to optimize
attachment and proliferation of cells. Also, using mul-
tilayered fibers could prove to be problematic in tissue
engineering applications because the cells may infil-
trate all the layers and begin degrading them simulta-
neously, resulting in premature release of the second
drug. This situation could be prevented, in concept,
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by generating nanofibrous mats having sufficient fiber
density and small pore size to prevent rapid infiltra-
tion of cells. Small pore electrospun mats that hinder
cell infiltration might be advantageous in wound heal-
ing applications, for example, in which growth factors
and related molecules could penetrate a fiber mesh
relatively easily, whereas cells, bacteria, and other
such larger elements could not. Considerations of
fiber size and porosity are important related to diffu-
sion of various molecules and infiltration of cells into

electrospun mats for tissue engineering applications.
Discussion of these factors has been presented in mul-
tiple studies.69,102–105

In any case, the aforementioned applications of co-
axial electrospinning in tissue engineering and drug de-
livery increase the complexity of the basic technique.
Controlling the release profiles and thickness of the
inner and outer electrospun fiber layers may be chal-
lenging, for instance. Any therapeutic agents loaded
into the electrospinning solutions must also remain

FIG. 8. Scanning electron micrographs of layered mesh scaffolds composed of PLCL and loaded with multiple
therapeutic agents. TPPS-loaded and ChroB-loaded meshes with different mesh thickness. (A–C) TPPS meshes
with 23 – 2 lm, 40 – 3 lm, and 81 – 4 lm thickness, respectively. (D–F) ChroB meshes with 28 – 5 lm, 58 – 3 lm,
and 103 – 5 lm thickness, respectively. PLCL, poly-L-lactide-co-e-caprolactone; TPPS, 5,10,15,20-tetraphenyl-
21H,23H-porphinetetrasulfonic acid, disulfuric acid; ChroB, chromazurol B (2,6-dichloro-4¢-hydroxy-3¢,3†-
dimethylfuchsone-5¢,5†-dicarboxylic acid disodium salt). (Reprinted with permission from Elsevier from Ref.101).
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active after being subjected to the various organic sol-
vents and the electric field in the electrospinning oper-
ation. As a beneficial side effect, the sequestration of a
drug within electrospun nanofibers could prolong the
amount of time a drug could be stored.106 This possibil-
ity is of particular interest for many therapeutic formu-
lations in the pharmaceutical industry. Long-term
factor or drug storage can be a significant obstacle to
production of compounds, which are not required on
a regular basis or require transport to locations lacking
the necessary infrastructure to preserve them. Proper
preparation is still important when storing or trans-
porting therapeutic agents in this fashion. For instance,
PCL, PLA, and PGA undergo hydrolytic degradation
under normal environmental conditions. It would,
therefore, be prudent to store drug-loaded nanofibers
containing such compounds in an environment with
very low humidity. While significant advances are
being made in developing water-soluble107,108 and chem-
ically stable solutions,109–111 the pharmaceutical industry
will benefit greatly from the introduction of simple pres-
ervation methods to prolong the useful life and bioavail-
ability of unstable, yet effective, formulations.

Current challenges in designing drug delivery
systems utilizing electrospun nanofibers
Obstacles preventing the use of electrospinning for mass
production of drug delivery devices obviously still exist.
Establishing general parameters for successful encapsu-
lation and release of therapeutic agents is a difficult
task because of the myriad of polymers, solvents, exper-
imental conditions, and drugs which may be utilized.
Basic guidelines regarding solvent properties, solution
viscosities, and experimental parameters have been set
forth by multiple researchers for basic and coaxial elec-
trospinning. It is critical to determine the specific appli-
cation in which the drug-loaded nanofibers will be
utilized. In the instances where the therapeutic agent is
not affected by the solvent used to prepare a polymer
for electrospinning, basic electrospinning may be suffi-
cient to produce the desired result. Utilization of coaxial
or emulsion electrospinning to generate core-sheath-
structured nanofibers may be required to construct a
suitable drug delivery device if the drug or growth factor
is not suitable for basic electrospinning.

The examples provided in the preceding pages rep-
resent but a small fraction of the research being
conducted in the field of drug delivery using coaxial
and emulsion electrospinning. In addition, multiple
drug delivery technologies were combined in a number

of studies to various rates of success. Sequestration of
drug molecules within a carrier before production of
nanofiber structures can increase the efficacy of deliv-
ery and control release profiles to great effect.112–115

This result may complicate matters further with respect
to selection of appropriate solvents and electrospinning
conditions. Particle size and composition may be criti-
cal to preservation of particle structure and release
characteristics. In addition, the presence of particles
within the fibers can affect the physical properties of
the electrospun mats.116–118 Modifications to the coax-
ial electrospinning approaches facilitated creation of
multiaxial designs and trilayer nanofibers that exhibit
three distinct layers in individual fibers. Drugs may
be loaded into any or all of the layers to produce sys-
tems with highly specific applications.119–121

Other Aspects of Drug-Loaded Electrospun
Nanofibers
All of the examples of drug-loaded nanofibers pre-
sented until now in this review rely on solvent-based
methodologies to suspend therapeutic agents within
solutions that are then transformed into nanofibers
by the electrospinning process. Melt electrospinning is
another potential technique that could be employed to in-
clude drug formulations within nanofibers. In fact, Nagy
et al. demonstrated such a process when this research
group loaded carvedilol into nanofibers composed of
EUDRAGIT� E.122 A solvent-based methodology was
compared with melt-based electrospinning, and one find-
ing was that the structure of carvedilol was retained in its
amorphous form using both methods. The primary ad-
vantage of employing the melt-based technique developed
from the lack of a solvent, thus simplifying the process
and saving the cost and difficulty of dealing with various
solvents. Also, the high surface area of the nanofibers per-
mitted more rapid release of carvedilol into solution when
compared with the bulk, crystalline form of the drug. An
extensive review of melt electrospinning was published
recently by Brown et al., exploring many general and spe-
cific applications of melt electrospinning techniques.123

To date, there have not been many documented at-
tempts to include therapeutics within nanofibers fabri-
cated using melt electrospinning. The process offers a
unique concept and approach for accomplishing such
an advance as it removes the requirement of a solvent,
but it introduces new challenges as well. Elevated tem-
peratures necessary for the melt electrospinning process
could result, for example, in complete denaturation or
deactivation of certain proteins and growth factors. For
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compounds that retain their activity after exposure to
high temperature, melt electrospinning could be a viable
option for developing nanofiber-based drug-delivery sys-
tems. Additionally, the literature is limited with respect
to reports that describe the incorporation of solution-
based, coaxial electrospinning methodology into melt-
based electrospinning technology. McCann et al. detailed
production of phase-change nanofibers consisting of a
composite sheath and long-chain hydrocarbon cores
that demonstrated the capability of absorbing significant
quantities of thermal energy.124 Li et al. generated coaxial
nanofibers using a melt-based system as well.125 The
core of the nanofibers contained thermochromic
compounds, which resulted in a color change to the
nanofibers in response to increases or decreases in
temperature. These reports could offer insight into de-
veloping coaxial, melt electrospinning systems that
include growth factors and other therapeutic agents
within core–shell nanofibers.

Examples have been noted in the previous paragraphs
that only touch on the use of drug/growth factor-loaded
nanofibers as simple, flat sheets of material. Flat materials
provide some data on cellular interaction with nanofibrous
sheets, but they lack the capability of producing complex,
three-dimensional structures. Attempts to produce elec-
trospun materials with greater three-dimensional com-
plexities have met with some success in recent years.
Controlled deposition of nanofibers affords the possibility
of generating patterned structures in two dimensions,
which could be layered to form more complex three-
dimensional structures.123 However, the simplest exam-
ples of these experiments are seen in a number of reports
detailing methods of forming small tubes composed of
electrospun nanofibers with the intent of utilizing them
to tissue engineer blood vessels.19,126–129 In the 1970s,
Annis et al. detailed the creation of vascular prosthe-
ses of electrospun polyurethane nanofibers that were
implanted into minipigs for up to a year.19 In addition
to significant tissue regeneration, they noted that the
mechanical properties of the synthetic vascular graft
prevented formation of aneurysms. Recent attempts
to create synthetic blood vessels highlight multilayer-
ing techniques as well as incorporation of natural
polymers into the nanofibrous structure.126–128

Three-dimensional nanofibrous scaffolds
Expansion of nanofibers to more complex three-
dimensional structures is problematic. In addition to
blood vessels, Gaudio et al. demonstrated fabrication
of a trileaflet heart valve composed of PCL nanofib-

ers.129 While the overall structure of the valve was
three-dimensional, it was still composed of a two-
dimensional sheet of fibers. Shim et al. showed it is pos-
sible to modify sheets of nanofibers post-production to
expand them into three dimensions.130 Specifically, this
group used a small metal comb to pull the nanofibers
apart to decrease the overall nanofiber density and in-
crease porosity of the PLLA scaffolds. Blakeney et al.
approached the dimensionality issue by modifying
the nanofiber collector, altering the structure of a
PCL nanofiber scaffold as the nanofibers were deposit-
ed.131 The scaffolds in this instance were structured sim-
ilar to a cotton ball and were called Focused, Low density,
and Uncompressed nanoFibrous (FLUF) mesh. Jha et al.
produced three-dimensional, aligned nanofiber scaffolds
for nerve regeneration using a two-pole air gap tech-
nique, another modification to the nanofiber collection
method.132 Cai et al. manipulated the conductivity of
the polymer solution to create three-dimensional nano-
fiber structures.133 Hybrid scaffolds were also produced,
incorporating electrospun nanofibers as a thin coating
over the surfaces of pre-existing materials.134

An interesting extension of these approaches would
incorporate drug-loaded nanofibers into more intricate,
three-dimensional structures. Such systems would in-
crease the complexity and potentially complicate deter-
mination of therapeutic agent loading and release in
some instances, but the benefits may outweigh these is-
sues for certain cases.

Concluding Remarks
Ultimately, the intended application and its requisite
components drive the development of electrospin-
ning methods to enclose, protect, and/or control re-
lease rates for a particular drug delivery system or
other purpose. This review has noted many such
approaches. Over a century has passed since Boys
wrote, ‘‘Fibres spun by the electrical method are so
brittle that they do not seem to be of any practical
use.’’1 However, that statement was a bit premature
as new applications for electrospun nanofibers are
being discovered constantly in many research insti-
tutions around the globe.

Author Disclosure Statement
No competing financial interests exist.

References
1. Boys CV. On the production, properties, and some suggested uses of the

finest threads. Proc Phys Soc Lond. 1887;9:8–19.

McClellan and Landis; BioResearch Open Access 2016, 5.1
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/biores.2016.0022

224



2. Zeleny J. The electrical discharge from liquid points, and a hydrostatic
method of measuring the electric intensity at their surfaces. Phys Rev.
1914;3:69–91.

3. Zeleny J. Instability of electrified liquid surfaces. Phys Rev. 1917;10:1–6.
4. Cooley JF. Apparatus for electrically dispersing fluids. US Patent No.

692,631, 1902.
5. Morton WJ. Method of dispersing fluids. US Patent No. 705,691, 1902.
6. Formhals A. Apparatus for producing artificial filaments from material

such as cellulose acetate. US Patent No. 1,975,504, 1934.
7. Formhals A. Production of artificial fibers. US Patent No. 2,077,373, 1937.
8. Formhals A. Artificial fiber construction. US Patent No. 2,109,333, 1938.
9. Formhals A. Method and apparatus for the production of fibers. US

Patent No. 2,116,942, 1938.
10. Formhals A. Method and apparatus for the production of fibers. US

Patent No. 2,123,992, 1938.
11. Formhals A. Method for producing artificial fibers. US Patent No.

2,158,415, 1939.
12. Formhals A. Method and apparatus for the production of artificial fibers.

US Patent No. 2,158,416, 1939.
13. Formhals A. Method and apparatus for spinning. US Patent No. 2,160,

962, 1939.
14. Formhals A. Artificial thread and method of producing the same. US

Patent No. 2,187,306, 1940.
15. Formhals A. Production of artificial fibers from fiber forming liquids. US

Patent No. 2,323,025, 1943.
16. Formhals A. Method and apparatus for spinning. US Patent No. 2,349,

950, 1944.
17. Taylor G. Disintegration of water drops in an electric field. Proc R Soc

Lond A Math Phys Sci. 1964;280:383–397.
18. Taylor G. Electrically driven jets. Proc R Soc Lond A Math Phys Sci. 1969;

313:453–475.
19. Annis D, Bornat A, Edwards RO, et al. An elastomeric vascular prosthesis.

Trans Am Soc Artif Intern Organs. 1978;24:209–214.
20. Reneker DH, Yarin RL. Electrospinning jets and polymer nanofibers.

Polymer. 2008;40:2387–2425.
21. Reneker DH, Yarin AL, Fong H, et al. Bending instability of electrically

charged liquid jets of polymer solutions in electrospinning. J Appl Phys.
2000;87:4531–4547.

22. Reneker DH, Yarin AL, Zussman E, et al. Electrospinning of nanofibers
from polymer solutions and melts. Adv Appl Mech. 2007;41:43–195.

23. Koombhongse S, Liu W, Reneker DH. Flat polymer ribbons and other
shapes by electrospinning. J Polym Sci B Polym Phys. 2001;39:2598–2606.

24. Thompson CJ, Chase GG, Yarin AL, et al. Effects of parameters on
nanofiber diameter determined from electrospinning model. Polymer.
2007;48:6913–6922.

25. Zussman E, Theron A, Yarin AL. Formation of nanofiber crossbars in
electrospinning. Appl Phys Lett. 2003;82:973–975.

26. Doshi J, Reneker DH. Electrospinning process and applications of elec-
trospun fibers. J Electrostat. 1995;35:151–160.

27. Tan S, Huang X, Wu B. Some fascinating phenomena in electrospinning
processes and applications of electrospun fibers. Polym Int.
2007;56:1330–1339.

28. Feng JJ. The stretching of an electrified non-Newtonian jet: a model for
electrospinning. Phys Fluids. 2002;14:3912–3926.

29. Lukas D, Sarkar A, Pokorny P. Self-organization of jets in electrospinning
from free liquid surface: a generalized approach. J Appl Phys. 2008;103:
084308.

30. Nurfaizey AH, Stanger J, Tucker N, et al. Manipulation of electrospun
fibres in flight: the principle of superposition of electric fields as a con-
trol method. J Mater Sci. 2012;47:1156–1163.

31. Vaquette C, Cooper-White J. The use of an electrostatic lens to enhance
the efficiency of the electrospinning process. Cell Tissue Res. 2012;347:
815–826.

32. Townsend-Nicholson A, Jayasinghe SN. Bio-protocols for directly form-
ing active encapsulations containing living primary cells. Soft Matter.
2008;4:1219–1229.

33. Mitchell SB, Sanders JE. A unique device for controlled electrospinning. J
Biomed Mater Res. 2006;78A:110–120.

34. Yang Y, Xia T, Zhi W, et al. Promotion of skin regeneration in diabetic rats
by electrospun core-sheath fibers loaded with basic fibroblast growth
factor. Biomaterials. 2011;32:4243–4254.

35. Yan L, Si S, Chen Y, et al. Electrospun in-situ hybrid polyurethane/nano-
TiO2 as wound dressings. Fiber Polym. 2011;12:207–213.

36. Silva SY, Rueda LC, Lopez M, et al. Double blind, randomized controlled
trial, to evaluate the effectiveness of a controlled nitric oxide releasing
patch versus meglumine antimoniate in the treatment of cutaneous
leishmaniasis [NCT00317629]. Trials. 2006;7:14–24.

37. Qin XH, Wang SY. Filtration properties of electrospinning nanofibers. J
Appl Polym Sci. 2006;102:1285–1290.

38. Obendorf SK, Lee S. Use of electrospun nanofiber web for protective
textile materials as barriers to liquid penetration. Text Res J. 2007;77:
696–702.

39. Zheng Y, Wang J, Yao P. Formaldehyde sensing properties of electro-
spun NiO-doped SnO2 nanofibers. Sensor Actuat B-Chem. 2011;156:
723–730.

40. Song JH, Kim HE, Kim HW. Electrospun fibrous web of collagen-apatite
precipitated nanocomposite for bone regeneration. J Mater Sci Mater
Med. 2008;19:2925–2932.

41. Meng ZX, Wang YS, Ma C, et al. Electrospinning of PLGA/gelatin
randomly-oriented and aligned nanofibers as potential scaffold in tissue
engineering. Mat Sci Eng C. 2010;30:1204–1210.

42. Xu X, Chen X, Ma P, et al. The release behavior of doxorubicin hydro-
chloride from medicated fibers prepared by emulsion-electrospinning.
Eur J Pharm Biopharm. 2008;70:165–170.

43. Xiaoqianga L, Yana S, Shuipinga L, et al. Encapsulation of proteins in
poly(L-lactide-co-caprolactone) fibers by emulsion electrospinning.
Colloid Surface B. 2010;75:418–424.

44. Smith TW, Haber E. Digoxin intoxication: the relationship of clinical
presentation to serum digoxin concentration. J Clin Invest. 1970;49:
2379–2386.

45. Hirose M, Tachibana A, Tanabe T. Recombinant human serum albumin
hydrogel as a novel drug delivery vehicle. Mat Sci Eng C. 2010;30:
664–669.

46. Luo Y, Kirker KR, Prestwich GD. Cross-linked hyaluronic acid hydrogel
films: new biomaterials for drug delivery. J Control Release. 2000;69:
169–184.

47. Vinogradov SV, Bronich TK, Kabanov AV. Nanosized cationic hydrogels
for drug delivery: preparation, properties, and interactions with cells.
Adv Drug Deliv Rev. 2002;54:135–147.

48. Kolhe P, Khandare J, Pillai O, et al. Preparation, cellular transport, and
activity of polyamidoamine-based dendritic nanodevices with a high
drug payload. Biomaterials. 2006;27:660–669.

49. Namazi H, Adeli M. Dendrimers of citric acid and poly (ethylene glycol)
as the new drug-delivery agents. Biomaterials. 2005;26:1175–1183.

50. Tomalia DA, Reyna LA, Svenson S. Dendrimers as multi-purpose nano-
devices for oncology drug delivery and diagnostic imaging. Biochem
Soc Trans. 2007;35:61–67.

51. Svenson S. Dendrimers as versatile platform in drug delivery applica-
tions. Eur J Pharm Biopharm. 2009;71:445–462.

52. Geers B, Lentacker I, Sanders NN, et al. Self-assembled liposome-loaded
microbubbles: the missing link for safe and efficient ultrasound trig-
gered drug delivery. J Control Release. 2011;152:249–256.

53. Gregoriadis G. Drug entrapment in liposomes. FEBS Lett. 1973;36:
292–296.

54. Blume G, Cevc G. Liposomes for the sustained drug release in vivo.
Biochim Biophys Acta. 1990;1029:91–97.

55. Allen TM. Liposomal drug delivery. Curr Opin Colloid Interface Sci. 1996;
1:645–651.

56. Grayson ACR, Shawgo RS, Li Y, et al. Electronic MEMS for triggered de-
livery. Adv Drug Deliver Rev. 2004;56:173–184.

57. Elman NM, Ho Duc HL, Cima MJ. An implantable MEMS drug delivery
device for rapid delivery in ambulatory emergency care. Biomed
Microdevices. 2009;11:625–631.

58. Park JH, Allen MG, Prausnitz MR. Biodegradable polymer microneedles:
fabrication, mechanics, and transdermal drug delivery. J Control Release.
2005;104:51–66.

59. Lo R, Li PY, Saati S, et al. A passive MEMS drug delivery pump for
treatment of ocular diseases. Biomed Microdevices. 2009;11:959–970.

60. Liao Y, Zhang L, Gao Y, et al. Preparation, characterization, and encapsu-
lation/release studies of a composite nanofiber mat electrospun from an
emulsion containing poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid). Polymer. 2008;49:
5294–5299.

McClellan and Landis; BioResearch Open Access 2016, 5.1
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/biores.2016.0022

225



61. Buttafoco L, Kolkman NG, Engbers-Buijtenhuijis P, et al. Electrospinning
of collagen and elastin for tissue engineering applications. Biomaterials.
2006;27:724–734.

62. Geng X, Kwon OH, Jang J. Electrospinning of chitosan dissolved in
concentrated acetic acid solution. Biomaterials. 2005;26:5427–5432.

63. Bhattarai N, Edmondson D, Veiseh O, et al. Electrospun chitosan-based
nanofibers and their cellular compatibility. Biomaterials. 2005;26:
6176–6184.

64. Suh JK, Matthew HW. Application of chitosan-based polysaccharide
biomaterials in cartilage tissue engineering: a review. Biomaterials.
2000;21:2589–2598.

65. Li Z, Ramay HR, Hauch KD, et al. Chitosan-alginate hybrid scaffolds for
bone tissue engineering. Biomaterials. 2005;26:3919–3928.

66. Bonino CA, Krebs MD, Saquing CD, et al. Electrospinning alginate-based
nanofibers: from blends to crosslinked low molecular weight alginate-
only systems. Carbohydr Polym. 2011;85:111–119.

67. Laurent TC, Fraser JRE. Hyaluronan. FASEB J. 1992;6:2397–2404.
68. Brenner EK, Schiffman JD, Thompson EA, et al. Electrospinning of hyal-

uronic acid nanofibers from aqueous ammonium solutions. Carbohydr
Polym. 2012;87:926–929.

69. Badami AS, Kreke MR, Thompson MS, et al. Effect of fiber diameter on
spreading, proliferation, and differentiation of osteoblastic cells on
electrospun poly(lactic acid) substrates. Biomaterials. 2006;27:596–606.

70. Xu CY, Inai R, Kotaki M, et al. Aligned biodegradable nanofibrous
structure: a potential scaffold for blood vessel engineering. Biomaterials.
2004;25:877–886.

71. Liao S, Li B, Ma Z, et al. Biomimetic electrospun nanofibers for tissue
regeneration. Biomed Mater. 2006;1:R45–R53.

72. Yang F, Murugan R, Wang S, et al. Electrospinning of nano/micro scale
poly(L-lactic acid) aligned fibers and their potential in tissue engineer-
ing. Biomaterials. 2005;26:2603–2610.

73. Wutticharoenmongkol P, Sanchavanakit N, Pavasant P, et al. Preparation
and characterization of novel bone scaffolds based on electrospun
polycaprolactone fibers filled with nanoparticles. Macromol Biosci.
2006;6:70–77.

74. Owen TA, Aronow M, Shalhoub V, et al. Progressive development of the rat
osteoblast phenotype in vitro: reciprocal relationships in expression of
genes associated with osteoblast proliferation and differentiation during
formation of the bone extracellular matrix. J Cell Physiol. 1990;143:420–430.

75. Yarin RL. Coaxial electrospinning and emulsion electrospinning of core-
shell fibers. Polym Adv Technol. 2011;22:310–317.

76. Li X, Zhang H, Li H, et al. Encapsulation of proteinase K in PELA ultrafine
fibers by emulsion electrospinning: preparation and in vitro evaluation.
Colloid Polym Sci. 2010;288:1113–1119.

77. Yang Y, Li X, Qi M, et al. Release pattern and structural integrity of ly-
sozyme encapsulated in core-sheath structured poly(DL-lactide) ultra-
fine fibers prepared by emulsion electrospinning. Eur J Pharm Biopharm.
2008;69:106–116.

78. Maretschek S, Greiner A, Kissel T. Electrospun biodegradable nanofiber
nonwovens for controlled release of proteins. J Control Release.
2008;127:180–187.

79. Liu S, Su Y, Chen Y. Fabrication, surface properties, and protein encap-
sulation/release studies of electrospun gelatin nanofibers. J Biomater Sci
Polym Ed. 2011;22:945–955.

80. Agarwal S, Greiner A. On the way to clean and safe electrospinning—
green electrospinning: emulsion and suspension electrospinning. Polym
Adv Technol. 2011;22:372–378.

81. Li L, Li H, Qian Y, et al. Electrospun poly(e-caprolactone)/silk fibroin core-
sheath nanofibers and their potential applications in tissue engineering
and drug release. Int J Biol Macromol. 2011;49:223–232.

82. Bhardwaj N, Kundu SC. Chondrogenic differentiation of rat MSCs on
porous scaffolds of silk fibroin/chitosan blends. Biomaterials. 2012;33:
2848–2857.

83. Kambe Y, Yamamoto K, Kojima K, et al. Effects of RGDS sequence ge-
netically interfused in the silk fibroin light chain protein on chondrocyte
adhesion and cartilage synthesis. Biomaterials. 2010;31:7503–7511.

84. Li L, Qian Y, Jiang C, et al. The use of hyaluronan to regulate protein
adsorption and cell infiltration in nanofibrous scaffolds. Biomaterials.
2012;33:3428–3445.

85. Dong B, Arnoult O, Smith ME, et al. Electrospinning of collagen nanofiber
scaffolds from benign solvents. Macromol Rapid Comm. 2009;30:539–542.

86. Meng L, Arnoult O, Smith M, et al. Electrospinning of in situ crosslinked
collagen nanofibers. J Mater Chem. 2012;22:19412–19417.

87. Chen R, Huang L, Ki Q, et al. Preparation and characterization of coaxial
electrospun thermoplastic polyurethane/collagen compound nanofib-
ers for tissue engineering applications. Colloid Surface B. 2010;79:
315–325.

88. Jiang H, Hu Y, Zhao P, et al. Modulation of protein release from biode-
gradable core-shell structured fibers prepared by coaxial electrospin-
ning. J Biomed Mater Res B. 2006;79B:50–57.

89. Gao J, Crapo P, Nerem R, et al. Co-expression of elastin and collagen
leads to highly compliant engineered blood vessels. J Biomed Mater Res
A. 2008;85A:1120–1128.

90. Yi F, LaVan DA. Poly(glycerol sebacate) nanofiber scaffolds by core/shell
electrospinning. Macromol Biosci. 2008;8:803–806.

91. Wang CY, Liu JJ, Fan CY, et al. The effect of aligned core-shell nanofibres
delivering NGF on the promotion of sciatic nerve regeneration. J Bio-
mater Sci Polym Ed. 2012;23:167–184.

92. Jia X, Zhao C, Li P, et al. Sustained release of VEGF by coaxial electrospun
dextran/PLGA fibrous membranes in vascular tissue engineering. J Bio-
mater Sci Polym Ed. 2011;22:1811–1827.

93. Liao IC, Leong KW. Efficacy of engineered FVIII-producing skeletal
muscle enhanced by growth factor-releasing co-axial electrospun fibers.
Biomaterials. 2011;32:1669–1677.

94. Zhao Y, Cao X, Jiang L. Bio-mimic multichannel microtubes by a facile
method. J Am Chem Soc. 2007;129:764–765.

95. Chen H, Wang N, Di J, et al. Nanowire-in-microtube structured core/shell
fibers via multifluidic coaxial electrospinning. Langmuir. 2010;26:
11291–11296.

96. Sharma U, Pham Q, Marini J, et al. Electrospinning process for manu-
facture of multi-layered structures. US Patent No. 20120193836, 2012.

97. Su Y, Su Q, Liu W, et al. Dual-drug encapsulation and release from core-
shell nanofibers. J Biomater Sci Polym Ed. 2012;23:861–871.

98. Asahina I, Sampath TK, Hauschka PV. Human osteogenic protein-1 in-
duces chondroblastic, osteoblastic, and/or adipocytic differentiation of
clonal murine target cells. Exp Cell Res. 1996;222:38–47.

99. Makino T, Jinnin M, Muchemwa FC, et al. Basic fibroblast growth factor
stimulates proliferation of human dermal fibroblasts via the ERK ½ and
JNK pathways. Br J Dermatol. 2010;162:717–723.

100. Yuan Q, Kubo T, Doi K, et al. Effect of combined application of bFGF and
inorganic polyphosphate on bioactivities of osteoblasts and initial bone
regeneration. Acta Biomater. 2009;5:1716–1724.

101. Okuda T, Tominaga K, Kidoaki S. Time-programmed dual release for-
mulation by multilayered drug-loaded nanofiber meshes. J Control
Release. 2010;143:258–264.

102. Pham QP, Sharma, U, Mikos AG. Electrospun poly(e-caprolactone) micro-
fiber and multilayer nanofiber/microfiber scaffolds: characterization of
scaffolds and measurement of cellular infiltration. Biomacromolecules.
2006;7:2796–2805.

103. Min BM, Lee G, Kim SH, et al. Electrospinning of silk fibroin nanofibers
and its effect on the adhesion and spreading of normal human kerati-
nocytes and fibroblasts in vitro. Biomaterials. 2004;25:1289–1297.

104. Woodfield TBF, van Blitterswijk CA, de Wijn J, et al. Polymer scaffolds
fabricated with pore-size gradients as a model for studying the zonal
organization within tissue-engineered cartilage constructs. Tissue Eng.
2005;11:1297–1311.

105. Yang S, Leong KF, Du Z, et al. The design of scaffolds for use in tissue
engineering. Part I. Traditional factors. Tissue Eng. 2001;7:679–689.

106. Liu S, Li X, Su Y, et al. Study of electrospun PLLACL nanofibrous mats for
drug delivery systems. Mater Sci Forum. 2009;610:1319–1322.

107. Ahuja N, Katare OP, Singh B. Studies on dissolution enhancement
and mathematical modeling of drug release of a poorly water-
soluble drug using water-soluble carriers. Eur J Pharm Biopharm.
2007;65:26–38.

108. Nakamura J, Nakajima N, Matsumura K, et al. Water-soluble taxol con-
jugates with dextran and targets tumor cells by folic acid immobiliza-
tion. Anticancer Res. 2010;30:903–910.

109. Patravale VB, Date AA, Kulkarni RM. Nanosuspensions: a promising drug
delivery strategy. J Pharm Pharmacol. 2004;56:827–840.

110. Baba K, Pudavar HE, Roy I, et al. New method for delivering a hydro-
phobic drug for photodynamic therapy using pure nanocrystal form of
the drug. Mol Pharm. 2007;4:289–297.

McClellan and Landis; BioResearch Open Access 2016, 5.1
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/biores.2016.0022

226



111. Zhang X, Xia Q, Gu N. Preparation of all-trans retinoic acid nanosus-
pensions using a modified precipitation method. Drug Dev Ind Pharm.
2006;32:857–863.

112. Pouton CW. Formulation of poorly water-soluble drugs for oral admin-
istration: physicochemical and physiological issues and the lipid for-
mulation classification system. Eur J Pharm Sci. 2006;29:278–287.

113. Dong B, Smith ME, Wnek GE. Encapsulation of multiple biological
compounds within a single electrospun fiber. Small. 2009;5:1508–1512.

114. Beck-Broichsitter M, Thieme M, Nguyen J, et al. Novel ‘nano in nano’
composites for sustained drug delivery: biodegradable nanoparticles
encapsulated into nanofiber non-wovens. Macromol Biosci. 2010;10:
1527–1535.

115. Jo E, Lee S, Kim KT, et al. Core-sheath nanofibers containing colloidal
arrays in the core for programmable multi-agent delivery. Adv Mater.
2009;21:968–972.

116. Hamlett CAE, Jayasinghe SN, Preece JA. Electrospinning nanosuspen-
sions loaded with passivated Au nanoparticles. Tetrahedron.
2008;64:8476–8483.

117. Zakaria SM, Zein SHS, Othman MR, et al. Hydroxyapatite nanoparticles:
electrospinning and calcination of hydroxyapatite/polyvinyl butyral
nanofibers and growth kinetics. J Biomed Mater Res A. 2013;101:
1977–1985.

118. Yang Q, Sui G, Shi YZ, et al. Osteocompatibility characterization of
polyacrylonitrile carbon nanofibers containing bioactive glass nano-
particles. Carbon. 2013;56:288–295.

119. Liu W, Ni C, Chase DB, et al. Preparation of multilayer biodegradable
nanofibers by triaxial electrospinning. ACS Macro Lett. 2013;2:466–468.

120. Yu DG, Li XY, Wang X, et al. Nanofibers fabricated using triaxial elec-
trospinning as zero order drug delivery systems. ACS Appl Mater Inter-
faces. 2015;7:18891–18897.

121. Han D, Steckl AJ. Triaxial electrospun nanofiber membranes for con-
trolled dual release of functional molecules. ACS Appl Mater Interfaces.
2013;5:8241–8245.

122. Nagy ZK, Balogh A, Dravavolgyi G, et al. Solvent-free melt electrospin-
ning for preparation of fast dissolving drug delivery system and com-
parison with solvent-based electrospun and melt extruded systems. J
Pharm Sci. 2013;102:508–517.

123. Brown TD, Dalton PD, Hutmacher DW. Melt electrospinning today: an
opportune time for an emerging polymer. Prog Polym Sci. 2016;56:
116–166.

124. McCann JT, Marquez M, Xia Y. Melt coaxial electrospinning: a versatile
method for the encapsulation of solid materials and fabrication of phase
change nanofibers. Nano Lett. 2006;6:2868–2872.

125. Li F, Zhao Y, Wang S, et al. Thermochromic core–shell nanofibers fabri-
cated by melt coaxial electrospinning. J Appl Polym Sci. 2009;112:
269–274.

126. Ju YM, Choi JS, Atala A, et al. Bilayered scaffold for engineering cellu-
larized blood vessels. Biomaterials. 2010;31:4313–4321.

127. Wang S, Zhang Y, Yin G, et al. Electrospun polylactide/silk fibroin-gelatin
composite tubular scaffolds for small-diameter tissue engineering blood
vessels. J Appl Polym Sci. 2009;113:2675–2682.

128. Vaz CM, van Tuijl S, Bouten CVC, et al. Design of scaffolds for blood
vessel tissue engineering using a multi-layering electrospinning tech-
nique. Acta Biomater. 2005;1:575–582.

129. Gaudio CD, Bianco A, Grigioni M. Electrospun bioresorbable trileaflet heart
valve prosthesis for tissue engineering: in vitro functional assessment of a
pulmonary cardiac valve design. Ann Ist Super Sanita. 2007;44:178–186.

130. Shim IK, Jung MR, Kim KH, et al. Novel three-dimensional scaffolds of
poly(L-lactic acid) microfibers using electrospinning and mechanical
expansion: fabrication and bone regeneration. J Biomed Mater Res B
Appl Biomater. 2010;95B:150–160.

131. Blakeney BA, Tambralli A, Anderson JM, et al. Cell infiltration and growth
in a low density, uncompressed three-dimensional electrospun nanofi-
brous scaffold. Biomaterials. 2011;32:1583–1590.

132. Jha BS, Colello RJ, Bowman JR, et al. Two pole air gap electrospinning:
fabrications of highly aligned, three-dimensional scaffolds for nerve
reconstruction. Acta Biomater. 2011;7:203–215.

133. Cai S, Xu H, Jiang Q, et al. Novel 3D electrospun scaffolds with fibers
oriented randomly and evenly in three dimensions to closely mimic the
unique architectures of extracellular matrices in soft tissues: fabrication
and mechanism study. Langmuir. 2013;29:2311–2318.

134. McClellan P, Landis WJ. Three-dimensional coating of nanofibers on
surfaces of poorly conductive objects. Polymer. 2013;54:6702–6708.

Cite this article as: McClellan P, Landis WJ (2016) Recent applications
of coaxial and emulsion electrospinning methods in the field of tissue
engineering, BioResearch Open Access 5:1, 212–227, DOI: 10.1089/
biores.2016.0022.

Abbreviations Used
bFGF ¼ basic fibroblast growth factor

HA ¼ hyaluronic acid
HFIP ¼ hexafluoroisopropanol
NGC ¼ nerve guidance conduit
NGF ¼ nerve growth factor
PCL ¼ polycaprolactone

PDLLA ¼ poly-D,L-lactic acid
PELA ¼ polyethylene glycol/poly-DL-lactide
PEO ¼ polyethylene oxide
PGA ¼ polyglycolic acid
PGS ¼ poly(glycerol sebacate)
PLA ¼ polylactic acid

PLGA ¼ poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid)
PLLA ¼ poly-L-lactic acid

SF ¼ silk fibroin
VEGF ¼ vascular endothelial growth factor
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