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Abstract: Hybrid magnetic molecularly imprinted polymers (MMIPs) have the advantages of the
technology of molecularly imprinted material and magnetic nanoparticles. The magnetic properties
of MMIPs allow easy magnetic separation of various pollutants and analytes. A convenient and
simple approach has been developed for the preparation of MMIPs based on polyamide (nylon-6)
and magnetic nanoparticles. The polymer matrix was formed during the transition of nylon-6 from
a dissolved state to a solid state in the presence of template molecules and Fe3O4 nanoparticles
in the initial solution. Methylene blue (MB) was used as a model imprinted template molecule.
The MMIPs exhibited a maximum adsorption amount of MB reached 110 µmol/g. The selectivity
coefficients toward MB structural analogs were estimated to be 6.1 ± 0.6 and 2.1 ± 0.3 for 15 µM
hydroxyethylphenazine and toluidine blue, which shows high MMIP selectivity. To prove the MMIPs’
specificity in MB recognition, magnetic nonimprinted polymers (MNIPs) were synthesized without
the presence of a template molecule. MMIPs exhibited much higher specificity in comparison to
MNIPs. To show the remarkable reusability of the MMIP sorbent, more than four MB absorption and
release cycles were carried out, demonstrating almost the same extraction capacity step by step. We
believe that the proposed molecular imprinting technology, shown in the MB magnetic separation
example, will bring new advances in the area of MMIPs for various applications.

Keywords: methylene blue; methylene blue capture; molecularly imprinted polymer; magnetic
molecularly imprinted polymer; magnetic molecularly imprinted solid-phase extraction; magnetic
solid-phase microextraction; specific recognition; nylon-6; reusability

1. Introduction

Methylene blue (MB) is a cationic thiazine dye widely used as a model target for
magnetic separation or sensing applications of sorbents [1–6]. Due to its photochemi-
cal properties, MB inactivates multidrug-resistant bacteria and may be used for cancer
treatment [1,4]. On the other hand, MB is an important industry dye and, therefore, a
prevalent pollutant, which is toxic in high concentrations [1–3]. In these contexts, MB may
be used for therapeutic applications or should be detected and measured or removed from
the water for safety [1–4]. Herein, MB was chosen as a template molecule for molecular
imprinting performance.

Molecular imprinting is a unique technique for creating template-shaped cavities in
polymer matrices with predetermined high specificity [7–11]. The approach resembles
an enzyme–substrate “lock and key” model. Polymers with template-specific cavities
are called molecularly imprinted polymers (MIPs) [9,10]. MIPs are typically synthesized
in a three-step process. The functional monomers interact with the template molecule
(Figure 1A). After that, the cross-linker or polymerization initiator is added, forming a poly-
mer with template-bounded cavities. Finally, the template molecule is removed, resulting
in a cross-linked material with high-affinity cavities for the target compound [7–10,12–14].
The combination of MIP recognition and magnetic nanoparticles in one system results in
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a novel material, also known as magnetic MIPs (MMIPs) [7,12]. Manipulation with an
external magnetic field opens the possibility of unique applications for MMIPs, which
may be used for solid-phase extraction of pollutants in water samples (pesticides, herbi-
cides, antibiotics, dyes, heavy metals, etc.) [7,8,12,15–24], photocatalytic and dark-condition
degradation of pollutants [23], isolating active compounds contained in plants (alkaloids,
flavonoids, terpenes, etc.) [12], enantioseparation [25], and the separation, purification,
and detection of various biomolecules [22,26–28]. MMIPs show excellent selective binding
to target compounds and can be quickly separated and easily removed from samples
using an external magnet, thus avoiding time-consuming and tedious steps (centrifuga-
tion or filtration) [7,8,12,18–21,25–28]. The ability to adsorb and desorb analytes on a
magnetic sorbent provides specific extraction, purification, and enrichment of the target
compounds [28–30]. Furthermore, several emerging techniques (biosensor, chemilumines-
cence, etc.) based on MMIPs also offer new insights into pesticides [22], mycotoxins [22],
antibiotics and drugs [18,20,22], protein [26], DNA and RNA [27], antibodies [22,26], and
cancer biomarker [31] detection. Recently, MMIPs have begun to be used in various fields
of biomedicine, such as disease diagnosis [31,32], pH and reducing stimuli-responsive drug
and gene delivery [32–35], tumor imaging [33,34], and theranostics [33,34,36].
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the primary molecular imprinting process (A) and that in the
present paper (B).

An alternative to the primary MIP synthesis by polymerization presented in Figure 1A
may be a procedure involving off-the-shelf polymers (Figure 1B) [10,37]. The main idea of
the imprinting consists of the two steps of one-pot synthesis. A polymer is dissolved in an
organic solvent to give the specific interaction between the polymer chains and template
in the solution. After precipitation or drying of the solution, the template is removed
(Figure 1). Such a MIP is synthesized upon the transition of the polymer from a solute to a
solid state and structural changes of the template. The advantages of the methods include
an absence of functional monomers or cross-linking agents, a polymerization step, and easy
and cheap synthesis [10]. The obtained cavities in MIPs specifically interact with template
molecules, yielding a high-affinity complex.

The organic polymer matrices of MIPs allow for great diversification of their properties,
such as thermal, chemical, or colloidal stability; charge; functional groups; etc. [7,9,10,12]. One
of the polymers with distinct physical, chemical, and biological properties is nylon-6 [38–41].
Nylon provides high physical and chemical stability and low toxicity, which allows this
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biocompatible polymer to be used for manufacturing various medical tools [38–41]. Highly
soluble in organic solvents, the polyamide polymer nylon can be re-precipitated and
reformed easily, forming various types of porous structures [38,39,42,43], which in this
work will be used for the first time for MMIPs synthesis. The introduction of ferrimagnetic
magnetite nanoparticles (Fe3O4, MNPs) [33,34,36,44] into the nylon solution makes it
possible to form MIPs on the surface of the nanoparticles, imparting magnetic properties
to them. Nowadays, coated MNPs find vast applications in nanomedicine, magnetic
separation, imaging, and theranostics [28,29,45–49]. Previously [39,43], we have shown
the possibility of nylon coating on MNPs for nucleic acid microextraction and therapeutic
applications. The proposed approach makes it possible to design polymer matrices for
various tasks; for example, sensing surfaces or microparticle sorbents.

This work aimed to develop a simple, cost-effective, and convenient approach for
MMIP synthesis using off-the-shelf polymer technology. The nylon-6 polyamide polymer
and magnetite nanoparticles were used as a matrix and magnetic core, respectively, for
MMIP manufacturing. To show proof of the concept of molecular imprinting technology
and MMIP synthesis, the magnetic separation of MB was chosen. It should be noted that
MB was used mostly as a model template molecule, which allows us to test the capacity, se-
lectivity, and specificity of MMIPs. The employed imprinting method may also be extended
to various applications and other templates, which have poor functionality for the usual
pre-polymerization complex formation. Finally, MMIPs prepared using our imprinting
technique can solve problems, such as a low abundance of functional monomer and cross-
linker for the superfine structure of MIP, more types of cores to be exploited for coating
with MIP shells, etc., associated with MIPs prepared by polymerization methods [50].

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials

The FeCl3·6H2O was purchased from PanReac AppliChem (MW = 270.32, 97–102%).
The FeCl2·4H2O was obtained from Acros organics (MW = 198.81, 99+%). 2,2,2-Trifluoroeth-
anol (TFE) was acquired from Panreac Química (Barcelona, Spain). Nylon 6 (Product
No. 181110), toluidine blue (TB), and hydroxyethylphenazine (PH) were purchased from
Sigma (St. Louis, MO, USA) at the highest available grade and used without purification.
The molecular weight (Mwv) of nylon 6 was measured as 22.5 ± 1 kDa by viscosimetry. All
solutions were prepared using milliQ water (18.2 M×Om/cm).

2.2. Synthesis of Magnetic Nanoparticles (MNPs)

The magnetic nanoparticles (MNPs) were synthesized according to the previously
published method [39,51,52]. For the production, deoxygenated aqueous solutions of
Fe2+/Fe3+ salts in a ratio of 1:2 without any stabilized agents were used. The MNP
precipitation was carried out in an aqueous ammonia solution under stirring (500 rpm), and
an argon atmosphere at 20 ◦C. The resulting MNPs had an average size of 11.0 ± 2.0 nm as
determined by TEM.

2.3. Synthesis of MMIPs

Nylon-6 was dissolved in TFE to obtain a 5% solution. Aliquots of three different
volumes were taken from the suspension of MNPs in water, from which the supernatants
were taken to obtain a precipitate of nanoparticles weighing 0.5, 2, or 5 mg. To the dry
MNPs, 0.4 mL of water and 0.1 mL of methylene blue solution with a concentration of
1 mg/mL were added. The nylon-6 solution (1 mL) and nanoparticle suspension with
template molecules were mixed on a submersible vertical stirrer. The reaction mixture was
stirred (1400 rpm) at 25 ◦C for 24 h. Afterward, MMIPs were magnetically separated and
washed with water. To extract the template molecules from the polymer structure, MMIPs
were incubated with an aqueous solution containing 5% glacial acetic acid and 5% sodium
dodecyl sulfate (SDS) under stirring (1400 rpm) at 60 ◦C for 1 h. MMIPs were magnetically
separated and washed with water.
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The MMIP samples were named MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5, which represent
the initial amount of MNPs of 0.5, 2, or 5 mg for the synthesis.

2.4. Synthesis of MNIPs

Magnetic nonimprinted polymers (MNIPs) were synthesized by the same procedure
as for MMIPs (Section 2.3). However, no template molecule was used. The MNIPs were
washed with an aqueous solution containing 5% glacial acetic acid and 5% SDS under
stirring (1400 rpm) at 60 ◦C for 1 h after the synthesis.

2.5. MMIPs Characterization

Dynamic light scattering (DLS) was carried out on a Malvern Zetasizer Nano device
(Malvern Instruments, Worcestershire, UK) in deionized water (~0.25 mg/mL) at 25 ◦C.

Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) images were conducted on a Jen-1400 device
(Jeol, Tokyo, Japan) at an accelerating voltage of 80 kV. A drop of a sample was allowed to
adsorb for 1 min on a copper grid covered with formvar film. The images were captured
by a side-mounted Veleta digital camera (EM SIS, Muenster, Germany).

Atomic force microscopy (AFM) was performed using a MultiMode 8™ scanning
probe microscope (Bruker, Billerica, MA, USA) connected to a NanoScope® V controller
(Veeco, Plainview, NY, USA). The prepared samples were applied in a volume of 7 µL to a
freshly pierced 1 × 1 cm2 mica surface, washed 3 times after 1 min with 1 mL of MΩ water,
dried in a stream of argon, and studied by AFM. The surface images were obtained in the
ScanAsyst mode of the microscope under atmospheric conditions using a Silicon Tip of
Nitride Lever SCANASYST-AIR (Bruker, MA, USA) with the parameters of the radius of
curvature of 2 nm, resonance frequency of 45–95 kHz, and force constant of 0.2–0.8 N/m.
The obtained images were processed and analyzed using Nanoscope Analysis 1.40 software
(Bruker, MA, USA). The dimensional characteristics of the sample in the AFM images were
determined using the particle analysis function by analyzing at least three typical images
of the same scale from different locations of the mica surface with the applied sample.

FTIR spectra were measured on a 640-IR FT-IR spectrometer (Varian, Peabody, MA,
USA) from 4000 to 400 cm−1 at 25 ◦C accompanied by a KBr pellet.

Electronic absorption spectra were recorded on a UV-2100 spectrometer (Shimadzu, Ky-
oto, Japan) or microplate reader Clariostar monochromator fluorimeter/luminometer/spec-
trophotometer (BMG, Ortenberg, Germany).

2.6. Methylene Blue (MB) Capture Analysis for MMIPs and MNIPs

To 10 µL (20 mg/mL) aliquots of MMIPs and MNIPs suspensions, various amounts
of MB (0.001–0.04 mg/mL) using 1 mg/mL aqueous stock solution were added. The
volume of the reaction mixture was brought to 0.2 mL and incubated for 30 min at 25 ◦C
under stirring (1400 rpm). Afterward, the mixtures were magnetically separated. MB
solutions were analyzed by UV-vis at 660 nm on a Clariostar microplate spectrophotometer
(BMG, Ortenberg, Germany) at 25 ◦C in a Costar-96 96-well plate. The amount of MB was
calculated using a serial dilution of a dye standard solution.

2.7. Reusability Study of MMIPs

A reusability study of MMIPs was performed for MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5
samples. Briefly, 1 mg of MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5 was mixed with 0.2 mL of MB
(0.02 mg/mL) and incubated for 30 min at 25 ◦C under stirring (1400 rpm), followed by
supernatant analysis by UV at 660 nm. Afterward, MMIPs were magnetically separated,
and the solution was removed. To extract MB from the polymer structure, MMIPs were
incubated with an aqueous solution containing 1% glacial acetic acid and 1% SDS at 60 ◦C
for 1 h under stirring (1400 rpm), magnetically separated, and washed twice with water.
Adsorption/desorption of the MB cycle was repeated at least 4 times.
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2.8. Selectivity Study of MMIPs with MB, Toluidine Blue (TB), and Hydroxyethylphenazine (PH)

To 10 µL (20 mg/mL) aliquots of MMIPs and MNIPs suspensions, various amounts of
MB, TB, or PH dyes using 1 mg/mL aqueous stock solution were added. The volume of
the reaction mixture was brought to 0.2 mL and incubated for 12 h at 25 ◦C under stirring
(1400 rpm). Afterward, the mixtures were magnetically separated. The concentration of
free dyes was determined by UV-vis at 660 nm (MB), 620 nm (TB), and 390 nm (PH). The
amount of dye was calculated using a serial dilution of a dye standard solution.

2.9. MB Capture by MMIPs from the Lake Water MB Solution

To 1.5 mg of MMIP_2, 0.3 mL of MB solution in Novosibirsk city lake water (0.02 mg/mL)
was added and incubated for 30 min at 25 ◦C under stirring (1400 rpm) followed by
supernatant analysis by UV at 660 nm.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Synthesis of Magnetic Imprinted Polymers (MMIPs) and Magnetic Nonimprinted
Polymers (MNIPs)

In the present work, we used the off-the-shelf polymer method (Figure 1) to pro-
duce nylon-based MMIPs [10]. Methylene blue (MB) was chosen as a model pollutant
for magnetic separation applications, showing the possibility of MMIP synthesis and es-
sential characteristics of imprinting properties. A schematic representation of the MMIP
synthesis scheme is presented in Figures 2 and 3. A 2,2,2-trifluoroethanol (TFE) solvent
provides a high solubility for nylon-6 and is capable of mixing with water in any ratio.
Previously, in our laboratory [39,42], nylon-6 solution in TFE with a concentration of up to
10 mg/mL, containing up to 30% of water, does not exhibit aggregation of nylon chains. By
increasing the water content in the mixture, nylon-6 can be transferred from a dissolved
to a solid state. The presence of water in the polymer solution makes it possible to add
water-soluble components to the mixture, which can be used as a potential template for
molecular imprinting.
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To optimize the composition of the MMIPs, the amount of the magnetic core was
varied from 0.5 to 5 mg per synthesis (Figure 4, Table 1). With an increase in MNP content,
the size of the MMIPs increased from 66.7 nm to 173.8 nm by dynamic light scattering
(DLS) (Table 1). MNIPs were also prepared as a control from the same initial solutions and
magnetite amount without an MB template. A similar trend of increasing size was also
observed for MNIPs.
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Figure 3. MMIP manufacturing scheme. To synthesize MMIPs, we dissolved nylon-6 in TFE and
mixed it with MB and MNPs aqueous solution. To extract the template molecules from the polymer
structure, MMIPs were incubated with the aqueous solution containing 5% glacial acetic acid and
5% sodium dodecyl sulfate.
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Figure 4. MMIP and MNIP images before MB removal with different amounts of MNPs: 0.5 mg
(MNIP_0.5 (1), MMIP_0.5 (2)); 2 mg (MNIP_2 (3), MMIP_2 (4)); 5 mg (MNIP_5 (5), MMIP_5 (6)).

Table 1. The size of MMIPs and MNIPs was estimated using DLS.

Sample Name MNPs Amount for Synthesis Hydrodynamic Diameter, nm

MMIP_0.5 0.5 mg 66.7 ± 10.2
MMIP_2 2 mg 103.1 ± 24.6
MMIP_5 5 mg 173.8 ± 24.5

MNIP_0.5 0.5 mg 86.9 ± 29.1
MNIP_2 2 mg 105.0 ± 17.2
MNIP_5 5 mg 144.1 ± 23.3

The morphologies of the obtained MMIPs were characterized via transmission electron
microscopy (TEM) (Figure 5). Small-sized MNPs (~13 nm) were wrapped by nylon forming
high-sized MMIPs with a branched rich three-dimensional structure and a diameter of
200–500 nm. The broad size distribution of MMIP particles may be attributed to the
uneven stirring speed during nylon precipitation. The difference in MNP content was
easily visualized by TEM (cf. MMIP_0.5 and MMIP_5). MMIP_5 contained many inclusions
of MNPs that principally form cluster-like agglomerates on the surface of nylon [39]. For
MMIP_0.5 and MMIP_2, MNPs were located in the bulk of the polymer (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. TEM images of MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5. The bar indicates 100 nm.

When studied by atomic force microscopy (AFM) (Figure 6A), the MMIP_0.5 sample
at a concentration of 142 µM was visualized on the surface as irregularly shaped clus-
ters, among which three different populations could be distinguished according to their
size characteristics. For MMIP_0.5, the largest group (450 particles) was represented as
19.2 ± 7.0 nm, the second population (50 particles) showed formations with a diameter of
46.0 ± 5.9 nm, and the third population (16 particles) was 73.4 ± 9.2 nm. A similar trend
was obtained for MMIP_2 (Figure 6B). The largest part of the particles (498 particles) were
small-sized, with a diameter of 17.7 ± 5.2 nm. Moreover, nanoparticles with a diameter of
40.8 ± 4.8 nm (85 particles) and 60.8 ± 6.5 nm (17 particles) were obtained. Unfortunately,
AFM data for MMIP_5 could not be received.
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To confirm the components of MMIPs, the Fe3O4 nanoparticles (MNP), MNIP_5, and
MMIP_5 complex with MB FTIR spectra were recorded (Figure 7). The FTIR spectrum of
MNP provides the characteristic peaks of the magnetic core at 580 cm−1 (Fe-O stretch), and
OH stretching at 1625 cm−1 and 3419 cm−1 [53–56]. MNIP and MMIP had almost the same
FTIR spectrum due to the same nylon-6 and MNP nature (Figure 7). The characteristic
peaks were found at 1260 (C-N, N-H), 1382 (CH2 wagging), 1550 (C-N, N-H), 1652 (amide
C=O stretch), 2869 (CH2 symmetric stretch), 2936 (CH2 asymmetric stretch), 3307 (N-H
stretch), and 3440 cm−1 (O-H and N-H stretch) [43,57–59], which shows a good correlation
with nylon-6 polymer (see https://spectra.chem.ut.ee/textile-fibres/polyamide/, accessed
on 28 June 2023). Moreover, broad peaks at 580–700 cm−1 corresponded to a combination

https://spectra.chem.ut.ee/textile-fibres/polyamide/
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of nylon and magnetite stretches. It s not possible to distinguish MB peaks by FTIR due to
the low amount of MB in complexes with MMIPs.
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The various stages of the MMIP preparation were analyzed by UV-vis spectroscopy. It
was shown that after the MB was completely removed from the MMIP by careful washing, a
TFE solution of MMIPs showed no absorption at 660 nm (Figure 8). On the contrary, the MB
and MMIP complex showed a maximum at 660 nm, which may be assigned to MB. It should
be noted that in the TFE solution, MB had only one pronounced peak with a maximum of
660 nm. The MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5 samples had enough magnetic properties
for the magnetic separation procedure (Figure 9). MMIP_5 and MMIP_0.5 magnetically
separated for 10 s and 3 min, respectively, which can be explained by the lower MNP
amount in MMIP_0.5.
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Figure 9. MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5 without (left) and with (right) magnet.

3.2. MB Capture by MMIPs and MNIPs

After washing, both MNIPs and MMIPs were incubated with aqueous solutions of
MB. The binding experiments were performed at various MB concentrations in the range of
3–125 µM. Afterwards, the absorption at 660 nm was registered. Adsorption capacity (Qc)
is an important indicator for characterizing MIPs. The effect of initial MB concentration
on the Qc parameter was evaluated. The equilibrium adsorbing quantity for MB Qc can
be calculated from the following equation: Qc (µmol/g) = (C0 − Ce) × V/W, where C0
(µM) and Ce (µM) are the MB concentrations before and after binding, respectively, V (L)
is the volume of MB solution, and W (g) is the mass of the sample. Despite the fact that
adsorption kinetics is a very important factor affecting assay performance, the adsorption
for all MMIP samples reached adsorption equilibrium for 1–3 min. Therefore, it is quite
difficult to analyze the rate of the adsorption quantitatively and calculate the rate constant.
These results indicate that MMIPs exhibit a good imprinting effect. The Qc of MMIPs due
to imprinting cavities and the specific adsorption sites were always higher than for MNIPs
and increased with the concentration (Figure 10).

Magnetochemistry 2023, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 16 
 

 

 

Figure 9. MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5 without (left) and with (right) magnet. 

3.2. MB Capture by MMIPs and MNIPs 

After washing, both MNIPs and MMIPs were incubated with aqueous solutions of 

MB. The binding experiments were performed at various MB concentrations in the range 

of 3–125 µM. Afterwards, the absorption at 660 nm was registered. Adsorption capacity 

(Qc) is an important indicator for characterizing MIPs. The effect of initial MB concentra-

tion on the Qc parameter was evaluated. The equilibrium adsorbing quantity for MB Qc 

can be calculated from the following equation: Qc (µmol/g) = (C0 − Ce) × V/W, where C0 

(µM) and Ce (µM) are the MB concentrations before and after binding, respectively, V (L) 

is the volume of MB solution, and W (g) is the mass of the sample. Despite the fact that 

adsorption kinetics is a very important factor affecting assay performance, the adsorption 

for all MMIP samples reached adsorption equilibrium for 1–3 min. Therefore, it is quite 

difficult to analyze the rate of the adsorption quantitatively and calculate the rate constant. 

These results indicate that MMIPs exhibit a good imprinting effect. The Qc of MMIPs due 

to imprinting cavities and the specific adsorption sites were always higher than for MNIPs 

and increased with the concentration (Figure 10).  

 

Figure 10. The relationship between adsorbing capacity Qc and the initial concentration (C0) of MB 

for MMIP_0.5 and MNIP_0.5. 

The adsorption of MB by MNIPs mainly depended on nonspecific adsorption on the 

surface of MNIPs. The MB molecules could quickly enter into the imprinted cavities on 

the surface of MMIPs and were retained in the cavities stably through the formation of 

hydrogen bonds and hydrophobic and electrostatic interactions (Figure 2). MMIPs contain 

imprints that allow specific recognition of the MB in the solution. The maximum Qc of the 

MMIPs for MB reached 62.4 µmol/g and 110 µmol/g for MMIP_0.5 and MMIP_5, 

Figure 10. The relationship between adsorbing capacity Qc and the initial concentration (C0) of MB
for MMIP_0.5 and MNIP_0.5.

The adsorption of MB by MNIPs mainly depended on nonspecific adsorption on the
surface of MNIPs. The MB molecules could quickly enter into the imprinted cavities on
the surface of MMIPs and were retained in the cavities stably through the formation of
hydrogen bonds and hydrophobic and electrostatic interactions (Figure 2). MMIPs contain
imprints that allow specific recognition of the MB in the solution. The maximum Qc of
the MMIPs for MB reached 62.4 µmol/g and 110 µmol/g for MMIP_0.5 and MMIP_5,
respectively. The low Qc of MNIPs may be attributed to the absence of proper cavities
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and recognition sites, which corresponds to a non-specific process. Molecular recognition
selectivity can be evaluated with the specificity coefficient (Cs), which is the ratio of
efficiencies of MMIP-template to MNIP-template binding. The Cs values of 4.9 ± 0.3,
4.2 ± 0.8, and 5.4 ± 0.2 for 62.5 µM MB were obtained for MMIP_0.5, MMIP_2, and MMIP_5,
respectively. MMIPs possessed a high adsorption capacity in the range of 20.0–34.8 mg/g
with good imprinting factors ranging from 4.2 to 5.4. The presented data are comparable to
MMIPs obtained with standard polymerization technology [24]. These results confirm the
recognition ability of MMIPs, which was 4–5-fold higher than for the MNIPs.

The affinity of MMIPs and MNIPs to MB was analyzed as described earlier [37] using
Scatchard analysis: MB(bound)/[MB(free)] = (PS − MB(bound))/Kd, where Kd is the equi-
librium constant of MB binding to the MMIPs (M), [MB(free)] is free MB concentration in
solution (M), MB(bound) is the amount of MB subunits bound to the polymer (mol), and PS
is the apparent maximum number of the binding sites on the polymer (mol/g per polymer
mass). Scatchard plots obtained from the rebinding experiments could be characterized
by single straight lines with a good correlation (Figure 11). The calculated Kd values for
MMIP_0.5 and MNIP_0.5 were (2.1 ± 0.3) × 10−5 M and (3.0 ± 0.2) × 10−4 M, respectively.
For MMIP_2 and MMIP_5, Kd values were (1.2 ± 0.3) × 10−7 M and (3.1 ± 0.2) × 10−7 M,
respectively. Considering the Kd values, MMIPs contained a high-affinity binding site for
specifically adsorbing MB, while MNIPs had a negligible affinity binding site for adsorbing
MB nonspecifically. These results confirmed that the prepared MMIP showed good binding
ability for a studied analyte. The presented data are comparable to MMIPs obtained by
standard polymerization technology [60].
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3.3. Reusability Study of MMIPs

Reusability provides a great economic benefit and is considered a key factor in the use
of materials for solid-phase extraction [60,61]. MMIPs’ reusability is much easier than for
MIPs due to their magnetic properties. Herein, MMIPs were used for the adsorption of MB
in four consecutive adsorption/desorption cycles. The adsorption efficiency for each cycle
is shown in Figure 12. The extraction recovery for MMIP_0.5 decreased significantly with
an increase in cycle number due to the imprinting sites’ destruction during repeated elution.
The reusability efficiency of MMIP_0.5 was lower than MMIP_2 and MMIP_5 (Figure 12).
This might be attributed to the much lower content of magnetic nanoparticles in MMIP_0.5,
which led to the lower recycled amount during the reusability test. A non-significant
decrease in MB binding efficiency after each adsorption/desorption cycle was obtained for
MMIP_5, which may be attributed to the loss of some binding sites due to comprehensive
repeated washing. Moreover, the most decrease in binding efficiency was obtained after
the first circle and remained at the same level for four cycles, suggesting that the MMIPs
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can even be used during more cycles. MMIP_5 showed outstanding reusability and could
be washed and reused without a significant decrease in the binding capacity.
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3.4. Selectivity of MMIP Binding of MB and Its Analogs

To determine the selectivity of MB and its analogs binding to MMIPs, MMIP_0.5, and
MNIP_0.5 were studied for MB, hydroxyethylphenazine (PH), and toluidine blue (TB)
adsorption. The binding procedure is presented in Figure 13. The amount of dye was
analyzed by UV-vis and was calculated using a serial dilution of a dye standard solution.
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Figure 14 shows the Qc value for various dyes (MB, PH, and TB) depending on dye
concentration for MMIP_0.5. It was found that the Qc of MMIP_0.5 per MB was significantly
higher than for PH and TB. Moreover, the Qc for PH dye was low. Such a difference in Qc
value for PH and TB may be explained by the higher structural similarity of TB to MB.
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Figure 14. The relationship between Qc and the initial concentration C0 of different dyes for MMIP_0.5.

Figure 15 provides the data of Qc for MMIP_0.5 and MNIP_0.5 and 15 µM dye
concentration, which may be attributed to the selectivity parameter. The values of the
adsorption selectivity coefficient (S), which is the ratio of efficiencies binding of MMIP_0.5
with MB to PH or TB, respectively, were estimated for all dyes. The S values were calculated
at 6.1 ± 0.6 and 2.1 ± 0.3 for PH and TB, respectively, for 15 µM dye concentration. However,
the S value increased up to 12, while the PH concentration increased (see Figure 15). The
highest Qc value of MB on MMIPs means that MMIPs had the highest affinity for MB (the
template molecule) compared to the other compounds. The analogs had the similarity of
functional groups, which can generate hydrogen, electrostatic, and hydrophobic interaction
with MMIPs. However, the template molecule (MB) had the highest adsorbed amount
because the interaction between the imprinted polymer and the target analyte depends not
only on interactions with functional groups, but is also related to the specific cavity memory
of the size, shape, and functional group of the template. Therefore, MMIPs demonstrated
specific recognition sites for MB extraction. MMIPs have shown a high potential in the
specific identification of analytes. Thus, we demonstrated that simple polyamides, such
as nylon-6, when structured in the presence of template molecules, acquire a molecular
memory and become capable of the specific recognition of a template.
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dyes is 15 µM.

3.5. MMIP Interaction with a Model MB Solution

We have demonstrated that MMIPs can also be effective when interacting with model
wastewater samples, mimicking real pollutant situations. For example, we dissolved MB
in lake water, which was further used for MB capture. After the addition of MMIPs to
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the model sample with MB, the mixture was incubated for 30 min at 25 ◦C under stirring
(1400 rpm) followed by the absorption spectra recording (Figure 16). The efficiency of MB
capture of MMIPs was calculated as 91%. Such high extraction efficiency indicates good
application prospects for wastewater treatment.
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Figure 16. UV spectra of the lake water sample (orange line, control sample), lake water with diluted
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4. Conclusions

A novel simple approach for the preparation of nylon-based magnetic imprinting
polymers for MB dye capture was developed. The polymer matrix was formed during the
transition of off-the-shelf nylon-6 from a dissolved state to a solid state in the presence of
template molecules and Fe3O4 nanoparticles in the initial solution. To improve the magnetic
properties and aggregation ability of MMIPs, the concentration of the magnetic core was
varied. By examining the magnetic properties of three MMIP samples, MMIP_5 showed the
highest magnetic properties and magnetic separation of template molecules. The material
was stable in water solution for not less than half of the year. To serve as a solid-phase
magnetic absorbent, MMIPs were studied in terms of adsorbing capacity, affinity, and
selectivity of MB and structural analogs (PH and TB). MMIPs possessed a high adsorption
capacity in the range of 20.0–34.8 mg/g with good imprinting factors ranging from 4.2 to
5.4. MMIP_5 exhibited the highest adsorption capacity of MB, reaching 110 µmol/g, which
was 5.4-fold higher than for the non-imprinted analog. The selectivity coefficients toward
MB structural analogs were estimated to be 6.1 ± 0.6 and 2.1 ± 0.3 for 15 µM PH and
TB, which shows excellent MMIP selectivity. MMIP_5 provided remarkable reusability
on four MB absorption and release cycles, highlighting ~95% extraction efficiency step
by step. Based on the established stability, physico-chemical properties, high adsorption,
selectivity towards structural analogs, and specificity for the target molecule, the proposed
MMIP technology has excellent application prospects in MB-containing wastewater sample
recycling. We believe that molecular imprinting technology, as shown in MB magnetic
separation example, will bring quality improvements to other template molecules’ analysis
and the whole research area of MMIPs for various applications. The possibility of using the
magnetic properties of MMIPs is an essential feature for industrial manufacturing, sensor
application, and mass production.
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