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ABSTRACT: The polymers, chitosan, a polysaccharide, and gelatin, a protein, are crosslinked in different
ratios without the aid of a crosslinking agent. Facile chemical reactions were followed to synthesize a
chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in three different ratios (1:1, 1:3, and 3:1). The solubility of chitosan and the
stability of gelatin were improved due to the crosslinking. Both the polymers have excellent biodegradability,
biocompatibility, adhesion, and absorption properties in a biological environment. The properties of the
composite were favorable to be used in drug delivery applications, and the drug dopamine was encapsulated
in the composite for all three ratios. The properties of the chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite and dopamine-
loaded chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite were examined using XRD, FTIR, SEM, UV, TGA, TEM, and DLS
techniques, and the crosslinking was confirmed. Higuchi kinetic release was seen with a cumulative release of
93% within 24 h for the 1:3 nanocomposite in a neutral medium. The peaks at 9 and 20° in the XRD
spectrum confirmed the encapsulation of dopamine with the increase in the crystallinity of chitosan, which is
also evident from the SAED image. The dopamine functional groups were confirmed from the IR peaks
between 500 and 1500 cm−1 and the wide UV absorption maxima between 250 and 290 nm. The particle size
of the drug-loaded composite in the ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1 were calculated to be 275, 405, and 355 nm,
respectively. The nanocomposite also showed favorable DPPH antioxidant and antibacterial activity againstStaphylococcus aureus.
Sustained release of dopamine in a neutral medium using crosslinked chitosan and gelatin without the presence of a crosslinker is the
highlight of the work.

■ INTRODUCTION
Biopolymers exhibit poor mechanical properties, chemical
resistance, and processability compared to synthetic polymers.
To suitably alter them for specific applications, they are
reinforced with fillers which drastically improve their inherent
properties. Biopolymers that have been reinforced in this way
are called biopolymer composites.1 They are combined with
chosen materials to reinforce and enhance their desired
properties for practical applications.
Chitosan, a polysaccharide, and gelatin, a polypeptide, are

unique and possess all the favorable physical, chemical, and
biological properties that enhance applications in a biological
system. Derivative of chitin, chitosan is an amino poly-
saccharide molecule with a strong positive electrical charge.
This property enables it to bond strongly to negatively charged
molecules. Chitosan is used in tissue regeneration, wound
healing, as drug delivery vehicles, biosensors, and so forth due
to its biocompatibility, biodegradation, antimicrobial, immu-
nogenic, renewable, nontoxic, and bioabsorbable properties.2−4

The solubility of chitosan is a main concern as it is insoluble in
organic solvents and H2O. It is soluble only in a slightly acidic
medium, for example, with acetic, nitric, hydrochloric,
perchloric, and phosphoric acid solutions. The acidic solutions
with a pH less than 6.5 are optimum for dissolving chitosan.5−8

In its pure form, chitosan presents low surface area and
negligible porosity compared with other available adsorbents.
The drawback of chitosan is its weak mechanical strength and

insolubility in water. To overcome these shortcomings,
chemical and physical modifications should be made to the
molecule. Crosslinking and grafting of chitosan are the most
common methods employed. Crosslinking means forming a
web between polymer strands to form a network. Grafting
involves covalent bonding monomer chains to a polymer
backbone. In the present work, to improve the properties of
chitosan, it is crosslinked with gelatin.9−12

Gelatin has a high solubility in water and easily forms
complexes with other molecules because of its gelatinous
nature. Gelatin is synthesized by the hydrolytic degradation of
protein from collagen, which is the most abundantly present
protein in humans and animals. The structure of gelatin is
made up of a combination of amino acids. It has high protein
content, protective colloids, and is devoid of lipid and
cholesterol. Gelatin possesses biodegradability, biocompati-
bility, and excellent cell adhesion because of the presence of
unique amino acid sequences and cell proliferation properties.
Gelatin is readily soluble in water. Increasing the temperature
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of the gelatin solution will lead to the dissolution of gelatin,
and on decreasing the temperature, the liquid becomes
gelatinous.13,14

The amino groups and the secondary and primary hydroxyl
groups present in chitosan enable the facile modification of
inter and intramolecular hydrogen bonds between them.
Gelatin comprises of amino acids such as glycine, proline,
hydroxyproline, glutamic acid, alanine, arginine, and aspartic
acid. Similar to chitosan, it is made up of organic compounds
with a mixture of single and double chains. The structure of
chitosan, gelatin, and chitosan/gelatin composite is given in
Figure 1. The electrostatic attractions between the NH2 group
in chitosan and COO groups in gelatin facilitate the
crosslinking process.
There are different methods of crosslinking protein and

polysaccharides. Numerous crosslinking agents, such as
glutaraldehyde, tannic acid, and so forth, are used in the
chemical crosslinking technique. The unreacted aldehyde,
however, can become a hindrance to biomedical applications
because it reduces biocompatibility. The aim of the present
study is to examine the synthesis of the chitosan/gelatin
nanocomposite without using any crosslinker. The pH and
affinity for the electrophilic and nucleophilic species trigger the
crosslinking, and the final product is obtained in the powder
form. This crosslinking helps in increasing the solubility,
mechanical strength, and drug encapsulation capacity.15−20

Both gelatin and chitosan are used as drug delivery systems
to target the drug and improve drug absorption. Manipulation
of chitosan and its derivatives for drug delivery toward the
CNS has been studied for treatments against many neuro-
logical disorders, mainly for Parkinson’s and Alzheimer’s
diseases. The advantages of chitosan as a brain-targeted drug
carrier are numerous. It has the capacity to penetrate the
blood−brain barrier, and it also can control the release of the
drug, tightly adhere to mucus linings, and open tight
junctions.21,22 However, its solubility in neutral pH is poor,
and therefore there have been many attempts to modify this
drawback by the addition of a functional group. However,
modified chitosan molecules will have alterations in their
property, and the toxicity and biocompatibility can pose a

problem. Therefore, to maintain the structure of chitosan, we
crosslink it with the peptide gelatin to enhance its solubility.
Both chitosan and gelatin have antibacterial and antioxidant

properties.23 The oligopeptides present in gelatin have side
chains of amino groups responsible for the antimicrobial
behavior. In chitosan, the positively charged amino group
interacts with negatively charged cell membranes of the
bacteria, enhancing its antimicrobial activity.24 Several factors
such as pH, molecular weight of chitosan, hydrophilic or
hydrophobic nature, and physical state of chitosan influence its
antimicrobial property. Complexes of chitosan with other
materials substantially improve and modulate the antimicrobial
activity.25 Crosslinking chitosan and gelatin, therefore, is
favorable and gives a synergistic effect against the antioxidant
and antimicrobial activity.
Chitosan and gelatin are versatile because their structure can

be modified into microspheres, hydrogels, conjugates, nano-
composites, nanoparticles, films, and so on. Using polymer
matrix for drug delivery also increases the therapeutic potential
of drugs and safeguard against their degradation. Therefore, in
the present work, chitosan/gelatin nanocomposites are
synthesized in different aspect ratios (1:1, 1:3, and 3:1). The
nanocomposites are then encapsulated with the drug
dopamine. Dopamine is a neurotransmitter that is given as a
therapeutic against Parkinson’s disease and other CNS-related
ailments. Because the composite is ideal for CNS drug delivery,
the drug dopamine is used as a model drug to study the
encapsulation and drug release properties. Therefore, charac-
teristics of these composites are studied, and the release
kinetics of dopamine-loaded chitosan/gelatin nanocomposites
are also tabulated. The properties and characteristics of the
nanocomposites are discussed in detail.

■ MATERIALS
Low-molecular-weight chitosan was purchased from Sigma-
Aldrich. Gelatin Type A, from porcine skin with gel strength
300, and dopamine hydrochloride were also purchased from
Sigma-Aldrich. Sodium tripolyphosphate was purchased from
Alfa Aesar and Tween 80 from SRL chemicals. Double distilled
water and high-quality ethanol were used for all the synthesis
procedures.

Figure 1. Structure of chitosan, gelatin, and chitosan/gelatin hybrid matrix.
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Method. Synthesis of Chitosan/Gelatin Nanocomposite.
The nanocomposite preparation was done by mixing the
gelatin solution with 2% (w/v) chitosan solution in different
ratios, that is, 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1. Chitosan solution was prepared
by dissolving chitosan in acetic acid. The flowchart of the
synthesis procedure is illustrated in Figure 2. An optimal
amount of chitosan powder was dissolved in 98 mL of water
and 2 mL of acetic acid. This solution was left overnight for the
complete dissolution of chitosan and was filtered to remove
contaminants. The pH of chitosan was then changed to 5 by
adding 0.5 M NaOH into the solution. An optimal amount of
gelatin was measured and dissolved in 100 mL of water
immersed in a water bath maintained at 40 °C.
The solution of chitosan and gelatin were then combined in

the ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1. This was done by adding an
appropriate amount of gelatin solution dropwise into the
chitosan solution maintained at constant stirring. The resultant
solutions were then allowed to stir for 3 h. After this, the
solutions were kept under sonication for 3 h to ensure
thorough mixing of the solutions. The pH of the solution was
increased to 7. The composites then precipitated when allowed
to rest for 1 day. The precipitate was then washed several times
with distilled water and ethanol. It was then dried by placing in
a desiccator and removing the moisture content. The dried
precipitate was then ground into fine particles using mortar

and pestle continuously for 2 h, and a fine powder of the
composites was obtained.
The synthesis of crosslinked chitosan and gelatin scaffolds

without the use of a blending agent was reported previously,
and the miscibility of the compounds has been proved.26,27

Sionkowska et al. discuss the hydrogen bond formation
between the −OH and NH2 groups of chitosan with the side
groups of collagen.28 Because chitosan possesses a large
number of −OH groups, it can also form bonds with the
−COOH and NH2 end groups of collagen. Thus, in this work,
we can conclude that the blends or crosslinking of chitosan and
gelatin are formed due to the electrostatic interactions and
hydrogen bonds between chitosan and gelatin. Chitosan is
dissolved in dilute acetic acid, and the medium is maintained at
an acidic pH when gelatin solution is added to it dropwise. In
an acidic medium, negatively charged carboxyl groups ionically
interact with positively charged amine groups on chitosan
chains. These interactions between side chains, end chains,
carboxyl, amine, and hydroxy groups lead to the formation of
multiple complexes, which results in the blending and
crosslinking of chitosan and gelatin.29

The chitosan and gelatin solutions were prepared identically
to the procedure explained above. Gelatin solution was then
added dropwise to the chitosan solution in different ratios to
prepare the solution in the respective proportions, that is, 1:1,
1:3, and 3:1. The solutions were then left overnight under

Figure 2. Flowchart of synthesis procedure of chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1. Synthesis of dopamine-loaded
chitosan/gelatin (dopamine@chitosan/gelatin) nanocomposite (drug loading).
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constant stirring to ensure that the solutions were adequately
combined. The solutions were then sonicated for 3 h. 10 wt %
of the drug, that is, dopamine solution was added. Tween 80
and sodium triphosphate are added to help in the drug
encapsulation. The solutions were kept under constant stirring
and sonication for 4 h. The pH was changed to help in the
precipitation of the nanocomposite. The precipitate was then
collected and given for further characterizations. The synthesis
procedure of the drug-encapsulated chitosan/gelatin nano-
composite is given in Figure 3.
Instrumentation. The composite structure was charac-

terized using XRD BRUKER USA D8 ADVANCE, DAVINCI
with X-ray source of radiation Cu Kα (α = 1.54 Å). Samples
were analyzed from 2θ = 5 to 60°. Jasco FT/IR-6600 Fourier
transform infrared (FTIR) spectrometer instrument was used
to record the FTIR spectra from the range 400 to 4000 cm−1.
Powder samples were used for the analysis. The ultraviolet
(UV) spectrum was recorded with the help of the PerkinElmer
UV Win Lab 6.3.2.0749/2.02.06 Lambda 650 UV/vis
instrument. The particle size was computed from dynamic
light scattering (DLS) using the Horiba Scientific Horiba SZ-
100 instrument. The zeta potential was also evaluated with the
same instrument. The morphology of the samples was studied
by imaging the topography of the material with the help of the
Gemini scanning electron microscopy (SEM) 300 instrument
from ZEISS. The response of the sample to the temperature
was analyzed using the NETZSCH STA 2500 STA2500A-
0061-N instrument. The analysis was done between the range
of 30−300 °C. Transmission electron microscopy (TEM)
images were recorded using the FEI-TECNAI G2-20 TWIN
200 kV instrument.
In Vitro Drug Release and Release Kinetics. The drug

release behaviors of the nanocomposite were studied in pH 7.
Experimentally, 0.2 g of the drug-loaded chitosan/gelatin
nanocomposite was immersed in 60 mL of the release medium
at room temperature under magnetic stirring. At appropriate
time intervals, 5 mL of the solution was extracted, and the
amount of dopamine released from the composite was
determined using a UV spectrophotometer at 280 nm. The
kinetics of dopamine release from chitosan/gelatin was
analyzed by fitting the cumulative release with four models,
that is, (1) the zero-order model (Qt = K0t), (2) the first-order
model with formula (logQt = −K1t/2.303), (3) the Higuchi
model (Qt = KHt

1/2), and (4) the Korsmeyer−Peppas model
with formula (Qt: KKPt

n).

DPPH radical scavenging activity (Blois, 1958) also known
as the Blois method was employed to determine the DPPH
radical scavenging activity. DPPH offers a convenient and
accurate method for oxidizable groups of natural or synthetic
antioxidants. DPPH solution was prepared at the concen-
tration of 0.1 mM in methanol. For the assay, 1 mL of test
solution (20−120 μg/mL) was mixed with 1 mL of DPPH
solution. The mixture was placed in the dark for 30 min and
incubated at room temperature. The absorbance was recorded
at 517 nm by the UV spectrophotometer. The percentage of
DPPH-free radical scavenging activity was calculated by the
following equation

RSA % (abs(control) abs(sample)/abs(control)

100

= [ − ]

×
Method for Antibacterial Assay. Inoculum Preparation.

A loopful of bacteria staphylococcus aureus, streptococcus
mutants, and actinomyces species was inoculated in the sterile
nutrient broth and incubated overnight at 37 °C.

Well Diffusion Assay. The agar well diffusion assay was used
to determine the growth inhibition of bacteria by the sample.
Muller−Hinton agar was prepared and poured into a sterile
Petri plate and allowed to solidify. The overnight nutrient
broth culture of Gram-positive bacteria Staphylococcus aureus
and Gram-negative bacteria E. coli species was inoculated in
Mueller−Hinton agar using a sterile cotton swab. Five wells
were made in the agar plate using a sterile cork-borer (8 mm
diameter). Standard tetracycline and 250, 375, and 500 μg of
extracts were added to each well, and the plates were incubated
overnight at 37 °C. Antibacterial activity was determined my
measuring the zone of growth inhibition within the well.

Cytotoxicity Studies. 96-well plates with SH-SY5Y
differentiated cells were plated for 24 h at 37 °C. Nutrient
mixture-12 Ham, Kaighn’s modification −HiMedia was used as
the culture. The cells were treated with dopamine@chitosan/
gelatin after 24 h. In 10 mg mL−1 of the stock solution, the
nanocomposite was sonicated. The viability of the cells after 24
h in the presence of the nanocomposite was evaluated.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
FTIR. There will be significant changes in the characteristic

bands when two or more substances are mixed. Crosslinking or
blending of polymers is done to improve the properties of both
materials and synthesize a novel composite embodying the
characteristics of both constituents. The FTIR spectra analysis

Figure 3. Flowchart of the synthesis procedure of the dopamine-loaded chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite.
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enables in studying the possible interaction that are present in
the composite. By increasing the amount of gelatin in the
composite, we see that there is a shift in the peak position of
amide of chitosan. The peaks present between 100 and 1500
cm−1 in the FTIR spectra of the chitosan/gelatin nano-
composite in different ratios as shown in Figure 4I(A−C)
indicate that gelatin was thoroughly mixed with chitosan. It
also implies strong hydrogen bonding between the chitosan
and gelatin polymer structures in the chitosan/gelatin
nanocomposite matrix. As denoted in Figure 1, it is due to
the interaction between NH3

+ ions of chitosan and −COO−
groups of gelatin that the crosslinking of the composite is
possible. When there is an increase in chitosan composition,
there is a decrease in peak intensity at 2400 and 2900 cm−1

because there is a decrease in single helixes and random coils.
The decrease in absorbance around 1500 cm−1 indicated a
nucleophilic attack by the amino group of chitosan on the
carboxylic carbon atom of gelatin. These results show that
increasing gelatin concentration increases the folding endur-
ance of the chitosan/gelatin polymer composite. The FTIR of
the polymer nanocomposite exhibited a mixture of character-
istic absorptions because of amine groups of chitosan and the
carboxylic acid group of gelatin30

Figure 4II(A−C) shows dopamine-encapsulated chitosan/
gelatin nanocomposite (dopamine@chitosan/gelatin) in the
ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1, respectively. The predominant peaks
between 500 and 1500 cm−1 indicate the dopamine functional
groups. The peak at 1500−1600 cm−1 is due to the aromatic
ring. The presence of C−C, C−O, and C−N vibrations are
confirmed with peaks between 1200 and 1500 cm−1. The peak
at approximately 3000 cm−1 is due to the prescience of C, N,
and O vibrations.31,32 Thus, from the FTIR spectra, we can
confirm the encapsulation of dopamine within the matrix of
chitosan and gelatin.
DLS and Zeta Potential. The particle sizes of the

chitosan/gelatin composite synthesized in the ratios 1:1, 1:3,
and 3:1 denoted as 1, 2, and 3 are 100, 275, and 260 nm,
respectively. This is shown in Figure 5. The particle size of the

composites was determined by the DLS technique. These
results prove that the composites were successfully synthesized
in a nanoscale dimension. Dopamine was encapsulated in the
composites, and the particle size of dopamine encapsulated
composites in the ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1 denoted as 4,5,6 is
calculated to be 275, 405, and 355 nm, respectively.
The zeta potential of a molecule is determined by its surface

charge. The presence or absence of charges on the functional
groups present on the surface alters, that is, increases or
decreases the zeta potential. The carboxylic acid groups in
gelatin cause a decrease in zeta potential. In chitosan, the
positively charged groups such as the amino groups result in
net positive zeta potential.33,34

Figure 6 gives the zeta potential for the chitosan/gelatin
nanocomposites. For the ratio 1:1, we see that the zeta
potential is close to 0 with a net zeta potential of −4 mV. The
chitosan/gelatin composite in the ratio 1:3 shows a net
negative zeta potential of −49 mV due to the abundance of
gelatin. For the ratio 3:1, which has chitosan in excess, the
results show a positive shift in the zeta potential with the net

Figure 4. (I) (A) FTIR spectrum of CS/GL in the ratios 1:1, (B) 1:3, and (C) 3:1, (II) (A) dopa@chitosan/gelatin 1:1, (B) 1:3, and (C) 3:1.

Figure 5. Particle size of chitosan/gelatin and dopamine@chitosan/
gelatin 1,2,3chitosan/gelatin 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1.4,5,6dopamine@
chitosan/gelatin 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1, respectively.
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surface charge being +15 mV. These results portray that by
varying ratios of chitosan and gelatin, there is a difference in
the surface charge of the composite. In the drug-loaded
composite, an increase in the surface potential is seen because
dopamine had a zeta potential of +100 mV.35,36 The zeta
potential of dopamine@chitosan/gelatin in the ratio dop-
amine@1:3, dopamine@1:1, and dopamine@3:1 represented
as 4, 5, and 6, respectively, is +40, +15, and −30 mV. These
values indicate that the dopamine@chitosan/gelatin nano-

composite is highly stable and can attach well to the inner
lining of the membranes.

UV Spectroscopy. UV spectra were determined for the
wavelengths between 200 and 600 nm. Pure chitosan has a
strong absorption peak at 210 nm. The absorption peak of
pure gelatin is between 210 and 240 nm.37,38 The amino
groups present in gelatin, that is glycine, proline, and argine are
responsible for the presence of this absorption peak. Figure
7(I). gives the absorption spectra of the chitosan/gelatin
nanocomposites in the ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1. There is a shift
in the UV absorption maximum when compared to that of
pure chitosan and pure gelatin. The absorption maxima of the
chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite are found to be 240 nm. The
UV spectra of dopamine encapsulated chitosan/gelatin in
different ratios are depicted in Figure 7(II). Dopamine has a
strong absorption peak at 280 nm.39 In the spectra, a broad
absorption peak from 250 to 290 nm is seen with a maximum
absorption at 280 nm. This confirms that the drug is
successfully embedded within the matrix.

X-ray Diffraction. The X-ray diffraction (XRD) spectrum
of the chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the ratio 1:1 is
shown in Figure 8A The diffractogram shows both amorphous
nature of gelatin and semicrystalline nature of chitosan.40,41

This is because we have reduced the particle size and
synthesized it in nano dimensions. It also indicates that the
crystallinity of chitosan was destroyed by gelatin during the
synthesis process. Chitosan/gelatin synthesized in ratios 1:3

Figure 6. Zeta potential of chitosan/gelatin and dopamine@chitosan/
gelatin 1,2,3chitosan/gelatin 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1.4,5,6dopamine@
chitosan/gelatin 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1.

Figure 7. (I) UV Spectra of chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in different ratios, 7 (II). UV spectra of dopamine-encapsulated chitosan/gelatin in
different ratios.
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and 3:1 is given in Figure S2. The absence of crystalline peaks
in the chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite also confirms that the
constituents are mixed well in the composite. The results prove
that the nanocomposite synthesis promoted the formation of
the amorphous structure of polymers and hindered crystal-

lization. From the results of XRD, we see that the individual
properties of chitosan and gelatin are retained, but due to the
presence of strong hydrogen bonds between them, they have
successfully formed nanocomposites. Figure 8B shows the
XRD spectrum of the dopamine-encapsulated chitosan/gelatin
nanocomposite. The sharp peak at 9° indicated the presence of
dopamine within the matrix.42 The XRD pattern confirms the
crystallinity of the prepared composite due to the encapsula-
tion of dopamine. The (020) plane which showed intensity of
200 cps for pure chitosan as shown in Figure S1, increased in
intensity when encapsulated with dopamine. The increase in
intensity of this peak proves that the structure of chitosan has
become more ordered and crystalline.43−45 The encapsulation
of dopamine within the composite has facilitated this process.
The SEM images of chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite are

given in Figure 9A,B. Figure 9C,D shows the morphology of
dopamine-encapsulated chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the
ratio 1:1. The morphologies of chitosan/gelatin and dopamine
encapsulated chitosan gelatin are similar. According to the
figure, the composite appears as a porous structure. Addition-
ally, there is a roughness of the chitosan/gelatin composite
surface. For crosslinked composites, phase separation could
not be detected by SEM analysis suggesting good compatibility
between chitosan and gelatin.46,47 The morphology appears to
be sheets of gelatin and chitosan arranged one above the other

Figure 8. (A) XRD spectrum of chitosan/gelatin in ratio 1:1 (B)
dopamine encapsulated chitosan/gelatin in the ratio 1:1.

Figure 9. (A,B) FESEM images of the chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the ratio 1:1 in different magnifications. (C,D). FESEM images of
dopamine@chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the ratio 1:1 in different magnifications, (E) TEM image, and (F) SAED diffraction pattern of the
dopamine@chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the ratio 1:1.
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to form layers. This also enables efficient encapsulation of the
drug within the composite. Figure 9 gives the images of the
composite in magnification of 20 and 30 KX. Figure 9E,F
shows the TEM image and SAED diffraction pattern of the
same nanocomposite. The different layers of chitosan and
gelatin formed by the twisting and rotation of polymeric chains
are seen in Figure 9E. As seen in the XRD pattern (Figure 8B),
there is an increase in crystallinity of chitosan due to the
encapsulation of dopamine. Distinct ring patterns and the
lattice points are visible in the SAED pattern shown in Figure
9F. The (110) and (020) lattice planes of chitosan are clearly
seen in the SAED image, which is evidence of its crystallinity48

Drug Release Studies. The procedure followed to
evaluate the drug release from the composite is described in
Mathew et al. 2020.49,50 Similar environments and conditions
were followed for the release of the dopamine-encapsulated
chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite. The release mechanism was
evaluated in a neutral medium, that is, pH 7. This is the pH of
a biological environment such as the human body. Mathew et
al. 2020 focuses on the release from chitosan in pH 4.
However, in the present work, we aim to release the drug at
pH 7; therefore, the crosslinking with gelatin was carried out.
At room temperature, maintaining the pH at 7, the release of
the drug dopamine from the chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite
in different ratios was analyzed, and the results are tabulated in
Figure 10.
The drug dopamine is entrapped within the chitosan/gelatin

composite by physical entrapment. As seen in the morphology
analysis, the sheets of the chitosan/gelatin matrix hold the
dopamine molecule strongly within them. The initial release of
the drug from the composite is due to the loosely bound drug
molecule entrapped in the composite. The hydrogen bonds

responsible for the crosslinking of chitosan and gelatin remain
stable in the neutral medium.51,52 Therefore, sustained release
of the drug from the composite is seen in the kinetic release
profile. Figure 10 gives the cumulative release of the drug from
the chitosan/gelatin composite in different ratios. Figure 10A
shows the release of the drug from the 1:1 composition of
chitosan and gelatin. There is a steady and controlled increase
in the release of the drug. At the end of 30 h, a total of 89% of
the drug is released into the medium. Figure 10B gives the
release from the composite in the ratio 1:3. In this composite,
the gelatin content is more compared to chitosan. Therefore,
as time progresses, there is more swelling of the composite,
and as a result, approximately 93% of the drug is released into
the medium. There is also an initial burst release of the drug.
This may be because of the discharge of localized drug
molecules or due to the dissolution of gelatin in the medium.
Figure 10C shows the release of the drug from the 3:1
composition of chitosan/gelatin. The amount of chitosan is
greater in this composition. The graph shows a release of 83%
at the end of 30 h. This is because the chitosan does not favor
release in a neutral medium. The release is seen in chitosan
only in an acidic medium. However, due to the presence of
gelatin, controlled release is seen from the composite. The
drug release is seen in the composite because of the combined
diffusion and degradation of both polymers. There is also an
increase in the drug release with the increase in gelatin
concentration. This is because in the medium, gelatin swells
more when compared to chitosan, and this consequently leads
to more drug release because of the loose polymeric network.
There is a direct correlation between the drug release and
swelling of the composite.

Figure 10. Cumulative release of dopamine from the dopamine-loaded chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the ratios (A) 1:1, (B) 1:3, and (C) 3:1
maintained at pH 7.

ACS Omega http://pubs.acs.org/journal/acsodf Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.2c01443
ACS Omega 2022, 7, 18732−18744

18739

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsomega.2c01443?fig=fig10&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsomega.2c01443?fig=fig10&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsomega.2c01443?fig=fig10&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsomega.2c01443?fig=fig10&ref=pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/journal/acsodf?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.2c01443?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


Chitosan is a pH-sensitive polymer that triggers the release
of the encapsulated drug depending on the pH of the solution.
In certain applications such as cancer treatment, this quality is
advantageous. To alter this character and increase the release
of the drug in a neutral medium, crosslinking of chitosan with

gelatin is performed in this work. In Table 1, a comparison is
drawn between similar works. The effectiveness and necessity
of incorporating gelatin into the chitosan matrix is evident
from the comparison. As the release of drug from the chitosan
matrix is pH sensitive, crosslinking aids in enhancing the

Table 1. Comparison of Cumulative Drug Release from Drug-Loaded Chitosan Nanocomposites and Dopamine@Chitosan/
Gelatin Nanocomposite (Present Work)

material duration (h) cumulative release in pH 7 (%) encapsulation efficiency (%) loading efficiency (%) references

dox@chitosan 30 10 80 4 53
resveratrol@chitosan 30 10 55 54
dox@chitosan 30 35 90 9 55
vancomycin@chitosan 30 45 59 56
floic acid@chitosan 30 27 57
dopamine@chitosan/carbon dots 30 5 82 32 49
dopamine@CS/GL(1:1) 30 89 85 39 present work
dopamine@CS/GL(1:3) 30 94 87 41 present work
dopamine@CS/GL(3:1) 30 83 80 38 present work

Figure 11. Kinetic release studies of dopamine from the dopamine-encapsulated chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite in the ratios (A) 1:1, (B) 1:3, and
(C) 3:1.
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sustained release of the drug in a neutral medium. As seen in
Table 1, compared to drug release from pure chitosan,
crosslinked chitosan/gelatin shows supreme release in a neutral
medium. The comparison drawn from the table shows that a
maximum cumulative release is obtained for crosslinked
chitosan/gelatin (present work). The high loading efficiency
minimizes the amount of unutilized drug. This is correlated to
the increase in pore size and crystallinity of chitosan
crosslinked gelatin.
The release kinetics of the dopamine from the dopamine-

loaded chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite was studied using
zero-order, first-order, Higuchi, and Korsmeyer−Peppas
models. The correlation coefficient (R2) was calculated for
each model.58,59 The Higuchi model, where the cumulative
release is plotted against the square root of time, had the
highest correlations, as shown in Figure 11A−C.
There is no burst release, and there is a constant sustained

release of the drug. This is the ideal characteristic of any
material that acts as a drug carrier. Therefore, we can conclude
that chitosan/gelatin is an ideal nano drug delivery carrier
when compared to other compositions. The encapsulation
efficiencies of the drug onto the chitosan/gelatin polymer are
calculated to be 85, 87, and 80% for the 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1 ratios,
respectively. The drug-loaded efficiency is approximately 39,
41, and 38%, respectively, as seen in Table 1.
Antioxidant Activity Studies. The DPPH scavenging

activities of dopamine-encapsulated chitosan/gelatin were
studied. The DPPH scavenging percentage of the material
increases with the increase in concentration of dopamine from
30 to 120 μg mL−1, as seen in Figure 12. Compared to the

standard ascorbic acid, the scavenging activity of the
nanocomposite proved to be effective. This study shows that
the composite shows extensive DPPH scavenging activity.
Antibacterial Activity Studies. The antibacterial study

was performed against a culture of Gram-positive bacteria
Staphylococcus aureus (Figure 13B) and Gram-negative bacteria
E. coli species (Figure 13A). Against E. coli, the nanocomposite
showed intermediate antibacterial activity, as seen in Table 2.
The zone of inhibition for Staphylococcus aureus, as seen in
Figure 13B, shows an excellent antibacterial property. The
growth inhibition at 500 μg was comparable to the standard
value. The antibacterial property of chitosan/gelatin blends
against several Gram positive and Gram negative bacteria are
discussed. Pereda et al. report the antimicrobial activity of
gelatin/chitosan solution against E. coli at 24 mm and edible
films at 20 mm.60 These nanocomposites are biocompatible
and, therefore, an effective and ideal material to be used for
antibacterial properties. The antimicrobial property of gelatin/

chitosan in the ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1 was examined by Jridi et
al. The maximum inhibition halo for S. aureus and E. coli is
reported as 17 and 15 mm, respectively, for gelatin/chitosan
ratio 1:3.61 Matiacevich et al. report the inhibition of 21 mm
against E. coli for bovine gelatin/chitosan films.62 Compared to
prior literature, the present work shows excellent inhibition
against Gram-positive Staphylococcus aureus with an inhibition
hallow of 31 and 16 mm against E. coli.

Cytotoxicity Studies. The toxicity analysis of dopamine-
loaded chitosan/gelatin toward SH-SY5Y cell culture was
examined. As seen in Figure 14, the cell viability of the material
in different concentrations toward the cell line was 98%. This
proves that the material is biocompatible and non-toxic.
Chitosan and gelatin are natural polymers, and their cross-
linking was performed without the usage of additives. Hence,
the resultant material loaded with dopamine proves to be
favorable in a biological environment, as seen in Figure 14.

Figure 12. Antioxidant activity of the dopamine@chitosan/gelatin
nanocomposite in the ratio 1:3 against DPPH scavenging activity.

Figure 13. (A) Zone of inhibition of E. coli and (B) zone of inhibition
of Staphylococcus aureus.

Table 2. Antibacterial Activity Studies of the Dopamine-
Loaded Chitosan/Gelatin Nanocomposite

s.
no. organism

STD
(mm)

250 μg
(mm)

375 μg
(mm)

500 μg
(mm)

1 E. coli 27 13 15 16
2 Staphyllococcus

aureus
34 29 30 31
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■ CONCLUSIONS
The chitosan/gelatin crosslinked polymer matrix and dop-
amine-encapsulated chitosan/gelatin polymer were synthesized
successfully in different ratios 1:1, 1:3, and 3:1 without using a
crosslinking agent. The FTIR, DLS, zeta potential, and UV
analysis showed that the components chitosan and gelatin were
crosslinked successfully and had the characteristic properties
attributed to both. The SEM topography showed the presence
of layers of matrix decked one above the other to form a
network. The XRD and SEM findings were further validated
with the TEM images. The properties of the material, such as
its biocompatibility, solubility, bioavailability, and superior
matrix-forming ability, make it favorable for drug delivery
applications. The XRD spectrum provided evidence for the
encapsulation of the drug dopamine within the nanocomposite
network. The increased crystallinity and improved pore size
enhance the drug loading capability of the nanocomposite. The
SAED images denote the increase in crystallinity of chitosan
due to the encapsulation of dopamine as seen in the XRD
spectrum. The release kinetics of all three composites was
studied. The composites exhibited sustained release and
followed the Higuchi release model with cumulative releases
of 89, 94, and 83% at the end of 30 h in a neutral medium.
Though chitosan has a pH-responsive drug release with
maximum release in an acidic medium, the crosslinking of
chitosan with gelatin facilitated for a sustained release in a
neutral medium (pH 7). The chitosan/gelatin nanocomposite
also exhibited DPPH scavenging activity and proved effective
against Gram-positive Staphylococcus aureus. The studies and
analysis conclusively prove that the chitosan/gelatin composite
is an ideal drug delivery carrier with excellent antioxidant and
antibacterial properties. Crosslinking chitosan with gelatin has
enhanced its properties to be efficient in a biological medium
by increasing its solubility and mechanical strength. Therefore,
gelatin is an excellent additive that can be used to modify
chitosan to extend its use in biomedical applications.
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