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Enzyme immobilization plays a crucial role in enhancing the stability and recyclability of enzymes for industrial
applications. However, traditional methods for quantifying enzyme loading within porous carriers are limited
by time-consuming workflows, cumulative errors, and the inability to probe enzymes adsorbed inside the
pores. In this study, we introduce Time-Domain Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (TD-NMR) relaxometry as a
novel, non-invasive technique for directly quantifying enzyme adsorption within porous carriers. Focusing on
epoxy methyl acrylate carriers, commonly used in biocatalysis, we correlate changes in 7, relaxation times
with enzyme concentration, leading to the development of an NMR-based pore-filling ratio that quantifies
enzyme loading. Validation experiments demonstrate that TD-NMR-derived adsorption curves align closely
with traditional photometric measurements, offering a reliable and reproducible alternative for enzyme
quantification. The accessibility of tabletop TD-NMR spectrometers makes this technique a practical and
cost-effective tool for optimizing biocatalytic processes. Furthermore, the method holds promise for real-time
monitoring of adsorption dynamics and could be adapted for a wider range of carrier materials and enzymes.

1. Introduction

The use of enzymes to facilitate complex biochemical reactions is
a key area of research for economically and ecologically sustainable
processes. Enzymes exhibit high stereo-, regio- and chemoselectivity,
simplify downstream processing, reduce the need for harsh condi-
tions, and reduce energy consumption compared to traditional cata-
lysts [1]. In addition, enzyme-catalyzed reactions minimize undesirable
by-products and operate under mild conditions, enhancing product
quality and minimizing purification steps [2]. Despite these advantages,
widespread industrial use of enzymes is often hindered by their limited
stability and lack of recyclability. To address these limitations, enzymes
are frequently immobilized.

Porous carriers have gained significant attention for enzyme im-
mobilization due to their large surface area and tunable pore struc-
ture [3]. The immobilization of enzymes within these carriers im-
proves enzyme stability by providing a confined environment that
protects enzymes against heat or exposure to organic solvents [4].
Furthermore, this approach allows for multipoint attachment, further

enhancing enzyme stability and minimizing adverse intermolecular
interactions, such as those involving proteases or gas bubbles [5].
Various immobilization strategies include gel matrix encapsulation,
enzyme aggregate formation by crosslinking, and direct attachment to
carrier materials [6].

The immobilization of enzymes plays a crucial role in industrial bio-
catalysis, offering enhanced stability and reusability [7]. Studies have
demonstrated their effective application on sepabeads and evaluated
key factors such as the limitations of mass transport and immobiliza-
tion yield to optimize industrial use [8]. More recent research intro-
duced a screening platform that utilizes miniature rotating bed reactors,
advancing the development of immobilized enzyme catalysis [9].

Accurate quantification of enzyme immobilization is critical for
optimizing enzyme activity and overall process efficiency. Traditional
methods for assessing immobilization efficiency primarily measure the
residual enzyme concentration in solution after immobilization, of-
ten using photometric tests. However, these methods involve multiple
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washing steps and the analysis of several wash fractions, which can in-
troduce cumulative errors and compromise reproducibility. Moreover,
they provide limited insight into the spatial distribution of enzymes
within the carrier. Specifically, they cannot distinguish whether the
enzymes are adsorbed on the pore surfaces or merely trapped between
the carrier’s particles [10].

Several physical and chemical characterization techniques are often
employed to address these shortcomings. Nitrogen adsorption [11], X-
ray diffraction [11], Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR)
[12] and thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) [13] can provide valuable
information about changes in the carrier surface area, pore structure,
and chemical properties before and after immobilization. These meth-
ods indirectly infer enzyme adsorption but cannot confirm the specific
location of enzymes within the carrier. For direct spatial localization,
fluorescence microscopy [14] and transmission electron microscopy
(TEM) [15] are often used. However, these imaging methods have lim-
itations, including invasive sample preparation, restricted penetration
depth, and potential interference with enzyme activity due to labeling
dyes. While solid-state NMR spectroscopy has been used to investigate
enzyme-carrier interactions at the molecular level [16], it requires
extensive sample preparation (e.g. drying or grinding), which prevents
direct analysis of enzyme immobilization in the hydrated state and
makes it unsuitable for routine, high-throughput quantification.

The need for a method that is both non-invasive and capable of di-
rectly quantifying enzyme adsorption within the pore of the carrier has
driven interest in alternative techniques. Among these, Time-Domain
Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (TD-NMR) has emerged as a powerful
tool for probing fluid dynamics and pore structures in porous mate-
rials [17,18]. Unlike traditional methods, TD-NMR can directly assess
the environment within the carrier pores, offering unique insights into
the interactions between enzymes and the carrier material.

In this study, we present a proof-of-concept application of TD-NMR
relaxometry for quantifying enzyme immobilization in porous carriers.
Specifically, we focus on the covalent multi-point binding of enzymes
on epoxy methyl acrylate carriers, selected due to their established
industrial relevance and frequent application in enzyme immobiliza-
tion workflows. This work serves as an initial demonstration of the
feasibility of using TD-NMR relaxometry for such systems. By analyzing
changes in T, relaxation times at different enzyme concentrations,
we establish a quantitative relationship between NMR measurements
and enzyme loading. This analysis leads to the definition of an NMR
pore-filling ratio, which directly quantifies the extent of pore filling
as a function of enzyme concentration. Validation results show that
adsorption curves derived from the NMR pore-filling ratio closely align
with those obtained through traditional photometric methods across
different carrier dimensions. While TD-NMR has been explored for
characterizing porous materials, this study represents, to our knowl-
edge, its first application for directly quantifying enzyme adsorption
in porous carriers. The method offers a non-invasive and reproducible
alternative to conventional techniques, addressing limitations such as
time-consuming workflows and lack of spatial insight into enzyme
distribution. Furthermore, the affordability and accessibility of tabletop
TD-NMR spectrometers positions this technique as a practical tool for
accelerating biocatalytic process optimization.

This research aligns with the mission of the United Nations Univer-
sity Hub at TUHH by advancing sustainable biotechnological processes
in accordance with the UN Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs),
particularly SDG 9 (Industry, Innovation, and Infrastructure) and SDG
12 (Responsible Consumption and Production). By improving enzyme
immobilization techniques through TD-NMR relaxometry, this study
contributes to greener, more efficient industrial biocatalysis, helping
reduce energy consumption and waste generation. The development of
a reliable, non-invasive quantification method enhances the scalability
of enzyme-based processes, supporting the transition toward more
sustainable and resource-efficient production systems.

Biochemical Engineering Journal 225 (2026) 109909

Table 1
Carriers used for immobilization.

Pore diameter [nm]

30 - 60
120 - 180

Carrier/order number

Epoxy methacrylate/ECR8204M
Epoxy methacrylate/ECR8215M

Particle diameter [pm]

300 - 710
300 - 710

2. Methods
2.1. Sample preparation

2.1.1. Enzyme production

L-threonine aldolases from E. coli strains ME9012 and GS245 were
expressed using E. coli BL21 cultures. The expression vector pET28a wt-
ItaE(N)6His was utilized to promote L-threonine aldolase production.
A 20 mL preculture was cultivated in lysogenic broth (Carl Roth, Karl-
sruhe, Germany) at 37 °C for 4 h, with kanamycin used for selection.
Detailed information on the protein and gene sequences is available in
the supplementary materials. The optical density (OD) of the preculture
was measured at 600 nm, once an OD of 3 was reached, the culture was
transferred to a 200 mL main culture. After additional incubation of
2h, the OD ranged from 0.6 to 0.8. Enzyme expression was induced by
adding isopropyl-g-D-1-thiogalactopyranoside (IPTG). Induction pro-
ceeded for 16 h at 16 °C. Following induction, the cells were harvested
and disrupted by sonication using a Sonopuls Generator GM 2070
(Bandelin GmbH, Berlin, Germany). Sonication was performed in 3
cycles of 3min each, with settings of 9 x 10% at 70% power, using
a 3 mm ultrasound probe. The resulting mixture was centrifuged at
15,000 rpm for 30 min at 4 °C. The supernatand obtained from this step
constituted the desired cell-free extract (CFE).

2.1.2. Purification

The enzyme was purified using His-tag and Protino Ni-NTA agarose.
A 7mL Protino Ni-NTA Agarose column was washed with 40 mL of
water and equilibrated with 40 mL of binding buffer. The CFE was
loaded onto the column, incubated at 4 °C for 30 min and then washed
with 40 mL binding buffer to remove unbound proteins. The target
protein was eluted with 40 mL elution buffer in 1 mL fractions, followed
by a buffer exchange by size exclusion chromatography to remove
imidazol.

2.1.3. Immobilization

The immobilization process was performed as followed. The car-
rier was washed with 4 x4 mL potassium phosphate buffer (pH 8,
1 mol/L). Immobilization was carried out at a 1:4 w/v ratio (carrier/en-
zyme solution) for 47 h at 4°C. After immobilization the supernatant
was removed, and the carrier was washed with 2 x1mL potassium
phosphate buffer (pH 8, 50 mmol/L). Supernatants and washing frac-
tions were collected for photometric protein concentration determina-
tions, carriers with immobilized enzymes were utilized for relaxometry
measurements. The carriers utilized in this study are presented in Table
1.

2.2. Bradford assay

For the photometric determination of protein concentration of the
supernatants, the Bradford assay was applied. The measurements were
performed in the microplate reader Tecan Infinite M1000 PRO (Tecan
Trading AG, Switzerland). For measurement 50 pL of the sample
is mixed with 200 pL of bradford reagent (SERVA Electrophoresis
GmbH, Heidelberg, Germany), incubated for 5min at room tempera-
ture, and measured at 595 nm and 450 nm. These values were divided
(595nm/450 nm), and the resulting ratio was utilized to determine the
protein concentration based on a bovine serum albium (BSA) calibration.
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Fig. 1. Schematic representation of the three solvent environments in the
carrier packings used for enzyme immobilization: (A) inner-particle water
confined within the pores of individual carrier particles, (B) inter-particle
water located in the spaces between carrier particles, and (C) bulk water
outside the carrier matrix.

2.3. NMR relaxometry measurements

NMR relaxometry measurements were performed on a Magritek
Spinsolve spectrometer operating at a proton frequency of 60 MHz, at
ambient temperature. Enzyme-immobilized carrier particles (approxi-
mately 50mg) were packed into a custom-made rectangular sample
holder fabricated from fused silica using selective laser-induced etch-
ing. The sample holder (2.5 mm wide, 10 mm long) was designed to
fit inside a standard 5 mm NMR tube and provided a well-defined
geometry to ensure reproducible particle packing and minimize vari-
ation between samples. The aim was to closely replicate the conditions
typically used in enzyme immobilization processes. Each sample was
prepared in duplicate and measured in independent experiments. All
raw data from the Spinsolve spectrometer were processed using the
open-source Python library Spinsolveproc [19].

The T, relaxation times were measured using a Carr-Purcell-
Meiboom~-Gill (CPMG) [20] pulse sequence, acquired in the time do-
main as a one-dimensional experiment consisting of a single train of
echoes. The echo time (), defined as the time between 180° pulses,
was set to 0.2 ms, and a total of 20000 echoes were acquired. Four
averages were taken for each acquisition, resulting in a total experi-
ment time of approximately 1.5 min per sample, which enables fast
data acquisition and supports the potential for real-time monitoring.
Reproducibility between batches was assessed by calculating the mean
and standard deviation of the fitted relaxation times.

The NMR signal decay curve was constructed by plotting the am-
plitude of each echo in the CPMG train as a function of time. For each
echo, the signal amplitude was taken from the maximum of the ac-
quired echo. The NMR signal decay was first analyzed qualitatively by
fitting it to a continuous distribution of exponential decay functions, us-
ing an Inverse Laplace Transform (ILT) algorithm [21], implemented by
the open-source Python library Flintpy-NMR [22]. Quantitative analysis
was then performed using a three-exponential fitting model, which ac-
counts for contributions from three distinct proton populations. These
populations arise from different environments in the sample: (i) the
intra-pore proton population (population A) associated with the solvent
and adsorbed enzymes within the pores of the carrier particles, (ii)
the solvent trapped between the particles (population B), and (iii) the
free solvent located outside the particle packing (population C), as
illustrated in Fig. 1.

3. Results and discussions
3.1. Relaxation dependence on enzyme concentration

Fig. 2 shows the T, distribution for the ECR8204M carrier at three
different enzyme concentrations. This distribution reveals three distinct
proton populations, each corresponding to a different pore environment
within the carrier’s packing structure, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The three
populations are: (1) intra-particle protons (75 4), which are located
within the inner pores of the carrier particles; (2) inter-particle protons
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Fig. 2. T, relaxation time distributions for ECR8204M carrier at three different
enzyme adsorption concentrations, showing populations A, B and C.

(T, ), representing the buffer solution trapped between the carrier
particles; and (3) bulk protons (T, ¢), which correspond to the buffer
solution outside the particle packing. The T, relaxation time indicates
the mobility of protons in these different environments. Protons in
confined spaces, like the pores of the carrier particles (population A),
experience restricted motion, leading to shorter relaxation times. In
contrast, protons in bulk environments (population C), where they can
move freely, exhibit longer relaxation times.

At varying enzyme concentrations, the 7, values for populations B
and C remain largely unchanged, suggesting that these environments
are unaffected by enzyme adsorption. In contrast, the 7, values for
population A, which correspond to the intrapore protons, decrease
systematically as the enzyme concentration increases. This decrease
indicates that the adsorption of enzymes onto the inner pore walls
restricts proton mobility, resulting in shorter relaxation times. This
effect is expected, as the protons become more confined within the
pores due to the presence of the adsorbed enzymes.

The relationship between enzyme concentration and 7, values is
further illustrated in Fig. 3. The T, , values for two carriers, ECR8204M
and ECR8215M, show a consistent decrease with increasing enzyme
concentration. The carriers used differ in their pore sizes, while their
overall particle diameters remain constant (see Table 1). This trend
supports the assignment of T, , to the intra-pore protons, as the ad-
sorption of enzymes onto the inner pore walls restricts proton mobility.
In contrast, T,z and T, remain relatively constant across the enzyme
concentration range, corroborating their association with the inter-
particle and bulk regions, respectively. The observed variability in T, g
and T, is likely influenced by differences in the packing arrange-
ment and particle sizes, which affect the spatial distribution of the
inter-particle and bulk regions.

3.2. The NMR pore-filling model

The observed decrease in T, , in Fig. 3 can be explained by an
increase in the pore surface-to-volume ratio (S/V) during enzyme
adsorption. For a liquid confined within a given pore of the carrier,
the transverse relaxation rate 7, , is dominated by surface relaxation
effects and can be expressed as [23]:

1 N
— =rs(3) (€8]
TZ,p s\ /pore
where p, is the surface relaxivity, assumed constant for the carrier
material. Bulk relaxation is not included in this expression, as it can
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Fig. 3. T, relaxation time values for populations A (circles), B (upright
triangles) and C (inverted triangles) as a function of solution enzyme con-
centrations, for carriers ECR8204M (filled symbols) and ECR8215M (empty
symbols). Symbols refer to means over replicates, and error bars represent
the deviation range. Larger variations in 7, for populations B and C reflect
their sensitivity to small differences in particle packing, as these populations
correspond to the buffer solution trapped between carrier particles and buffer
solutions outside the particle packing.

be neglected for nanometer-scale pores where surface effects dominate.
For cylindrical pores with a uniform radius r,, this simplifies to:
1 ps

=925
Tap p

@

According to this equation, 7, increases with pore radius. As
enzymes adsorb onto the inner surfaces of the pores, they reduce the
effective pore radius, which leads to a corresponding decrease in T, j,
as observed in Fig. 3 for population A. We note that the assumption
of constant p, is valid for the carriers used in this study. To support
this, we performed additional T,-T, correlation experiments at three
different enzyme loadings (Fig. S1). These 2D NMR measurements are
commonly used to assess surface relaxation effects, with the T, /T, ratio
serving as an indicator of the interaction strength between the liquid
and the pore surface [24-27]. For carrier ECR8204M, we observed
no significant change in T,/T, ratio of the confined water population
(population A), suggesting p, remains effectively constant over the
studied enzyme concentration range. In the case of carrier ECR82015M,
we observed a splitting of population A at higher concentration. This is
due to subtle changes in T, that enable the Inverse Laplace Transform
(ILT) to resolve overlapping populations that appear as one at low
concentrations. This effect is consistent with a known behavior of ILT
processing, where small differences in 7, to resolution of overlapping
components. We interpret this as a change in ILT resolution rather than
a fundamental change in surface relaxivity, although further studies are
needed to definitively assign the observed populations on the 2D T,-T,
map.

To quantify enzyme adsorption using NMR relaxometry, we intro-
duce the concept of the pore-filling ratio fyygr, which represents the
fraction of the initial pore volume that has been occupied by adsorbed
enzymes:

V.

_ Ue,adsorbed
SNMR = v
p.0

3

where V, jqsorbed 1S the volume of adsorbed enzymes, and V, is the
initial pore volume before adsorption. Enzyme adsorption reduces the
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Fig. 4. Schematic representation of the geometric assumptions used in the
NMR pore-filling model. (a) Side view and (b) top view of a cylindrical
pore within the enzyme carrier. The initial pore radius (’p,o) decreases to an
effective radius (rp) after enzyme adsorption, while L denotes the pore length.
The model assumes a uniform enzyme layer adsorbed onto the inner pore
surface, reducing the pore volume and affecting the NMR relaxation behavior.

effective pore radius r,, which can be expressed as:
o =rpo—de @

where r,, ( is the initial pore radius (before enzyme adsorption) and d, is
the thickness of the adsorbed enzyme layer (see Fig. 4). For cylindrical
pores of length L, the volume of the adsorbed enzyme is:

Ve,adsorbed = Vp,O - Vp
=L (rlf’o (o= d.) (5)
2
=zl (er,Ode - de)
The initial pore volume can be expressed as:
Voo = ”Lr;o (6)

Substituting these expressions into Eq. (3), the pore-filling ratio
becomes:
(2r,0de — d2)

b NMR = 7 5 @
r

p.0
To link fyvr to experimentally measurable quantities, we express
the enzyme layer thickness d. in terms of 7, and T, ,, where T,,
corresponds to the relaxation time for the unmodified pore (r,, =
2p,/T, ). Substituting these relationships into the above equation
yields:

T \2
fNMR:1_<f20> ®

The final expression provides a simple, yet powerful way to estimate
the extent of enzyme adsorption based solely on NMR relaxation time
measurements. By measuring the T, . at different enzyme loadings,
we can derive adsorption curves that correlate enzyme concentration
with pore-filling ratios. This model offers several advantages: (1) it does
not require detailed knowledge of the pore geometry or enzyme proper-
ties, (2) it eliminates the need for destructive sample processing, (3) it
is adaptable to carrier particles with multimodal pore size distributions
by applying the model to each pore size fraction individually.

Finally, it is worth noting that Eq. (8) is intended for detecting en-
zyme adsorption through NMR measurements, rather than for modeling
the kinetics of enzyme adsorption.

3.3. Validation against photometric adsorption isotherms

Fig. 5 compares the calculated fyyr Vvalues obtained via NMR
relaxometry with the photometrically determined loading, ¢, for two
different carriers ECR8204M and ECR8215M. These values correspond
to different equilibrium concentrations, c,,,, in the supernatant after
the immobilization process.

For the ECR8204M carrier (Fig. 5a), fywr Values closely follow
the trend of the photometric loading data, particularly at low ¢,

equ>

qu
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Fig. 5. Comparison of NMR pore-filling fraction (fyyg) and photometrically
determined loading (gq) as a function of equilibrium concentration (Ceq).
Results are shown for carrier ECR8204M (a) and ECR8215M (b) after the
immobilization process. Symbols refer to means over replicates, and error bars
represent the deviation range.

concentrations. The steep initial increase in both datasets suggests that
enzyme immobilization occurs predominantly via covalent attachment
to the carrier surface. This behavior indicates that the ECR8204M
carrier provides sufficient surface area for enzyme binding, leading to
an efficient immobilization process at low concentrations. At higher c.q,
concentrations (> 0.5 mg/mL), both fyyr and ¢ continue to increase
without reaching a plateau. This trend is indicative of slower adsorption
kinetics and the potential formation of adsorptive multilayers, which
may result from incomplete washing steps or weakly bound enzyme
layers that remain at the carrier surface [10,28-30]. These effects are
consistent with the smaller pore size of ECR8204M, which limits the
efficiency of the washing process.

In contrast, the ECR8215M carrier (Fig. 5b) exhibits a different
adsorption behavior. Although both fyur and g¢,,, a steep initial in-
crease, a maximum loading (gy,,) is observed at approximately c.q, = 1
mg/mL. This difference is attributed to the significantly larger pore
size of the ECR8215M carrier (approximately ten times larger than
ECR8204M), which reduces the overall surface area and results in a
more defined surface saturation. The washing protocol for ECR8215M
appears sufficient to remove weakly adsorbed enzymes, yielding a
monolayer.

The fymr data for both carriers effectively capture the trends ob-
served in photometric adsorption measurements, including the slower
adsorption kinetics and lower saturation in ECR8204M compared to
ECR8215M. At higher enzyme concentrations, slight deviations are
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observed, but these remain within the standard deviation of the mea-
surements.

3.4. Stand-alone relaxometry method

NMR adsorption curves offer a robust and reliable approach to
monitoring enzyme adsorption. Although these curves do not directly
provide enzyme loading as a function of equilibrium concentration,
they closely follow the trend observed in photometric data. This makes
them particularly valuable for identifying key adsorption events, such
as the formation of a saturated covalent monolayer and the onset of
multilayer adsorption. In contrast, conventional techniques for evalu-
ating adsorption isotherms, which rely on equilibrium concentration
measurements, are prone to inaccuracies caused by harsh immobiliza-
tion conditions (e.g. enzyme precipitation at high salt concentrations).
These methods also involve labor-intensive workflows and generate
significant waste.

To address these challenges, we propose a stand-alone NMR-based
method as a direct and efficient alternative for identifying adsorption
transitions. The key objective of this method is to determine the fully
saturated covalent monolayer during immobilization without relying
on equilibrium concentration measurements. Instead, the method uses
the initial enzyme concentration at the onset of immobilization (gy,.)
as a reference parameter. Fig. 6 illustrates the variation of the NMR
pore-filling fraction (fyyr) and photometrically determined loading (q)
as functions of g, for the two carriers investigated in this study, along
with their respective derivative plots. The derivative plots consistently
reveal inflection points that mark the transition from covalent mono-
layer adsorption to multilayer formation. For carrier ECR8204M, fxmr
derivative plots show that the enzyme enzyme-to-carrier mass ratio
required to achieve a single covalent monolayer is 31.9 [mg/g], while
for ECR8215M, the required mass ratio is 33.9,[mg/g]. Identical results
are found for photometry data.

Despite differences in pore size and surface area, both carriers show
similar enzyme concentrations per carrier to achieve a fully saturated
monolayer. Interestingly, the smaller pore size of the carrier ECR8204M
might have been expected to allow higher enzyme concentrations to
form the monolayer. However, two factors may explain why this is not
observed: (i) enzyme diffusion into smaller pores during immobilization
might be restricted, preventing complete surface coverage of the car-
rier [31], (ii) the hydrodynamic radius and/or folding of the enzymes
under specific conditions could inhibit a high number of enzymes from
fitting into smaller pores, leading to a less effective immobilization pro-
cess [32]. Further experiments are required to confirm these hypotheses
and explore the interplay between pore size, enzyme conformation, and
adsorption efficiency.

3.4.1. Method limitations and perspectives

While the proposed method effectively describes enzyme adsorption
in porous carriers, several limitations should be acknowledged to guide
its application and interpretation in other systems. One key prerequisite
is the ability to distinguish protons within pores from those in the
surrounding bulk solvent, as demonstrated for populations A, B and C
in Fig. 2 for the investigated carriers. Variations in carrier materials or
enzyme properties can alter surface relaxivity p, leading to shifts in
T, relaxation times. These shifts may either complicate differentiation
between pore and bulk protons, for example, in cases where pore sizes
are large enough to approach inter-particle pore dimensions, or result
in relaxation times that are too short to measure reliably. This challenge
is particularly evident in systems containing paramagnetic centers, such
as metal-organic frameworks (MOFs), where very short signal lifetimes
prevent the use of conventional benchtop NMR equipment [33]. Fur-
thermore, environmental factors such as temperature, pH, and buffer
composition can influence surface relaxivity or enzyme interactions, in-
troducing variability that needs to be carefully controlled or accounted
for during experiments.
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Fig. 6. NMR pore-filling fraction (fyyr, symbols) and photometric adsorption isotherms (g, symbols) as functions of the enzyme loading at the onset of
immobilization (qy,,), along with their respective derivative plots (dotted lines, right axis), for ECR8204M (left column) and ECR8215M (right column). The
derivative plots highlight the transitions between adsorption phases, specifically the formation of a covalent monolayer and the onset of multilayer adsorption.
The inflection points in both the fy,z and photometric data derivatives consistently mark these transitions for the two carriers.

A related limitation is the assumption that p, remains uniform and
comparable between the carrier surface and the enzyme layers. In carri-
ers with different surface chemistry or degrees of hydrophilicity, water
may interact strongly with the surface, giving rise to additional short-T’,
components unrelated to enzyme loading. This leads to competing
relaxation mechanisms between bound water and adsorbed enzymes,
complicating the attribution of relaxation changes solely to changes
in surface-to-volume ratio. Although this does not invalidate the inter-
pretation of pore filling, it does highlight the need for more nuanced
models when relaxation populations overlap or couple. We anticipate
that such effects can be disentangled by extending the method to 2D
NMR experiments, such as relaxation correlation maps (T,-T, or T,-
T,) [26,27,34] and Diffusion-T;, (D-T,) measurements [35,36], which
are effective in resolving mixed proton populations in porous systems
and will be the focus of future work.

Another consideration is the assumption of homogeneous enzyme
coverage within the pores. The model presumes uniform deposition
both radially and longitudinally along the pores, which may not hold
true at high enzyme concentrations. Additional modeling is required to
address deviations, such as uneven distributions or inconsistent binding
mechanisms across pores.

Additionally, the method requires pores of sizes in which mono-
layer adsorption results in a measurable change in the pore surface-to-
volume ratio. In systems where this condition is not met, the method’s
sensitivity to small changes may be limited.

Finally, changes in enzyme structure, such as aggregation or large-
scale unfolding, which are typically associated with reduced activity,
could also influence T, relaxation by altering the effective surface-to-
volume ratio within the pores. Although we did not evaluate enzyme
activity in this study, the consistent relaxation trends observed across

different carriers and enzyme concentrations suggest that such struc-
tural effects, if present, are not dominant. Nonetheless, exploring how
enzyme activity and conformational changes manifest in the NMR
signal remains a promising direction for future work.

Similarly, enzyme properties such as molecular weight and isoelec-
tric point may influence immobilization behavior and NMR relaxation
signals, potentially affecting the quantitative interpretation of adsorp-
tion. Systematic studies encompassing a wider range of enzymes are
needed to assess these effects and further establish the robustness and
applicability of the method.

4. Conclusions

This study introduces a novel application of TD-NMR for quanti-
fying enzyme immobilization within porous carriers. By monitoring
changes in T, relaxation times with increasing enzyme concentration,
the method enables the calculation of a pore-filling fraction fy that
provides a direct measurement of enzyme adsorption. This approach
addresses several limitations of traditional photometric methods.

Validation of the TD-NMR method against photometric adsorption
isotherms confirms its reliability and reproducibility, particularly in
the capture of critical adsorption transitions. This capability is fur-
ther enhanced by the proposed stand-alone method, which, by taking
the derivative of NMR adsorption curves, facilitates the precise iden-
tification of inflection points critical for optimizing immobilization
protocols.

The proposed method offers practical advantages, such as minimal
sample preparation, reduced material consumption, and direct and
fast measurements. These features make it particularly suitable for
high-throughput screening and real-time monitoring of enzyme immo-
bilization. However, the performance of the current method is bound
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to several factors that may influence its applicability to other systems.
For instance, variations in carrier properties, such as surface coat-
ing and enzyme interactions with the carrier surface, require further
investigation and are the focus of future work.

CRediT authorship contribution statement

M. Raquel Serial: Writing — review & editing, Writing - origi-
nal draft, Visualization, Investigation, Formal analysis, Data curation,
Conceptualization. Luca Schmidt: Writing — review & editing, Writing
— original draft, Formal analysis, Data curation, Conceptualization.
Muhammad Adrian: Writing — review & editing, Investigation, Data
curation. Grit Brauckmann: Writing — review & editing, Investigation.
Stefan Benders: Writing — review & editing, Conceptualization. Vic-
toria Bueschler: Writing — review & editing, Supervision. Andreas
Liese: Writing — review & editing, Supervision, Funding acquisition.
Alexander Penn: Writing — review & editing, Supervision, Funding
acquisition.

Declaration of Generative AI and Al-assisted technologies in the
writing process

This paper was copy-edited with the assistance of Al technologies as
ChatGPT and Grammarly Al in order to improve clarity and readability.
The authors have thoroughly checked all the proposed edits and take
full responsibility for the content of this manuscript.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing finan-
cial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to
influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments

L.S. and A.L. are grateful to the “Deutsche Forschungsgemein-
schaft (DFG)” for financial support (grant number: 454753456) and to
Prof. Dr. Harald Groger and Logia Jolly for supplying the plasmid for
threonine aldolases synthesis. A.L. And A.P. acknowledge funding by the
Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation)
— SFB 1615 - 503850735.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary material related to this article can be found online
at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2025.109909.

Data availability

All data and Python scripts, including Jupyter notebooks used to
process and analyze the data, are archived on the TORE server https:
//doi.org/10.15480,/882.15837. For convenience and version control,
a GitLab repository is also available at https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-
10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilz
ation.

Biochemical Engineering Journal 225 (2026) 109909
References

[1] R.A. Sheldon, J.M. Woodley, Role of Biocatalysis in Sustainable Chemistry, Chem.
Rev. 118 (2) (2018) 801-838, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00203.

[2] K.M. Koeller, C.-H. Wong, Enzymes for chemical synthesis, Nature 409 (6817)
(2001) 232-240, http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35051706.

[3] Z. Zhou, M. Hartmann, Progress in enzyme immobilization in ordered meso-
porous materials and related applications, Chem. Soc. Rev. 42 (9) (2013)
3894-3912, http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60059A.

[4] X. Liu, W. Qi, Y. Wang, R. Su, Z. He, A facile strategy for enzyme immobilization
with highly stable hierarchically porous metal-organic frameworks, Nanoscale 9
(44) (2017) 17561-17570, http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7NR06019J.

[5] R.C. Rodrigues, A. Berenguer-Murcia, D. Carballares, R. Morellon-Sterling, R.
Fernandez-Lafuente, Stabilization of enzymes via immobilization: Multipoint
covalent attachment and other stabilization strategies, Biotech. Adv. 52 (2021)
107821, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2021.107821.

[6] A. Liese, K. Seelbach, C. Wandrey, Industrial Biotransformations, TyXqtjccOM4C,
John Wiley & Sons, 2006, Google-Books-ID.

[7]1 A. Liese, L. Hilterhaus, Evaluation of immobilized enzymes for industrial appli-
cations, Chem. Soc. Rev. 42 (15) (2013) 6236-6249, http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/
C3CS35511J.

[8] L. Hilterhaus, B. Minow, J. Miiller, M. Berheide, H. Quitmann, M. Katzer, O.
Thum, G. Antranikian, A.P. Zeng, A. Liese, Practical application of different
enzymes immobilized on sepabeads, Bioprocess Biosyst. Eng. 31 (3) (2008)
163-171, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00449-008-0199-3.

[9] J.-O. Kundoch, D. Ohde, E. Bystrom, A. Liese, Screening platform for immobilized
biocatalysts utilizing miniature rotating bed reactors, Org. Process. Res. Dev. 28
(12) (2024) 4264-4272, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.oprd.4c00107.

[10] N. Carlsson, H. Gustafsson, C. Thorn, L. Olsson, K. Holmberg, B. ;\kerman,
Enzymes immobilized in mesoporous silica: A physical-chemical perspective,
Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 205 (2014) 339-360, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.
2013.08.010.

[11] M. Miyahara, A. Vinu, K. Ariga, Adsorption myoglobin over mesoporous silica
molecular sieves: Pore size effect and pore-filling model, Mater. Sci. Eng.: C 27
(2) (2007) 232-236, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2006.05.012.

[12] L. Yanjing, Z. Guowei, L. Changjun, Q. Dawei, Q. Wenting, C. Bo, Adsorption
and catalytic activity of Porcine pancreatic lipase on rod-like SBA-15 mesoporous
material, Colloids Surfaces A: Physicochem. Eng. Asp. 341 (1-3) (2009) 79-85,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2009.03.041.

[13] D. Moelans, P. Cool, J. Baeyens, E. Vansant, Using mesoporous silica materials
to immobilise biocatalysis-enzymes, Catal. Commun. 6 (4) (2005) 307-311,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catcom.2005.02.005.

[14] C.W. Suh, M.Y. Kim, J.B. Choo, J.K. Kim, H.K. Kim, E.K. Lee, Analysis of protein
adsorption characteristics to nano-pore silica particles by using confocal laser
scanning microscopy, J. Biotech. 112 (3) (2004) 267-277, http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.jbiotec.2004.05.005.

[15] M. Piras, A. Salis, M. Piludu, D. Steri, M. Monduzzi, 3D vision of human lysozyme
adsorbed onto a SBA-15 nanostructured matrix, Chem. Commun. 47 (26) (2011)
7338-7340, http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1CC11840D.

[16] B. Griinberg, T. Emmler, E. Gedat, I. Shenderovich, G.H. Findenegg, H.-H.
Limbach, G. Buntkowsky, Hydrogen bonding of water confined in mesoporous
silica MCM-41 and SBA-15 studied by 1H solid-state NMR, Chem. — A Eur. J.
10 (22) (2004) 5689-5696, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200400351.

[17] M. Velasco, M. Franzoni, F. Vaca Chavez, R. Acosta, Characterization of structure
and functionality of porous materials, J. Magn. Reson. Open 14-15 (2023)
100099, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmro.2023.100099.

[18] J. Marreiros, R. de Oliveira-Silva, P. Iacomi, P.L. Llewellyn, R. Ameloot, D.
Sakellariou, Benchtop in situ measurement of full adsorption isotherms by NMR,
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 143 (22) (2021) 8249-8254, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jacs.
1c03716.

[19] R. Serial, F. Jaureguialzo Zahnd, Spinsolveproc (v0.2.2). Zenodo, 2025, http:
//dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17079446.

[20] H.Y. Carr, E.M. Purcell, Effects of diffusion on free precession in nuclear magnetic
resonance experiments, Phys. Rev. 94 (3) (1954) 630-638, http://dx.doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRev.94.630.

[21] P.D. Teal, C. Eccles, Adaptive truncation of matrix decompositions and efficient
estimation of NMR relaxation distributions, Inverse Problems 31 (4) (2015)
045010, http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0266-5611/31/4/045010.

[22] R. Serial, F. Jaureguialzo Zahnd, Flintpy-NMR (v0.1.2). Zenodo, 2025, http:
//dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17073700.

[23] B. Maillet, R. Sidi-Boulenouar, P. Coussot, Dynamic NMR relaxometry as a simple
tool for measuring liquid transfers and characterizing surface and structure
evolution in porous media, Langmuir 38 (49) (2022) 15009-15025, http://dx.
doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.2c01918.

[24] P.J. McDonald, J.-P. Korb, J. Mitchell, L. Monteilhet, Surface relaxation and
chemical exchange in hydrating cement pastes: A two-dimensional NMR relax-
ation study, Phys. Rev. E 72 (1) (2005) 011409, http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevE.72.011409.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2025.109909
https://doi.org/10.15480/882.15837
https://doi.org/10.15480/882.15837
https://doi.org/10.15480/882.15837
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
https://collaborating.tuhh.de/v-10/public/manuscripts/enzyme-relaxometry/td-nmr-enzyme-immobilzation
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35051706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60059A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7NR06019J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2021.107821
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1369-703X(25)00283-9/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1369-703X(25)00283-9/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1369-703X(25)00283-9/sb6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS35511J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS35511J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS35511J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00449-008-0199-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.oprd.4c00107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2013.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2013.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2013.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2006.05.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2009.03.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catcom.2005.02.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2004.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2004.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2004.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1CC11840D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200400351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmro.2023.100099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c03716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c03716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c03716
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17079446
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17079446
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17079446
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.94.630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.94.630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.94.630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0266-5611/31/4/045010
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17073700
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17073700
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17073700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.2c01918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.2c01918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.2c01918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.011409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.011409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.011409

M.R. Serial et al.

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

C. D’Agostino, J. Mitchell, M.D. Mantle, L.F. Gladden, Interpretation of NMR
relaxation as a tool for characterising the adsorption strength of liquids inside
porous materials, Chem. — A Eur. J. 20 (40) (2014) 13009-13015, http://dx.doi.
0rg/10.1002/chem.201403139.

E.V. Silletta, M.I. Velasco, C.G. Gomez, M.C. Strumia, S. Stapf, C. Mattea,
G.A. Monti, R.H. Acosta, Enhanced surface interaction of water confined in
hierarchical porous polymers induced by hydrogen bonding, Langmuir 32 (29)
(2016) 7427-7434, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.6b00824.

S. Dong, L. Liu, N.N.A. Ling, E.F. May, M.L. Johns, N. Robinson, Toward quan-
tifying the chemical sensitivity of nuclear spin surface relaxivity in mesoporous
media, Langmuir 40 (31) (2024) 16160-16171, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.
langmuir.4c01245.

M. Kruk, M. Jaroniec, A. Sayari, Application of large pore MCM-41 molecular
sieves to improve pore size analysis using nitrogen adsorption measurements,
Langmuir 13 (23) (1997) 6267-6273, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/1a970776m.
E.P. Barrett, L.G. Joyner, P.P. Halenda, The determination of pore volume and
area distributions in porous substances. 1. computations from nitrogen isotherms,
2002, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja01145a126.

A.A. Vertegel, R.W. Siegel, J.S. Dordick, Silica nanoparticle size influences the
structure and enzymatic activity of adsorbed lysozyme, 2004, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1021/1a0497200.

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

Biochemical Engineering Journal 225 (2026) 109909

L. Bayne, R.V. Ulijn, P.J. Halling, Effect of pore size on the performance of
immobilised enzymes, Chem. Soc. Rev. 42 (23) (2013) 9000-9010, http://dx.
doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60270B.

F. Gao, G. Ma, Effects of microenvironment on supported enzymes, Top. Catal.
55 (16) (2012) 1114-1123, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/511244-012-9902-3.

M.L Velasco, R.H. Acosta, W.A. Marmisollé, O. Azzaroni, M. Rafti, Modulation
of hydrophilic/hydrophobic character of porous environments in metal-organic
frameworks via direct polymer capping probed by NMR diffusion measurements,
J. Phys. Chem. C 123 (34) (2019) 21076-21082, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.
jpcc.9b06824.

N. Robinson, E.F. May, M.L. Johns, Low-field functional group resolved nuclear
spin relaxation in mesoporous silica, ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 13 (45) (2021)
54476-54485, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c13934.

C. Terenzi, A.J. Sederman, M.D. Mantle, L.F. Gladden, Spatially-resolved 1H NMR
relaxation-exchange measurements in heterogeneous media, J. Magn. Reson. 299
(2019) 101-108, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmr.2018.12.010.

Y. Zhang, B. Bliimich, Spatially resolved D-T2 correlation NMR of porous media,
J. Magn. Reson. 242 (2014) 41-48, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmr.2014.01.017.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.201403139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.201403139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.201403139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.6b00824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.4c01245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.4c01245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.4c01245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la970776m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja01145a126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la0497200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la0497200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la0497200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60270B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60270B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60270B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11244-012-9902-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b06824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b06824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b06824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c13934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmr.2018.12.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmr.2014.01.017

	A novel method for quantifying enzyme immobilization in porous carriers using simple NMR relaxometry
	Introduction
	Methods
	Sample preparation
	Enzyme Production
	Purification
	Immobilization

	Bradford Assay
	NMR Relaxometry Measurements

	Results and discussions
	Relaxation dependence on enzyme concentration
	The NMR pore-filling model
	Validation against photometric adsorption isotherms
	Stand-alone Relaxometry Method
	Method limitations and perspectives


	Conclusions
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of Generative AI and AI-assisted technologies in the writing process
	Declaration of competing interest
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	Data availability
	References


