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This review is focused on the materials and methods used to fabricate closed-loop 

systems for type 1 diabetes therapy. Herein, we give a brief overview of current methods used 
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for patient care and discuss two types of possible treatments and the materials used for these 

therapies–(i) artificial pancreases, comprised of insulin producing cells embedded in a 

polymeric biomaterial, and (ii) totally synthetic pancreases formulated by integrating 

continuous glucose monitors with controlled insulin release through degradable polymers and 

glucose-responsive polymer systems. Both the artificial and the completely synthetic pancreas 

have two major design requirements: the device must be both biocompatible and be 

permeable to small molecules and proteins, such as insulin. Several polymers and fabrication 

methods of artificial pancreases are discussed: microencapsulation, conformal coatings, and 

planar sheets. We also review the two components of a completely synthetic pancreas. Several 

types of glucose sensing systems (including materials used for electrochemical, optical, and 

chemical sensing platforms) are discussed, in addition to various polymer-based release 

systems (including ethylene-vinyl acetate, polyanhydrides, and phenylboronic acid containing 

hydrogels). 

1. Introduction 

Type 1 diabetes is an autoimmune disease that results in the destruction of insulin 

producing beta cells in the islets of Langerhans.[1] According to the American Diabetes 

Association, type 1 and type 2 diabetes affects over 25.8 million people in the United States 

or about 8.3% of the population.[2] Furthermore, the direct and indirect costs of diabetes 

totaled $174 billion in 2007 in the USA.[2] This review discusses the materials used in the 

devices and implants used to treat diabetes. Current treatments often involve daily injection of 

insulin from recombinant human or animal sources.  

The regulation of insulin secreted by the beta cells of the pancreatic islets in response 

to blood glucose is a highly dynamic process. Briefly, the endocrine cells of the pancreas are 

grouped in the islets of Langerhans. Each islet has a population of alpha cells, which secrete 

glucagon, and a population of beta cells, which secrete insulin.[3] The concentration of glucose 

���3������3�� 



 Submitted to  
in the blood is regulated by insulin and glucagon, which are antagonistic hormones. Insulin 

lowers blood glucose levels by stimulating virtually all body cells except those of the brain to 

take up glucose from the blood. Blood glucose is also decreased by insulin through slowing 

the liver’s breakdown of glycogen, a polymeric form of glucose, and inhibiting the conversion 

of amino acids and fatty acids to sugar. Glucagon regulates blood sugar levels by signaling 

liver cells to increase glycogen hydrolysis, convert amino acids and fatty acids to glucose, and 

start releasing glucose back into circulation. Insulin is made when proinsulin is released from 

the pancreas and split into insulin and C-peptide in a one to one ratio.[3] C-peptide repairs the 

muscular layer of arteries and has beneficial therapeutic effects on many complications from 

diabetes.[4, 5] Another crucial component of blood glucose level regulation is somatostatin, 

which regulates the endocrine system through inhibition of both insulin and glucagon 

release.[3]  

Autoimmune destruction of beta cells in the pancreas leads to type 1 diabetes and an 

insulin deficiency. The ensuing lack of insulin results in increased glucose levels, which can 

be fatal unless treated. Currently, type 1 diabetics depend on daily injections of insulin or 

insulin pumps combined with glucose monitoring through meters. Complications arising from 

both high and low blood sugar levels are problematic for diabetics, in both acute and chronic 

timescales. High blood sugar levels cause fatigue and damage to organs and joints. 

Hypoglycemia can induce seizures, unconsciousness, brain damage, or death and is especially 

dangerous for diabetics while they are asleep.[3] Herein, the current state of developing 

therapies and the materials used in those therapies are discussed. 

 

2. Introduction of Therapeutics: Closed vs. Open 

2.1 Open-loop systems 
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In general, open-loop insulin delivery systems combine external insulin pumps with 

continuous glucose monitoring via a subcutaneous sensor. These systems are externally 

regulated through a variety of triggers, and ultimately rely upon patients to activate the system. 

For example, magnetically triggered systems are comprised of drug molecules and magnets or 

magnetic particles dispersed in a solid polymeric matrix. In the presence of an external 

oscillating magnetic field, the drug is released.[6] Both non-degradable, diffusion controlled, 

and degradable, erosion-controlled polymers have been developed to release drugs when 

exposed to ultrasound.[7, 8] Another example of open-loop systems is electrically controlled 

systems. In these systems, an applied electrical field can modulate drug flux.[9]  

The basic elements of diabetes treatment involve accurate glucose sensing coupled 

with appropriate insulin dosing. There are a variety of ways to achieve these two components, 

however. In current protocols for treating diabetes, sensing and delivery are wholly separated 

(“open-loop”). Testing informs dosing, but only via patient or physician interaction. There 

have been efforts towards algorithms that can accurately translate the same information, 

allowing for sensors to be directly coupled to a delivery vehicle (“closed-loop”), but thus far 

they have proved inefficacious in achieving normoglycemia.[10] 

With the advent of electrochemical glucose sensing,[11] patients have better tools to 

measure their blood-glucose levels. Current monitoring systems, for the most part, are based 

on the measurement of a sample of patient blood. They use disposable test strips that 

amperometrically determine the concentration with the help of an enzyme, typically glucose 

oxidase or glucose dehydrogenase.[11] The blood sample is most often taken by a finger-prick 

or a forearm-prick, and then as little as 600 nL[12] of blood is loaded into the testing well of 

the strip, which is connected to a device that applies a voltage and measures the calibrated 

current response, yielding a value for blood-glucose concentration. These readings offer the 

patient an up-to-the-minute analysis of their blood-glucose levels. Systems for this sort of 
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monitoring are sold by many companies, including Johnson & Johnson (LifeScan, One Touch 

Ultra), Arkray (Glucocard X-Meter), Bayer (Ascensia Contour), Abbott (Free-Style, Precision 

Xtra), and Accu-Chek (Aviva).[13–17] Insulin dosing amounts are calculated from the 

information derived by blood glucose measurements.[18, 19] Although blood draws are still the 

most prevalent method of monitoring, there are several systems that have come to market 

designed to be long-term, implantable glucose sensors, such as SCGM1 from Roche 

Diagnostics and GlucoDay marketed by A. Menarini IFR.[20, 21] These subcutaneous systems 

are currently functional for up to one week, after which time they must be replaced owing to 

protein deposition and a reduction in amperometric response.  

Insulin is still frequently delivered via subcutaneous injections. Solutions to the 

frequency of injections has come in the form of long-acting and short-acting formulations of 

insulin, which are available commercially through Eli Lilly and Lantus.[22] An injection is 

self-administered several times daily at meal-times, to handle the bolus (short-term) and basal 

(long-term) doses. These injections attempt to replicate the insulin normally delivered by a 

healthy pancreas. In an effort to alleviate the quantity of painful and repeated injections, there 

has been movement towards using insulin pumps.[1, 23] A pager-sized device connected to a 

catheter subcutaneously implanted in the patient externally controls the pumps. These devices 

are aimed at providing a constant basal dose of insulin, but are capable of delivering boluses 

at meal-times. The catheters are replaced intermittently, however, the level of comfort and 

control is increased with these systems.  

An alternative approach is provided by Medtronic, which offers the MiniMed MMT-

2007D implantable insulin pump (available for patients in Europe).[24] This pump is unique in 

that it is implanted in the peritoneal cavity of the patient (the intraperitoneal or i.p. space). 

This has tremendous advantages over subcutaneous delivery in that blood glucose stability is 

significantly improved via i.p. delivery.[25–27] It is comprised of an insulin reservoir, which can 
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be refilled with fresh insulin every 6-8 weeks via a tube that runs up to the subcutaneous area 

of the abdomen. It delivers insulin directly into the i.p. space via a specially designed catheter. 

Such a pump is wholly implanted and lasts for 7-10 years inside the patient.[28] 

Combinations of these sensing and delivery mechanisms have yet to achieve a perfect 

balance for patients.[10] This review covers some of the current systems and their materials 

science aspects, as well as focuses on new and developing technologies and the materials they 

are comprised of that offer cutting edge approaches to diabetes therapeutics.  

 

2.2. Closed-loop system 

In a closed-loop insulin delivery system, real-time data of glucose concentration is 

provided to an insulin source, which is able to respond with the precise amount of insulin 

necessary to maintain correct control of blood glucose levels.  “Closing the loop” has often 

been termed the “Holy Grail” of type 1 diabetes therapy, since continuous glucose monitoring 

is intimately linked with an insulin pump.[29, 30] Two types of closed-loop systems are 

described: explicit and implicit. 

 

2.2.1. Explicit closed-loop 

An explicit closed-loop system is one in which an insulin pump is interfaced with a 

continuous glucose monitor (CGM) and controlled through an insulin infusion algorithm.[29] 

These systems rely on the ability of the algorithm to accurately dispense the correct amount of 

insulin to maintain normoglycemia. The CGM sensor is typically implanted subcutaneously; 

therefore, key challenges in this area lies in the discrepancy between glucose levels in 

subcutaneous tissue and blood[31] and preventing biofouling of the sensor.[32] Poor 

biocompatibility limits device lifetime.[32]  
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2.2.2. Implicit closed-loop systems 

Implicit systems are those in which the device, be it a polymer-based drug delivery 

system or transplanted cells, senses glucose and responds by eluting insulin, or other 

important hormones, peptides, or small molecules, in direct response to glucose levels.[31] 

This review examines two types of implicit systems: (1) the artificial pancreas in which 

insulin producing cells are encapsulated in a material and transplanted into a recipient and (2) 

a synthetic pancreas which contains a sensing component and a releasing component, which 

may be combined into a “smart” insulin-releasing polymer. 

 

3. Artificial Pancreas: Encapsulating Cells 

Transplants of exogenous beta cells have been performed experimentally in both mice 

and humans, with significant proof-of-principal data being generated.  However, allogenic 

cells typically invoke a foreign body response requiring long-term immunosuppressive drugs 

to protect the transplanted tissue.[33] An alternative technique is to encapsulate transplanted 

beta cells are in a semi-permeable container, isolating and protecting them from the immune 

system (Figure 1(a)). [34, 35] 

Isolating the encapsulated islet cells from the host immune system must not inhibit the 

transport of small molecules and proteins, such as glucose, oxygen, and insulin. Materials 

used in this process must also be biocompatible, since materials themselves can induce a host 

response.[35] Implantation of biomaterials initiates a healing response by monocytes and 

neutrophils. Propagation of fibroblasts and vascular endothelial cells follows. As early as 3 to 

5 days following implantation, granulation tissue can form. Ultimately, granulation tissue will 

form a fibrous capsule surrounding the implant.[36] A material that achieves immuno-isolation 

but obstructs mass transport of nutrients will result in cell death. Furthermore, materials that 

allow diffusion of nutrients but maintain a molecular weight cut off that prevents insulin and 
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other hormones from freely diffusing will be inappropriate for therapeutic use. Just as 

important as diffusion, the biocompatibility of the material can result in device failure through 

host protein adsorption and fibrous encapsulation, which results in preventing insulin from 

diffusing out of the polymeric container and into the recipient.[37] 

 This section will discuss materials and methodologies for immune-isolating islets for 

transplantations including: islet encapsulation, conformal coatings, and planar sheets. 

.  

3.1. Islet encapsulation 

Microencapsulation provides a simple way to enclose bioactive materials within a 

semi-permeable polymeric membrane for the purpose of protecting the bioactive materials and 

releasing the enclosed substances or their products in a controlled fashion. One such method of 

encapsulation is through electrostatic droplet generation. For electrostatic droplet generation, a 

high voltage generates a temporary electrostatic charge on the beads during formation. This 

charge optimizes the spherical shape of the beads and eliminates bead clumps and coalescence. 

For polyanionic materials such as alginate, beads can be crosslinked with a divalent cation, 

such as barium chloride or calcium chloride, to form a gel.[38] Various materials have been 

used as biopolymeric coatings in islet microencapsulation. These have included alginate,[39] 

agarose,[40, 41] tissue-engineered chondrocytes,[42, 43] polyacrylates,[41, 43] and poly(ethylene 

glycol) (PEG)[44, 45]. Alginate-poly-L-lysine (PLL) -based microencapsulation of islets, first 

described by Lim and Sun,[39] were reported not to interfere with cellular function, and these 

microcapsules have been shown to be stable for years in small and large animals .[46–51] 

Additionally, several materials have been incorporated into alginate to reduce plasma 

adsorption, as semi-permeable membranes, and to alter the mechanical properties of the 

encapsulation material, such as PEG[45] and PLL.[52]  
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Another method for microencapsulation recently described by Dang et al.[53] employs 

micromolding systems based on polypropylene meshes. The polymer meshes were immersed 

in alginate solutions with and without INS-1 cells (a rat insulinoma cell line). Immediately 

after, the mesh was immersed in a crosslinking solution of calcium chloride. To release the 

particles, the mesh was agitated in buffer. This process also holds the ability to exclusively 

coat one side of the particles with a polycation, such as PLL, which may have advantageous 

properties in directed assembly of injected materials. This technique is an inexpensive method 

for encapsulating cells and is also capable of producing shapes not accessible through 

electrostatic droplet generation, such as squares, by changing the shape of the mesh pore. The 

viability of these cells along with their insulin response properties were maintained through 

this encapsulation process.[53]  

Soft-lithography techniques for production of alginate particles have been developed 

by Qui et al.[54] Through the use of polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) templates, Qui et al.[54] were 

able to control the size of the particles very precisely. To formulate particles, a PDMS mold 

was fabricated using a 10:1 mixture of PDMS and curing agent, which was poured onto a 

silicon master. The silicon master was lithographically patterned to produce the size and shape 

of particles desired. An alginate solution was poured into the PDMS mold and was crosslinked 

using a divalent cation solution, such as barium chloride or calcium chloride. The alginate 

gelled and were subsequently released in buffer. 

 

3.2. Conformal coatings 

Traditional electrostatic extrusion of islets encapsulated in alginate in coaxial gas flow 

represents one method to fabricate capsules. However, the position of encapsulated islets and 

thickness of the coating are difficult to control with this approach. It is estimated that during 

transplantation, 96% of the transplanted volume consists of alginate rather than islets, 
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meaning that a therapeutic dose of 10 mL of islet tissue requires implanting 270 mL of 

microcapsules.[55] Repeated transplantations only serve to exacerbate this problem. 

Furthermore, islets commonly protrude from capsules formulated through electrostatic 

encapsulation, which elicits foreign body responses post-transplantation.  

An alternative method to electrostatic microcapsule encapsulation, namely the 

conformal coatings of islets, presents as a solution to both the dosing volume and foreign 

body response problems. A wide variety of chemical functional groups can be conjugated to, 

or bioactive substances immobilized on the surface of, a cell via covalent conjugation, 

hydrophobic interaction, or electrostatic interaction.[56] Methods for conformal coatings are 

illustrated in Figure 1(b). Covalent conjugation of polymers to living cells has typically been 

achieved through reactions between the amino groups of membrane proteins and N-hydroxyl-

succinimidyl ester (NHS) or cyannuric chloride.[56] Islets chemically modified with a 

poly(ethylene glycol) (PEG) layer, which prevent foreign body responses thus abating the 

immunogenicity of the implanted islets, serve as effective therapy in diabetic rodents for at 

least 1 year when accompanied by cyclosporine, a commonly used immunosuppressant.[57] 

Unmodified islets remained viable for only 5 days without immunosuppressive therapy and 

12 days with therapy.[57] Another study of PEG modified islets demonstrated that a systemic 

over expression of heme oxygenase-1 (HO-1), a powerful cytoprotective agent that excels in 

inhibiting non-specific inflammation during the early stages following islet transplantation, 

results in complete survival of transplanted islets for 100 days without islet function 

impairment, when employed with a low dose of cyclosporine (1 mg/kg/day).[58] Complete 

rejection of islets, even with co-treatment of HO-1 expression and cyclosporine, occurred 

within 2 weeks.[58]  

A blood-mediated inflammatory reaction is triggered by islets when they come into 

contact with blood in the portal vein, resulting in the production of monocyte chemoattractant 
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protein-1, a cytokine that recruits macrophages.[59] Islet surface modification via covalent 

attachment of heparin to reduce this blood-mediated inflammatory reaction in transplantations 

has also been studied.[59] Heparinizing islets as opposed to systemic delivery of heparin 

presents an attractive alternative over systemic delivery in preventing the blood-mediated 

inflammation response to implants. Islets were biotinylated through exposure to an NHS 

conjugated biotin. The resulting islets were incubated with avidin and heparinized through 

macromolecular conjugates of heparin binding with the biotin/avidin complex. The resulting 

modified islets retained similar insulin release properties compared to unmodified islets. 

Allotransplantations of heparinized and unmodified rat islets from the same donor resulted in 

normoglycemia for 30 days.[59] In porcine models, allotransplantations of unmodified islets 

resulted in clotting and an increase in thrombin/antithrombin, an indicator of instant blood-

mediated inflammatory reaction. Allotransplants of heparinized islets attenuated 

thrombin/antithrombin levels and thrombi were scarce in the portal branches of the 

recipients.[59]  

Hydrophobic interactions between the hydrophobic alkyl chains of amphiphilic 

polymers and lipid bilayer membranes provide another method for conformal coating of islets. 

Poly(vinyl alcohol) (PVA)-PEG-lipid conjugates were spontaneously incorporated into cell 

membranes through hydrophobic interactions between the lipid bilayer of the cell membrane 

and the lipid portion of the conjugate.[40] Upon glucose stimulation, the PVA encapsulated 

islets responded similarly to unmodified islets. Enzymes, such as urokinase, can also be 

immobilized on islet cell surfaces through hydrophobic interactions with PVA derivatives.[60] 

The islets modified with urokinase displayed fibrinolytic properties, suggesting blood 

coagulation could be controlled. No significant differences in insulin response to glucose 

challenge assays were observed between the urokinase modified islets and control islets.[60]  
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Electrostatic interactions between negatively charged cell surfaces and cationic 

polymers are another possibility for coating islets. Further modification via layer-by-layer 

addition of anionic and cationic polymers allows for precise control of conformal coating 

thickness. Conformal coatings were first demonstrated by Zekorn et al.[61] in which a 

discontinuous density centrifugation gradient with the top most layer composed of islets 

suspended in sodium alginate was used to encapsulate islets. Denser spacer layers of ficoll 

contained barium chloride. During centrifugation, islets coated in sodium alginate cross the 

layer containing barium chloride and the alginate is cross-linked. Perfusion and static 

incubation glucose challenges of conformally coated islets exhibited the same insulin release 

properties as control islets. Calafiore et al.[62] reported that conformal coatings of alginate on 

islets immunoprotected both allo- and xenogenic transplants in diabetic rodent recipients. 

Upon transplantation in higher order mammals, conformal coatings were reported to fully 

immunoprotect islet allographs and temporarily protected xenographs.[62]  

 

3.3. Planar Sheets 

Planar islet sheets employ a reinforcing mesh, which adds mechanical strength and 

durability to the system, seen in Figure 1(c). Typically, an acellular alginate layer uniformly 

coats the sheet to form an immunoprotective barrier. Much like microencapsulated systems, 

the alginate layer serves to prevent host rejection of encapsulated cells while permitting 

diffusion of insulin, nutrients, and waste products.[63]  

Colton[64] has reported that the oxygen available to immunoisolated islets is reduced 

by 50% when crossing a barrier 25µm thick. Unlike microencapsulated islets, the 

immunoprotecting layer in planar sheets can be as thin as 50-75µm.[63] The 200µm barrier for 

the microencapsulated particles was reported to reduce oxygen flux and potentially impair 

insulin production. Another potential advantage of planar sheets is the high tissue density 
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loading that is possible. Islet sheets are capable of having 50% (v/v) islets, which reduces the 

necessary volume for transplantation, although possibly increasing oxygen requirements.[63]  

In addition to alginate, PVA hydrogels have been used to form islet sheets.[65] 

Xenotransplantation of rat islets encapsulated in PVA hydrogel sheets to diabetic mice 

resulted in significantly lower glucose levels for 30 days. 

 

4. Completely Synthetic Pancreas 

4.1. Sensing—Continuous Glucose Monitoring (CGM) 

4.1.1. Smart Materials for Pancreas Replacement  

As discussed previously, closed-loop delivery may be subdivided into two classes: 

explicit and implicit. Explicit methods involve a glucose sensor coupled to an insulin and 

glucagon delivery system via an algorithm for controlling dosing. These algorithms attempt to 

regulate blood glucose levels through releasing insulin based upon sensor readings.[66] Human 

studies indicate that these approaches can significantly improve glucose control.  While 

promising, challenges remain, and algorithms in combination with existing sensor and pump 

technology, have not yet been able to induce normoglycemia. Implicit methods involve 

completely self-regulating materials that sense and deliver insulin independent of 

computational, patient, or physician intervention.  

Totally synthetic pancreases are based on chemically-derived materials that will 

respond to glucose concentration by releasing insulin in a complimentary and controlled way, 

circumventing the need for explicit methods. This section will focus on the two major facets 

of the closed-loop approach. The first aspect is long-term, continuous glucose sensors, which 

encompasses materials that have been developed for glucose detection and monitoring, 

including nanotube based materials and electrochemical sensors. The second is glucose-
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responsive polymer materials, such as hydrogels, and degradable materials. These materials 

form the basis for the synthetic pancreas. 

 

4.1.2. Electrochemical Detection of Glucose 

Most attempts at explicit closed-loop systems involve an implanted electrochemical 

glucose sensor. [24, 67] These sensors must allow for rapid and accurate glucose measurement. 

Electrochemical glucose sensing, particularly using blood or peritoneal fluid, is perhaps the 

best available method for accomplishing these requirements. Blood-glucose test strips, for 

example, also rely on the electrochemical detection of glucose. Such sensors, whether 

implantable or external, typically consist of an enzyme, glucose oxidase (GOx) or glucose 

dehydrogenase (GDH), which is coupled to an electrochemical cell. A comprehensive review 

of the GOx enzyme was written by Wilson & Turner[68] in which GOx is discussed in detail. 

The enzyme is typically immobilized in a polymer matrix near the electrode surface, thus 

allowing for rapid detection via small-molecule mediators of the electrochemical processes. 

Heller & Feldman have made significant advances in blood-glucose monitoring and home test 

strips for diabetic patients, and have written several reviews on this topic.[69, 70] Enzymatic 

detection is a reliable and sensitive technique and still represents the most accurate sensing 

method. The reaction being monitored is the oxidation of glucose to gluconolactone, which 

rapidly hydrolyzes to gluconic acid. This is accomplished by the GOx enzyme, containing two 

molecules of its cofactor, flavin adenine dinucleotide (FAD) (Figure 2-c). This cofactor 

undergoes reduction as glucose is oxidized. It is also possible to detect the oxidation of 

glucose directly, via non-enzymatic methods.[71]  These chemistries are used in external test 

strips, wire-based intravenous and subcutaneous sensors, and other implantable monitoring 

systems.[69] 
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Materials for Mediator-less Glucose Detection 

Enzymatic sensors face several challenges as components of closed-loop systems. One 

of these complications arises from the insufficient stability of the enzyme that arises from the 

ability of non-native environments to degrade the enzyme.[71] This is especially important 

during the fabrication process, at which point the enzyme may be exposed to harmful 

environments. In particular, pHs below 2.0 and above 8.0 have shown significant decreases 

the enzymatic activity of GOx.[72, 73] Elevated temperatures – above 40°C – also result in 

degradation.[74] Another fabrication issue making non-enzymatic detection a more attractive 

option, is the immobilization of the enzyme.[71] The reproducibility of assembling these 

devices is crucial in maintaining consistent activity of the enzymes. For these reasons, non-

enzymatic glucose detection is of great interest in designing an artificial pancreas. 

Efforts towards overcoming the fabrication complications inherent in mediator based 

enzymatic sensors immobilized in polymers include the use of specially designed electrode 

materials, which are often fabricated with nanostructured metals, metal-oxides or alloys.[75, 76]  

Willner et al.[77] directly conjugated FAD to a gold electrode. They achieved this via 

immobilization of an organic disulfide monolayer – cystamine –on a gold surface through the 

interaction of the thiol group with the gold. Pyrroloquinoline quinone (PQQ) was covalently 

linked to the monolayer through a condensation reaction. The carboxylic acid group on the 

PQQ was activated through carbodiimide chemistry, allowing for modification of the surface 

with FAD. Subsequently, the fully functional form of GOx was reconstituted onto the Au-

FAD surface through treatment with apo-GOx, which is missing the FAD co-factor. This 

resulted in a fully integrated electrical contact between the gold electrode surface and the 

enzyme, allowing for a more direct variant of enzymatic-based electrochemical sensing, one 

without the typical need for a mediator and for a polymeric immobilization agent for the 

enzyme in question.[77] These systems still suffer the fabrication limitations inherent in 
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employing enzymes. To alleviate these restrictions, alloy systems devoid of enzymes were 

prepared through combinatorial methods by Mallouk et al.[78] The most successful alloys were 

able to oxidize glucose at substantially more negative potentials than pure platinum. 

Poisoning agents – such as ascorbic acid, uric acid, and 4-acetamidophenol – were oxidized at 

more positive potentials, thus enhancing the glucose signal and specificity.[78]  

Other attempts at non-enzymatic sensing include the use of conducting polymers, such 

as poly(aniline) (PANi), to mediate glucose oxidation. Phenylboronic acid (PBA) units are 

known to bind to sugars, specifically to 1,3-diols such as glucose[78, 79][75, 76]. Such a system 

was developed by Freund & Shoji, who copolymerized aniline with a boronic acid modified 

aniline monomer.[79] A glassy carbon electrode was coated with the polymer, referred to as 

poly(aniline boronic acid), and then subjected to varying biologically relevant glucose 

concentrations in vitro at physiological pH. The oxidation of glucose to gluconic acid resulted 

in a local pH change, which affected polymer conductivity. The PBA moiety brought the 

sugar in close proximity with the electrode. A linear correlation between the measurable 

change in current from oxidation and the concentration of glucose was found in the 3-14 mM 

range (54-252 mg/dL). One pitfall of this approach is that the poly(aniline boronic acid) is not 

specific for glucose. Interfering sugars – such as fructose – have a higher affinity for the 

enzyme binding site, resulting in much higher signals for non-glucose molecules. This results 

in a nonspecific signal for blood glucose levels and may lead to false readings.[79–81] This 

drawback does not exist for GOx-based sensors, as these enzymes are inherently glucose-

specific in their binding event. Future work includes the development of polymer systems 

with bis-boronic acid moieties, used in other cases[78] for enhancing the specificity of glucose-

binding, while reducing the interference by other sugar moieties.[78]  

 

Materials for Redox-mediation of GOx  
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Electrochemical glucose sensing requires coupling the active enzyme to the electrode 

such that the accompanying potential of the reduction of FAD can be monitored. This has 

been accomplished with a variety of mediators (organic, inorganic, and hybrid materials).[82–

86] Another byproduct of glucose oxidation is peroxide, which can be detected by the use of 

horseradish peroxidase (HRP).[82, 84–86] Inorganic mediators aid in detection of the 

oxygen/peroxide elements of the GOx reaction. They are often not ideal due to solubility 

issues associated with O2, however there are commercial sensors available which use these 

elements, along with Fe(CN)-3/-4 mediators. Organic/Inorganic hybrid redox mediators are 

often a polymer with a pendant redox center. Heller et al. used GOx immobilized inside 

materials, such as hydrogels, bearing electroactive redox centers based upon osmium 

complexes. Notably, an electron-conducting hydrogel system was constructed using poly(4-

vinylpyridine) with a tethered Os+2/+3 complex with three di-N-alkylated-2,2'-diimidazole 

units.[83, 84] Figure 2-a shows the chemical structure of such a hybrid mediator system. The 

polymer was water soluble and was combined with GOx. Such materials can be subsequently 

crosslinked into a hydrogel using a variety of materials, such as polyethylene glycol 

diglycidyl ether, followed by a hydration step.[85] The tether was 13 atoms long and the 

pyridine units on the backbone were quaternized at the tether site, for water solubility. These 

redox centers effectively shuttle electrons to the electrode during the oxidation of glucose by 

GOx. Another system by Willner et al. employed Au nanoparticle composites with 

oligoaniline moieties for GOx mediation.[86] The result was a sensitive and glucose-selective 

bioelectrocatalytic electrode system with the potential for miniaturization.  

Organic redox mediator materials have historically been small molecule systems, 

although they also include polymeric quinones.[87] Polymers are more ideal than small 

molecule mediators, as they cannot leech from the electrode surface and cause errors or drifts 

in the observed current. Recently, conjugated polymers have found utility as mediators. 
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Thompson et al. have accomplished the direct-wiring of GOx to a conducting polymer.[88] 

They employed vapor phase polymerization (VPP) of poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) 

(PEDOT) followed by incubation with a solution of GOx. The resulting composite film 

exhibited clear peaks in the cyclic voltammogram corresponding to the redox behavior of 

GOx at -0.58V and -0.43V (vs. Ag/AgCl).  

 

Implantable Sensors for Continuous Glucose Monitoring Systems (CGMS) 

 Continuous monitoring of glucose is an essential component of a closed-loop delivery 

system. Many electrochemical sensors have been designed for implantation in the body, and 

considerations have been made for anti-biofouling. The sensors can often remain accurate for 

up to one week, and commercially available CGMS monitors, such as the DexCom SEVEN+, 

the Medtronic MiniMed, and the Abbott FreeStyle Navigator, are user-replaced. [13, 28, 89] Thus 

far, there has been no more permanent solution to electrode fouling, which leads to significant 

reading errors.[90] Promising work in implantable sensors includes the development of user-

replaced subcutaneous systems that are commercially available.[91] Much work has been done 

on membranes, often comprised of derivatized poly(urethanes) that serve to enhance anti-

biofouling and prolong sensor lifetimes.  Titanium is often used as a protective housing for 

implantable devices, to prevent fibrosis over the active portion of the implant. Further, 

materials such as hydrogels, phosphorylcholines, poly(urethane)s derivatized with polar 

phospholipid groups, and innumerable others are also used for the organic interfaces of the 

implant, which are required for both sensing and delivery components of the devices.[90] 

These materials must be mechanically robust, as well as biocompatible.[92] Several implanted 

systems are based on microdialysis, available as SCGM1 from Roche Diagnostics[20] and 

GlucoDay from A. Menarini IFR.[21]  

���19������19�� 



 Submitted to  
Some sensors are based on the detection of oxygen, such as the implantable 

subcutaneous sensor developed by Lucisano et al.[93] It comprised GOx immobilized in a 

protein hydrogel matrix of albumin and glutaraldehyde. The sensor arrays were fabricated on 

an alumina disc and were covered by a layer of PDMS that had wells over each platinum 

electrode, which contained the GOx/hydrogel composite. The housing for the system was 

titanium; the device was hermetically sealed. Figure 2-b shows an image of this device. The 

sensor was implanted subcutaneously in pigs and the blood glucose signals were calibrated 

after two weeks. This time scale was chosen due to the initial signal loss reaching an 

asymptotic value approximately two weeks after implantation. From then on, monitoring 

proceeded for close to two years and the glucose concentrations were correlated with blood-

glucose levels. As with all subcutaneous systems, a delay was present between the 

concentration in the blood and that measured by the interstitial fluid (ISF) of the subcutaneous 

sensor. There remains much to be done, however, as a truly long-term sensor must balance 

biofouling, accuracy, invasiveness, and reproducibility. Any subcutaneous sensor must be 

used with an algorithm to attempt to model the blood-glucose value from interstitial 

measurements, in order to achieve accurate insulin dosing.  

Modern, implantable glucose sensors have tremendous potential, but technological 

limitations remain. The biocompatibility of biomaterials used for sensor implantation is one of 

the major barriers to long-term function. Implantable glucose sensor materials used to date are 

known to induce inflammation and lead to tissue capsule formation and sensor failure.[90] 

While implantable glucose sensors have great potential, existing sensors require regular 

replacement, with subcutaneous sensors lasting up to 7 days, though fouling of the sensor can 

reduce this to 2-4 days and some manufacturers recommend replacement after 3 days.[69, 94] 

Intravenous implantable needle-type sensors perform worse, lasting a maximum of 48 hours. 

Furthermore, implantable sensors must be repeatedly calibrated (as often as every 6 hours), 
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undermining improved patient compliance.[95] The foreign body response to these implantable 

sensors results in changes in glucose diffusion to the sensor, leading to inaccurate readings.[90] 

Implantable sensors provide blood glucose readings, but to date have not been co-fabricated 

with a delivery system (other than via wiring to an externally controllable insulin pump).  

In addition, a significant sub-population of diabetics are unable to get stable, durable 

glucose sensing from existing devices.[96] Current-generation sensors are also limited in their 

ability to recover from device failure. Most devices rely on single-sensor architectures and 

thus are more prone to catastrophic failure. This means that, should the single-sensor fail, 

there is no back-up sensor available to restore functionality to the device. Nor is there an array 

of sensors present to offer any sort of average readings. Reliance on a single-sensor system 

may prove ineffective for the realization of true long-term sensing. Redundancy of this sort is 

not inherent in current systems, an issue that requires attention for future-generation 

technologies.  

Some novel attempts at solving the problem of biofouling for electrochemical sensors 

have taken a microneedle-based approach.[97–101] Microneedles have been developed for 

efficient transcutaneous delivery of a variety of drugs and therapeutics, including insulin 

(using programmable insulin pumps and a microneedle-based catheter, of sorts). These are 

metallic and polymeric delivery devices are non-invasive and painless to the patient, which 

can improve compliance amongst diabetics. These sensors are relatively non-invasive, and 

thus user-replaced sensor devices might be much easier to handle and much less painful for 

the patient.  

Microneedles exist in a variety of architectures, depending on their purpose.[102] The 

diameter ranges from 50 to 150 μm at the base, with a length from microns to hundreds of 

microns, generally long enough to achieve transdermal penetration. To deliver therapeutics, 

solid needles are often coated with biodegradable polymers containing various therapeutics to 
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release drug over time or are themselves biodegradable / erodable. Electrochemical sensors 

have been developed using hollow microneedles that pierce into the subcutaneous space and, 

through capillary action, wick interstitial fluid away towards an electrochemical sensor.[103–107] 

Narayan et al. have used carbon-fiber based sensors inserted into the cavity of hollow 

microneedles to accomplish direct-sensing of analytes such as peroxide and ascorbic acid, 

though they did not explore glucose sensing with this architecture.[103] Liepmann et al. have 

used the wicking process to draw interstitial fluid through the hollow needle towards a flat 

sensor located on the other side of the silicon-based microneedle array. The system employs a 

dialysis membrane at the base of the microneedle. Dialysis fluid is flowed along a channel at 

the anterior of the array, which carries the analyte fluid through a diffusion barrier and on to 

the three-electrode GOx-based sensing component.[104]  

Wang et al. take this one step further and have assembled an actual RF device for 

signaling the readings taken by such arrays.[106] These flat sensors are based on the same 

technology as glucose monitoring test strips and other implantable sensors, though they are 

treated for longer-term stability using many of the aforementioned coatings.  

Microneedles, as a platform, offer some exciting possibilities for the future of CGMS. 

The advantages of such a non-invasive sensor, however, open up the possibility for enhancing 

patient comfort, affording continuous monitoring, and allowing easily-replaceable platforms 

for both short and long-term sensing needs.  

 

4.1.3. Optical Detection of Glucose 

Efforts towards non-invasive or minimally invasive glucose monitoring have focused 

on many optical sensors. Indeed, the first work on glucose monitoring was performed 

optically.[11] The changeover to the aforementioned electrochemical systems came after 1987, 

when Higgins et al. introduced a pen-sized monitor.[11] Optical methods were based on the 
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GOx reaction, as well, but resulted in a change in the absorption characteristics of a dye 

immobilized on the test strip.[107] Since then, advances in the field have exploited fluorescence, 

infrared (IR), and Raman spectroscopy towards in vivo glucose sensing. These approaches 

have the potential to be coupled to an explicit closed-loop delivery system. This section 

highlights the most recent developments in the materials used for optical sensors.  

 

Fluorescence-based Glucose Sensors 

Fluorescence sensors represent the most pervasive type of optical sensor studied for 

glucose detection. Most are based on intensity variance caused by a change in glucose 

concentration. Significant work on boronic acid based small-molecule fluorescent probes for 

the detection of a variety of saccharides, including glucose, was recently reviewed by 

Wolfbeis and Mader.[80] Polymeric systems must combine affinity and permeability for 

glucose, a fluorescent moiety, and the ability to function in biological systems. Singaram et al. 

have used the quenching of an anionic dye with a viologen imbedded within a polymeric 

matrix.[108] The hydrogel scaffold was composed of poly(2-hydroxyethylmethacrylate) 

(pHEMA), which is a non-toxic system that is also not easily degraded (Figure 3(a)). When 

glucose binds to the PBA moiety, the viologen-dye complex dissociates and fluorescence 

recovery occurred. Up to 20% greater intensity was observed and the range of measurable 

glucose concentrations was from 2.5-20 mM (45-360 mg/dL). Though the system is still 

slightly more selective for fructose (2-fold), the relative concentration of glucose to fructose 

in the blood compensates for this difference. The same group also accomplished in vivo 

testing of an optimized version of the sensor. The preferred quencher:dye ratio was found to 

be 10:1 as this provided linear signals when subjected to biologically relevant glucose levels. 

The hydrogel-sensor mixture was adhered (with a common veterinary soft tissue adhesive) to 

a fiber tip and yielded continuous glucose readings for ten months.[109] An alternative 
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approach was taken by Tao et al., who used polymers bearing PBA units and pyrene or 

naphthalene pendants. Glucose binding with the PBA units causes the polymer to rearrange in 

such a way as to align the pendant aromatic units. This overlap is detectable under UV 

irradiation.[110]  

Fluorescence Resonance Energy Transfer (FRET) is also used for optical glucose 

detection. Klimant and Zenkl used fluorescent acrylamide nanoparticles bearing PBA units 

for this purpose.[81] A donor and acceptor were incorporated into the polymer of N,N'-

methylenebis(acrylamide), 3-acrylamidophenylboronic acid, and N-isopropylacrylamide in 

varying ratios. The hydrogel of this polymer swelled in response to glucose, which caused a 

change in the distance between donor and acceptor dyes. The fluorescence difference was 

correlated to glucose concentration. Willner et al. functionalized CdSe-ZnS quantum dots 

(QDs) in order to analyze the competitive binding of dopamine and saccharides, such as 

glucose.[111] Similarly, FRET efficiency was modulated in response to glucose concentration 

such that glucose binding disrupts the conjugation between QD donor and dye acceptor 

moieties.  

Among early work done on IR-based glucose sensors was the analysis of EDTA blood 

by attenuated total reflectance infrared spectroscopy (ATR-IR) from Heise et al.[112] However, 

most work related to the infrared region is not carried out with FTIR or ATR-IR but rather 

fluorescence emission in the IR or near-IR (NIR) region. For example, Pitner et al. used 

excimers from thiol-reactive squarine molecules that emit above 650 nm and detected glucose 

via enhanced fluorescence intensity.[113] The NIR is a highly desirable region for sensing, 

primarily because there is little to no biological interference for signals beyond ~650 nm, 

making detection peaks in this area less noisy and more amenable to accurate and specific 

readings. Secondly, visible fluorescence often requires high-energy excitations, which may 

cause long term damage to tissues or sensing materials.  
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Much focus on NIR-fluorescent glucose sensors lies in single walled carbon nanotubes 

(SWNTs) because they do not photobleach, like many other dyes, and would thus form 

longer-lasting and more accurate sensor components. Strano et al. developed a system in 

which nanotubes were excited at 785 nm and fluoresced anywhere from 950 nm to 1300 nm, 

depending on the structure, orientation and modification of the nanotube. Potassium 

ferricyanide [K3Fe(CN)6] reversibly adsorbs to the surface of SWNTs and quenches or shifts 

fluorescence. Using nanotubes suspended in GOx solutions, they showed that relative 

fluorescence intensity increases upon sequential addition of glucose.[114] They also explored 

nanotube aggregation for glucose sensing, wherein phenoxy-derivatized dextran, which is a 

polysaccharide that acted as an analogue of glucose, was attached to the SWNTs. Using 

concavalin A (ConA), aggregation was found to occur and photoluminescence decreased. 

ConA has specific binding sites for sugars at physiological pH, which was used to induce 

aggregation of the dextran-coated SWNTs. Upon addition of controlled amounts of glucose 

(3-11 mM or 54-198 mg/dL), the aggregates dissociated because of competitive binding of 

glucose with ConA (Figure 3(b)).[115] Another novel system employed DNA-wrapped 

SWNTs for glucose detection. Karachevtsev et al. immobilized GOx on nanotubes and 

demonstrated that it retained its structure and function. Potassium ferricyanide was added to 

quench fluorescence (emission at 1146 nm), which was restored upon sequential addition of 

glucose.[116]  

 

Raman Spectroscopy-based Glucose Sensors 

Raman spectroscopy, more specifically surface enhanced Raman scattering (SERS), 

has been explored for its potential utility in glucose monitoring.  Van Duyne et al. developed 

silver film nanosphere (AgFON) substrates which were coated with (1-mercaptoundeca-11-

yl)tri(ethylene glycol) (EG3).[117] These EG3 layers were developed as mimics for the 
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aqueous humor, the aqueous substance filling the space between the lens and the cornea, and 

formed 2 nm bilayers on the noble metal surfaces. EG3 partitions showed affinity for glucose 

and resisted fouling by protein or enzyme adsorption. The AgFON-EG3 was placed in 

physiological pH saline which contained 0-25 mM (0-450 mg/dL) glucose. SERS spectra 

were obtained for AgFON-EG3 alone, with albumin, and with each concentration of glucose. 

Subtracted spectra were compared to that of crystalline glucose and were found to match. The 

signal was also accurate according to the Clark Error Grid, a standard diagram metric for the 

accuracy of glucose sensors.[108] Van Duyne et al. have also created the first in vivo studies 

utilizing SERS.[118] They placed a similar AgFON-EG3 membrane subcutaneously in a rat and 

measured the glucose concentration of the ISF via a specially designed viewing window. 

Barman et al. have sought to solve the issue of delayed glucose readings in the ISF as 

compared to blood. Using Raman spectroscopy, they have performed modeling and 

experimental measurements to calibrate and quantify this lag with a dynamic concentration 

correction (DCC) as an effort to improve the efficacy of implanted optical continuous glucose 

monitoring systems.[119] The advances made in Raman spectroscopic detection of glucose-in 

addition to other methods of glucose detection-will have important consequences for the 

development of a synthetic pancreas when combined with the controlled release of insulin 

from polymers. 

 

4.2. Glucose-responsive Polymers for Regulated Insulin Delivery  

4.2.1. Controlled release of insulin from polymers 

Several reviews have been written describing the controlled release of insulin and 

other molecules in detail.[120–127] Early work on the controlled release of insulin from polymer 

matrices showed up in the literature in the early 1980s.[128, 129] This work employed the use of 

insulin, typically stored as particles in the size range of 10s to 100s of microns, trapped in 
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ethylene-vinyl acetate (EVAc) copolymer pellets (on the millimeter or centimeter scale – see 

Figure 4(a)).  The continuous release of insulin from these pellets showed the induction of 

normoglycemia in diabetic rats and the release kinetics were controlled by changing the 

solubility of the insulin, the loading of insulin within the matrix, and the porosity of the 

matrix. Although these devices worked well at inducing normoglycemia, it was recognized 

early that the continuous release of insulin was only a first step: “One could speculate that, 

with further development, these insulin + polymer implants might be used clinically in 

conjunction with dietary control or as an insulin depot linked to a regulatory feedback control 

with a glucose sensor.”[129] Later attempts at continuous insulin release used poly(lactide-co-

glycolide) (PLGA)-poly(ethylene glycol) (PEG)-PLGA polymers. The release rate of insulin 

was controlled by varying the molecular weight of PEG and the ratio of DL-lactide to 

glycolide.[130] Additionally, chitosan microcapsules have been used as controlled release 

systems for insulin.[131] Chitosan was chosen because of its biocompatibility, biodegradability, 

and bioadhesive properties. Chitosan is not the only polysaccharide that has been chosen for 

the constant release of insulin, however. Starch, sephadex, sodium hyaluronate, 

ethyl(hydroxyethyl)cellulose, chitosan/calcium alginate mixtures, and hyaluronic acid have 

been used to encapsulate insulin.[132, 133]  

An early attempt (1987) at actively controlling the release of insulin in response to 

external stimuli, such as the concentration of glucose (sometimes called a “smart” material) 

came by embedding magnets in the implanted EVAc pellets and exposing the rats to 

oscillating magnetic fields. Passive, continuous release of insulin resulted in a decrease in the 

blood glucose levels of the rats, in addition to a further reduction of nearly 30% by exposing 

the rats to an oscillating magnetic field.[6] This has more recently (2006) been extended to 

magnetite nanocrystals and insulin co-encapsulated into PLGA microparticles,[134] and 

charge-coupled insulin loaded PLGA microparticles and micromagnets (2008).[135] A 
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significant difference between the 1987 and the later studies is that the polymer was surgically 

implanted in the earlier study; in the later study the polymer microparticle were orally 

administered. However, these approaches suffer from the fact that the subject must be in a 

magnetic field to control insulin release. 

Additional smart materials that have proven to be useful in the actively controlled 

release of insulin are materials that are sensitive to pH and temperature.[136–138] In one study, 

the insulin loaded EVAc matrices were loaded with Sepharose beads that had GOx 

immobilized on their surface. When glucose in solution entered the polymer matrix, gluconic 

acid was produced, causing a drop in the local pH. This fall in pH caused the solubility of 

insulin to increase, thereby increasing the amount of excreted insulin from the matrix.[139] In a 

separate study around the same time, it was found that the simultaneous release of 

somatostatin with insulin extended glycemic control in diabetic rats, as opposed to the release 

of insulin alone (Figure 4(b)).[140] Other techniques used to control glucose levels include 

low-frequency ultrasound to transdermally deliver insulin, referred to as low frequency 

sonophoresis (LFS). This approach is similar to injecting insulin, but without the pain and 

possibility of infection associated with injections.[141] Along those lines, it was shown that 

LFS can be used to extract ISF, which can be used to monitor blood glucose levels.[22] Later 

work showed that acoustic cavitation, defined as the acoustically induced activity of gas filled 

cavities, including nucleation, oscillation, and collapse, is the key mechanism of skin 

permeabilization during LFS.[142] Similar to transdermal delivery, it was discovered that 

insulin could be delivered through inhalation by designing large (>5 µm) and porous (<0.4 

g/cm3) particles. This pulmonary drug delivery offers many of the same advantages as 

transdermal insulin delivery.[143–145] Pulmonary delivery was also demonstrated with a 

nebulation of solid insulin proteins suspended in ethanol.[146] Finally, in the last decade or two, 

science and engineering has observed a revolution at the micron- and nano- scale. Drug 
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delivery, in this case insulin, has been strongly influenced by these revolutions, and the reader 

is encouraged to examine these articles.[147–149]  

In addition to delivering insulin from an implantable device, the stability of stored 

insulin is a major concern in designing a long lasting polymeric insulin depot. It was first 

recognized as early as 1944 that insulin can aggregate and form fibrils.[150, 151] These fibrils 

and other types of aggregates are now recognized to have different biological activities, and 

hence cause problems with insulin loaded implants, than the monomeric insulin form.[152] 

Langer and coworkers began examining this problem in 1991, attempting to define a 

molecular mechanism and corresponding kinetic scheme for insulin aggregation upon 

agitation in the presence of hydrophobic surfaces (Figure 5).[153] This study demonstrated that 

monomeric insulin stability was enhanced at higher insulin concentration, and attempted to 

use the proposed kinetic scheme to explain this effect, which was that agitation was necessary 

to induce aggregation. This work was extended to the air-water interface and the hydrophilic 

glass-water interface,[154] recognizing that differences exist in the structure of adsorbed 

biological molecules at hydrophilic and hydrophobic interfaces.[155] The study showed that the 

addition of nonionic detergents known as excipients strongly reduced the amount of insulin 

aggregation. In 1993, Langer and coworkers demonstrated the controlled release of 

recombinant bovine somatotropin and zinc insulin from hydrophobic poly[1,3-bis(p-

carboxyhydroxy)hexane anhydride] with sucrose as an excipient.[156] The released proteins 

appeared to maintain their integrity over a 3 week release period. The important conclusion of 

this study was two-fold: (i) insulin stability could be increased by the use of a hydrophobic 

degradable polymer, namely a polyanhydride, and (ii) excipients could be incorporated into 

this polymer, leading to increased stability of the deliverable protein. These results were 

further explored by examining the deterioration of lyophilized insulin in the presence and 

absence of water.[157] Future work will in this field should focus on the development of novel 
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excipients,[158] design of new supramolecular insulin analogs,[159] and examining different 

insulin crystal isomorphs (similar to the methodology presented in reference[160]) or naturally 

occurring supramolecular assemblies.[99]  

 

4.2.2. Responsive hydrogels for controlled insulin release 

In addition to erodible polymers, polymeric gels loaded with therapeutics such as 

insulin that respond to changes in concentration of glucose have emerged as a promising 

material for treatment of diabetes. These polymeric materials are sometimes referred to as 

“smart” or “intelligent” materials. Due to the large amount of work in this area, we will focus 

on a few examples. 

 Smart materials based on the sensing of glucose using PBA, have been investigated, 

as well as their potential to transduce sensing into a release of insulin. When in water, PBA 

(and its derivitatives) exist in an equilibrium between uncharged and negatively charged 

forms. Glucose can bind to the anionic PBA. (Figure 6(a)) When PBA is made into a gel, this 

binding of glucose can give rise to a reversible volume change of the gel—a so called 

“volume phase transition”—thought to be the result of a change in the counterions’ osmotic 

pressure in the gel. This volume change could allow for the release of insulin from the gel. In 

1991, PBA was first used in a copolymer (with poly (N-vinyl-2-pyrrolidone) (PNVP, PVP, or 

NVP)) by Kitano et al. to sense glucose.[161] This polymer, poly(NVP-co-PBA) was shown to 

bind to both PVA and glucose by monitoring the change in viscosity of the copolymer as 

PVA or glucose was added.[161]  This work was extended the following year by changing the 

polymer molecular weight and concentration which allowed for changes in the polymer 

viscosity.[161] In this work, it was suggested that a responsive system could be created that 

utilized competitive binding between PVA and glucose. One difficulty with this system, 

however, is that the PBA-polymer complex can be formed only under basic conditions, which 
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limited practical use.[161] The first attempt to use this system under physiological conditions 

(here pH 7.4 and room temperature) was performed by adding amino groups to a PBA based 

copolymer.[162] This polymer, called BAP, (poly(acrylamidophenylboronic acid-co-N,N-

dimethylaminopropylacrylamide-co-acrylamide-co-N,N’-methylenebis(acrylamide)) 

contained amino groups that would coordinate to boron atoms, allowing for the formation of a 

complex with glucose under physiological conditions.  

In another study, gel beads containing PBA were synthesized, and the association 

constants between PBA groups and several hydroxyl-containing molecules were found (at pH 

8.5). The affinity series went alkyldiols < glucose < open-chain saccharide isomers.[163] This 

study also presented a new idea: a gluconic acid modified insulin (G-Ins) could be 

synthesized and bound to PBA. This G-Ins would come off the hydrogel beads in response to 

competitive binding with free glucose in solution, thus demonstrating the possibility of a 

glucose responsive insulin release gel.[163] This work was extended to amine containing PBA 

gels that could respond to glucose challenges at pH 7.4 for over 120 hours.[164] Around the 

same time, the synthesis and characterization of a another copolymer, DB-15, which is N-N 

dimethylacyrlamide containing 15 mol % 3-(acrylamido)phenylboronic acid (APBA) was 

reported.[165] This polymer showed a shift in its lower critical solution temperature (LCST) in 

response to the glucose concentration.[165] This work was later extended to copolymers of 

poly(N-isopropylacrylamide) (PNIPAAm), PBA, and N—(3-

dimethylaminopropyl)acrylamide (DMAPAA), which showed large shifts in the LCST in 

response to glucose concentration changes at pH 7.4.[166]  

Furthermore, the feasibility of a glucose sensing system based on a change in the 

fluorescence during competitive binding between a fluorescent diol compound—6,7-

Dihydroxy-4-methyl-coumarin—and glucose toward a PBA compound was demonstrated.[167] 

This was an important step towards making an all synthetic opto-sensing system for 
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glucose.[167] Similar work allowed for an electrochemical measurement of glucose by 

synthesizing a PBA copolymer-PVA complex that changed its swelling degree in response to 

glucose concentrations specifically.[168] The PBA copolymer-PVA complex was coated on a 

platinum electrode. Glucose addition to the solution that was in contact with the electrode 

caused a swelling of the PBA copolymer-PVA complex, allowing for increased diffusion of 

ion species and hence a measurable current.[168] The kinetics of complexation of these PBA 

copolymer-PVA complexes were examined in a subsequent publication.[169] 

In 1998, Kataoka et al. reported the development of a gel made from PNIPAAm 

containing some 3-acrylamidophenylboronic acid (AAPBA) that could swell in response to 

changing glucose concentrations. The binding of glucose to the AAPBA moiety causes the gel 

to become “more hydrophilic, and with a concomitant increase in ion osmotic pressure due to 

the counter-ions the phase-transition temperature of the gel shifts to higher value in the 

presence of glucose compared to the condition without glucose.”[170] This led to a swelling of 

the gel. The authors then demonstrated that if the polymeric gel is loaded with insulin prior to 

glucose exposure, the gel can act as a depot, releasing more insulin into the surrounding 

solution when glucose is present than when glucose is absent. In addition to demonstrating 

how to transduce a chemical signal, namely glucose concentration, to the release of insulin, 

this system is completely synthetic. Biological systems may suffer from issues such as 

stability, toxicity, and immunogenicity to a greater degree than some synthetic systems. One 

disadvantage of this work was that it was performed at pH 9.0. Additional review of this work 

can be found in a number of publications.[171–173]  

Since this early work, there has been subsequent work to achieve simultaneous sensing 

of glucose and controlled release of insulin under physiological conditions. In one study, 

copolymers of 4-(1,6-dioxo-2,5-diaza-7-oxamyl)phenylboronic acid (DDOPBA) and 

PNIPMAAm were fabricated. Glucose- and pH- dependent changes in the critical solution 
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behavior of these copolymers were investigated at varying temperatures, revealing definite 

glucose sensitivities near physiological conditions.[174] This work was extended to 

demonstrate glucose dependent volume changes at physiological conditions.[175] Additionally, 

the swelling kinetics of similar gels have been studied in detail.[176] More recently, a 

copolymer containing DDOPBA, PNIPMAAm, and CIPAAm was synthesized. The CIPAAm 

unit was added to control the hydrophilicity of the gel, without influencing the sharpness of 

the volume phase transition.[177]  

More recently, Kataoka and coworkers have developed PBA copolymers containing 

N-isopropylacrylamide (NIPA-co-AAPBA) that serve as the basis for a colorimetric glucose 

assay.[177, 178] This was accomplished by the fabrication of a structurally colored—a color that 

arises from physical optics such as the Bragg diffraction of light—gel of NIPA-co-AAPBA. A 

periodically ordered interconnecting porous gel exhibiting the desired structural color was 

prepared by using a colloidal silica crystal as a template. These gels are responsive to a 

variety of environments and designed to be green in the presence of low concentrations of 

glucose (<7.8 mM), red in the presence of high concentrations of glucose (>11.0 mM), and 

yellow at intermediate concentrations.[178] This was later extended to glucose concentrations 

between 5 and 8 mM.[179]  

In similar studies by the groups of Siegel and Ziaie,[171, 172, 180] the authors incorporated 

a hydrogel containing a PBA moiety, 3-methacrylamidophenylboronic acid, MPBA and 

acrylamide, AAm into a microfluidic glucose sensor and potential insulin delivery system. In 

their system, they observed glucose induced swelling at pH 7.4, but not to the degree that 

glucose induced swelling was observed at pH 10. The authors attribute the swelling behavior 

of this hydrogel in part to glucose induced cross-linking of the MPBA moieties, although the 

exact mechanism needs an improved theory to aid in a quantitative description of the 

phenomena. In conclusion the authors state, “further work on microfabricated glucose sensors 
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and closed-loop insulin delivery systems will require a close interplay between polymer 

chemistry, an understanding of the physical chemistry of hydrogel swelling as a function of 

glucose concentration and pH, and improved micro-and nanofabrication techniques.”[173]  

In addition to phenylboronic acid based systems, a combination of dextran and ConA 

can be used to sense glucose. In this scheme, ConA can bind to four dextran molecules (a 

molecule that can bind to many ConA molecules) at low glucose concentrations. However, 

glucose and dextran can both bind to ConA, and this competitive binding leads to ConA being 

bound to four glucose molecules at high glucose concentrations. Hence, at low glucose 

concentrations, the solution contains highly crosslinked dextran and ConA and is highly 

viscous; at high glucose concentrations, the individual ConA molecules bind to four glucose 

molecules each and the solution has a low viscosity (Figure 6(b)).[181–183]  

 

5. Biocompatibility of materials 

Biocompatibility of the polymers used for artificial pancreases, synthetic pancreases, and 

sensors has been cited as a concern regarding the viability of the device.[32, 184] Imaging 

methodologies based on fluorescence and bioluminescence have recently been developed to 

assist in biocompatibility assessment.[39, 53, 183, 185, 186] The fluorescence based reflectance 

screening operates through the use of a probe molecule, ProSense-680. This molecule has 

fluorophores attached to it, which quench each other in the intact state. Upon cleavage by an 

enzyme, the fluorophores are separated and the molecules fluoresce. The enzyme responsible 

for cleaving ProSense-680 is cathepsin, which is a proteolytic enzyme released from 

neutrophils during phagocytosis.[35] The bioluminescence based assay uses luminol – a 

molecule that luminesces in response to reactive oxygen species – to probe for 

biocompatibility. Macrophages, neutrophils, and fibroblasts release reactive oxygen species in 

response to foreign bodies, as in the case of polymer implantation. Through bioluminescent 
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screening, the foreign body response to implanted materials can be visualized in real time.[185] 

These modalities have enabled for drug screening[185] and screening polymeric libraries.[186] 

These technologies present a promising possibility for analyzing large libraries of 

biomaterials to determine which are biocompatible. Histology is still a necessity, as neither of 

these methodologies is capable of providing the depth of information that histopathology can. 

Imaging developments, such as the fluorescent and luminescent techniques outlined above, 

illustrate an open avenue of research to be explored, which is the development of new 

methods capable of assessing biocompatibility information in real time and in vivo. 

 

6. Conclusions and Future Directions 

Several challenges lie ahead in the development of the artificial pancreas. Inducing 

normoglycemia in a diabetic mouse through xenotransplantation of rat islets encapsulated in 

alginate has been demonstrated.[187, 188] There has been less success reported in higher order 

mammals, such as non-human primates, when they are treated for diabetes with encapsulated 

xenogenic islets.[188] Generating new materials that conform to the criteria outlined above – 

biocompatibility and ability to freely diffuse insulin, nutrients, and waste products – may 

further reduce biofouling complications that arise when transplanting encapsulated materials 

in primates. 

 

Table 1. Summary of several approaches to diabetes therapeutics, with advantages and 

disadvantages of each. 

Approach Description and Types Advantages Disadvantages 
Open-Loop 
Insulin 
Therapy 

Externally triggered insulin 
release (subcutaneous 
injection, insulin pumps, 
magnetic, ultrasound, 
iontophoresis) 

User control; accuracy Requires patient 
and/or physician 
programming and 
dosing calculations; 
invasive and often 
painful; user non-
compliance 
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Islet 
Encapsulation 

Hydrogels laden with living 
β-cells which sense and 
deliver insulin 

Closed-loop; self-
regulated control 
without external input 

Long-term 
biocompatibility; scale 
up; islet positioning 

Conformal 
Coatings and 
Planar Sheets 

Thinner coatings on living 
β-cells which sense and 
deliver insulin 

Enhanced strength, 
less of a barrier 
between encapsulator 
and cells; smaller 
injection volumes 

More complex 
preparation; long-term 
biocompatibility 

    
External 
Glucose 
Sensing 

Finger-prick amperometric 
blood glucose test strips 

Extremely accurate 
and reliable glucose 
readings; used to 
determine insulin 
dosing; affordability 

Invasive, painful, 
requires repetition, 
lowered user 
compliance; sporadic 
monitoring 

Internal 
Glucose 
Sensing 

Wire or chip based 
amperometric sensors 

Accurate glucose 
levels; continuous 
monitoring; potential 
to wire to insulin 
pumps towards closed-
loop systems 

Imperfect algorithms 
to predict insulin 
needs; long-term 
biocompatibility 

Optical 
Glucose 
Sensing 

Visible-light based 
measurements of glucose 

Non-invasive  Sensitivity and 
accuracy; sporadic 
monitoring; synthetic 
difficulty 

    
Polymer 
Delivery  

Continuous, basal insulin 
release from polymer 
systems 

Able to induce 
normoglycaemia 

Not externally 
triggerable or glucose 
responsive 

Smart 
Hydrogels 

Reversible swelling 
triggered by glucose results 
in insulin release 

Insulin release mimics 
that of β-cells; 
sensitivity and 
selectivity for glucose 

Speed of response; 
long-term 
biocompatibility; drug 
dose 

Smart 
Complexes 

Reversible aggregation 
triggered by glucose causes 
insulin to diffuse 

Faster response time 
as compared to 
hydrogels; sensitive; 
selective for glucose 

Long-term 
biocompatibility; drug 
dose; toxicity 

 

One of the limits in translating islet encapsulated devices from the bench top to 

clinical trials rests in the reliability of mouse models. To date, it has been difficult to translate 

positive results from rodents to primates in this area.  Additional work on modeling the 

fibrotic response to implanted devices in both rodents and primates will be necessary to allow 

preclinical development of these types of systems. 
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 Electrochemical glucose detection has offered the most accurate and most rapid 

information regarding blood-glucose concentration. It is specific for glucose and highly 

sensitive. Electrochemical sensors could provide this level of detail continuously, if implanted 

in a living organism. The major disadvantage to using these sensors in vivo, however, is their 

tendency to succumb to variations in signal due to biofouling. Significant future efforts in this 

field will reside in the development of better and longer-lasting isolation methods (new 

polymeric coatings, for example) that protect the sensor from deleterious biological agents 

while still allowing diffusion of analyte and fast response speeds. Further, more accurate 

algorithms, or the ability to continuously measure blood glucose must be developed for an 

optimal closed-loop insulin delivery mechanism to be realized.  

 Optical glucose sensing offers the distinct advantage of being able to detect glucose in 

a wholly non-invasive manner, which would lead to enhanced patient comfort and reduced 

chance of infection. These methods of analysis are becoming more accurate and specific for 

glucose, however they have not yet attained the levels of their electrochemical counterparts. 

Recognition of glucose irrespective of other similar sugars present will remain a challenge, as 

will signal enhancement and sensitivity. The complex nature of signal deconvolution must 

also be solved if a simple, user-friendly device is to be envisioned from these technologies. 

 The completely artificial pancreas holds a number of advantages over biologically 

based materials for diabetes treatment, namely the elimination of immunological responses 

arising from biological contaminants. However, several challenges remain in the 

implementation of a functioning artificial pancreas. One is the engineering of a device with a 

reasonable ratio of deliverable insulin to polymer scaffold. To make a device that will work 

for a period of months, a large amount of insulin must be stored in the device, or simple 

refilling must be possible. This will only be practical if the ratio of insulin to polymer is such 

that a large mass of polymer is not necessary for implantation. Additionally, improved 
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biocompatibility may be necessary for these types of devices to function in vivo for a long 

period of time. 

 

 

Acknowledgements 
This work was supported by grant 17-2007-1063 from the Juvenile Diabetes Research 
Foundation and by grant 09PG-T1D027 from the Leona M. and Harry B. Helmsley Charitable 
Trust. K.B. is grateful to the support from the National Institutes of Health postdoctoral 
fellowship F32 EB011580-01, and a generous gift from Parviz Tayebati. 
 

Received: ((will be filled in by the editorial staff)) 
Revised: ((will be filled in by the editorial staff)) 

Published online: ((will be filled in by the editorial staff)) 
 

 

[1] D. Daneman, Lancet 2006, 367, 847-858. 

[2] American Diabetes Association, Diabetes Statistics 2012,http://www.diabetes.org/diabetes-
basics/diabetes-statistics/?loc=DropDownDB-stats. 

[3] E.N. Marieb, Human Anatomy & Physiology, The Benjamin/cummings Publishing Company, Inc., 
Menlo Park, California 1998. 

[4] D.F. Steiner, A.H. Rubenstein, Science 1997, 277, 531-532. 

[5] R.G. Marques, M.J. Fontaine, J. Rogers, Pancreas 2004, 29, 231-238. 

[6] J. Kost, J. Wolfrum, R. Langer, Journal of Biomedical Materials Research 1987, 21, 1367-1373. 

[7] J. Kost, K. Leong, R. Langer, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of 
America 1989, 86, 7663-7666. 

[8] D. Levy, J. Kost, Y. Meshulam, R. Langer, Journal of Clinical Investigation 1989, 83, 2074-2078. 

[9] P.E. Grimshaw, A.J. Grodzinsky, M.L. Yarmush, D.M. Yarmush, Chemical Engineering Science 1989, 
44, 827-840. 

[10] J. Hermanides, M. Phillip, J.H. De Vries, Diabetes Care 2011, 34, S197-S201. 

[11] A.E.G. Cass, G. Davis, G.D. Francis, H.A.O. Hill, W.J. Aston, I.J. Higgins, E.V. Plotkin, L.D.L. Scott, 
A.P.F. Turner, Analytical Chemistry 1987, 4,667-671. 

[12] Http://www.microdot.biz/about-us, 2010. 

[13]  http://www. freestylenavigator. com. Abbott, 2009. 

[14] Https://www.accu-chek.com/us/glucose-meters/aviva.html, 2010. 

���38������38�� 



 Submitted to  
[15] Http://www.lifescan.com/products/meters/ultra/, 2012. 

[16] Http://www.arkrayusa.com/, 2009. 

[17] Http://www.bayerdiabetes.com/, 2010. 

[18] A.E. Scaramuzza, D. Iafusco, I. Rabbone, R. Bonfanti, F. Lombardo, R. Schiaffini, P. Buono, S. Toni, V. 
Cherubini, G.V. Zuccotti, Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 2011, 13, 99-103. 

[19] K. Peterson, J. Zapletalova, P. Kudlova, V. Matuskova, J. Bartek, D. Novotny, R. Chlup, Biomedical 
Papers of the Medical Faculty of the University Palacký, Olomouc, Czechoslovakia 2009, 153, 47-51. 

[20] M. Schoemaker, E. Andreis, J. Roeper, R. Kotulla, V. Lodwig, K. Obermaier, P. Stephan, W. 
Reuschling, M. Rutschmann, R. Schwaninger, U. Wittman, H. Rinne, H. Kontschieder, W. Strohmeier, 
Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 2003, 5, 599-608. 

[21] G. Sparacino, F. Zanderigo, S. Corazza, A. Maran, A. Facchinetti, C. Cobelli, IEEE Transactions on 
Biomedical Engineering 2007, 54, 931-937. 

[22] S. Mitragotri, M. Coleman, J. Kost, R. Langer, Journal of Applied Physiology 2000, 89, 961-966. 

[23] J. Gupta, E.I. Felner, M.R. Prausnitz, Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 2009, 11, 329-37. 

[24] E. Renard, G. Costalat, H. Chevassus, J. Bringer, Diabetes Metabolism 2006, 32, 497-502. 

[25] H. Hanaire-Broutin, C. Broussolle, N. Jeandidier, E. Renard, B. Guerci, M.J. Haardt, V. Lassmann-
Vague, Diabetes Care 1995, 18, 388-92. 

[26] E. Renard, S. Bouteleau, D. Jacques-Apostol, D. Lauton, F. Gibert-Boulet, G. Costalat, J. Bringer, C. 
Jaffiol, Diabetes Care 1996, 19, 812-7. 

[27] C. Broussolle, N. Jeandidier, H. Hanaire-Broutin, Lancet 1994, 343, 514-5. 

[28] http://www.medtronicdiabetes.net/Products/ParadigmRevelPump, 2012. 

 [29] F.H. El-Khatib, S.J. Russell, D.M. Nathan, R.G. Sutherlin, E.R. Damiano, Science Translational 
Medicine 2010, 2, 27ra27. 

[30] R. Hovorka, Diabetic Medicine 2006, 23, 1-12. 

[31] T.G. Farmer, T.F. Edgar, N.A. Peppas, Journal of Pharmacy and Pharmacology 2008, 60, 1-13. 

[32] P.H. Kvist, T. Iburg, M. Bielecki, M. Gerstenberg, T. Buch-Rasmussen, E. Hasselager, H.E. Jensen, 
Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 2006, 8, 463-475. 

[33] A.M.J. Shapiro, C. Ricordi, B.J. Hering, H. Auchincloss, R. Lindblad, R.P. Robertson, A. Secchi, M.D. 
Brendel, T. Berney, D.C. Brennan, others, New England Journal of Medicine 2006, 355, 1318–1330. 

[34] E.S. O’Sullivan, A. Vegas, D.G. Anderson, G.C. Weir, Endocrine Reviews 2011, 32, 827-844. 

[35] K.M. Bratlie, T.T. Dang, S. Lyle, M. Nahrendorf, R. Weissleder, R. Langer, D.G. Anderson, PloS One 
2010, 5, e10032. 

[36] V. Kumar, A.K. Abbas, N. Fausto, J. Aster, Robbins and Cotran Pathologic Basis of Disease, Saunders, 
8th ed., 2010. 

���39������39�� 



 Submitted to  
[37] R.B. Elliott, L. Escobar, P.L.J. Tan, M. Muzina, S. Zwain, C. Buchanan, Xenotransplantation 2007, 14, 

157-61. 

[38] S.T. Moe, G. Skjak-Braek, A. Elgsaeter, O. Smidsroed, Macromolecules 1993, 26, 3589-3591. 

[39] F. Lim, A.M. Sun, Science 1980, 210, 908-910. 

[40] Y. Teramura, Y. Kandea, H. Iwata, Biomaterials 2007, 28, 4818-4825. 

[41] H. Uludag, P. De Vos, P.A. Tresco, Advanced Drug Delivery Reviews 2000, 42, 29-64. 

[42] R.M. Porter, R.M. Akers, R.D. Howard, K. Forsten-Williams, Tissue Engineering 2007, 13, 1333-45. 

[43] J.M. Pollok, P. a Kölln, M. Lorenzen, E. Török, P.M. Kaufmann, D. Kluth, K.H. Bohuslavizki, M. 
Gundlach, X. Rogiers, Transplantation Proceedings 2010, 33, 1713-4. 

[44] N.P. Desal, A. Sojomihardjo, Z. Yao, P. Soon-Shiong, Journal of Microencapsulation 2000, 17, 677-
690. 

[45] K.K. Hall, K.M. Gattás-Asfura, C.L. Stabler, Acta Biomaterialia 2011, 7, 614-24. 

[46] S. Sandler, A. Andersson, D.L. Eizirik, C. Hellerström, T. Espevik, B. Kulseng, B. Thu, D.G. Pipeleers, 
G. Skjåk-Braek, Transplantation 1997, 63, 1712-1718. 

[47] J. Haller, D. Hyde, N. Deliolanis, R. de Kleine, M. Niedre, V. Ntziachristos, Journal of Applied 
Physiology (Bethesda, Md. : 1985) 2008, 104, 795-802. 

[48] V.F. Duvivier-Kali, a Omer, R.J. Parent, J.J. O’Neil, G.C. Weir, Diabetes 2001, 50, 1698-705. 

[49] G. Klock, H. Frank, R. Houben, T. Zekorn, A. Horcher, U. Siebers, M. Wohrle, K. Federlin, U. 
Zimmermann, Applied Microbiology & Biotechnology 1994, 40, 638-643. 

[50] B. Kulseng, T. Thu, T. Espevik, G. Skjk-Brk, Cell Transplantation 1997, 6, 387-394. 

[51] A.S. Sawhney, J.A. Hubbell, Biomaterials 1992, 13, 863-870. 

[52] P.D. Vos, B.D. Haan, R.V. Schilfgaarde, Biomaterials 1997, 18, 273-278. 

[53] T.T. Dang, Q. Xu, K.M. Bratlie, E.S. O’Sullivan, X.Y. CHen, R. Langer, D.G. Anderson, Biomaterials 
2009, 30, 6896-6902. 

[54] C. Qiu, M. Chen, H. Yan, H. Wu, Advanced Materials 2007, 19, 1603-1607. 

[55] Y. Teramura, H. Iwata, Advanced Drug Delivery Reviews 2010, 62, 827-840. 

[56] Y. Teramura, H. Iwata, Soft Matter 2010, 6, 1081-1091. 

[57] D.Y. Lee, J.H. Nam, Y. Byun, Biomaterials 2007, 28, 1957-1966. 

[58] D.Y. Lee, S. Lee, J.H. Nam, Y. Byun, American Journal of Transplantation 2006, 6, 1820-1828. 

[59] S. Cabric, J. Sanchez, T. Lundgren, A. Foss, M. Felldin, R. Kallen, K. Salmela, A. Tibell, G. Tufveson, 
R. Larsson, O. Korsgren, B. Nilsson, Diabetes 2007, 56, 2008-2015. 

[60] T. Totani, Y. Teramura, H. Iwata, Biomaterials 2008, 29, 2878-2883. 

���40������40�� 



 Submitted to  
[61] T. Zekorn, U. Siebers, A. Horcher, R. Schnettler, U. Zimmermann, R.G. Bretzel, K. Federlin, Acta 

Diabetologica 1992, 29, 41-45. 

[62] R. Calafiore, G. Basta, G. Luca, Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences 1999, 875, 219-232. 

[63] R. Storrs, R. Dorian, S.R. King, J. Lakey, H. Rilo, Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences 2001, 
944, 252-66. 

[64] C.K. Colton, Cell Transplant 1995, 4, 415-436. 

[65] M. Qi, Y. Gu, N. Sakata, D. Kim, Y. Shirouzu, C. Yamamoto, A. Hiura, S. Sumi, K. Inoue, Biomaterials 
2004, 25, 5885-5892. 

[66] J.E. Youssef, J. Castle, W.K. Ward, Algorithms 2009, 2, 518-532. 

[67] E. Renard, P. J., M. Cantwell, H. Chevassus, C.C. Palerm, Diabetes Care 2010, 33, 121-127. 

[68] R. Wilson, A.P.F. Turner, Biosensors & Bioelectronics 1992, 7, 165-185. 

[69] A. Heller, B. Feldman, Chemical Reviews 2008, 108, 2482-2505. 

[70] A. Heller, B. Feldman, Accounts of Chemical Research 2010, 43, 963-73. 

[71] S. Park, H. Boo, T.D. Chung, Analytica Chimica Acta 2006, 556, 46-57. 

[72] C.E. Coulthard, R. Michaelis, W.F. Short, G. Sykes, The Biochemical Journal 1945, 39, 24-36. 

[73] D. Keilin, E.F. Hartree, The Biochemical Journal 1948, 42, 221-9. 

[74] S. Nakamura, S. Hayashi, K. Koga, Biochimica Et Biophysica Acta 1976, 445, 294-308. 

[75] M.M. Rahman, a. J.S. Ahammad, J.-H. Jin, S.J. Ahn, J.-J. Lee, Sensors 2010, 10, 4855-4886. 

[76] A.A. Ansari, M. Alhoshan, M.S. Alsalhi, A.S. Aldwayyan, in Biosensors (Ed: P.A. Serra), Intech 2010, 
302. 

[77] M. Zayats, E. Katz, I. Willner, Journal of the American Chemical Society 2002, 124, 2120-2121. 

[78] Y. Sun, H. Buck, T.E. Mallouk, Analytical Chemistry 2001, 73, 1599-604. 

[79] E. Shoji, M.S. Freund, Journal of the American Chemical Society 2001, 123, 3383-3384. 

[80] H.S. Mader, O.S. Wolfbeis, Microchimica Acta 2008, 162, 1-34. 

[81] G. Zenkl, I. Klimant, Microchimica Acta 2009, 166, 123-131. 

[82] S.A. Jaffari, A.P.F. Turner, Biosensors and Bioelectronics 1996, 12, 1-9. 

[83] N. Mano, F. Mao, A. Heller, Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry 2005, 574, 347-357. 

[84] F. Mao, N. Mano, A. Heller, Journal of the American Chemical Society 2003, 125, 4951-4957. 

[85] G. Binyamin, A. Heller, Journal of the Electrochemical Society 1999, 146, 2965-2967. 

���41������41�� 



 Submitted to  
[86] O. Yehezkeli, Y.-M. Yan, I. Baravik, R. Tel-Vered, I. Willner, Chemistry (Weinheim an Der 

Bergstrasse, Germany) 2009, 15, 2674-9. 

[87] G. Arai, K. Shoji, I. Yasumori, Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry 2006, 591, 1-6. 

[88] B.C. Thompson, O. Winther-Jensen, J. Vongsvivut, B. Winther-Jensen, D.R. MacFarlane, 
Macromolecular Rapid Communications 2010, 31, 1293-1297. 

[89] http://www.dexcom.com/seven-plus, 2012. 

[90] C.-Y. Kuo, C.-T. Hsu, C.-S. Ho, T.-E. Su, M.-H. Wu, C.-J. Wang, Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 
2011, 13, 596-600. 

[91] H.E. Koschwanez, W.M. Reichert, Biomaterials 2007, 28, 3687-703. 

[92] B. Yu, Y. Ju, L. West, Y. Moussy, F. Moussy, Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 2007, 9, 265-275. 

[93] D.A. Gough, L.S. Kumosa, T.L. Routh, J.T. Lin, J.Y. Lucisano, Science Translational Medicine 2010, 2, 
42-53. 

[94] D.C. Klonoff, Diabetes Care 2005, 28, 1231-1239. 

[95] J.C. Pickup, F. Hussain, N.D. Evans, N. Sachedina, Biosensors & Bioelectronics 2005, 20, 1897-902. 

[96] R. Hovorka, Nature Reviews. Endocrinology 2011, 7, 385-95. 

[97] D.V. McAllister, P.M. Wang, S.P. Davis, J.-H. Park, P.J. Canatella, M.G. Allen, M.R. Prausnitz, 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 2003, 100, 13755-60. 

[98] B.P. Chaudhri, F. Ceyssens, P. De Moor, C. Van Hoof, R. Puers, Journal of Micromechanics and 
Microengineering 2010, 20, 064006. 

[99] S. Gupta, T. Chattopadhyay, M.P. Singh, A. Surolia, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
of the United States of America 2010, 107, 13246-13251. 

[100] W. Martanto, S.P. Davis, N.R. Holiday, J. Wang, H.S. Gill, M.R. Prausnitz, Pharmaceutical Research 
2004, 21, 947-52. 

[101] J.D. Zahn, Y.-C. Hsieh, M. Yang, Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 2005, 7, 536-45. 

[102] S. Swain, S. Beg, A. Singh, C.N. Patro, M.E.B. Rao, Current Drug Delivery 2011, 8, 456-73. 

[103] P.R. Miller, S.D. Gittard, T.L. Edwards, D.M. Lopez, X. Xiao, D.R. Wheeler, N. a Monteiro-Riviere, 
S.M. Brozik, R. Polsky, R.J. Narayan, Biomicrofluidics 2011, 5, 13415. 

[104] S. Zimmermann, D. Fienbork, B. Stoeber, a. W. Flounders, D. Liepmann, TRANSDUCERS  ’03. 12th 
International Conference on Solid-State Sensors, Actuators and Microsystems. Digest of Technical 
Papers (Cat. No.03TH8664) 2003, 1, 99-102. 

[105] S.-O. Choi, Y.C. Kim, J.-H. Park, J. Hutcheson, H.S. Gill, Y.-K. Yoon, M.R. Prausnitz, M.G. Allen, 
Biomedical Microdevices 2010, 12, 263-73. 

[106] J.R. Windmiller, N. Zhou, M.-C. Chuang, G. Valdés-Ramírez, P. Santhosh, P.R. Miller, R. Narayan, J. 
Wang, The Analyst 2011, 136, 1846-51. 

[107] J.D. Nelson, M.A. Woelk, S. Sheps, Diabetes Care 1983, 6, 262-267. 

���42������42�� 



 Submitted to  
[108] D.B. Cordes, A. Miller, S. Gamsey, Z. Sharrett, P. Thoniyot, R. Wessling, B. Singaram, Organic & 

Biomolecular Chemistry 2005, 3, 1708-1713. 

[109] P. Thoniyot, F.E. Cappuccio, S. Gamsey, D.B. Cordes, R.A. Wessling, B. Singaram, Diabetes 
Technology & Therapeutics 2006, 8, 279-287. 

[110] Y. Kanekiyo, H. Sato, H. Tao, Macromolecular Rapid Communications 2005, 26, 1542-1546. 

[111] R. Freeman, L. Bahshi, T. Finder, R. Gill, I. Willner, Chemical Communications 2009, 7, 764-766. 

[112] H.M. Heise, R. Marbach, G. Janatsch, J.D. Kruse-Jarres, Analytical Chemistry 1989, 61, 2009-15. 

[113] J. Thomas, D.B. Sherman, T.J. Amiss, S.A. Andaluz, J.B. Pitner, Bioconjugate Chemistry 2007, 18, 
1841-1846. 

[114] P.W. Barone, S. Baik, D.A. Heller, M.S. Strano, Nature Materials  2005, 4, 86-92. 

[115] P.W. Barone, M.S. Strano, Angewandte Chemie Internation Edition in English 2006, 45, 8138-8141. 

[116] V.A. Karachevtsev, A.Y. Glamazda, V.S. Leontiev, O.S. Lytvyn, U. Dettlaff-Weglikowska, Chemical 
Physics Letters 2007, 435, 104-108. 

[117] C.R. Yonzon, C.L. Haynes, X. Zhang, J.T. Walsh Jr, R.P. Van Duyne, Analytical Chemistry 2004, 76, 
78–85. 

[118] D.A. Stuart, J.M. Yuen, N. Shah, O. Lyandres, C.R. Yonzon, M.R. Glucksberg, J.T. Walsh, R.P. Van 
Duyne, Analytical Chemistry 2006, 78, 7211-7215. 

[119] I. Barman, C.-R. Kong, G.P. Singh, R.R. Dasari, M.S. Feld, Analytical Chemistry 2010, 82, 6104-14. 

[120] J. Kost, R. Langer, Advanced Drug Delivery Reviews 2001, 46, 125-148. 

[121] R. Langer, J. Kost, Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences 1991, 618, 330-334. 

[122] J. Kost, R. Langer, Trends in Biotechnology 1992, 10, 127-131. 

[123] R. Langer, Accounts of Chemical Research 1993, 26, 537-542. 

[124] H.R. Costantino, S. Liauw, S. Mitragotri, R. Langer, A.M. Klibanov, V. Sluzky, Therapeutic Protein 
and Peptide Formulation and Delivery 1997, 675, 29-66. 

[125] A. Gopferich, F. Ruxandra, Y. Minamitake, L. Shieh, M.J. Alonso, Y. Tabata, R. Langer, ACS 
Symposium Series 1994, 242-277. 

[126] M.R. Prausnitz, R. Langer, Nature Biotechnology 2008, 26, 1261-1268. 

[127] S. Sershen, J. West, Advanced Drug Delivery Reviews 2002, 54, 1225-35. 

[128] L. Brown, L. Siemer, C. Munoz, R. Langer, Diabetes 1986, 35, 684-691. 

[129] H.M. Creque, R. Langer, J. Folkman, Diabetes 1980, 29, 37-40. 

[130] G.M. Zentner, R. Rathi, C. Shih, J.C. McRea, M.H. Seo, H. Oh, B.G. Rhee, J. Mestecky, Z. 
Moldoveanu, M. Morgan, S. Weitman, Journal of Controlled Release 2001, 72, 203-215. 

[131] K. Aiedeh, E. Gianasi, I. Orienti, V. Zecchi, Journal of Microencapsulation 1997, 14, 567-576. 

���43������43�� 



 Submitted to  
[132] J. Chen, S. Jo, K. Park, Carbohydrate Polymers 1995, 28, 69-76. 

[133] P.R. Hari, T. Chandy, C.P. Sharma, Journal of Microencapsulation 1996, 13, 319-329. 

[134] J.J. Cheng, B.A. Teply, S.Y. Jeong, C.H. Yim, D. Ho, I. Sherifi, S. Jon, O.C. Farokhzad, A. 
Khademhosseini, R.S. Langer, Pharmaceutical Research 2006, 23, 557-564. 

[135] B.A. Teply, R. Tong, S.Y. Jeong, G. Luther, I. Sherifi, C.H. Yim, A. Khademhosseini, O.C. Farokhzad, 
R.S. Langer, J. Cheng, Biomaterials 2008, 29, 1216-1223. 

[136] T.G. Park, Biomaterials 1999, 20, 517-521. 

[137] C. Ramkissoon-Ganorkar, F. Liu, M. Baudys, S.W. Kim, Journal of Controlled Release 1999, 59, 287-
298. 

[138] K. Ishihara, M. Kobayashi, N. Ishimaru, I. Shinohara, Polymer Journal 1984, 16, 625-631. 

[139] L.R. Brown, E.E. Edelman, F. Fischel-Ghodisian, R. Langer, Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences 1996, 
85, 1341-1345. 

[140] E.R. Edelman, L. Brown, R. Langer, Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences 1996, 85, 1271–1275. 

[141] S. Mitragotri, D. Blankschtein, R. Langer, Science 2011, 269, 850-853. 

[142] H. Tang, C. Chun, J. Wang, D. Blankschtein, R. Langer, Pharmaceutical Research 2002, 19, 1160-1169. 

[143] D. A. Edwards, Science 1997, 276, 1868-1872. 

[144] R. Vanbever, A. Ben-Jebria, J.D. Mintzes, R. Langer, D.A. Edwards, Drug Development Research 1999, 
48, 178-185. 

[145] A.X.C.N. Valente, R. Langer, H.A. Stone, D.A. Edwards, Biodrugs 2003, 17, 9-17. 

[146] W.S. Choi, G.G.K. Murthy, D.A. Edwards, R. Langer, A.M. Klibanov, Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 2001, 98, 11103-11107. 

[147] J.T. Santini, A.C. Richards, R. Scheidt, M.J. Cima, R. Langer, Angewandte Chemie-International 
Edition 2000, 39, 2397-2407. 

[148] M. Staples, K. Daniel, M.J. Cima, R. Langer, Pharmaceutical Research 2006, 23, 847-863. 

[149] S. Mitragotri, J. Farrell, H. Tang, T. Terahara, J. Kost, R. Langer, Journal of Controlled Release 2000, 
63, 41-52. 

[150] D.F. Waugh, D.F. Wilhelmson, S.L. Commerford, M.L. Sackler, Journal of the American Chemical 
Society 1953, 75, 2592-2600. 

[151] D.F. Waugh, Journal of the American Chemical Society 1944, 66, 663. 

[152] D.E. James, A.B. Jenkins, E.W. Kraegen, D.J. Chisholm, Diabetologia 1981, 21, 554-557. 

[153] V. Sluzky, J.A. Tamada, A.M. Klibanov, R. Langer, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of 
the United States of America 1991, 88, 9377-9381. 

[154] V. Sluzky, A.M. Klibanov, R. Langer, Biotechnology and Bioengineering 1992, 40, 895-903. 

���44������44�� 



 Submitted to  
[155] O. Mermut, D.C. Phillips, R.L. York, K.R. McCrea, R.S. Ward, G.A. Somorjai, Journal of the American 

Chemical Society 2006, 128, 3598-3607. 

[156] E. Ron, T. Turek, E. Mathiowitz, M. Chasin, M. Hageman, R. Langer, Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 1993, 90, 4176-4180. 

[157] H.R. Costantino, S.P. Schwendeman, R. Langer, A.M. Klibanov, Biochemistry-Moscow 1998, 63, 357-
363. 

[158] T. Rasmussen, R. Tantipolphan, M. van de Weert, W. Jiskoot, Pharmaceutical Research 2010, 27, 1337-
1347. 

[159] N.B. Phillips, Z.-li Wan, L. Whittaker, S.-Q. Hu, K. Huang, Q.-xin Hua, J. Whittaker, F. Ismail-Beigi, 
M.A. Weiss, Journal of Biological Chemistry 2010, 285, 11755-11759. 

[160] S.L. Morissette, S. Soukasene, D. Levinson, M.J. Cima, O. Almarsson, Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 2003, 100, 2180-2184. 

[161] S. Kitano, K. Kataoka, Y. Koyama, T. Okano, Y. Sakurai, Die Makromolekulare Chemie, Rapid 
Communications 1991, 233, 227–233. 

[162] D. Shiino, K. Kataoka, Y. Koyama, T. Okano, Y. Sakurai, Journal of Controlled Release 1994, 28, 317-
318. 

[163] D. Shiino, Y. Murata, K. Kataoka, M. Yokoyama, T. Okanob, Biomaterials 1994, 15, 121-128. 

[164] D. Shiino, Y. Murata, A. Kubo, Y.J. Kim, K. Kataoka, Y. Koyama, A. Kikuchi, M. Yokoyama, Y. 
Sakurai, T. Okano, Journal of Controlled Release 1995, 37, 269-276. 

[165] K. Kataoka, H. Miyazaki, T. Okano, Y. Sakurai, Macromolecules 1994, 27, 1061-1062. 

[166] T. Aoki, Y. Nagao, K. Sanui, N. Ogata, A. Kikuchi, Y. Sakurai, K. Kataoka, T. Okano, Polymer Journal 
1996, 28, 371-374. 

[167] K. Kataoka, I. Hisamitsu, N. Sayama, T. Okano, Y. Sakurai, Journal of Biochemistry 1995, 117, 1145-
1147. 

[168] A. Kikuchi, K. Suzuki, O. Okabayashi, H. Hoshino, K. Kataoka, Y. Sakurai, T. Okano, Analytical 
Chemistry 1996, 68, 823-828. 

[169] I. Hisamitsu, K. Kataoka, T. Okano, Y. Sakurai, Pharmaceutical Research 1997, 14, 289-293. 

[170] K. Kataoka, H. Miyazaki, M. Bunya, T. Okano, Y. Sakurai, Journal of the American Chemical Society 
1998, 120, 12694-12695. 

[171] R.A. Siegel, Y.D. Gu, A. Baldi, B. Ziaie, Macromolecular Symposia 2004, 207, 249-256. 

[172] M. Lei, A. Baldi, E. Nuxoll, R.A. Siegel, B. Ziaie, Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 2006, 8, 112-
122. 

[173] R.A. Siegel, Y.D. Gu, M. Lei, A. Baldi, E.E. Nuxoll, B. Ziaie, Journal of Controlled Release 2010, 141, 
303-313. 

[174] A. Matsumoto, S. Ikeda, A. Harada, K. Kataoka, Biomacromolecules 2003, 4, 1410-6. 

[175] A. Matsumoto, R. Yoshida, K. Kataoka, Biomacromolecules 2004, 5, 1038-45. 

���45������45�� 



 Submitted to  
[176] A. Matsumoto, T. Kurata, D. Shiino, K. Kataoka, Macromolecules 2004, 37, 1502-1510. 

[177] A. Matsumoto, K. Yamamoto, R. Yoshida, K. Kataoka, T. Aoyagi, Y. Miyahara, Chemical 
Communications (Cambridge, England) 2010, 46, 2203-5. 

[178] D. Nakayama, Y. Takeoka, M. Watanabe, K. Kataoka, Angewandte Chemie Internation Edition in 
English 2003, 42, 4197-4200. 

[179] M. Honda, K. Kataoka, T. Seki, Y. Takeoka, Langmuir 2009, 25, 8349-56. 

[180] B. Ziaie, A. Baldi, M. Lei, Y.D. Gu, R.A. Siegel, Advanced Drug Delivery Reviews 2004, 56, 145-172. 

[181] R. Yin, J. Han, J. Zhang, J. Nie, Colloids and Surfaces. B, Biointerfaces 2010, 76, 483-8. 

[182] S. Kuenzi, E. Meurville, P. Ryser, Sensors and Actuators B-Chemical 2010, 146, 1-7. 

[183] V. Ravaine, C. Ancla, B. Catargi, Journal of Controlled Release 2008, 132, 2-11. 

[184] P.D. Vos, B.J.D. Haan, R.V. Schilfgaarde, Transplantation Proceedings 1998, 30, 496-497. 

[185] W.F. Liu, M. Ma, K.M. Bratlie, T.T. Dang, R. Langer, D.G. Anderson, Biomaterials 2011, 32, 1796-
1801. 

[186] M. Ma, W.F. Liu, P.S. Hill, K.M. Bratlie, D.J. Siegwart, J. Chin, M. Park, J. Guerreiro, D.G. Anderson, 
Advanced Materials (Deerfield Beach, Fla.) 2011, 23, H189-94. 

[187] E.S. O’Sullivan, A. S. Johnson, A. Omer, J. Hollister-Lock, S. Bonner-Weir, C.K. Colton, G.C. Weir, 
Diabetologia 2010, 53, 937-45. 

[188] R.B. Elliott, L. Escobar, P.L.J. Tan, O. Garkavenko, R. Calafiore, P. Basta, a V. Vasconcellos, D.F. 
Emerich, C. Thanos, C. Bambra, Transplantation Proceedings 2005, 37, 3505-8. 

[189] G. Orive, R.M. Hernandez, A.R. Gascon, R. Calafiore, T.M.S. Chang, P. De Vos, G. Hortelano, D. 
Hunkeler, I. Lacik, A.M.J. Shapiro, J.L. Pedraz, Nature Medicine 2003, 9, 104-107. 

 

���46������46�� 



 Submitted to  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1. (a) Microencapsulation of islets in which nutrients, oxygen and stimuli diffuse 
across the membrane, whereas antibodies and immune cells are excluded. 
(Reprinted by permission from Macmillan Publishers Ltd: Nature Medicine, 
copyright (2003)).[189] (b) Schematic illustration of surface modification of a cell 
with synthetic polymers by covalent bonding, hydrophobic interaction, 
electrostatic interaction, and the layer-by-layer method. (Reproduced by 
permission of The Royal Society of Chemistry from reference [56]). (c) Diagram of 
an Islet Sheet, in cross-section. Alginate, containing up to 40% (v/v) islet tissue, is 
sandwiched between acellular alginate layers and gelled. A polymer mesh can be 
included in the islet-containing core to provide physical strength. Currently the 
semipermeable and bioinvisible layers are one and the same. Typical Islet Sheets 
measure 4 cm × 8 cm × 250 μm. (Reproduced with permission from reference [63]).  
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Figure 2. (a) Chemical structure of an inorganic redox center pendant on an organic polymer 
backbone. This system is used as an electrochemical mediator for the sensing of 
glucose via GOx. The electron transfer accompanying the reduction/oxidation of 
the FAD cofactor can be monitored by an electrode using such mediators (redrawn 
from reference).[83] (b) Schematic diagram and image of an implantable 
subcutaneous continuous glucose monitoring system. A = electronic components; 
B = location of telemetry circuits; C = battery; D = sensor array. Reproduced from 
reference.[93] (c) Chemical structure of FAD and FADH2 as well as the basic redox 
mechanism of GOx sensors.  
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Figure 3. (a) Chemical representation of a p(HEMA) hydrogel scaffold, with polyethylene 
glycol dimethacrylate (PEG-DA) spacer, containing a fluorescent anionic dye (1) 
quenched with a viologen (2) due to electrostatic interactions. The PBA moieties 
bind with glucose and cause a separation of the dye-viologen complex, resulting in 
enhanced fluorescence (Reproduced by permission of the Royal Society of 
Chemistry from reference[108]. (b) Schematic diagram of reversible aggregation in 
SWNTs based on a glucose binding event. Phenoxy dextran-modified SWNTs 
agglomerate in the presence of ConA, causing quenched NIR fluorescence. 
Glucose competitively binds with ConA, dissociating the aggregates, and 
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increasing fluorescence intensity (Copyright Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. 
KGaA; Reproduced with permission from reference[114].)  

���50������50�� 



 Submitted to  
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Figure 4. (a) A SEM image of a section of insulin-containing EVAc matrix after the release 
of 98% of the enclosed insulin. The white scale bar refers to 1000 µm. 
(Reproduced from reference [128]. Copyright 2009 American Association – from 
Diabetes, Vol. 35, 1986; 684-691. Reprinted with permission from The American 
Diabetes Association). (b) Plasma glucose plotted against time for animals made 
diabetic and treated either with EVAc matrix release of insulin alone (□) or insulin 
with somatostatin (■). Plasma glucose rose threefold with streptozotocin induction 
of diabetes and fell with matrix implantation. The rats treated with insulin alone 
were hypoglycemic for the active portion of their therapy whereas the somatostatin 
group exhibited more physiologic glucose concentrations for much longer periods 
of time. (Copyright Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA; reproduced with 
permission from reference [140]).  
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Figure 5. Schematic representation of the proposed mechanism of insulin aggregation. Here, 
N stands for native insulin and U stands for unfolded insulin. (Copyright Wiley-
VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA; reproduced with permission from reference 
[154]).  

���52������52�� 



 Submitted to  
(a)

 
(b) 

 

Figure 6. (a) Equilibria of (alkylamido)phenyl boronic acid. The presence of glucose shifts 
the equilibrium to the right, causing the polymer to become more hydrophilic. This 
shift changes the swelling degree of the polymeric gel, causing entrapped insulin 
to be dissolved in solution. (From reference[170]. Reprinted with permission from 
the Journal of the American Chemical Society © 2000 American Chemical 
Society). (b) Principle of the competitive binding of glucose and dextran on ConA 
in the case of low and high glucose concentrations. (Reprinted from Colloids and 
Surfaces B – Biointerfaces, Vol. 76, R.X. Lin, J. Han, J. F. Zhang, J. Nie, 
“Glucose-responsive composite microparticles based on chitosan, concanavalin A, 
and dextran for insulin deliver,” page 483-488, 2010, with permission from 
Elsevier. From reference [181]). 
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Given the worldwide increase in the prevalence of diabetes, we review therapeutics such 
as pancreatic islet cell encapsulation methods, biocompatible materials, polymer-based smart 
materials for controlled insulin release, electrochemical and optical glucose sensing, and 
closed and open loop approaches for the treatment of diabetic patients. We also discuss the 
main challenges and future directions for this field. 
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