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Quantification of intracellular 
payload release from polymersome 
nanoparticles
Edoardo Scarpa1,2, Joanne L. Bailey2, Agnieszka A. Janeczek1,2, Patrick S. Stumpf1,2, 
Alexander H. Johnston2, Richard O. C. Oreffo1,2, Yin L. Woo3,4, Ying C. Cheong1, 
Nicholas D. Evans1,2,5 & Tracey A. Newman2,6

Polymersome nanoparticles (PMs) are attractive candidates for spatio-temporal controlled delivery 
of therapeutic agents. Although many studies have addressed cellular uptake of solid nanoparticles, 
there is very little data available on intracellular release of molecules encapsulated in membranous 
carriers, such as polymersomes. Here, we addressed this by developing a quantitative assay based on 
the hydrophilic dye, fluorescein. Fluorescein was encapsulated stably in PMs of mean diameter 85 nm, 
with minimal leakage after sustained dialysis. No fluorescence was detectable from fluorescein PMs, 
indicating quenching. Following incubation of L929 cells with fluorescein PMs, there was a gradual 
increase in intracellular fluorescence, indicating PM disruption and cytosolic release of fluorescein. By 
combining absorbance measurements with flow cytometry, we quantified the real-time intracellular 
release of a fluorescein at a single-cell resolution. We found that 173 ± 38 polymersomes released their 
payload per cell, with significant heterogeneity in uptake, despite controlled synchronisation of cell 
cycle. This novel method for quantification of the release of compounds from nanoparticles provides 
fundamental information on cellular uptake of nanoparticle-encapsulated compounds. It also illustrates 
the stochastic nature of population distribution in homogeneous cell populations, a factor that must be 
taken into account in clinical use of this technology.

Polymersomes (PMs) are nano-sized artificial vesicles made from synthetic polymers such as poly 
(ε -caprolactone)-block-poly(ethylene glycol), (PEG-b-PCL). PMs formed from amphiphilic PEG-b-PCL block 
copolymers self-assemble in aqueous solution with the hydrophobic PCL units forming a spherical membrane 
surrounded by a hydrophilic PEG corona. PMs can be used to carry and deliver a variety of payloads including 
plasmids1, low molecular weight compounds2 and proteins3 into cells. Furthermore, PMs can be readily modified 
to display surface moieties, e.g. short peptide sequences that promote uptake or confer specificity to certain cell 
types4. Modification of the chemical make-up of PMs can lead to alteration of the release kinetics of encapsulated 
compounds. There are numerous examples of PMs that release their payload in response to stimuli including 
alterations in pH5,6, temperature7, oxidation8 and light9,10. This responsiveness can be extended by using variable 
ratios of blends of different copolymers to tune PM release kinetics11. The exquisite control that such technologies 
can provide has resulted in significant interest in the potential of PMs to probe cell behaviour and enable drug 
delivery. There are numerous clinical trials being undertaken, predominantly in oncology, which are aiming to 
achieve better patient outcomes by exploiting the benefits that PM based delivery systems offer.

Polymeric nanoparticles are recognised to have considerable translational potential when considered holis-
tically as drug delivery systems. This approach to disease targeting considers every step of the drug delivery 
pathway, including reliable scalable PM synthesis, route of administration, biodistribution and pharmacokinetics, 

1Centre for Human Development, Stem Cells and Regeneration, University of Southampton Faculty of Medicine, 
Tremona Road, Southampton, SO16 6YD, United Kingdom. 2Institute for Life Sciences, Centre for Biological 
Sciences, B85, University Road, University of Southampton, United Kingdom. 3Department of Obstetrics and 
Gynaecology, Faculty of Medicine, University of Malaya, Kuala Lumpur, 50603, Malaysia. 4University of Malaya 
Cancer Research Institute (UMCRI), University of Malaya, Kuala Lumpur, 50603, Malaysia. 5Bioengineering Sciences 
Group, Faculty of Engineering and the Environment, University of Southampton, Highfield, Southampton, SO17 
1BJ, United Kingdom. 6Clinical and Experimental Sciences, Medicine, University of Southampton, SO17 1BJ, United 
Kingdom. Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to N.D.E. (email: n.d.evans@soton.ac.uk) 
or T.A.N. (email: tan@soton.ac.uk)

Received: 15 March 2016

Accepted: 13 June 2016

Published: 11 July 2016

OPEN

mailto:n.d.evans@soton.ac.uk
mailto:tan@soton.ac.uk


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

2Scientific RepoRts | 6:29460 | DOI: 10.1038/srep29460

through to clearance and excretion12. Despite this there remains a need for the quantification of PM uptake by 
cells and consequent intracellular payload release, which are both essential in determining the pharmacokinet-
ics of drug-delivery and consequent cellular effects. Such information is also important for understanding the 
concentration of molecules delivered via native carriers, for example, exocytosed vesicles13. There is an extensive 
literature on methods for qualitatively and quantitatively determining the cellular internalisation of nanoparti-
cles. The majority of these methods, however, have relied upon nanoparticles that exhibit intrinsic fluorescence, 
such as fluorescently labelled PMs14 or quantum dots15. These methods have been very successful in answering 
important questions about the kinetics of nanoparticle uptake, but have a number of drawbacks, including an 
inability to distinguish nanoparticles that are internalised from those that are associated with the external leaflet 
of cell membranes. Experimental approaches to confirm whether particles are intra-, or peri-cellular have been 
achieved through the combination of post-hoc correction of measurements collected from flow cytometry and 
confocal fluorescent analyses14,16 or by using imaging cytometry17. While these approaches are useful for deter-
mining uptake of nanoparticles, they still do not provide a method of quantifying intracellular drug release from 
nanoparticles.

Real-time drug delivery has been investigated previously through the use of fluorescent compounds. Latent 
fluorophores are molecules that become fluorescent after the release of a quencher18–20, or in which the emission 
and/or excitation wavelength is shifted depending upon chemical dissociation21, a cleavage event22 or a change 
in pH (SNARFs)23. These fluorescent techniques often require complex coupling chemistries, and they are rarely 
quantitative. In other work, Battaglia and colleagues have demonstrated that PMs can be used to deliver encapsu-
lated or conjugated dyes to a variety of different cell types with minimal effects on cell viability24–26. Further devel-
opment of these methods would be highly advantageous for quantification of nanoparticle delivery and payload 
release, particularly when combined with methods that determine whether a delivery molecule is entrapped in a 
PM or released into the cytosol.

In order to address these challenges, we have exploited some key characteristics of the disodium salt of flu-
orescein, a water soluble weakly membrane-permeable molecule. Fluorescein has a high quantum yield and an 
excitation of λ ex 496 nm and emission at λ em 521 nm. However, when fluorescein is highly concentrated in aque-
ous solution it self-quenches. Self-quenching fluorophores have previously been utilised in the liposome drug 
delivery field27,28. These molecules were instrumental in the discovery that some liposome preparations deliver 
their cargo to cells by endocytosis followed by drug escape from endosomes and early lysosomes, rather than by 
direct plasma membrane fusion29. We hypothesised that encapsulation of fluorescein in the aqueous core of PMs 
above the quenching concentration would create non-fluorescent nanoparticles carrying a cargo which would 
fluoresce once released. As PM disruption needs to occur for the fluorophore to be released, we reasoned that this 
could be used as a tool to quantify the intracellular release of this hydrophilic payload. Fluorescence is observed 
only when the payload is released and dispersed at a lower concentration within the cell (Fig. 1). We utilize these 
properties to provide a new method for the quantification of intracellular release of a hydrophilic payload in 
mammalian cells. L929 fibroblasts were co-incubated with quenched fluorescein-loaded PMs, the time-course 
and quantity of loaded PMs releasing the payload intracellularly was measured at single cell resolution using flow 
cytometry and fluorescence spectroscopy.

Results and Discussion
Polymersomes stably encapsulate and retain fluorescein at high concentrations. We first tested 
the hypothesis that PMs are able to carry and stably retain the hydrophilic fluorophore, fluorescein, and that its 
fluorescence emission would be quenched on high concentration encapsulation in the PM core. PMs were pro-
duced by nanoprecipitation30 in an aqueous solution containing a high concentration (0.1 M) of fluorescein. In 
this situation block copolymers self-assemble into vesicular polymersomes, with the aqueous solution retained 
in their cores.

PMs were formed from 5.8K-19K-NH2 block copolymers. In previous work, we have produced PEG-PCL 
PM with this class of block copolymer, and we demonstrated the functionality of these PMs as a payload carrier 
in vivo31 but as yet we have not examined its cellular uptake by cells, in vitro or in vivo. After fluorescein encap-
sulation, no significant changes were found in hydrodynamic radius or polydispersity, which is a measure of the 
width of the particles size distribution and which is considered to be less than 0.2 for homogeneous preparations32 
(Fig. 2A), and 5.8K-19K-NH2 PMs were stable over a period of 3 weeks, with no measurable change in either of 
these variables (Fig. 2B).

Nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA), a technique that enables the visualisation, sizing and quantification of 
nanoparticles in suspension by the use of a highly sensitive video camera33, revealed a hydrodynamic diameter 
value of 85 ±  33.6 nm for 5.8K-19K-NH2 PMs, in close agreement with the value obtained by dynamic light scat-
tering (DLS) (hydrodynamic diameter of 86 nm and PdI of 0.103). NTA analysis determined the PM concentra-
tion to be 5.0 ×  1013 nanoparticles ml−1 (Fig. 2C). This type of measurement allows for a precise quantification of 
the final PM concentration, overcoming calculations purely based on assumptions of PM physical characteristics 
(i.e. membrane thickness, area of the molecules and copolymer weight)14,24.

Encapsulation of fluorescein (0.1 M), followed by dialysis of the PMs and size exclusion chromatography, 
resulted macroscopically in a PM suspension that was dark orange in colour, with none of the characteristic 
yellow appearance of fluorescein in solution (Fig. 3A). Confirming this, no detectable fluorescence was found 
in the PM suspension by fluorescence spectroscopy when compared to equivalent concentration of fluorescein, 
indicating quenching of the PM-encapsulated fluorescein and absence of free fluorescein (Fig. 3B). The concen-
tration of fluorescein in PM preparations was measured using absorbance spectroscopy. A linear relationship 
was found between PM concentration and absorbance at concentrations < 50 μ M (Fig. 3C). Fitting of absorbance 
measurements of PMs to an absorbance standard curve for fluorescein, allowed us to determine a concentration 
of 273 ±  7.4 μ M fluorescein in PMs at a concentration of 5 ×  1013 PMs ml−1. From this, we calculate a mass of 
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5.48 ×  10−21 moles of fluorescein per PM. Note that there is no absorbance interference from the block copolymer 
at this wavelength (no significant difference between absorbance of PM suspension compared to PBS background 
reading at 494 nm). Furthermore, note that the absorbance curve for fluorescein is linear between 0 and 50 μ M, 
but becomes non-linear due to complete absorbance at high concentrations. All measurements were made in the 
linear range of absorbance for fluorescein34.

The concentration of fluorescein inside the PM aqueous core was stable over the course of a week (Fig. 3D), 
indicating that there was no significant loss of internalised fluorescein from the PMs, despite the high concen-
tration gradient across the PM shell membrane following dialysis and storage in aqueous solvent. Confirming 
this, only very low concentrations of free fluorescein (1 μ M ±  0.1 μ M) were found in the supernatant of ultracen-
trifuged polymersome preparations (See Supplementary Fig. S1). Together these experiments demonstrate that 
PMs trap fluorescein and that its fluorescence is quenched at the concentrations present inside the PMs27,35. The 

Figure 1. The principle of use of quenched fluorescein to measure intracellular payload delivery (I) PEG-b-
PCL block copolymers self-assemble in an aqueous environment to form polymersome structures. The PCL 
units of the polymer form a hydrophobic membrane, the PEG units form a hydrophilic corona and line the 
interior cavity of the polymersome. (II) When carrying a payload of sodium fluorescein above the quenching 
concentration the polymersome is non-fluorescent. Upon cellular internalisation (III) payload release can be 
visualized as the fluorescein disperses and falls below the quenching concentration.
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physical characteristics of the PMs are unaffected by the inclusion of fluorescein, and the PMs retain fluorescein 
stably without significant leakage over prolonged time periods at room temperature.

In previous studies, a similar method was used to incorporate fluorescein and its derivative carboxyfluorescein 
in liposome carriers. In these studies, liposomes were found to be permeable to fluorescein, but relatively imper-
meable to carboxyfluorescein (which differs from fluorescein by an extra carboxyl group at the 5- and 6-position, 
making it more hydrophilic)27,36. PMs are known to be less permeable for a variety of molecules compared to 
liposomes (for example they are an order of magnitude less permeable to water than liposomes)37, and the current 
data suggests that this is true for fluorescein, with insignificant leakage even after a period of several days.

Fluorescein-loaded PMs are actively taken up by mammalian cells and subsequently release 
their payload intracellularly. To determine whether PMs are taken up and their contents are released in 
mammalian cells, fluorescein-loaded PMs were added in solution to cultures of the mammalian fibroblast cell 
line, L929. Fibroblasts are known to be pivotal in contributing to the progression of several malignancies includ-
ing endometrial cancer38, and therefore represent a possible target for nanoparticle-based therapeutic approaches. 
Following co-incubation of cell-cycle synchronised (serum-starved) L929 cells with fluorescein-loaded PMs, a 
time-dependent increase in the fluorescence of cells from approximately 15 minutes after the start of the incu-
bation was observed, as seen in confocal images (Fig. 4A). This indicates uptake of PMs and intracellular release 
of fluorescein. Quantification of cellular fluorescence revealed a gradual increase over a period of one hour, with 
evidence of significantly higher intracellular payload release than that measured in controls, incubated with free 
(un-encapsulated) fluorescein, within 15 minutes (p <  0.05) (Fig. 4B) of the start of the experiment. These results 
indicate that PMs loaded with a high concentration of fluorescein release their cargo intracellularly, and that 
fluorescence of the dye molecules is no longer quenched on release. Encapsulated dyes such as rhodamine B 
and propidium iodide, were shown to be released intracellularly from polymersomes following uptake24. The 
polymersomes studied were fabricated to include a pH-sensitive poly (2-(di-isopropylamino) ethylmethacrylate) 
(PDPA) block. On exposure to a pH ~6.5, equivalent to lysosomal pH of, the PDPA underwent dissociation of 
the di-block polymers, leading to release of encapsulated agents in short (ms) timeframes. PCL-PEG co-block 
polymer is less pH sensitive, and undergoes hydrolysis and degradation over relatively longer time frames11,39. It is 
therefore somewhat surprising that we measured dye release under such short time frames (minutes). We suggest 

Figure 2. Characterization of PEG-PCL polymersomes (PMs). (A) Size and polydispersity index (PDI) of 
PMs formed from 5.8K-19K-NH2 block-copolymer, measured by dynamic light scattering (DLS). (B) Size 
(black) and PDI (red) stability of 5.8K-19K-NH2 (PEG-b-PCL) fluorescein-loaded PMs over the course of  
3 weeks. Data presented as mean ± S.D. (C) Histogram depicting size and concentration per ml of fluorescein-
loaded PMs measured by nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA).
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that, due to the presence of PCL which is a highly hydrolase-sensitive polyester40, the release in our experiments 
may be facilitated by lysosomal acid hydrolases after initial partitioning of PM in early endosomes and lysosomes. 
Hydrolysis of polyesters, which induces the destabilisation of the vesicle structure is likely leading to the acceler-
ated release of fluorescein at physiological temperature (~37 °C) compared to the storage temperature of the PM 
preparation (room temperature)41. Further high-resolution imaging studies would enable better characterisation 
of this process. Additionally, it is likely that the observed fluorescence release originates from only a proportion 
of internalised PMs (as the fluorescence of fluorescein in intact PMs will remain quenched). Future studies may 
address this by comparing fluorescence release of quenched dyes in, for example, pH sensitive PMs compared to 
more environmentally robust PMs.

To quantify the rate and magnitude of PM-mediated fluorescein release in cultured cells on a cell-by-cell 
basis, we used flow cytometry. As in the confocal microscopy experiments, time-dependent increases in flu-
orescence were detected in populations of cells exposed to PMs. After 1h, 36 ±  9% of cells showed increases 
in fluorescence above that of any cell co-incubated with a PBS-loaded control, and 95.4 ±  0.6% of cells after 
24 hours. This suggests that nearly all cells in the treated populations had taken up PMs and undergone intracel-
lular release of PM-encapsulated fluorescein over this time period (Fig. 4C,D; note 4D is data obtained from 3 
separate experiments; data from one experiment is shown in the cytometry plot in 4C).Time periods of exposure 
for longer than 24 hours did not result in any further uptake (Supplementary Fig. S2). Uptake of PMs had no 
significant effect on cell viability (See Supplementary Fig. S3), in agreement with other published studies on sim-
ilar PMs25. Confirming our earlier confocal observations, there was also significant heterogeneity in fluorescein 
release within the cell populations, despite the cell cycle being synchronised (note the variability in fluorescence 
in the cells shown in the images captured by confocal microscopy and in the flow cytometry histograms Fig. 4A,C 
respectively).

Next we tested the hypothesis that PM uptake is an active, energy-dependent process. To achieve this, we 
assayed uptake at low temperature and after treatment with the ATP synthase inhibitor sodium azide. The relative 

Figure 3. High concentration packaging of fluorescein in PMs quenches fluorescence. (A) Picture showing 
the difference in color of fluorescein-loaded PMs and fluorescein at equal concentrations. (B) Absence of 
fluorescence emission from fluorescein-loaded PMs (red) compared to equivalent concentration of free 
fluorescein (274 μM) (black) measured by spectrophotometry. (C) Absorbance measurements (at 494 nm) 
of increasing concentrations of fluorescein-loaded PMs and free fluorescein. (D) Retention of fluorescein in 
loaded-PMs over the course of one week measured by absorbance (at 494 nm). Data presented as mean ± S.D. 
of three independent measurements.
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increase in intracellular fluorescence of L929 cells incubated for 5 minutes with fluorescein-loaded PMs was sig-
nificantly higher at 37 °C compared to cells incubated at 4 °C (p <  0.01), or those treated with the mitochondrial 
energy inhibitor sodium azide (p <  0.001) (Fig. 4E). Negligible cellular fluorescence was found after incubation of 
L929 cells with fluorescein at a concentration equivalent to that measured as a residual, un-encapsulated, concen-
tration found in all PM preparations (~1 μ M, See Supplementary Fig. S4), excluding a potential passive uptake of 
fluorescein from the culture medium. Together, these results illustrate that PEG-PCL PMs are quickly internalised 

Figure 4. Fluorescein-loaded PMs are actively taken up by mammalian cells and subsequent release their 
payload intracellularly. (A) Time-lapse imaging of L929 cells incubated with fluorescein-loaded PMs shows 
time-dependent intracellular release of fluorescein. Images were taken up to 1 hour after the addition of the 
fluorescein-loaded PMs and are a projection of a single z-stack. Green: cells positive for fluorescein. Red: 
nuclear staining. White arrows indicate two cells showing a change in fluorescence across the experimental 
time-course. (B) Image analysis of the mean fluorescence intensity of L929 cells incubated with fluorescein-
loaded PMs (dot) or fluorescein (square) for one hour. The results show a steady and significant increase in 
cells exposed to PMs as opposed to un-encapsulated fluorescein. Data presented as mean ± S.D. Statistical 
analysis is two-way ANOVA. (C) Representative flow cytometry histogram plot of L929 cells incubated for 1 
(red), 3 (green) or 24 hours (blue) with either fluorescein-loaded PMs or PBS-loaded PMs. (D) Percentage of 
cells positive for fluorescein after 1, 3 or 24 hours incubation with fluorescein-loaded PMs. Data presented as 
mean ± S.D. Statistical analysis is Kruskal-Wallis one way ANOVA on ranks followed by Dunn’s post-hoc test. 
(E) Relative levels of fluorescence of L929 cells incubated with fluorescein-loaded PMs for 5 minutes under 3 
conditions: at 37 °C, at 4 °C and at 37 °C with sodium azide. Fluorescence is normalized against autofluorescence 
from control cells where no fluorescein-loaded PMs were added (dashed line). Data presented as mean ± S.D. 
Statistical analysis is one way ANOVA followed by Tukey’s post-hoc test. *p <  0.05, **p <  0.01, ***p <  0.001, 
****p <  0.0001.
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by mammalian cells, in a time-dependent manner, do not induce cytotoxicity, and that this process is an active 
and energy-dependent process, in agreement with previous reported findings14,31,42–45.

Our experimental setup did not allow for the distinction between the different energy-dependent mechanisms 
of endocytosis (clathrin-mediated endocytosis, macropinocytosis, caveolae-mediated endocytosis and clath-
rin and caveolae-independent endocytosis). Nevertheless, our results corroborate findings from Xin et al. who 
demonstrated that PEG-PCL nanoparticles, which display a specific receptor-binding motif (Angiopep-2) on their 
surface are internalised by cells via energy dependent mechanisms, in particular caveolae-mediated endocyto-
sis44. While the use of inhibitors of specific pathways of endocytosis (e.g. sodium azide, filipin and cytochalasin D)  
allow for a more detailed characterisation of the internalisation process, they may also impair the physiological 
cellular response inducing preferential cellular uptake via specific pathways. Chernenko et al. demonstrated the 
compartmentalisation of PEG-PCL nanoparticles in secondary endosomes of Hela cells by following the vibra-
tional signature of PCL molecules and their released cargo using label-free Raman imaging46,47. The ability to 
distinguish specific routes of cellular uptake would be beneficial in defining the sub-cellular partitioning of either 
PMs and payload and could be investigated in future experiments, but the quantification of payload released 
intracellularly is equally important.

Intracellular payload release can be quantified at single-cell resolution, revealing heterogene-
ity in cellular delivery. In order to determine the amount of fluorescein delivered intracellularly, a defined 
number of cells were pre-incubated with PMs for 24 hours. Cells were washed thoroughly with PBS in order 
to remove excess PMs present in solution but not internalised by cells, and were then lysed and the concentra-
tion of intracellular fluorescein was measured using a standard curve for fluorescence. The quantum yield of 
fluorescein is known to be affected by its molecular nanoenvironment (eg pH, charge, protein binding)34. In 
order to control for these factors, the standard curve was determined by measurement in a solution equivalent 
to that produced by lysed cells (See Supplementary Fig. S5). A linear relationship was found between the initial 
concentrations of PMs incubated with cells and the amount of fluorescein recovered from within the cells after 
24 hours (Fig. 5A). In addition, we found no difference in the total intensity of aliquots of cells before and after 
cell lysis (See Supplementary Fig. S6), indicating that the quantum yield of fluorescein is relatively unaffected by 
its molecular microenvironment following intracellular release. This is somewhat surprising as it is known that 
decreasing the pH leads to a decrease in the quantum yield of the fluorophore48. Since some data suggest the par-
titioning of PMs into endosomes and lysosomes46, where pH can range from 6.5 for endosomes to 5 for lysosome, 
it may be the case that in this study, fluorescein is largely partitioned in early endosomes or in the cytoplasmic 
space, where the pH is higher. Longer periods of incubation (> 24 hours), with an associated increase in the 

Figure 5. The intracellular mass of fluorescein is proportional to extracellular PM concentration.  
(A) Graph depicting the linear relationship between the mass of fluorescein per cell and the concentration 
of fluorescein-loaded PMs incubated with the cells. R2 = 0.989. Data presented as mean ± S.D. (B) Mass of 
fluorescein per well and per cell, as well as estimated number of PMs per cell following 24 hour incubation  
with increasing concentrations of fluorescein-loaded PMs. Data presented as mean ± S.D.
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lysosomal partitioned cargo would be predicted to cause reductions in the measured intracellular quantum yield 
of fluorescein in comparison to post-lysis. Despite this, we cannot rule out the possibility that our estimations 
of intracellular fluorescein may be subject to error. As fluorescein may be in various stages of release and there-
fore at heterogeneous concentrations within the cells, and as our methods of cell disruption may not completely 
disrupt intracellular organelles including endosomes and lysosomes, the recovered fluorescence yield may be an 
underestimation of true intracellular fluorescein concentration. Other methods, such as high performance liquid 
chromatography, may be used in the future to provide an additional layer of certainty of the absolute intracellular 
concentration of the dye. Notably, Gottstein et al. used a correction factor to normalise the intracellular solid 
fluorescence of polystyrene nanoparticles to their external fluorescence16. While this is an elegant method for 
determining the intracellular uptake of cohesive, solid fluorescent capsules, it would be more difficult to employ 
this technique in the current study. In Gottstein et al.’ s report, the nanoparticles are not subject to changes in the 
local molecular concentration through diffusion and are less subject to intermolecular interactions since most of 
the nanoparticles are labelled with the fluorophores and this is not contained within the particles. Future studies 
may address local changes in the microenvironment in combination with measurements of concentration by 
fluorescence. This may be achieved by, for example, pH sensitive dyes, such as SNARFs employed by Semmling 
et al.23. Or alternatively, time resolved fluorescence could be used to determine the relative concentrations of a 
fluorophore in one molecular microenvironment compared to another. In previous studies, this technique has 
been used to measure the relative amount of fluorophores in mitochondria compared to cytosol49,50.

At 24 hours, cells incubated with the concentration of PMs used in Fig. 4 (5 ×  1012 PMs ml−1) contained 
7.85 ×  10−10 nanomoles of fluorescein per cell (Fig. 5B). Based on our earlier calculations, the mass of fluorescein 
in a PM is 5.48 ×  10−21 moles, enabling the number of nanoparticles releasing their cargo in cells to be calculated 
using the following formula:

=Q N
N (1)cell

cell

PM

where Qcell is the average number of PMs releasing their payload per cell, Ncell is the number of moles of fluores-
cein per cell and NPM is the number of moles of fluorescein per nanoparticle. Calculations are presented in Fig. 5B. 
At a PM concentration of 5 ×  1012 ml−1, this indicates that an average number of ~143 ±  12 PMs are internalised 
and release their contents per cell over a period of 24 hours (Fig. 5B).

Fluorescence spectroscopy only provides an average quantification of fluorescein release from PMs, there-
fore flow cytometry was used to determine cell-specific nanoparticle payload release, and the inherent degree of 

Figure 6. Intracellular payload release can be quantified at single-cell resolution and reveals heterogeneity in 
cellular delivery (A) Estimated number of PMs internalized per cell after 1 hour (black), 3 hours (red) or 24 hour 
(blue) incubation with fluorescein-loaded PMs. Data is representative of a single experiment. (B) Estimated 
minimum (Min), maximum (Max), range (Max-Min), median and mean number of PMs per cell after 1, 3 or 24 
hours incubation with fluorescein-loaded PMs.
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variability in the cellular population. By normalising fluorescence intensity data from flow cytometric analysis to 
measurements of intracellular PM release obtained by fluorescence spectroscopy (above), the PM payload release 
was calculated for every cell in a flow cytometric analysis at 1, 3 and 24 hours post addition of PMs (Fig. 6A). As 
expected, we measured an increase in the mean intracellular release with respect to time14,24, but also an increase 
in the variability of fluorescein load in the cellular population. This was despite serum starvation, which syn-
chronises the cell cycle, prevents cell division and reduces intra-population uptake variability51. The observed 
cell-to-cell variability in PM release of fluorescein may be attributed to the stochastic nature of cell-PM interac-
tions during the internalisation process, resulting from a combination of factors including PM agglomeration 
and clustering and variable cellular surface receptor dynamics52,53. In addition, our analysis assumes that PMs of 
all sizes have an equal chance of being taken up and releasing their contents per cell, regardless of size. This may 
be an over simplification, as size is known to affect the rate and efficiency of uptake24,54. Since the mass of fluo-
rescein that each PM contains is proportional to volume rather than diameter, measurements of uptake may be 
particularly sensitive to variations in the uptake of PMs at the large end of the dispersion profile, This observation 
underlines the need for further quantitative analysis of putative drug release at a single-cell resolution.

Single cell analyses demonstrated a time-dependent increase in the maximum number of PMs releasing their 
contents intracellularly per cell (217 ±  53, 243 ±  68 and 329 ±  35 PMs per cell after 1, 3 and 24 hour incubations 
respectively). This reflects a wider range (Max PMs per cell – Min PMs per cell) of PMs internalised after different 
incubation periods and describes an incremental heterogeneity in PM dye release within the cellular popula-
tion (Fig. 6B). Furthermore, in the single cell analysis, the estimated median value of PMs per cell after 24 hour 
incubation (~173 ±  38) is very similar to the values calculated from the fluorescence spectroscopy quantification 
(~143 ±  12) (Fig. 5B). Comparing the number of nanoparticles internalised per cell quantified in different stud-
ies is fraught with difficulty, considering the diversity of cells, nanoparticles and cell culture conditions used. 
Nevertheless, very recently Unciti-Broceta et al. estimated the number of nanoparticles needed per cell in order 
to achieve nanoparticle uptake in 50% of a cell population55. The figure estimated by the authors for 3 different 
cell lines are in the same order of magnitude to the number of nanoparticles per cell calculated here and similar to 
previous reports16,56. In another study, Massignani et al. recently used either the encapsulation, or conjugation, of 
rhodamine B to diblock polymers composed of PMPC25–PDPA70 and PEG23–PDPA15 diblock copolymers24. 
The authors reported values of 106–107 PMs internalised/cell, several orders of magnitude higher than our cur-
rent study. This difference is striking, but can be partially explained by the higher concentration of PMs used in 
this study (1016/mL), differences in the PM chemistry and encapsulation efficiency of the dye molecules used, 
and finally differences in the degradability of the PMs used – in our study, we quantified only the amount of flu-
orescein that was released from PMs, and we did not measure dye which remained quenched within intact PMs.

The quantification method described here could be extended to different PM preparations and importantly 
enables single cell analysis to be performed. Another factor that influences the kinetics of PM uptake and subse-
quent intracellular release is potential PM depletion from the culture medium, particularly when nanoparticle 
uptake in a given time period is comparable with the number of nanoparticles available per cell17,57. In a recent 
study using solid PEG-conjugated polystyrene nanoparticles however, Unciti-Broceta et al. found that a ratio of 
1000–4000 nanoparticles per cell was saturating, with nanoparticle concentration becoming rate limiting only 
below 2000 nanoparticles per cell55. In our experiments we calculate a concentration of > 1 ×  106 PMs/cell, and so 
it is unlikely that the depletion of nanoparticles from the medium has any significant effect on the rate of uptake.

Conclusion
All drug-delivery systems must undergo extensive characterisation prior to evaluation in clinical trials58. There 
is evidence from in-vivo studies in animals that delivery using polymeric nanoparticle preparations has clear 
advantages over administration of free drug, with fewer off-target and toxic effects59. Studies correlating preclini-
cal findings and data from human trials have found that there is good correlation between the biodistribution and 
clearance of the particles between these two study types60 and several polymeric nanoparticle delivery systems, 
e.g. Genexol-PM, are now in phase 2 clinical trials61. However a current limitation with the use of polymersomes 
(PMs) for controlled drug delivery is the paucity of information regarding the number of nanoparticles inter-
nalised at a single cell level and therefore the concentration of payload released. We exploited the characteristics 
of sodium fluorescein to demonstrate real-time delivery of a hydrophilic compound in a mammalian fibroblast 
cell line using PMs. To our knowledge, this is the first attempt to quantify the intracellular release of a fluoro-
phore from a hollow polymeric nanocarrier at a single cell level. When nanoparticles are considered as possible 
delivery vehicles for therapeutic molecules at a cellular and sub-cellular level, the heterogeneity of distribution 
within a population is a critical factor that should be considered. The simple methodology proposed here could 
be extended to quantify the cellular internalisation of PMs formed from different materials, including stimuli 
responsive PMs. Additionally, this method could be used to determine the relative partitioning of a putative drug 
in populations of mixed cell types, as will invariably be the case in in vivo studies, and how drugs partition during 
cell division17. It provides a methodology with which to better understand how the kinetics of cellular uptake 
might be affected by cell type, nanoparticle polymer chemistry, and the addition of nanoparticle surface moieties. 
We believe that these types of investigations are much needed in order to fully exploit the potential of nanoparti-
cles, particularly PMs for clinical applications.

Material and Methods
PM preparation. The following methodology was adapted from previously reported work30. PMs were 
prepared by dissolving α -amino-ω -hydroxy terminated (NH2)-PEG-b-PCL (6.0 mg) (Polymer Source, Dorval, 
Canada) in dimethylformamide (DMF) (0.4 ml). The amphiphilic copolymer used had an average molar mass 
(Mn) of 5.8 ×  103 g/mol for the PEG block and 19 ×  103 g/mol for the PCL block. The solution was then placed in 
an ultrasonic bath to aid dissolution. A 0.1 M sodium fluorescein (Sigma-Aldrich, Poole, UK) solution (10% DMF 
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in 0.1 M phosphate buffer (PBS)) in PBS was prepared. The polymer solution was then added drop-wise (~1 drop 
every 8 seconds) to the sodium fluorescein (1.60 mL) with rapid stirring. The sample was then dialyzed (regen-
erated cellulose, 10,000 MWCO, Sigma-Aldrich, Poole, UK) against PBS (400 mL), replacing the buffer solution 
4 times over the course of 48 hours. Fluorescein-loaded PMs were then removed from the dialysis tubing and 
filtered through a size separation column (Sephadex G-25, Sigma-Aldrich, Poole, UK) to remove any remaining 
un-encapsulated fluorescein.

Dynamic light scattering (DLS). DLS analysis (Zetasizer Nano ZS ZEN3600, Malvern Corp, 
Worcestershire, UK) was performed by diluting PMs (100 μ l) in MilliQ PBS (1900 μ l). Prior to the analysis, sam-
ples were filtered into a plastic cuvette through a cellulose acetate syringe filter (0.2 μ m) (Minisart, Sigma-Aldrich, 
Poole, UK). Measurements were completed at 20 °C with the light detected at a scattering angle of 173°. Data was 
collected 13 times/sample. Acquisition was for 5 seconds and each measurement was carried out in triplicate.

Nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA). A NanoSight device (LM10, Malvern Corp, Worcestershire, UK) 
was used to measure both PMs hydrodynamic size and concentration. PMs were diluted (1 μ l) in MilliQ PBS 
(100 ml), filtered and loaded in the detection cell prior to measurement.

Fluorescence intensity. Fluorescein-loaded PMs and solutions of fluorescein of equivalent concentration 
(274 μ M) were analysed for fluorescence intensity over a range of wavelengths (increment of 1 nm from 485 nm 
to 600 nm) using a FluoroMax-4 (Horiba Scientific, Stanmore, UK). Release of fluorescein into supernatant after 
storage was also measured using a FluoroMax-4 (Horiba Scientific, Stanmore, UK).

Fluorescein encapsulation and release in vitro. The concentration of sodium fluorescein was calculated 
by measuring the UV absorbance (Nanodrop 2000c, Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK) compared to 
stock solutions. To determine the kinetics of sodium fluorescein release, PM samples were kept at room temper-
ature (20 °C) under constant dialysis (regenerated cellulose, 10,000 MWCO, Sigma-Aldrich, Poole, UK) against 
PBS. At various intervals over a total of 7 days PM samples were collected. 1 mL aliquots of each sample was then 
passed through a size separation column, before measurement of UV absorbance (Nanodrop 2000c, Thermo 
Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK). Each experiment was performed in triplicate. All of the preparations give a 
3 mg/mL solution of PMs. For all in vitro experiments PM samples were used immediately and were sterile filtered 
through a 0.2 μ m cellulose acetate syringe filter before use.

Cell culture. Mouse L929 Fibroblasts (ATCC) were maintained in Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle medium 
(DMEM) (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK) supplemented with 10% (V/V) fetal bovine serum (FBS) 
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK), 100 U/ml of penicillin (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK) 
and 100 μ g/ml of streptomycin (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK). The cells were incubated at 37 °C and 
5% CO2. For fluorescence microscopy and cytofluorimetric analysis, 24 hours before an experiment the medium 
was replaced with DMEM supplemented with low serum (0.5% V/V), 100 U/ml of penicillin (Thermo Fisher 
Scientific, Basingstoke, UK) and 100 μ g/ml of streptomycin (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK).

Confocal microscopy. L929 cells were seeded at a density of 50,000 cells/cm2. The medium was replaced 
with DMEM supplemented with low serum 24 hours before the experimental assay. 2 hours before PM addition, 
the medium was replaced with piperazine-N,N′ -bis (2-ethanesulfonic acid) (PIPES) buffer supplemented with 
0.5% serum. Fluorescein-loaded PMs were added (5 ×  1012 PMs ml−1) to the cells and images were taken every 
60 seconds over 60 minutes using a TCS SP5 laser scanning confocal microscope (Leica, Milton Keynes, UK). 
Cell nuclei were stained with Hoechest 33342 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK). A 63 ×  1.30 glycerol 
immersion objective was used. Negative controls were, PBS-loaded PMs (5 ×  1012 PMs) and a 10 mM solution 
of fluorescein. Image analysis was performed by randomly selecting 20 cells of interest and measuring the mean 
fluorescence intensity at each time point.

Energy-dependent internalization. L929 cells were seeded at a density of 50,000 cells/cm2. The medium 
was replaced with DMEM supplemented with low serum 24 hours before the experimental assay. PMs were added 
to the cells (5 ×  1012 PMs ml−1) and incubated for 5 mins, after which the medium was removed and replaced with 
fresh DMEM supplemented with low serum. After 1 hour the cells were washed x3 with ice-cold PBS, fixed in 4% 
paraformaldehyde for 15 minutes and imaged using an Axiovert200 inverted microscope (Zeiss, Birmingham, 
UK). To inhibit energy dependent processes, sodium azide (1 mg/ml) was added for 20 minutes prior to adding 
fluorescein-loaded PMs. For experiments at 4 °C, cells were equilibrated by keeping them on ice for 30 minutes 
prior to adding fluorescein-loaded PMs. The medium, PBS and 4% paraformaldehyde were kept on ice. Cells were 
fixed for 20 minutes. Using Image J software line scans of the width of the cell were taken from the images to give 
the mean fluorescence per cell. Relative fluorescence was calculated normalizing against the auto-fluorescence of 
the control.

Cytofluorimetry. L929 cells were seeded in 6 well plates at a density of 1 ×  104 cells/well. The medium was 
replaced with DMEM supplemented with low serum 24 hours before the experimental assay. PMs were added 
to the cells (5 ×  1012 PMs ml−1) and incubated for 1, 3 or 24 hours. Medium was removed at the designated time 
points, cells were washed using PBS, detached using trypsin and re-suspended in 500 μ l of PBS. For propidium 
iodide (PI) (Sigma-Aldrich, Poole, UK) staining, a solution of 2 mg/ml (1 μ l) was added to each sample just before 
cytofluorimetric analysis (Guava easyCyte, Millipore, Milton, UK).
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Quantification of the number of PMs per cell. L929 cells were seeded in a 6 well plate at a density of 
100,000 cells/well and incubated for 24 hours with increasing concentrations of fluorescein-loaded PMs (from 
5 ×  1010 to 2 ×  1012 PMs ml−1). Then, cells were washed with PBS twice to remove the excess of PMs that were not 
internalised and lysed using a solution of HEPES (20 mM), NaCl (125 mM) and sodium dodecyl sulphate (SDS) 
(2%). The relative optical density (O.D.) was measured at 521 nm using a Varioscan Flash microplate reader 
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Basingstoke, UK). A fluorescein calibration curve was produced by dilution of a stock 
solution of fluorescein (100 mM) (Sigma-Aldrich, Poole, UK) in PBS supplemented with cell lysate. Mass of fluo-
rescein PM−1 was calculated as the ratio between the mass of fluorescein present in PMs solution by the concen-
tration of PMs ml−1. For quantification at the single cell level, raw data was extracted from FCS files using Matlab 
(Mathworks, Cambridge, UK) and analysed using Microsoft Excel.

Statistical analysis. The data was tested for normal distribution using the D’Agostino-Pearson normality 
test using graph pad prism software (GraphPad Software, La Jolla, USA). Parametric tests were carried out for 
normally distributed data, whereas non-parametric tests were used for skewed data. Comparisons between dif-
ferent treatments were made using one-way or two-way ANOVA, followed by either Tukey’s or Dunn’s post hoc 
test. Statistical significance was defined as * p <  0.05, * * p <  0.01, * * * p <  0.001, * * * * p <  0.0001 and n.s. p ≥  0.05.

References
1. Lomas, H. et al. Efficient encapsulation of plasmid DNA in pH-sensitive PMPC-PDPA polymersomes: study of the effect of PDPA 

block length on copolymer-DNA binding affinity. Macromol Biosci 10, 513–530 (2010).
2. Nahire, R. et al. Multifunctional polymersomes for cytosolic delivery of gemcitabine and doxorubicin to cancer cells. Biomaterials 

35, 6482–6497 (2014).
3. Liu, G. et al. The highly efficient delivery of exogenous proteins into cells mediated by biodegradable chimaeric polymersomes. 

Biomaterials 31, 7575–7585 (2010).
4. Roy, S. et al. Cell-specific targeting in the mouse inner ear using nanoparticles conjugated with a neurotrophin-derived peptide 

ligand: potential tool for drug delivery. Int J Pharm 390, 214–224 (2010).
5. Gallon, E. et al. Triblock Copolymer Nanovesicles for pH-Responsive Targeted Delivery and Controlled Release of siRNA to Cancer 

Cells. Biomacromolecules 16, 1924–1937 (2015).
6. Li, N. et al. Co-delivery of doxorubicin hydrochloride and verapamil hydrochloride by pH-sensitive polymersomes for the reversal 

of multidrug resistance. RSC Adv. 5, 77986–77995 (2015).
7. Yangwei, D. et al. Poly(ε -caprolactone)-block-Polysarcosine by Ring-Opening Polymerization of Sarcosine N-Thiocarboxyanhydride: 

Synthesis and Thermo-responsive Self-Assembly. Biomacromolecules doi: 10.1021/acs.biomac.5b00930 (2015).
8. Lale, S. V., Kumar, A., Prasad, S., Bharti, A. C. & Koul, V. Folic Acid and Trastuzumab Functionalized Redox Responsive 

Polymersomes for Intracellular Doxorubicin Delivery in Breast Cancer. Biomacromolecules 16, 1736–1752 (2015).
9. Vasdekis, A. E., Scott, E. A., O’Neil, C. P., Psaltis, D. & Hubbell, J. A. Precision Intracellular Delivery Based on Optofluidic 

Polymersome Rupture. ACS Nano 6, 7850–7857 (2012).
10. Cabane, E., Malinova, V., Menon, S., Palivan, C. G. & Meier, W. Photoresponsive polymersomes as smart{,} triggerable nanocarriers. 

Soft Matter 7, 9167–9176 (2011).
11. Ahmed, F. & Discher, D. E. Self-porating polymersomes of PEG-PLA and PEG-PCL: hydrolysis-triggered controlled release vesicles. 

J Control Release 96, 37–53 (2004).
12. Cheng, C. J., Tietjen, G. T., Saucier-Sawyer, J. K. & Saltzman, W. M. A holistic approach to targeting disease with polymeric 

nanoparticles. Nat Rev Drug Discov advance on (2015).
13. Chen, X., Barg, S. & Almers, W. Release of the styryl dyes from single synaptic vesicles in hippocampal neurons. J. Neurosci. 28, 

1894–1903 (2008).
14. Sorrell, I. et al. Combined mathematical modelling and experimentation to predict polymersome uptake by oral cancer cells. 

Nanomedicine 10, 339–348 (2014).
15. Zhang, L. W. & Monteiro-Riviere, N. A. Mechanisms of quantum dot nanoparticle cellular uptake. Toxicol. Sci. 110, 138–55 (2009).
16. Gottstein, C., Wu, G., Wong, B. J. & Zasadzinski, J. A. Precise quantification of nanoparticle internalization. ACS Nano 7, 4933–4945 

(2013).
17. Summers, H. D. et al. Quantification of Nanoparticle Dose and Vesicular Inheritance in Proliferating Cells. ACS Nano 7, 6129–6137 

(2013).
18. Qiu, F. et al. Real-Time Monitoring of Anticancer Drug Release with Highly Fluorescent Star-Conjugated Copolymer as a Drug 

Carrier. Biomacromolecules 15, 1355–1364 (2014).
19. Wu, E. C. et al. Oxidation-triggered release of fluorescent molecules or drugs from mesoporous Si microparticles. ACS Nano 2, 

2401–2409 (2008).
20. Cui, W. et al. Fluorescent nanoparticles of chitosan complex for real-time monitoring drug release. Langmuir 27, 8384–8390 (2011).
21. Liu, J. et al. Real-Time In Vivo Quantitative Monitoring of Drug Release by Dual-Mode Magnetic Resonance and Upconverted 

Luminescence Imaging. Angew. Chemie Int. Ed. 53, 4551–4555 (2014).
22. Weinstain, R., Segal, E., Satchi-Fainaro, R. & Shabat, D. Real-time monitoring of drug release. Chem Commun 46, 553–555 (2010).
23. Semmling, M. et al. A novel flow-cytometry-based assay for cellular uptake studies of polyelectrolyte microcapsules. Small 4, 

1763–1768 (2008).
24. Massignani, M. et al. Controlling cellular uptake by surface chemistry, size, and surface topology at the nanoscale. Small 5, 

2424–2432 (2009).
25. Massignani, M. et al. Enhanced fluorescence imaging of live cells by effective cytosolic delivery of probes. PLoS One 5, (2010).
26. LoPresti, C. et al. Controlling Polymersome Surface Topology at the Nanoscale by Membrane Confined Polymer/Polymer Phase 

Separation. ACS Nano 5, 1775–1784 (2011).
27. Weinstein, J. N., Yoshikami, S., Henkart, P., Blumenthal, R. & Hagins, W. A. Liposome-cell interaction: transfer and intracellular 

release of a trapped fluorescent marker. Science (80-.). 195, 489–492 (1977).
28. Weinstein, J. N., Blumenthal, R., Sharrow, S. O. & Henkart, P. A. Antibody-mediated targeting of liposomes. Binding to lymphocytes 

does not ensure incorporation of vesicle contents into the cells. Biochim Biophys Acta 509, 272–288 (1978).
29. Straubinger, R. M., Hong, K., Friend, D. S. & Papahadjopoulos, D. Endocytosis of liposomes and intracellular fate of encapsulated 

molecules: encounter with a low pH compartment after internalization in coated vesicles. Cell 32, 1069–1079 (1983).
30. Johnston, A. H., Dalton, P. D. & Newman, T. A. Polymersomes, smaller than you think: ferrocene as a TEM probe to determine core 

structure. J. Nanoparticle Res. 12, 1997–2001 (2010).
31. Buckiova, D. et al. Minimally invasive drug delivery to the cochlea through application of nanoparticles to the round window 

membrane. Nanomedicine (Lond) 7, 1339–1354 (2012).
32. Saremi, S., Atyabi, F., Akhlaghi, S. P., Ostad, S. N. & Dinarvand, R. Thiolated chitosan nanoparticles for enhancing oral absorption 

of docetaxel: preparation, in vitro and ex vivo evaluation. Int. J. Nanomedicine 6, 119–28 (2011).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 2Scientific RepoRts | 6:29460 | DOI: 10.1038/srep29460

33. Filipe, V., Hawe, A. & Jiskoot, W. Critical evaluation of Nanoparticle Tracking Analysis (NTA) by NanoSight for the measurement of 
nanoparticles and protein aggregates. Pharm Res 27, 796–810 (2010).

34. Sjöback, R., Nygren, J. & Kubista, M. Absorption and fluorescence properties of fluorescein. Spectrochim. Acta Part A Mol. Biomol. 
Spectrosc. 51, L7–L21 (1995).

35. Niesman, M. R., Khoobehi, B. & Peyman, G. A. Encapsulation of sodium fluorescein for dye release studies. Invest Ophthalmol Vis 
Sci 33, 2113–2119 (1992).

36. Weinstein, J. N., Blumenthal, R. & Klausner, R. D. Carboxyfluorescein leakage assay for lipoprotein-liposome interaction. Methods 
Enzymol. 128, 657–68 (1986).

37. Discher, B. M. et al. Polymersomes: tough vesicles made from diblock copolymers. Science (80-. ). 284, 1143–1146 (1999).
38. Subramaniam, K. S. et al. Cancer-associated fibroblasts promote proliferation of endometrial cancer cells. PLoS One 8, e68923 

(2013).
39. Geng, Y. & Discher, D. E. Hydrolytic degradation of poly(ethylene oxide)-block-polycaprolactone worm micelles. J Am Chem Soc 

127, 12780–12781 (2005).
40. Li, S., Molina, I., Martinez, M. B. & Vert, M. Hydrolytic and enzymatic degradations of physically crosslinked hydrogels prepared 

from PLA/PEO/PLA triblock copolymers. J. Mater. Sci. Mater. Med. 13, 81–6 (2002).
41. Ahmed, F. et al. Shrinkage of a rapidly growing tumor by drug-loaded polymersomes: pH-triggered release through copolymer 

degradation. Mol. Pharm. 3, 340–50 (2006).
42. Ostacolo, L. et al. In vitro anticancer activity of docetaxel-loaded micelles based on poly(ethylene oxide)-poly(epsilon-caprolactone) 

block copolymers: Do nanocarrier properties have a role? J Control Release 148, 255–263 (2010).
43. LoPresti, C. et al. Controlling polymersome surface topology at the nanoscale by membrane confined polymer/polymer phase 

separation. ACS Nano 5, 1775–1784 (2011).
44. Xin, H. et al. Angiopep-conjugated poly(ethylene glycol)-co-poly(epsilon-caprolactone) nanoparticles as dual-targeting drug 

delivery system for brain glioma. Biomaterials 32, 4293–4305 (2011).
45. Conte, C. et al. Biodegradable core-shell nanoassemblies for the delivery of docetaxel and Zn(II)-phthalocyanine inspired by 

combination therapy for cancer. J Control Release 167, 40–52 (2013).
46. Chernenko, T. et al. Label-free Raman spectral imaging of intracellular delivery and degradation of polymeric nanoparticle systems. 

ACS Nano 3, 3552–9 (2009).
47. Chernenko, T. et al. Label-Free Raman Microspectral Analysis for Comparison of Cellular Uptake and Distribution between Non-

Targeted and EGFR-Targeted Biodegradable Polymeric Nanoparticles. Drug Deliv. Transl. Res. 3, 10.1007/s13346–013–0178–3 (2013).
48. Smart, P. L. & Laidlaw, I. M. S. An evaluation of some fluorescent dyes for water tracing. Water Resour. Res. 13, 15–33 (1977).
49. Evans, N. D., Gnudi, L., Rolinski, O. J., Birch, D. J. S. & Pickup, J. C. Glucose-dependent changes in NAD(P)H-related fluorescence 

lifetime of adipocytes and fibroblasts in vitro: potential for non-invasive glucose sensing in diabetes mellitus. J. Photochem. Photobiol. 
B. 80, 122–9 (2005).

50. Schneckenburger, H., Stock, K., Lyttek, M., Strauss, W. S. L. & Sailer, R. Fluorescence lifetime imaging (FLIM) of rhodamine 123 in 
living cells. Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 3, 127–31 (2004).

51. Kim, J. A., Åberg, C., Salvati, A. & Dawson, K. A. Role of cell cycle on the cellular uptake and dilution of nanoparticles in a cell 
population. Nat. Nanotechnol. 7, 62–8 (2012).

52. Summers, H. D. et al. Statistical analysis of nanoparticle dosing in a dynamic cellular system. Nature nanotechnology 6, 170–174 
(2011).

53. Ehrlich, M. et al. Endocytosis by random initiation and stabilization of clathrin-coated pits. Cell 118, 591–605 (2004).
54. Kulkarni, S. A. & Feng, S.-S. Effects of particle size and surface modification on cellular uptake and biodistribution of polymeric 

nanoparticles for drug delivery. Pharm. Res. 30, 2512–22 (2013).
55. Unciti-Broceta, J. D. et al. Number of Nanoparticles per Cell through a Spectrophotometric Method - A key parameter to Assess 

Nanoparticle-based Cellular Assays. Sci. Rep. 5, 10091 (2015).
56. Le Trequesser, Q. et al. Single cell in situ detection and quantification of metal oxide nanoparticles using multimodal correlative 

microscopy. Anal Chem 86, 7311–7319 (2014).
57. Ware, M. J. et al. Analysis of the influence of cell heterogeneity on nanoparticle dose response. ACS Nano 8, 6693–700 (2014).
58. Chang, E. H. et al. Nanomedicine: Past, present and future - A global perspective. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. doi: 10.1016/j.

bbrc.2015.10.136 (2015).
59. Oerlemans, C. et al. Polymeric Micelles in Anticancer Therapy: Targeting, Imaging and Triggered Release. Pharm. Res. 27, 

2569–2589 (2010).
60. Eliasof, S. et al. Correlating preclinical animal studies and human clinical trials of a multifunctional, polymeric nanoparticle. Proc. 

Natl. Acad. Sci. 110, 15127–15132 (2013).
61. Thakor, A. S. & Gambhir, S. S. Nanooncology: The future of cancer diagnosis and therapy. CA. Cancer J. Clin. 63, 395–418 (2013).

Acknowledgements
We gratefully acknowledge support from the Medical Research Council, U.K., (Grant number MR/J004103/1), 
Wessex Medical Research, UoS Research Management Committee, Nanoear FP6 (FP-6 NMP4-CT-2006), a Vice 
Chancellor’s award from Malaya University, Malaysia, awarded to TAN, YCC, and the Institute for Life Sciences, 
Southampton, U.K. We also would like to thank Justin Baker for contributing to the pilot experiments, and David 
Johnston for technical help with confocal microscopy.

Author Contributions
T.A.N., A.H.J. and N.D.E. conceived the study. E.S., A.H.J., T.A.N. and N.D.E., designed the experiments. E.S., 
J.L.B. and A.H.J., performed the experiments and collected data for characterisation and microscopy uptake 
studies. E.S. and A.A.J., performed the experiments and collected data for the single cell analyses. N.D.E., 
E.S., T.A.N. and P.S.S., performed the analyses. T.A.N. and N.D.E., supervised data collection and wrote the 
manuscript. Y.L.W, Y.C.C., and R.O.C.O., contributed to the discussion of data and the writing of early drafts 
of the manuscript, with emphasis on the clinical utility and need for the study. T.A.N. and N.D.E. contributed 
equally to the study. All authors discussed the results and commented on the manuscript.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at http://www.nature.com/srep
Competing financial interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Scarpa, E. et al. Quantification of intracellular payload release from polymersome 
nanoparticles. Sci. Rep. 6, 29460; doi: 10.1038/srep29460 (2016).

http://www.nature.com/srep


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

13Scientific RepoRts | 6:29460 | DOI: 10.1038/srep29460

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images 
or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, 

unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative Commons license, 
users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Quantification of intracellular payload release from polymersome nanoparticles
	Results and Discussion
	Polymersomes stably encapsulate and retain fluorescein at high concentrations. 
	Fluorescein-loaded PMs are actively taken up by mammalian cells and subsequently release their payload intracellularly. 
	Intracellular payload release can be quantified at single-cell resolution, revealing heterogeneity in cellular delivery. 

	Conclusion
	Material and Methods
	PM preparation. 
	Dynamic light scattering (DLS). 
	Nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA). 
	Fluorescence intensity. 
	Fluorescein encapsulation and release in vitro. 
	Cell culture. 
	Confocal microscopy. 
	Energy-dependent internalization. 
	Cytofluorimetry. 
	Quantification of the number of PMs per cell. 
	Statistical analysis. 

	Acknowledgements
	Author Contributions
	Figure 1.  The principle of use of quenched fluorescein to measure intracellular payload delivery (I) PEG-b-PCL block copolymers self-assemble in an aqueous environment to form polymersome structures.
	Figure 2.  Characterization of PEG-PCL polymersomes (PMs).
	Figure 3.  High concentration packaging of fluorescein in PMs quenches fluorescence.
	Figure 4.  Fluorescein-loaded PMs are actively taken up by mammalian cells and subsequent release their payload intracellularly.
	Figure 5.  The intracellular mass of fluorescein is proportional to extracellular PM concentration.
	Figure 6.  Intracellular payload release can be quantified at single-cell resolution and reveals heterogeneity in cellular delivery (A) Estimated number of PMs internalized per cell after 1 hour (black), 3 hours (red) or 24 hour (blue) incubation wi



 
    
       
          application/pdf
          
             
                Quantification of intracellular payload release from polymersome nanoparticles
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2016). doi:10.1038/srep29460
            
         
          
             
                Edoardo Scarpa
                Joanne L. Bailey
                Agnieszka A. Janeczek
                Patrick S. Stumpf
                Alexander H. Johnston
                Richard O. C. Oreffo
                Yin L. Woo
                Ying C. Cheong
                Nicholas D. Evans
                Tracey A. Newman
            
         
          doi:10.1038/srep29460
          
             
                Nature Publishing Group
            
         
          
             
                © 2016 Nature Publishing Group
            
         
      
       
          
      
       
          © 2016 Macmillan Publishers Limited
          10.1038/srep29460
          2045-2322
          
          Nature Publishing Group
          
             
                permissions@nature.com
            
         
          
             
                http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep29460
            
         
      
       
          
          
          
             
                doi:10.1038/srep29460
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2016). doi:10.1038/srep29460
            
         
          
          
      
       
       
          True
      
   




