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Abstract 

Systems 10R5 [(PPO)8 – (PEO)22 – (PPO)8], 17R4 [(PPO)14 – (PEO)24 – (PPO)14] and 31R1 [(PPO)26 – 

(PEO)7 – (PPO)26], selected based on their different molecular weights and PPO/PEO ratios, were 

studied in aqueous solution in order to investigate the effect of the variation of the copolymer 

hydrophobicity on the phase behavior of the system. Measurements and analysis of density, sound 

velocity, viscosity, and surface tension of the solutions were carried out, as well as confirmatory 

methods such as direct observation, dynamic light scattering and dynamic and shear rheological 

properties of the systems. From the density and sound velocity results, molar volume, apparent 

adiabatic compressibility, and hydration profiles were calculated. The zones of random networks, 

flower-like micelles and micellar networks were delineated for the three systems and plotted within 

phase diagrams in the concentration ranges of 0.1 - 90 wt.% and temperatures from 6 to 70°C. The 

results also show that the 31R1/water system does not form flower-like micelles. In contrast, the 

17R4/water and 10R5/water systems form them in a small interval each, which moves at higher 

concentration and temperature values with the PPO/PEO ratio, as well as the zones where the 

micellar networks and their transition are located. The study of the physicochemical behavior of the 

three systems is reported, providing important information for future research to evaluate their use 

as hydrophobic nanocarriers, either individually or in combination with another copolymer. 

Keywords: 10R5; 17R4; 31R1; copolymers; reverse Pluronic; phase diagram 

 

1. Introduction 

The increasing development of drugs classified as Class II or IV by the Biopharmaceutical 

Classification System (BCS), characterized by low aqueous solubility, has amplified the need for 

effective delivery carriers [1,2]. Copolymers have been established as potential controlled drug 

release systems due to their associative properties Pluronics (or poloxamers) are a type of triblock 

copolymer of the ABA form with the properties of a nonionic surfactant, whose structure is 

represented as (PEO)x-(PPO)y-(PEO)x, where x represents the amount of hydrophilic poly(ethylene 

oxide) (PEO) units and y represents the hydrophobic poly(propylene oxide) units [3]. 

Poloxamer-based hydrogels demonstrate notable promise in this context, particularly for 

enhancing the solubility and controlled release of anticancer drugs. This capability stems primarily 

from their intricate phase diagrams, which are governed by the temperature-dependent hydrophobic 

interactions of PPO blocks and hydrophilic interactions of PEO segments in aqueous environments. 

Typical examples include the solubilization of poorly water-soluble drugs such as silymarin, 

clozapine, oxcarbazepine, paclitaxel, or quercetin using Pluronic micelles [4,5]. Although reverse 

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 9 July 2025 doi:10.20944/preprints202507.0763.v1

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions, and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual author(s) and
contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to people or property resulting
from any ideas, methods, instructions, or products referred to in the content.

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.

https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202507.0763.v1
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 2 of 25 

 

poloxamers remain understudied as drug delivery vehicles, their potential is increasingly recognized. 

Notably, mixed systems incorporating both reverse and direct poloxamers have demonstrated 

enhanced solubilization efficiency, underscoring the active contribution of reverse architectures in 

improving micellar performance [4]. 

There is a reverse configuration denoted as (PPO)y-(PEO)x -(PPO)y which is known as reverse 

Pluronics or Meroxapoles (Figure 1). The nomenclature of these copolymers is given by the molecular 

weight of PPO divided by 1000, the letter R for reverse, and the percentage of PEO divided by 10. 

Thus, for example, copolymer 17R4 has an approximate molecular weight of 2700 g/mol, comprising 

1700 g/mol of PPO, and approximately 40% (≈1000 g/mol) of PEO [6]. 

In contrast to the well-studied (PEO)x–(PPO)y–(PEO)x systems [7–13], reverse Pluronics have 

received comparatively less attention [14]. About 5 decades ago, a debate arose about the ability of 

BAB copolymers (i.e., with hydrophobic ends) to form micellar structures, where, based on 

theoretical calculations, the first important conclusions about these systems were obtained: the 

hydrophobic ends can form a core, while the hydrophilic block adopts a “looped” geometry, 

resembling the petal of a flower, although this “folding” drastically increases the critical micellar 

concentration (CMC) [15,16]. Furthermore, it has been thermodynamically demonstrated that it is 

very complicated for a PEO block to “bend”, and it is possible that some hydrophobic ends may be 

expelled from the core of one micelle and become part of the core of another neighboring micelle, 

thus forming a three-dimensional network of flower-like micelles [17]. 

 

Figure 1. Chemical structure and nomenclature of reverse Pluronics. Adapted from [6]. 

At present, concentration – temperature phase diagrams are reported in the literature for the 

following systems: 10R5/water [18,19]; 17R4/water [20–22]; 31R1/water [20,23]; 25R2/water [24]; 

25R4/water [24]; 25R8/deuterated water [25]. All are based on the same process: below the critical 

micellar temperature (CMT), both PEO and PPO are soluble. When the CMT and CMC are reached, 

the PPO block dehydrates and induces the formation of aggregates. As the temperature continues to 

rise above the CMT, a temperature is reached at which the solution separates into two phases, one 

rich in water and the other rich in copolymer. This point is referred to as the cloud point (CP). 

Based on the aforementioned research (both theoretical and experimental), it is known that 

reverse Pluronics are capable of forming only three types of conformations: random networks 

[18,19,22,25], flower-like micelles [21,22,24], and micellar networks [19,24,25]. Only the latter two are 

considered micellar structures that form in the semi-dilute and concentrated ranges, respectively, 

while the random networks are considered a pre-micellization of the cloudy coloration that occurs 

only at low concentrations prior to phase separation. Table 1 presents a summary of the state of the 

art in this work, based on the findings reported by our predecessors in the phase study of these 

systems. 

Table 1. Reverse Pluronics aggregate characteristics [18–25]. 
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Structure Characteristics System analyzed 

Random networks 

• Visually cloudy dispersions. 

• High polydispersity 

• Formed at low concentrations (1 – 10 

wt.%). 

10R5, 17R4, 25R8 

Flower-like micelles 

• Visually transparent dispersions. 

• Formed at medium concentrations 

(10 – 30 wt.%). 

• Low polydispersity. 

 

17R4 

Micellar networks 

• Formed at high concentrations (>30% 

wt.%). 

• Visually clear homogeneous 

dispersions. 

• Predominantly viscous. 

10R5, 25R4, 25R8 

Lamellar Phase 

• Only high molecular weight reverse 

copolymers exhibit this phase. 

• They form at high concentrations (>50 

wt.%).  

25R4, 25R8 

Some of the most recent studies carried out with these systems are mixtures of direct Pluronics 

(DP) and reverse Pluronics (RP) to give them greater stability and obtain a coexistence of both types 

of micelles or even obtaining an improvement in gelation thanks to the ability of the RP to 

interconvert with each other [11,26–30]. This topic is of great interest, as some studies suggest that 

the addition of RP improves the solubilization of drugs compared to the use of DP alone [4,31]. There 

have also been studies devoted to analyzing mixtures of these Pluronics with ionic liquids, aiming to 

develop green and environmentally friendly drug nanocarriers that eliminate the need for water [32–

34]. 

Although it is known that RP can be used as defoaming, wetting and anti-caking agents due to 

their higher PPO content compared to DP [35–37], the study of the possible application of flower-like 

micelles or flower networks is still not as extensive, as the available information is not sufficient to 

establish relationships in the behavior of micellar phases according to the PPO/PEO ratios. The phase 

diagrams presented by different authors in studies of the same system, using various experimental 

techniques, differ significantly among them, even though the copolymer is from the same supplier. 

For example, the phase diagram of the 10R5/water system reported by Naskar et al. [18], differs 

significantly in the structure formation zones from the phase diagram of the same system reported 

by Larrañeta and Isasi [19] Both conclude that this system is unable to form flower-like micelles due 

to the short length of the PEO blocks of this copolymer. However, although the two studies report 

different concentration intervals, they delineate a zone of existence of random networks that are 

separated by almost 10°C. 

Another example can be found in the phase diagrams of the 17R4/water system reported by 

Zhou and Chu [21] and Huff et al. [22], which, unlike the previous ones, are very similar to each 

other. However, in both studies, it is argued that the zones of random networks, which are not 

considered as micellar structures, do not require delimitation. Therefore, it is necessary to report 

phase diagrams for these systems in which the zones and the structures they form can be 

homogenized. 

This work aims to extend and homogenize the knowledge about RP. The 10R5, 17R4, and 31R1 

systems were studied in aqueous solution using as selection criteria the differences in molecular 

weight and PPO/PEO ratios, which are translated as a measure of the hydrophobicity of the molecule. 

The identification of concentration and temperature ranges where unimers, random networks, 

flower-like micelles, and micellar networks exist was carried out by measuring and analyzing density 

(ρ), sound velocity (Us), viscosity (ηs), and surface tension (σ). These transitions were also confirmed 

by visual observations, dynamic light scattering (DLS), and rheometry. Based on these results, 
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various calculations were performed to elucidate the molecular interactions in detail. Detailed phase 

diagrams were reported for each system to aid in the search for the appropriate structure and 

conditions for encapsulating and controlling release of a hydrophobic substance. 

2. Materials and Methods 

2.1. Materials and Solution Preparation 

The three triblock copolymers analyzed: 10R5 [(PPO)8 – (PEO)22 – (PPO)8] MW=2000 g/mol and 

HLB=12.0-18.0, 17R4 [(PPO)14 – (PEO)24 – (PPO)14] MW=2700 g/mol and HLB=7.0-12.0, and 31R1 

[(PPO)26 – (PEO)7 – (PPO)26] MW=3300 g/mol and HLB=2.0-7.0, were purchased from Merck 

(Darmstadt, Hesse, Germany) and used as received. The copolymers have PPO/PEO ratios of 0.96, 1.54, 

and 9.79, respectively, with Pluronic 10R5 being the most hydrophilic and Pluronic 31R1 being the 

most hydrophobic. 

Double-distilled and deionized water provided by Selectropura (Guadalajara, Jalisco, Mexico) was 

used to prepare the dilutions and then passed through a Simplicity® UV (18.2 MΩ/cm) ultra 

purification system (18.2 MΩ/cm) from Millipore Water (Burlington, Massachusetts, United States). 

Samples were prepared in new 30 mL glass vials for storage of the solution. The vials of solution were 

vortexed and then wrapped in aluminum to prevent degradation by natural and/or artificial light 

sources. The solutions were allowed to stabilize for one week at a constant temperature of 5°C in a 

refrigerator, with gentle shaking and periodic agitation, as the systems are more soluble at low 

temperatures. 

2.2. Visual Tests 

The physical appearance and fluidity of the solutions were determined by visual tests conducted 

in a temperature range of 0 to 80°C, with a series of images taken every 5°C. The samples were 

allowed to stabilize in an isothermal bath for one hour at each temperature, paying particular 

attention to changes in the physical appearance of the solutions. Two polarizing plates, one in a 

parallel position and the other in a crossed position, were used to observe the static samples and 

under shear stress to determine if the systems exhibited birefringence. 

2.3. Density and Sound Velocity 

Measurements of density (ρ) and sound velocity (Us) were made using an Antor Paar DSA 5000M 

density meter (Graz, Styria, Austria), calibrated with ultrapure water of the same brand. For each 

solution, a stepwise temperature sweep was performed from 6 to 70°C, with measurements taken 

every 1°C and stabilized to an accuracy of ±0.001°C. Additionally, the instrument has a resolution of 

1×10-6 g/cm3 and 1×10-2 m/s for density and sound velocity, respectively. The sample is injected into 

the capillary using a syringe, and the capillary automatically passes through the two measuring cells, 

which are arranged in series: the density and sound velocity cells. This allows for both measurements 

to be performed simultaneously using the oscillating U-tube method. At the end of each experiment, 

the capillary is washed with 1% by weight solution of Alconox and double-distilled water. One 

syringe was used per sample to avoid contamination. Two replicates were performed per experiment, 

and the average of these is reported, along with a small discernible statistical error. 

With these measurements, it is possible to calculate the apparent molar volume (Vϕ) and the 

apparent adiabatic molar compressibility (Κϕ) using equations 1 and 2, respectively [38]. 

𝑉𝜙 =
𝑀

𝜌𝑠
−
103(𝜌𝑠 − 𝜌𝑤)

𝑚𝜌𝑠𝜌𝑤
 (1) 

𝜅𝜙 =
103(𝛽𝑠 − 𝛽𝑤)

𝑚𝜌𝑤
+ 𝛽𝑠𝑉𝜙  (2) 
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In equation (1), ρs is the density of the solution in g/cm3, m is the molality of the solution (moles 

of copolymer/kg of water), M is the molecular weight of the copolymer, and ρw is the density of 

water. In equation (2), βs and βw are the adiabatic compressibilities of the solution and water, 

respectively, which are calculated using equations (3) and (4) as a function of the density and sound 

velocity of the solution Us,s and water Us,w, respectively. 

𝛽𝑠 =
10−3

𝑈𝑠,𝑠
2 𝜌𝑠

 (3) 

𝛽𝑤 =
10−3

𝑈𝑠,𝑤
2 𝜌𝑤

 (4) 

In addition, hydration profiles can be determined from density and sound velocity data. 

Equation (5) was used to determine the infinite dilution hydration number (nH0), which represents 

the hydration number as the number of copolymer moles tends to zero. 

𝑛𝐻0 = lim
𝑛𝑑→0

𝑛𝑤
𝑛𝑑

(1 −
𝛽𝑠
𝛽𝑤
) (5) 

Where nw and nd are the moles of water and solute, respectively, in the solution. The empirical 

fitting of the hydration number as a function of the molarity m (moles of copolymer/kg of water) used 

was proposed by Figueroa–Ochoa [39] and is described by equation (6), where a and b are fitting 

parameters. 

ln 𝑛𝐻 = 𝑎𝑒−(𝑏𝑚) + c (6) 

2.4. Tensiometry 

Semi-static surface tension measurements were performed in a portable Krüss BP50 bubble 

tensiometer (Hamburg, Germany). The solutions were placed in a glass cell covered by a fluid 

recirculation section, with the inlet and outlet connected to a recirculating bath of automotive coolant 

to control the system’s temperature. The tensiometer features a thermocouple to measure the actual 

sample temperature, allowing the temperature of the recirculating bath to be adjusted accordingly. 

A surface age of 1500 ms was set to ensure that equilibrium was reached after the perturbation when 

bubbling started. Surface tension measurements were performed for 10 minutes while keeping this 

parameter constant to ensure a steady state. Three replicates per experiment were performed, and 

the statistical average is reported. 

The results of surface tension as a function of temperature (T) and concentration (C) were used 

to calculate the excess amount of copolymer adsorbed at the air–water interface (Γ) in units of mol/m2 

with equation (7), known as the Gibbs adsorption isotherm. 

𝛤 = −
1

𝑅𝑇

𝑑𝜎

𝑑 ln 𝐶
 (7) 

Where R is the ideal gas constant, and linear fits were used for the derivative term dσ/d ln C. The 

minimum area (as) occupied by a copolymer molecule was calculated from equation (8) [40]. 

𝑎𝑠 =
1

𝑁𝐴(𝛤∞)
 (8) 

Where NA is Avogadro’s number (6.023 × 1023 molecules/mol) and Γ∞ is the maximum amount of 

surfactant at the air–water interface, i.e., before CMC. 

2.5. Dynamic Light Scattering 

A Malvern Zetasizer Nano ZS90 from Malvern Instruments (Malvern, UK) was used for 

dynamic light scattering (DLS) measurements. The light source of the instrument was a 4 mW laser 

with a wavelength of λ = 632.8 nm. The instrument has a size measurement range of 0.3 nm to 10 μm 
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and features a scattered light detector positioned at a 90° angle. The instrument uses the cumulant 

method to obtain intensity distributions. 

Diffusion coefficients and apparent hydrodynamic radii were determined using the Stokes-

Einstein equation (9). [40–42]. 

𝑟𝐻
𝑎𝑝𝑝

=
𝑘𝑇

6𝜋𝜂𝑤𝐷
𝑎𝑝𝑝

 (9) 

where rHapp is the apparent hydrodynamic radius, k is the Boltzman constant, ηw is the viscosity of 

water, Dapp is the apparent diffusion coefficient. 

2.6. Viscosimetry 

The viscosity (ηs) of the solutions was measured using a Lovis 2000 M-ME module from Anton 

Paar (Graz, Styria, Austria). This instrument, a Höppler ball drop viscometer, functions as an add-on 

to the DSA 5000M density meter. Stepwise temperature sweeps were performed from 6 to 70°C, with 

measurements taken every 1°C to an accuracy of ±0.005°C. Measurements were taken at a constant 

tilt angle of 50° because no non-Newtonian behavior was observed in the rheological analysis over 

the entire concentration and temperature range. The instrument has a resolution of 1×10-3 s for ball 

rolling time measurements. Capillaries of 1.59, 1.8, and 2.5 mm in diameter were used according to 

the set measurement intervals of each capillary. Two replicates were performed per experiment, and 

an average is reported with an imperceptible statistical error. 

2.7. Rheometry 

An AR-G2 rheometer from TA-Instruments (New Castle, Delaware, USA) was used. The 

instrument has a Peltier-type temperature controller. The selection of geometries was made according 

to the viscosity magnitudes of each sample; three geometries of titanium cone and plate were used: 

one with a diameter of 60 mm and an angle of 1°, one with a diameter of 60 mm and an angle of 2°, 

and one with a diameter of 40 mm and an angle of 2°. All geometries were used with a humidification 

chamber to avoid evaporation of the samples at high temperatures. Prior to measurements, the 

temperature of the samples was stabilized in the Peltier for 1 minute. Two replicates were performed 

for each experiment. 

• Simple shear: Shear viscosity measurements were performed in a speed range from 1 to 500 s-1, 

obtaining 5 points per logarithmic decade. 

• To determine the linear viscoelastic zone (LVZ), the elastic and viscous moduli were obtained 

from 0.1 to 100% of relative deformation at a constant frequency of 10 rad/s, obtaining 10 points 

per logarithmic decade. 

• Elastic and viscous moduli were obtained from a frequency of 0.1 to 100 rad/s at a constant strain 

within the LVZ. Dynamic viscosity was analyzed in conjunction with shear rate and viscosity 

determined in the viscometer. 

• The elastic and viscous moduli were obtained as a function of temperature at a constant 

frequency of 10 rad/s and with the same percentage of deformation belonging to the LVZ. 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1. Visual Tests 

The dissolutions of the three systems show similar features. One of them is that none of them 

shows static or shear birefringence, indicating that there are no very complex structures. D’Errico et 

al. [24], who studied 25R2 and 25R4 systems, concluded that the RP require a minimum molecular 

weight for the existence of crystalline phases when mixed with water, since only the 25R4–water 

system showed them. The three systems studied here have a lower molecular weight than 25R4 (3,600 

g/mol); hence, the results obtained in these tests agree with the conclusions of these authors. 
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There are changes in coloration with varying concentrations and temperatures in the three 

systems. These changes are shown in Figure S1 of the Supplementary Material, where the dots 

represent the temperatures at which the transition is detected, and a visual line is used to delineate 

the zones. The first transition observed is from transparent to cloudy coloration. For the 10R5/water 

system, it occurs between 55 and 65°C and between 1 and 40% by weight. For the 17R4/Water system, 

this coloration occurs between 40 and 50°C from 1 to 10% by weight. However, from concentrations 

of 15% to 40% by weight, this coloration starts at very low temperatures. For the 31R1/water system, 

turbidity appears between 15 and 20°C from 1 to 40% by weight. This turbidity is, in most cases, a 

transition before phase separation. This behavior was also observed by Huff et al. [22] in the 

17R4/water system. This characteristic has been attributed to hydrophobic PPO impurities in the 

copolymer; some solutions have been filtered in an attempt to resolve this issue, but without success. 

In the present work, the samples were not filtered to avoid problems in the real concentration of the 

solutions. Zhou and Chu [21] also noted the turbidity occurring in the dilute range of this system. 

They reported the presence of free copolymers and “anomalous hydration” due to the “heterogeneity 

of the block copolymer composition”. This suggests that this coloration may be due to the formation 

of a random network. 

Another transition observed only in the semi-dilute range of the 10R5/water and 17R4/water 

systems is from cloudy to transparent before phase separation. This suggests the presence of flower-

like micelles. Additionally, a bluish transition was observed only at the 20% concentration of 

17R4/water and 40% concentration of 31R1/water. Other authors have detected the bluish color in 

aqueous solutions of DP and, due to the intense light scattering that exists in this region, it is 

associated with micellar growth [43,44]. However, this type of coloration cannot be associated with a 

specific type of structure, but rather with particles of around 30 nm [45]. Other authors, such as Patel 

et al. [46], have detected this change very close to the CP, just before the dehydration of the PEO 

blocks, which is a conclusion that agrees with our results, as it involves a coloration very close to the 

phase separation. 

For the three systems, from a concentration of 50%, there are no visual changes, and all the 

solutions are observed as transparent and viscous liquids. This observation was also noted by 

Mortensen et al. [25]. The same zone, where they detected the presence of micellar networks by 

rheometry and SANS, exhibits the same behavior in this work, which is discussed later. The 

exceptions are the pure copolymers 10R5 and 17R4, which exhibit gel behavior from 0 to 18°C. This 

point is referred to as the pour point and is reported by the manufacturer as 15°C for the 10R5 

copolymer and 18°C for the 17R4 copolymer. The pour point of the 31R1 copolymer was not observed, 

as it is reported to be -25°C. 

The phase separation temperatures (or cloud points) have been determined for each system. 

These are also bounded by the two-phase separation line (2Φ) in Figure S1. Allowing the temperature 

to stabilize for a long time was helpful in determining these points, as they were observed visually 

as two completely separated phases, with the copolymer in the lower part because it is denser than 

water. Pérez – Sanchez et al. [20], using computer simulations, obtained cloud point values similar to 

those found here for the same three systems. The researchers conclude that at high PPO/PEO ratios, 

“the equilibrium is easily shifted toward hydrophobic core-core interactions,” which favors 

aggregation and lowers the cloud point. Therefore, although the 10R5 and 17R4 copolymers have 

almost the same amount of PEO, the cloud points of the former are higher because the PPO content 

is very low. 

3.2. Density and Sound Velocity 

Figure 2 shows the density (a-c) and sound velocity (d-f) measurements as a function of 

temperature for the three systems. In the graphs shown in Figure 2a-c, as expected, the density 

decreases with increasing temperature and increases with increasing concentration. However, from 

a concentration of 40% by weight, the density of the three systems shows an almost linear behavior 

with respect to temperature. Moreover, the density change (Δρ) between higher concentrations is 
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smaller than that between dilute and semi-dilute concentrations, which becomes more noticeable 

with increasing PPO/PEO ratio. In fact, the three pure copolymers (100%) are almost as dense as the 

dilutions at concentrations of 50%, 40% and 30% for 10R5, 17R4, and 31R1, respectively. For 

temperatures below 18°C, a maximum point can be observed for the pure copolymers 10R5 and 17R4, 

which exceeds the concentrations analyzed and is related to the pour point. 

According to Fritz et al. [47], the identification of structure formation by densimetry is of great 

utility because the density of hydrated PPO chains is higher than the density they have when in the 

form of dehydrated cores. Indeed, in this study, all three systems have a critical temperature at which 

the density decreases more abruptly. 

• In the 10R5/water system (Figure 2a), these decays are only observed when the derivative (not 

shown) is analyzed. Only a slight increase in density is visible at 65°C and above (at 

concentrations of 20 and 30 wt%), corresponding to phase separation, which was verified by 

direct observation. At these concentrations, the amount of copolymer is sufficient for the 

instrument to begin to detect homogeneity errors in the sample. 

• In the 17R4/water system (Figure 2b), the density decays sharply at intermediate temperatures, 

around 20 and 40°C, exhibiting two distinct linear zones. Very similar to the 10R5 system, the 

15, 20 and 30% concentrations experience a slight peak in density that rises and decays in the 45 

and 50°C range due to phase separation. 

• For the 31R1/water system (Figure 2c), the dehydration of the PPO blocks is more abrupt than 

for the other two systems, where again two linear zones can be delineated between 10 and 20°C. 

The phase separation of these systems was observed between 20 and 30°C, and above this 

temperature the density acquires an almost linear behavior, the slope of which increases with 

concentration. 

Maccarini and Briganti [48] mention that a quadratic fit of the density with respect to 

temperature can be performed up to the transition temperature, in order to evaluate the temperature 

at which the maximum value the density can acquire is reached. Whether this temperature decreases 

or increases with increasing concentration determines whether the system is a structure former or a 

structure destroyer. For all three systems analyzed here, the transition temperatures decrease with 

concentration, suggesting that all three are structure formers. 

Figure 2d-f shows plots of sound velocity as a function of temperature for the three systems. At 

dilute concentrations and temperatures below their respective transitions points, the sound velocity 

follows a behavior similar to that of water. Again, for the 10R5/water system, phase separation is 

visible to the naked eye only around 65°C. In contrast, for the 17R4/water and 31R1/water systems, 

two linear zones are observed where the sound velocity begins to decrease at intervals consistent 

with those obtained by densimetry. This decrease can be related to the formation of structures, since, 

according to Álvarez – Ramírez et al. [45]. The amount of effective particles is lower when they begin 

to aggregate, which translates into a decrease in sound velocity. 

It is noteworthy that at concentrations below 50 wt.%, all profiles converge to similar values of 

sound velocity after the cloud point (above 65°C for 10R5/water, between 45 and 50°C for 17R4/water, 

and between 20 and 30°C for 31R1/water), in agreement with visual observations and densimetry. 

This behavior was observed in P104 copolymer by Wen and Verrall [49], who attributed it to the fact 

that, with increasing concentration and temperature, there is an apparent decrease in the speed of 

sound and the amount of aggregates due to increased interactions between molecules. 

From concentrations of 30% for the three systems, the sonic velocity acquires a negative slope. 

Similarly to the densimetry results, it can be observed that for concentrations between 40 and 50% by 

weight, the ΔUs between concentrations reverses the trend and starts to decrease with increasing 

concentration, behaving almost linearly with increasing temperature. It is also evident that at these 

high concentrations, they eventually cross the sound velocity line of water above certain crossover 

temperatures, which decrease with increasing concentration. This behavior has been observed in 

previous works [39,45], where the sound velocity values at low concentrations converge to the same 

value, while at high concentrations, the molecular interactions are so strong that an apparent decrease 
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in sound velocity is visualized [45]. In the case of the 31R1/water system, the higher concentrations 

show an irregular profile of the sound velocity attributed to the cloud point. 

Comparing the three systems, both as a function of concentration and temperature, it is evident 

that the amount of PPO plays a key role in lowering the transition temperatures in each system. This 

is because the higher the PPO/PEO ratio, the steeper the dehydration of the chain and therefore the 

steeper the drop in density and sound velocity. 

The 31R1/water system is the only one in which behaviors closer to those observed in DP are 

obtained. Álvarez – Ramírez et al. [45] and Figueroa – Ochoa et al. [39] studied the phase behavior of 

Pluronics P103 and P104 by densimetry and sound velocity, respectively. In general, these systems 

exhibited a drastic decrease in both properties, followed by the formation of structures at higher 

temperatures. In contrast, the 31R1 system showed only a decrease in properties, followed by phase 

separation. In RP, it is sufficient to analyze the visual evidence as a whole to confirm that the phase 

separation corresponds to this graphically detected change. 

A more detailed analysis of these systems was performed by obtaining the derivative of sonic 

velocity and density as a function of temperature. Figure 3 shows the results for the 17R4/water 

system. This system was chosen as an example of the three systems because it has transitions at larger 

temperature intervals. The analyses for the 10R5/water and 31R1/water systems are shown in Figures 

S2 and S3 of the Supplementary Material, respectively. 
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Figure 2. Density as a function of temperature of: a) 10R5/water, b) 17R4/water, and c) 31R1/water; and sound 

velocity as a function of temperature of: d) 10R5/water, e) 17R4/water, and f) 31R1/water. Concentrations in 
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weight percent: 0 (──), 1 (□), 3 (○), 5 (△), 10 (▽), 15 (⬠), 20 (◇), 30 (◁), 40 (▷), 50 (☆), 60 (⎔), 80 (✳) and 100 (╍╍

). 

For the 1 and 5% concentrations (Figure 3a), a decrease in dUS/dT is observed between 35 and 

45°C, corresponding to the transition from transparent to cloudy, as detected in the visual tests, as 

shown in the insets. Between 40 and 50°C, a second irregular change in milky color is observed, 

consistent with phase separation. At the 10% concentration (Figure 3b), the same phenomenon occurs 

as at the lower concentrations, except that the cloud point is much more visible here, as the change is 

more abrupt and two separate phases are observed. For the 20% concentration, two transitions are 

observed before phase separation, indicating the presence of a distinct structure. At these 

concentrations, the first phase transition is to a visibly cloudy phase, followed by a transparent phase, 

and then to a bluish phase before phase separation occurs. 
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Figure 3. Derivative of sound velocity versus temperature of the 17R4 system from visual observations. 

Concentrations in weight %: a) 1 (──), 5 (╌ ╌), b) 10 (┉ ┉) and 20 (─∙─). 

3.3. Molar Volume and Molar Adiabatic Compressibility 

Figure 4 shows the physicochemical calculations obtained using density and sound velocity 

(equations 1 through 4) for the 17R4/water system. The same analyses for the systems 10R5/water 

and 31R1/water are found in Figure S4. In Figure 4a, it can be observed that the apparent molar 

volume (eq. 1) exhibits a linear increase with temperature, with a change in slope at temperatures 

corresponding to aggregation. This increase becomes more abrupt as the PPO/PEO ratio increases. 

At a 50% concentration, these changes in slope disappear, and acquire monotonic behavior over the 

entire temperature range. In addition, it can be observed how, for each system, the molar volume 

values approach the molecular weight of each copolymer (2000, 2700, and 3300 g/mol, respectively) 

with increasing concentration and temperature, considering that the density of the three systems does 

not exceed 1.1 g/cm3. 

Analogous to density, PPO blocks occupy a larger volume in their dehydrated form. In other 

words, the volume occupied by the copolymer molecules is larger in the micellar state than in the 

monomeric state [50]. Similar to the results obtained by Wen and Verrall [49] and Álvarez – Ramírez 

et al. [45], a clear independence of the molar volume from concentration is observed in the 

approximate range of 5 to 40 wt%. 

The apparent adiabatic compressibility (Eq. 2 to 4) as a function of temperature for 17R4/water 

system is shown in Figure 4b. A more pronounced increase is seen at aggregation temperatures, 

except for concentrations starting at 50%, where it behaves monotonically linear over the entire 

temperature range, similar to the molar volume. Additionally, the independence of compressibility 

values with respect to concentration is observed in the range of 3 to 20% by weight. The small values 

of this parameter (in the order of 10-7) indicate that aggregate formation is much more influenced by 
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temperature than by pressure. This behavior is expected in systems with molecular interactions of 

the hydrogen bonding and Van der Waals type [49]. 

According to Armstrong et al. [51], compressibility is a very sensitive parameter to both 

molecular interactions (hydrophilic and hydrophobic). It is noteworthy that in all three systems it 

takes negative values over a wide range of concentration and temperature, despite its increasing 

slope towards positive values. It is worth noting that Κϕ depends on βs and βw, and is negative when 

βW is greater than βS, since the density is always greater for solution than for water (ρs>ρw), then the 

speed of sound has wide concentration and temperature intervals in which Us,w>Us,s due to molecular 

interactions [45], which causes Κϕ to have negative values. However, this makes physical sense since, 

according to Eagland and Crowther [52], negative values of compressibility are associated with 

increased hydration of the hydrophobic parts of the medium, and increasingly positive values are 

associated with increased dehydration of the hydrophobic parts of the medium. When the 

temperature is lower than the CMT, the surfactant molecules are surrounded by water molecules in 

a structured manner. As the temperature increases, dehydration causes this structure to break down, 

so it makes sense that this increase would be more pronounced at CMT. 
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Figure 4. a) Apparent molar volume as a function of temperature and b) apparent molar adiabatic 

compressibility as a function of temperature of 17R4/water system. The measurements being made at the 

concentrations in weight percent of: 1 (□), 3 (○), 5 (△), 10 (▽), 15 (⬠), 20 (◇), 30 (◁), 40 (▷), 50 (☆), 60 (⎔), 80 (✳). 

3.4. Hydration Number 

The hydration profiles (Eq. 5) of 17R4/water system as a function of temperature are shown in 

Figure 5a. As expected, the hydration number decreases with concentration, independent of 

temperature. The same analyses for the systems 10R5/water and 31R1/water are found in Figure S5a-

b, respectively. A similar behavior was observed by Figueroa – Ochoa et al. [39] for Pluronic P104. 

However, in their results, they were able to show that above a specific temperature, the number of 

hydrogen-bonded molecules is independent of the concentration, since their values start to overlap. 

This does not happen in this case because they do not have more complex structures, such as 

cylinders, which are usually present in DP. 

The decrease in the hydration number with temperature for all the concentrations studied can 

be attributed to the inverse effect of solubility on these copolymers with temperature. The CMTs are 

easily detectable here with a more abrupt decrease, which could be due to the compaction of the PPO 

blocks, becoming less susceptible with increasing concentration. As in the previous results, it can be 

observed how the dehydration corresponding to concentrations starting from 50 wt.% is linear with 

respect to temperature, showing no change until before the CMT. 

It is noticeable that as the PPO/PEO ratio increases among the three copolymers, more values of 

the hydration number become negative. This is due to what was already discussed in the section on 

sound velocity results, as the higher concentrations cross the water line due to high molecular 

interactions [39]. 
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The hydration numbers are plotted as a function of the copolymer molality in Figure 5b for 

17R4/water and in Figure S5 of the Supplementary Material for 10R5/water and 31R1/water systems. 

It can again be seen how they decrease with increasing concentration and temperature. It is also much 

more evident that an inflection point exists in the behavior of the profiles at a concentration of about 

50 wt.% for the three systems. By performing the nonlinear fit (Eq. 6) proposed by Figueroa – Ochoa 

[39] and indicated by the dotted lines in each set of experimental data, it is possible to determine the 

hydration numbers at infinite dilution, which is an approximation of the number of hydrogen 

molecules bound to a single copolymer molecule. All measured temperatures (6-70°C) were used, 

resulting in 65 nonlinear fits for each system. From these fits, the values a, b, and c of equation 6 were 

obtained, where a + c is the value of nH at infinite dilution (nH0). 
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Figure 5. a) hydration number as a function of temperature of 17R4/water system; measurements at the 

concentrations in weight % of: 1 (□), 3 (○), 5 (△), 10 (▽), 15 (⬠), 20 (◇), 30 (◁), 40 (▷), 50 (☆), 60 (⎔), 80 (✳); b) 

Hydration number as a function of concentration of 17R4/water system. 

Figure 6a shows the Arrhenius-type plot of the infinite solvation hydration number (nH0) as a 

function of temperature. Note the presence of three linear zones in the three systems. The first 

transition has its transition points at temperatures of 48, 21, and 11°C for systems 10R5, 17R4, and 

31R1, respectively. However, these changes in slope must be analyzed with a proper approach 

because they are very weak due to their reduced ability to form structures. The second transition is 

associated with phase separation, where an abrupt decrease in hydration numbers is observed at 

temperatures of 64, 45, and 25°C for the 10R5, 17R4, and 31R1 systems, respectively. By analogy with 

the van’t Hoff equation for a chemical reaction, it is possible to obtain the dehydration energies, 

whose magnitudes are presented in Table 2, together with the pre-exponential factor α and the R2 of 

each linear fit. 

Table 2. Intercept α, dehydration energies (ΔEDH) and R2. 

System Region exp (α) ΔEDH (kJ/mol) R2 

10R5/water 

I 0.406 ± 0.008  13.6 ± 0.02 0.9999 

II 0.423 ± 0.031  13.47 ± 0.08 0.9996 

III 5.075 x 10-4 32.36 ± 0.95 0.9965 

17R4/water 

I 0.833 ± 0.014  12.55 ± 0.03 0.9999 

II 0.610 ± 0.014  13.31 ± 0.04 0.9999 

III 2.359 x 10-17 113.64 ± 0.84 0.9988 

31R1/water 

I 1.027 ± 0.045  12.49 ± 0.12 0.9997 

II 1.518 ± 0.027  11.57 ± 0.06 0.9997 

III 1.137 x 10-67 398.15 ± 50.9 0.9683 
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According to the analysis of Aeberhardt et al. [53], in order to obtain an approximation of the 

magnitude of the hydration numbers, it is necessary to make a count of the sites where the copolymer 

molecule can interact with the water molecules through hydrogen bonds. According to this proposal, 

it is evident that the number of sites is closely related to the number of oxygen molecules (nO) that 

make up the structure of each copolymer. They obtained an excellent correlation between nO and nH0 

for different carbohydrates, suggesting that this can be extrapolated to an even larger number of 

oxygen sites. Thus, the following numbers can be easily obtained by counting the oxygen units: 40, 

54, and 61 for 10R5, 17R4, and 31R1, respectively. We took a temperature of 10°C so that the systems 

are below the CMT. In addition, the points corresponding to P103 [45] and P104 [39] were added with 

95 and 116 oxygen units, respectively. Figure 6b shows a good correlation between RP and DP, as 

indicated by a logarithmic line fit, ln nH0 = 1.299 ln nO, at a temperature of 10°C. 
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Figure 6. a) Hydration number in infinite solution as a function of the reciprocal of the temperature; b) Hydration 

number in infinite solution as a function of the number of oxygens in RP and DP copolymers molecules at 10°C. 

3.5. Surface Tension 

Figure 7a shows the semi-static surface tension of 17R4/water system as a function of 

temperature. The same graph for 10R5/water and 31R1/water systems can be found in Figure S6 of 

the Supplementary Material. It can be seen that the surface tension decreases with both concentration 

and temperature, with a lower slope with increasing concentration. A change in the slope of the 

surface tension occurs at temperatures that coincide with the transitions detected in the density and 

sound velocity. Above this temperature, the surface tension reaches an almost constant value, 

independent of concentration, of approximately 30 mN/m for the 10R5/water and 17R4/water 

systems and 32 mN/m for the 31R1/water system. This is because the increase in the number of 

copolymer molecules present in the solution is compensated by an increase in the number of 

structures, so that the activity of the copolymer in the solution remains almost constant, and therefore 

the surface tension reaches a value that changes very little with increasing concentration [54]. The 

irregular behavior of the 31R1 system is due to homogeneity errors in the sample, since the cloud 

point is reached quickly after the surface tension reaches the plateau. 

The analysis of this parameter was also performed by concentration (Figure S7 in the 

Supplementary Material), where, in general, it can be observed how the surface tension decreases 

linearly with respect to the logarithm of the concentration. Wanka et al. [55] also observed a linear 

decrease with concentration for DP P104, P123, and P127. The Gibbs adsorption isotherm (equations 
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7 and 8) can be used to determine the area occupied per molecule at the air-water interface, which is 

U-shaped to avoid contact between the PPO blocks and the water. 

The structure of a 4-unit chain of propylene oxide was drawn and optimized using Avogadro 

software [56]. This was done to approximate the volume of the molecule to a cylinder. Due to the sp3 

hybridization of the carbons, the methyl groups that characterize propylene oxide can assume four 

different orientations when the molecule is viewed transversely. Thus, it can be said that the radius 

of this cylinder is approximately equal to the distance from the center of the main chain to where the 

methyl groups end. Thus, a theoretical radius of 3.3 Armstrong was found, and a total area of about 

68 Å2, considering both ends of PPO. 

The experimental values of the area occupied per molecule are shown in Figure 7b. It can be 

observed that the area occupied by the three copolymers shows a slightly increasing linear behavior 

with respect to temperature up to the approximate value of the CMT: 53°C for 10R5, 37°C for 17R4, 

and 23°C for 31R1. The reason why they show a slightly larger area than that calculated with the 

molecular model is due to possible entanglements at the water-air interface. In fact, according to 

Goswami et al. [57], these differences are attributed to an adsorption barrier due to the change in 

configuration of the copolymer at the interface. It is known that the zigzag pattern proposed for short 

chains is less likely to exist as the chain length increases. 
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Figure 7. a) semi-static surface tension as a function of temperature of 17R4/water at concentrations in weight % 

of: 0 (──), 1 (─□─), 2 (─☆─), 3 (─○─), 5 (─△─), 7 (─✳─), 10 (─▽─) and 20 (─◇─); Surface area as a function of 

temperature: a) 10R5/water (□), b)17R4/water (○) y c) 31R1/water (△). 

These values are in agreement with those obtained by other authors for DP. For example, 

Alexandridis et al. [54] obtained areas of 40 Å2 for P123 and 152 Å2 for F108. Similarly, Prasad et al. 

[58] obtained values of 64 Å2 for L62 and 146 Å2 for L44. However, in both works, it was found that 

the increase in these areas is directly related to the amount of PEO, and that increases in PPO cause a 

decrease in area due to their folding at the interface. The results obtained here contradict these 

conclusions, as the area increases with the increase in PPO. A possible explanation is the different 

configuration of the chains at the water-air interface. DP adopt an inverted “U” shape at the surface 

because the central part is hydrophobic, whereas RP are arranged in a “U” shape due to the 

hydrophobic ends. Naskar et al. [18], who calculate this parameter for 10R5 using a different method, 

come to a similar conclusion. They mention that it is easier for DP to fold its central PPO block than 

for the two PPO blocks in the inverses to fold due to steric issues. 

3.6. Dynamic Light Scattering 

The size distributions allowed us to find the concentration and temperature ranges at which the 

flower-like micelles form. Figure 8a shows the apparent hydrodynamic diameter of the 10R5/water 
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system for concentrations of 15 and 20% by weight at 60°C. It can be observed that the curve for 15% 

shows a peak of less than 10 nm corresponding to the dispersed monomer, which disappears at the 

20% concentration. The same happens when the temperature analysis is carried out. Figure 8b shows 

the diameters of the 17R4/water system for temperatures of 40 and 43°C at a concentration of 15% by 

weight. 

The 31R1/water system and concentrations below 15% of 10R5/water and 17R4/water were not 

suitable for measurement by this method because the polydispersity was too high and the results 

were not reproducible. According to the above results, there is only a cloudy transition in these 

samples, most likely due to the presence of random networks. Presumably, flower-like micelles are 

formed only by the 10R5 and 17R4 systems in the semi-dilute regime, which are quite stable with 

temperature, since they show no hysteresis in increasing and decreasing temperature sweeps with 

the same sample (Figure S8 in the Supplementary Material). 
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Figure 8. Size distributions: a) at constant temperature (60°C) of the system 10R5/water at 15 (──) and 20 wt. % 

(──); b) at constant concentration (15 wt. %) of the 17R4/water system at 40 (──) and 43°C (──). 

By determining the chain size of the 10R5 copolymer chain using the Avogadro software, an 

approximate extension of 14.1 nm can be obtained. This value is consistent with the values of 14.07 ± 

0.15 nm and 16.46 ± 0.51 nm for the 15 and 20% concentrations, respectively, at 60°C. These values 

differ significantly from those reported in the literature for this system. Naskar et al. [18] and 

Larrañeta and Isasi [19] reported hydrodynamic radii around 3 nanometers. Most likely, they are 

reporting the size of the folded unimers, not flower-like micelles. In fact, it has been reported that the 

copolymer 10R5 does not form spherical micelles over the entire concentration and temperature 

range, and this inability has been attributed to the short length at the PPO ends. Here we demonstrate 

for the first time that this system has the ability, albeit small, to form micelles with this morphology. 

Similarly, for the 17R4 copolymer, an approximate chain length of 19.2 nm was obtained. This 

value again agrees with the micellar diameters of 22.24 ± 0.66 nm and 24.56 ± 1.41 nm for the 15 and 

20% concentrations, respectively, at 40°C. The reason why this diameter differs more from the 

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 9 July 2025 doi:10.20944/preprints202507.0763.v1

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.

https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202507.0763.v1
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 16 of 25 

 

calculated one compared to the 10R5 system may be due to the fact that this other system can form 

more hydrogen bonds, thereby obtaining a larger hydrodynamic diameter. This size differs from that 

reported for this system by Zhou and Chu [21], who report a hydrodynamic radius of 4 nm. However, 

various authors report an approximate hydrodynamic radius of 10 nm for the L64 copolymer, the 

counterpart of 17R4 in its direct form, a value that is consistent with the one obtained here [59,60]. 

3.7. Rheometry 

The rheological behavior of these systems is straightforward. Figure 9a shows the frequency 

sweep of the 17R4/water system at 30% concentration at various temperatures at 40% strain. All 

measurements are within the linear viscoelastic zone, the range of which is quite large. In general, 

the behavior for the three systems has a slope of 1 in the G’’ modulus, while the G’ modulus acquires 

correct values with a slope of 2 only at high frequencies. This indicates a predominantly viscous 

behavior. No crossover between the moduli is observed at any point. 

It is noteworthy that the modulus of elasticity G’ remains practically constant with respect to 

temperature and concentration. In fact, the difference between G’ and G’’ becomes larger with 

increasing concentration and smaller with increasing temperature. This is due to the viscous 

dominance of the systems over the whole range studied. Even the values of G’ are almost at the lower 

limit of the measurement at low frequencies. All this indicates that all three systems behave as viscous 

liquids over the entire range studied. 

Figure 9b illustrates the viscosity behavior of the 17R4/water system at 30 wt.% concentration at 

various temperatures. The filled symbols correspond to the dynamic viscosity |η*|, the empty 

symbols correspond to the shear viscosity determined by rheometry (η), and the crossed symbols 

correspond to the same but determined in a ball drop viscometer (ηs). The complete viscometry 

temperature sweeps of the three systems are shown in Figure S9 of the Supplementary Material. It is 

clear that all three results are statistically equal and satisfy the Cox - Merz rule, which is not very 

common for associative polymers [61]. The fulfillment of this rule indicates that the copolymer chains 

are organized in such a way that their behavior in dynamic and static conditions is very similar, 

despite the different deformation conditions. 

As expected, the viscosity, presumably Newtonian, decreases with temperature and increases 

with concentration (shown in Figure S9 Supplementary Material). However, it can be observed that 

from 30 to 40°C the viscosity remains almost constant. This is in agreement with the previous results, 

since it is in this temperature range that aggregation takes place. This superposition also occurs in 

the G’ modulus in the frequency sweep. This information is interesting because, despite the presence 

of aggregation, the rheological properties do not change abruptly, instead, they remain constant. The 

above can be visualized more clearly in Figure 9c, where tan(δ) is plotted as a function of temperature 

at different concentrations of the 17R4/water system. This relationship is maintained throughout the 

interval above 1, confirming that G’ is always higher and that the system is predominantly viscous. 

In addition, temperatures are shown where the decrease of this parameter is almost constant until 

before the cloud point (dotted line). These points correspond to those obtained with the previous 

methods, and again, the trend changes from the 50% concentration onwards, as the tan(δ) of the 

higher concentrations almost overlap. There is an overlap between the 60% and 90% concentrations, 

but this is influenced by the fact that the 60% sample separates into two phases. One possible 

explanation for the very similar values of tan(δ) in this interval is crowding due to the larger structure. 
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Figure 9. Rheometry of the 17R4/water system, a) moduli G’ and G’’ as a function of frequency at 40% strain, b) 

dynamic and shear viscosity (rheometry and viscometry) as a function of frequency and shear rate, c) tan(δ) as 

a function of temperature. 

All the results discussed so far show peculiarities starting at a concentration of 50%. Mortensen 

el al. [25] found a decrease in the elastic and viscous moduli for the 25R8 system around this 

concentration, maintaining a viscous liquid behavior above certain temperatures with a practically 

constant G’ value. The SANS researchers found the presence of micellar networks in this zone. This 

network consists of spherical micelles share PPO blocks from core to core, connecting them. This is 

probably the reason why no complex behavior is observed in these networks. Furthermore, they 

mention that the viscosity of these networks is Newtonian when analyzed in single shear and that 

they remain transparent liquids over the entire temperature range; thus, our results are in full 

agreement. The 10R5/water and 31R1/water systems show similar behavior to that already presented 

(Figure S10 and S11 in the Supplementary Material). 

3.8. Analysis by Concentration 

To confirm the presence of other types of aggregates at high concentrations, plots such as those 

shown in Figure 10 were used. It shows an example of the concentration analysis of density, sound 

velocity, viscosity and molar volume at the 10 and 30°C isotherms for the 17R4 copolymer. The same 

analyses for the 10R5/water systems at 20 and 40°C and for 31R1/water at 6 and 15°C are shown in 

Figure S12 and S13 of the Supplementary Material. 

At the 10°C isotherm, three main zones are observed. In zone 1, the characteristic cloudy 

coloration of the solutions of this copolymer is observed in the unimers zone, also reported by Huff 

et al. [20]. In addition, the sound velocity changes linearly with concentration up to 30%, where the 

change in slope begins, reaches a maximum value, and then starts to decrease, corresponding to zone 

II. This parameter returns to a negative linear slope with respect to concentration from 50% (zone III) 

and corresponds precisely to the concentration at which the samples no longer exhibit visual changes. 

It has been shown that sonic velocity depends linearly on the number of particles in the solution [62], 

so that such a behavior, following the logic of temperature analysis, indicates the presence of larger 

aggregates. These changes occur at the same concentrations in density, viscosity, and molar volume 

results: the increase in density changes the slope, the viscosity increases abruptly, and the molar 

volume shows distinct linear zones. These zones divide the transitions in the order “unimers - 

unimers and micellar networks - micellar networks”. 
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In the 30°C isotherm, different transitions are observed due to the more pronounced changes in 

slope, which are particularly noticeable in the molar volume. In zone I, a cloudy solution is observed 

with increasing concentration below 20% by weight; this coloration corresponds to that acquired by 

the copolymer solutions in the unimer zone. Between 20 and 30%, the first changes in the slope of the 

four properties analyzed are observed; this zone II coincides with the formation of random networks 

detected in the temperature analysis. Between 30 and 50% by weight, zone III appears, which also 

coincides with the temperature analysis carried out for the spherical micelles, along with the 

transition to transparent solutions. Up to 50% by weight, another change in the slope occurs, very 

similar to the previous ones, which is attributed to the formation of micellar networks (zone IV). This 

behavior was also observed by Mortensen et al. [25] in very similar concentration ranges for the 25R8 

system. 
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Figure 10. Example of analysis by concentration of the 17R4/water system: a) 10°C and b) 30°C. Property 

measurements: density (─□─), sound velocity (─○─), molar volume (─△─) and viscosity (─▽─). 

The molar volume behavior is the most notable. González – Perez et al. [63] found similar 

behavior for alkyl dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride surfactants varying the hydrophobic chain. 

The researchers attributed the first increase to the increasing volume of the micelles until an almost 

constant value was reached. Above certain concentrations, they detected another slight increase, 

which they attributed to the micellar transition from spheres to cylinders. For the three systems 

analyzed here, the first increase, which occurs from 1 to 10% concentration (zone I of both isotherms), 

is likely due to the increasing amount of unimers, and the second is clearly due to a change in 

structure to a larger size. 

3.9. Phase diagrams 

With the complete analysis described above, a total of 6 possible conformations were detected: 

unimers, random networks, flowers and unimers, flowers only, micellar networks, and unimers and 

micellar networks only. These are shown and listed in Figure 11, together with the phase diagrams 

of the three systems. In addition, the phase separation is represented by 2ϕ, and the gel behavior of 

the pure copolymers 10R5 and 17R4 is represented by P. The points obtained here correspond to an 

average between the transition temperatures and concentrations obtained in all the methods and 

calculations. The standard deviation in temperature or concentration is also provided, depending on 

the method of analysis. 

The factors taken into account to identify the phase corresponding to each of the transitions are 

the following, whose drawings are shown in Figure 11a: 

a) b) 
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I. Unimers: visually transparent with high polydispersity and monotonous physicochemical 

properties. 

II. Random networks: visually opaque with minor changes in viscosity, density, and sound 

velocity. 

III. Flower-like micelles and unimers: optically transparent with significant changes in viscosity. 

IV. Flower-like micelles: visually similar to zone III. Zones III and IV are distinguished by DLS size 

distributions. 

V. Micellar networks and unimers: Visually transparent and with abrupt changes in density, sound 

velocity, viscosity, and molar volume when analyzed by concentration. 

VI. Micellar networks: Visually similar to Zone V. Zone V and VI can be distinguished by the 

beginning and end of the transition development as shown in Figure 10. 

Figure 11b shows the phase diagram of the 10R5/water system. This is very similar to the wedge 

shape reported by Naskar et al. [18] at low concentrations, but our values differ by almost 10°C. This 

difference can be attributed to the copolymer manufacturer. They also note that this system only 

forms random networks in this range. Larrañeta and Isasi [19] also report a phase diagram for this 

system that differs significantly from Naskar’s and the one reported here. This is most likely because 

they only used DLS and visual observations as a characterization method. Nevertheless, their 

diagram agrees with the one obtained in this work for the formation of micellar networks above the 

50 wt.% concentration. 

The phase diagram of the 17R4/water system is shown in Figure 11c, whose CMT behavior and 

magnitudes are in good agreement with those reported by Huff et al. [22] and Zhou and Chu [21]. In 

both works, the researchers identify only the flower-like micelle zone, as they consider that random 

networks are not a structure and do not strictly correspond to the CMT. Therefore, there is a 

contradiction between authors as to what is called CMT for these systems. In the present work, we 

identify it as the temperature at which the PPO block becomes insoluble, i.e., also considering random 

networks. It should be noted that this system has the PPO/PEO ratio that favors mycelization in RP. 

The phase diagram of the 31R1/water system is shown in Figure 11d. In this system, flower-like 

micelles do not exist due to the short length of the central PEO block, making it very difficult for a 

stable micellar structure to form. This diagram is similar to the phase diagram of the 25R8-deionized 

water system by Mortensen et al. [25], as they also find that only random networks and micellar 

networks exist. 

Several factors are notable when analyzing the three plots together. Notably, the micellar 

networks are observed at approximately the same 50% concentration. In addition, the clear effect of 

increasing the PPO/PEO ratio can be observed as 10R5 represents the hydrophilic end and 31R1 

represents the hydrophobic end. In both cases, the formation of flower-like micelles is disfavored: in 

10R5 due to its short PPO arms and 31R1 due to its short PEO center. It is also noteworthy that the 

CMTs and CPs are inversely proportional to the PPO/PEO ratio, since these transitions occur at lower 

temperatures as the latter increases. Finally, it is interesting to analyze the phase diagrams of 

copolymers 10R5 and 17R4 independently, as both contain almost the same number of PEO units (22 

and 24, respectively), thereby demonstrating the strong effect of increasing PPO arms on flower 

formation. 
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Figure 11. a) Phase Nomenclature. Phase diagrams of the systems: b) 10R5/water, c) 17R4/water, and d) 

31R1/water. 
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4. Conclusions 

In this work, the phase and rheological behavior of three inverted Pluronics with different 

PPO/PEO ratios in aqueous solution were analyzed: [(PPO)8–(PEO)22–(PPO)8], 17R4 [(PPO)14–(PEO)24 

–(PPO)14] and 31R1 [(PPO)26–(PEO)7–(PPO)26]. This was achieved though visual observation, 

densimetry, sound velocity measurement, viscometry, tensiometry, dynamic light scattering, and 

rheometry. The differences in the PPO/PEO ratio and its effect on the solubility and micellization 

capacity of the surfactants are evident in each of the experiments performed. It was observed, as 

expected, that the dehydration temperatures of PPO (micellization) and PEO (phase separation) 

decrease with increasing PPO/PEO ratio. System 10R5/water having transitions at higher 

temperatures, while 31R1/water showed transitions at temperatures below room temperature. 

For systems 10R5 and 17R4, a zone of random networks was found at low concentrations, a zone 

of flower-like micelles at medium concentrations and a zone of micellar networks of interconnected 

flowers at high concentrations, with system 17R4 being the one with the highest capacity to form 

flower-like micelles due to its balanced ratio between PEO and PPO. For system 31R1, only a zone of 

random networks was found at low and medium concentrations, and another zone of micellar 

networks at high concentrations, attributing the null capacity to form stable flowers to the short 

length of its central hydrophilic block. 

The diagrams of the 10R5 and 17R4 systems in aqueous solutions have been extended over a 

wider concentration and temperature range than previously reported in the literature. This was 

achieved by completely different characterization methods, providing new insights into the behavior 

of these systems. In addition, a phase diagram for the 31R1 copolymer is presented for the first time. 

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at the website of this 

paper posted on Preprints.org. Figure S1: Visual tests of the three systems obtained by direct observation. The 

lines represent the temperature at which the color change is observed C = clear, T = turbid, B = bluish, G = gel, 

2ϕ = 2 phases, Figure S2: Derivative of sound velocity versus temperature of the 10R5/water system from visual 

observations. Concentrations in weight %: (a) 1 (──), 5 (──), (b) 10 (──) y 20 (──), Figure S3: Derivative of sound 

velocity versus temperature of the 31R1/water system from visual observations. Concentrations in weight %: (a) 

1 (──), 5 (──), (b) 10 (──) y 20 (──), Figure S4: Apparent molar volume as a function of temperature of 

a)10R5/water and b) 31R1/water. Apparent molar adiabatic compressibility as a function of temperature of 

c)10R5/water and d) 31R1/water. The measurements being made at the concentrations in weight percent of: : 1 

(□), 3 (○), 5 (△), 10 (▽), 15 (⬠), 20 (◇), 30 (◁), 40 (▷), 50 (☆), 60 (⎔) y 80 (✳), Figure S5: Hydration number as a 

function of temperature of a)10R5/water and b) 31R1/water.; measurements at the concentrations in weight % 

of: : 1 (□), 3 (○), 5 (△), 10 (▽), 15 (⬠), 20 (◇), 30 (◁), 40 (▷), 50 (☆), 60 (⎔) y 80 (✳). Hydration number as a function 

of concentration of c)10R5/water and d) 31R1/water. Figure S6: Semi-static surface tension as a function of 

temperature of a)10R5/water and b) 31R1/water at concentrations in weight % of: 0 (──), 1 (─□─), 2 (─☆─), 3 

(─○─), 5 (─△─), 7 (─✳─), 10 (─▽─) and 20 (─◇─), Figure S7: Semi-static surface tension as a function of 

concentration and its linear fit, Figure S8: Increasing and decreasing temperature sweep for 10R5/water at 

concentrations of: a) 15 and b) 20 wt.%. 17R4/water at concentrations of: c) 15 y d) 20 wt. %, Figure S9: Viscosity 

as a function of reciprocal of temperature: (a) 10R5/water, (b)17R4/water y (c) 31R1/water. Measurements at 

concentrations in weight % of: 0 (──), 1 (□), 3 (○), 5 (△), 10 (▽), 15 (⬠), 20 (◇), 30 (◁), 40 (▷), 50 (☆), 60 (⎔) y 80 

(✳), Figure S10: Rheometry of the 10R5/water system, (a) moduli G’ and G’’ as a function of frequency at 40% 

strain, (b) dynamic and shear viscosity (rheometry and viscometry) as a function of frequency and shear rate, (c) 

tan(δ) as a function of temperature, Figure S11: Rheometry of the 31R1/water system, (a) moduli G’ and G’’ as a 

function of frequency at 40% strain, (b) dynamic and shear viscosity (rheometry and viscometry) as a function 

of frequency and shear rate, (c) tan(δ) as a function of temperature. Figure S12: Example of analysis by 

concentration of the 10R5/water system: (a) 20°C and (b) 40°C. Property measurements: density (─□─), sound 

velocity (─○─), molar volume (─△─) and viscosity (─▽─), Figure S13: Example of analysis by concentration of 

the 31R1/water system: (a) 6°C and (b) 15°C. Property measurements: density (─□─), sound velocity (─○─), 

molar volume (─△─) and viscosity (─▽─). 
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