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Water is a fundamental component of life, playing a critical role in regulating metabolic processes and facilitating the
dissolution and transport of essential molecules. However, the presence of emerging contaminants, such as pharmaceu-
ticals, poses significant challenges to water quality and safety. Nanomaterials-based technologies arise as a promising
tool to remove those contaminants from water. Nevertheless, interfacial water plays a major role in the adsorption of
chemical compounds in the nanomaterials - as it plays in biological processes such as protein folding, enzyme activity,
and drug delivery. To understand this role, in this study we employ Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulations to explore
the adsorption dynamics of potassium diclofenac (K-DCF) on single-walled (SWCNT) and double-walled (DWCNT)
carbon nanotubes, considering both dry and wet conditions. Our findings reveal that the structuring of water molecules
around CNTs creates hydration layers that significantly influence the accessibility of active sites and the interaction
strength between contaminants and adsorbents. Our analysis indicates higher energy barriers for adsorption in DWC-
NTs compared to SWCNTs, which is attributed to stronger water-surface interactions. This research highlights the
importance of understanding nanoscale water behavior for optimizing the design and functionality of nanomaterials
for water purification. These findings can guide the development of more efficient and selective nanomaterials, en-
hancing contaminant removal and ensuring safer water resources, while also contributing to a deeper understanding of
fundamental biological interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Water is indispensable for life, serving as a fundamental
component in regulating metabolic processes. It acts as a
solvent, facilitating the dissolution and transport of nutrients,
gases, and waste products throughout living systems1,2. In
biological systems, the relevance of water extends to the ad-
sorption process, which is vital for the proper function of cel-
lular membranes and enzymes. Water molecules form hydra-
tion shells around biomolecules, influencing their structure,
stability, and interactions3–5. This hydration layer is crucial
for the adsorption of substrates on enzyme active sites, affect-
ing the efficiency of metabolic reactions and nutrient absorp-
tion6. Additionally, hydration water affects the adsorption of
drugs by biomolecules, influencing their bioavailability and
therapeutic effectiveness by contributing to the free-energy of
the interaction between the drug molecule and their targets7,8.
Therefore, understanding the behavior of water in adsorption
processes is essential for advancing our knowledge of life9,10.

Also, ensuring safe drinking water for everyone is a sig-
nificant challenge. To address this and other emerging social
issues, in 2015, the United Nations signed a pact with sev-
eral countries to establish 17 Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs) to be achieved by 203011. Two of these goals are di-
rectly linked to water quality: SDG 6, "Clean Water and San-

itation," and SDG 14, "Life Below Water." However, recent
reports indicate that we are not on track to meet these goals12.

An even greater challenge is dealing with contaminants
of emerging concern13–16. Some pharmaceuticals, when dis-
persed in water, can be categorized as pollutants that not only
render water unfit for consumption but also directly impact
aquatic life17,18, as they are designed to elicit physiological
responses in living organisms19,20.

Non-steroidal anti-inflammatories are of particular inter-
est because they are widely available at a relatively low
cost, which, combined with erroneous disposal of medicines
and packaging, leads to the pollution of canals and river
basins21–23. One of the most consumed non-steroidal anti-
inflammatories is diclofenac (DCF). Moreover, it has been
found that traditional water treatment processes are ineffective
in removing this compound from water. As a consequence, it
is often detected in the effluents from plants and in receiving
water bodies. Studies indicate that DCF is extremely toxic to
many animal species24–30. For instance, diclofenac has been
found to cause renal failure in vultures, leading to a signif-
icant decline in their populations in regions where the drug
is used in veterinary medicine31,32. In aquatic environments,
DCF exposure has been linked to physiological and reproduc-
tive harm in fish, including kidney damage and reduced fer-
tility33,34. Other aquatic organisms, such as invertebrates and
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amphibians, are also vulnerable to the toxic effects of DCF,
which can disrupt their endocrine systems and negatively im-
pact their populations35,36.

Nanomaterials-based technologies for water purification
are promising solutions to address the growing concern of
water contamination by emerging pollutants37–39. Water
molecules form hydration layers around nanomaterials and
pollutants, significantly influencing the adsorption dynam-
ics40,41. These hydration layers affect the accessibility of ac-
tive sites on nanomaterials, the diffusion of pollutants, and
the overall interaction strength between pollutants and adsor-
bents. Therefore, a detailed understanding of water behavior
at the nanoscale is crucial for optimizing the design and func-
tionality of nanomaterials for water purification. By studying
these interactions, researchers can develop more efficient and
selective nanomaterials, ultimately improving the removal of
contaminants and ensuring safer water resources for various
applications.

Carbon-based nanomaterials, such as carbon nanotubes
(CNTs) and graphene, stand out as promising candidates for
developing new technologies for water decontamination, par-
ticularly in the removal of emerging contaminants42. These
nanomaterials exhibit exceptional properties, including high
surface area, chemical stability, and tunable surface func-
tionalities, which make them highly effective adsorbents for
a wide range of pollutants38,43,44. The unique structure of
carbon-based nanomaterials allows for strong interactions
with various contaminants, including pharmaceuticals, pesti-
cides, and heavy metals, thereby enhancing their removal ef-
ficiency from water systems45. Then, studying the adsorption
of diclofenac in carbon nanotubes is particularly relevant as
it helps to understand the mechanisms and factors influencing
the adsorption efficiency and capacity of CNTs, guiding the
optimization and design of more effective CNT-based nano-
materials46.

Computer simulations emerge in this scenario as an alterna-
tive to access information at an atomic level and for the ratio-
nal design of nanomaterials with specific properties for water
treatment47. Specifically, Molecular Dynamics (MD) simula-
tions have been widely used to study the adsorption of many
emerging contaminants on carbon-based materials48–52. More
recently, the influence of the solvent in processes taking place
in aqueous solutions has been investigated53–56. This is even
more remarkable at the solid-liquid interface, especially con-
sidering the unique behavior of confined water, whose struc-
ture is quite different from that of bulk water57–59.

In this direction, we use MD simulations to study how the
molecular structure of water near carbon nanotubes (CNTs)
impacts the adsorption of emerging contaminants. The potas-
sium diclofenac (K-DCF) molecule was chosen to represent
the contaminant. We compared the adsorption efficiency of
single-walled (SWCNT) and double-walled (DWCNT) car-
bon nanotubes in two scenarios: dry, when the CNT interior
is not filled with water, and wet, when the CNT interior is
filled with water. Our findings indicate that the combination
of water structuration and the number of CNT layers plays an
important role, explaining the differences between both sys-
tems. Our paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we

present the simulation details and methods. In Section 3, the
results are discussed, and in Section 4, we highlight the main
conclusions and remarks.

II. THE MODEL AND SIMULATION DETAILS

The simulated systems, as illustrated in Figure 1, consist of
a single- or double-walled nanotube fixed at the center of the
box, a potassium diclofenac molecule, and water. The simu-
lation setup was built using the Moltemplate60 software. We
use a 5 nm long zigzag (24,0) nanotube for the SWCNT sys-
tem and a (24,0) enclosing another (16,0) nanotube for the
DWCNT system, both also with 5 nm in length. The chi-
ralities were chosen to reproduce the inter-wall nanotube gap
found in the literature61. The CNT Lennard-Jones (LJ) pa-
rameters were obtained from the work by Saito et al.62

The potassium diclofenac structure was downloaded from
the Protein Data Bank63 (PDB) and kept rigid during the simu-
lation. The LJ parameters and charges were based on the work
of Levina et al.64 for the diclofenac and the sodium parameters
as parametrized by Fuentes-Azcatl and Barbosa65. The water
was modeled as SPC/E water66, and Lorentz-Berthelot mixing
rules were employed. 4100 water molecules were accommo-
dated in a 5× 5× 5 nm simulation box to achieve the bulk
water density 1 g/cm3, and the temperature was kept constant
at 300 K using the Nosé-Hoover thermostat67,68.

All simulations were performed using the LAMMPS pack-
age 69. They all started with an energy minimization step,
followed by 1 ns of thermalization and then 10 nanoseconds
of data accumulation. Periodic boundary conditions were ap-
plied. Molecules were maintained rigid with the RATTLE al-
gorithm70. Three sets of independent simulations, with differ-
ent initial positions and velocity distributions, were performed
for each configuration (SWCNT and DWCNT with or without
water inside).

To analyze the trajectories of the DCF molecules, we chose
to map out the Nitrogen coordinates through the simulation
time. With the radial distance distributions between the DCF
and the outer walls of the CNT we could establish adsorp-
tion criteria. The water radial density profile from the nan-
otube was also computed to assess a possible route involving
the water-mediated DCF adsorption in CNTs. Additionally,
the Potential of Mean Force (PMF)71–73 was calculated for all
systems.

To quantify the hydrophobicity level of the nanotubes, we
calculate the probability P(N) of finding N water molecules
inside a sphere of radius 3.3 Å tangent to the CNT. Larger
values of P(N = 0) indicate higher hydrophobicity, which is
inversely proportional to the work necessary to completely re-
move water molecules from the observation volume. In this
scenario, the quantity −kBT lnP(N = 0) can be understood as
the energy spent to create a cavity tangent to the nanotube74

and can be related to the energy barrier confronted by the DCF
molecule to occupy that same cavity.

Recently, the V4S index was proposed74,75. It accounts for
energetic information at the atomic level in an MD simula-
tion being calculated by establishing four interaction sites in
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FIG. 1. Depictions of simulated systems, diclofenac molecule, and CNTs orientation. The color scheme for atoms follows: red is Oxygen,
white is Hydrogen, gray is Carbon, green is Chloride, blue is Nitrogen, and purple is the Potassium ion.

the water molecule and estimating the potential energy due to
each of them. Once we are using the SPC/E water model, the
first two sites are located at the positions of hydrogen atoms.
They are 1 Å away from the oxygen, forming an H-O-H angle
of 109.47◦, the tetrahedral angle. The last two sites are deter-
mined to complete a perfect tetrahedron, i.e., 1 Å away from
the oxygen on the opposite side, producing the same angle as
H-O-H but in an orthogonal plane to the first plane formed by
the atoms of the water molecule. Four tetrahedral interaction
sites are established this way. Having determined the 4 points,
we calculate the potential energy between the water molecule
and each heavy atom surrounding it and then attribute the con-
tributions to the nearest site. After adding up all contributions
at each site, we have four energy interaction values that we
organize from the highest in absolute value, that is, the most
negative one (V1S) to the lowest contribution (V4S). More de-
tails can be found in the very recent works74–76, while a pro-
gramming code to implement this indicator can be found in:
https://github.com/nicolas-loubet/V4S.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

To estimate the adsorption of the compound in the CNT
we evaluate the radial distance r =

√
x2 + y2 of the k-DCF

molecule relative to the center of the CNT, as shown in Fig-
ure 2. The dashed line indicates the position of the nanotube
wall, and each line represents the radial trajectories of the
molecule from three distinct simulations. The trajectories in
Figure 2(a) and (b) indicate that for single-walled CNTs, the
k-DCF molecule performs a random walk, with both shorter
(less than 1 ns) and longer walks (approximately 8 ns), un-
til it encounters the CNT wall. It was observed that once
diclofenac reaches this minimum distance from the CNT, it

remains at this radial distance until the end of the simulation,
indicating adsorption. However, for DWCTN simulations, ad-
sorption appears more challenging.

For wet DWCNTs, three distinct cases were observed: in
the first case (blue curve in Figure 2(c)), the molecule is ad-
sorbed at the beginning of the simulation (approximately 1
ns). In the second simulation (green curve), adsorption occurs
at the end of the simulation (approximately 1 ns), and in the
third simulation (orange curve), the k-DCF molecule does not
reach the contact distance during the simulation time. On the
other hand, adsorption in dry DWCNTs was observed in one
of the simulations, as shown in Figure 2(d).

It is unclear whether longer simulations would lead to all
drug molecules being adsorbed by the CNTs and how this
would happen regardless of the number of walls or whether
they are filled with water. However, it is clear that adsorp-
tion is more challenging in DWCNTs. Interestingly, when
molecules are not adsorbed, they appear to encounter a bar-
rier and bounce back. To clarify this, let’s take a closer look
at the dry DWCNT case.

As seen in Figure 4(a), even in cases where the molecule
was eventually adsorbed, it initially reaches a minimal dis-
tance of r ≈ 18 Å and bounces back before overcoming this
barrier and adsorbing. The magenta circles indicate points
where the blue trajectory curve reaches the location of this
barrier, marked by the dashed magenta line in Figure 4(a).

To understand the origin of this barrier, we can analyze the
water structure around the nanotube in this case. Figure 4(b)
shows the probability density of water molecules in the ra-
dial direction, highlighting the two layers structure of water
around the CNT. By comparing Figures 4(a) and (b), we can
relate the barrier near 18 Å to the water’s two layer structure.
In other words, the k-DCF molecule must overcome this bar-
rier created by the water structure around the CNT. Since ad-
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FIG. 2. Radial position of Diclofenac molecule over time in the four cases simulated. Each color line represents one round of simulation.
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FIG. 3. Probability density to find an Oxygen atom of a water
molecule at a certain distance from CNTs for SWCNT (a) and (b)
DWCNT.

sorption was observed in all cases with SWCNTs but only in
half of the DWCNT simulations, it suggests that the water
structural barrier is higher near DWCNTs than SWCNTs.

However, by comparing the probability densities of find-

a)

b)

Oxygen
Hydrogen
CNT wall

FIG. 4. (a) Qualitative interpolation of return point of k-DCF
molecule in DWCNT dry system and b) Probability Density to find
an atom of a water molecule at a given distance. The pink dashed
lines are only guides pointing to the pink circles interpolation in a)
and the end of the structuration in (b).

ing water molecules near SWCNTs and DWCNTs, as shown
in Figure 3, no clear differences in water distribution around
the distinct nanotubes are observed. In all cases, two layers
of water molecules are observed, indicating that this param-
eter alone is insufficient to distinguish the water structuring
around different nanotubes. To better understand these differ-
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ences, it is essential to analyze the energy and tetrahedrality
of the water molecules. By examining the energy interactions,
we can gain insights into the stability and binding strength of
the water molecules with the nanotube surfaces. Addition-
ally, evaluating the tetrahedrality of water molecules can help
us understand their local structural organization. Tetrahedral-
ity measures the degree to which water molecules form tetra-
hedral arrangements, a hallmark of their hydrogen-bonding
network. By combining these analyses, we can better under-
stand the water molecule structure and behavior around SWC-
NTs and DWCNTs, providing a clearer picture of how differ-
ent nanotube structures influence water molecule arrangement
and interactions.

The energy barrier felt by the k-DCF molecule, created by
the water structure, is shown in Figure 5(a) and (b) by the ra-
dial PMF around the nanotube. It provides insight into the
most favorable radial positions for a solute molecule, indi-
cated by the valleys. It’s interesting to notice that for the dry
CNTs there is a significant difference for the SWCNT and
DWCNT PMFs, see Figure 5(a), while for completely hy-
drated CNTs the number of walls does not play a significant
role, as Figure 5(b) indicates. It indicates that, for the dry case,
the carbons from the inner wall affect the water structure on
the outside, while when the CNT is fully hydrated, this ef-
fect vanishes. This result indicates that, within the analyzed
systems, a molecule will face more difficulty approaching the
double-walled, dry nanotube.

This behavior is explained by the relationship of the V4S in-
dices presented in Figure 5(c). Here, we explore only the dry
case to see if any difference can be observed. The V4S index is
determined as the smallest, in magnitude, of the potential en-
ergies of the four interaction points related to the tetrahedral
arrangement of the water molecule. This means that, since
water molecules have a lower average V4S around DWCNTs
than SWCNTs (from −7.17 to −6.81), the interactions of wa-
ter molecules are stronger in the former case. This result is
consistent with the findings shown in Figure 5(c), which quan-
tifies the hydrophobicity of the nanotube by calculating the
probability of finding N water molecules inside a small obser-
vation sphere tangent to the nanotube wall. The differences
in ln(P(N = 0)), with a slightly lower value for the DWCNT,
indicate greater work required to create a vacuum cavity at the
water-nanotube interface. Indeed, we note that this 5% differ-
ence in ln(P(N=0) translates itself into a rougly 50% increase
in the probability of cavity creation, P(N=0), at the SWCNT
as compared to the DWCNT, pointing to the fact that it is eas-
ier to remove hydration water from the SWCNT. Consistently,
the difference in the mean value of V4s for the two nanotubes
also amounts to around 5%. Such a difference arises from
the fact that a water molecule close to the DWCNT interacts
with a greater number of C atoms as compared to the SWCNT
(even when the interaction with the inner wall of the DWCNT
is much atenuated by its distance). In turn, since V4S senses the
water-wall interaction (which should be overcome in order to
remove the water molecule), it also implies that the SWCNT
presents around 50% higher dehydration propensity.

In summary, the differences in the behavior observed in
Figure 2 are explained by subtle differences in the structur-

ing of water around the nanotubes, where the number of walls
and the existence or not of water inside the CNTs can affect
the adsorption process. The return point in the DWCNT sys-
tems is explained both by the energy barriers for transitioning
between the first solvation layers, denoted by the PMF peaks
in Figure 5a, and by the greater difficulty in in removing wa-
ter molecules around the double-walled nanotubes compared
to the SWCNT, allowing the diclofenac molecule to be ad-
sorbed.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this study, we utilized MD simulations to investigate the
impact of water molecular structure near CNTs on the ad-
sorption of K-DCF, a prominent example of emerging con-
taminants. Our results reveal that the structuring of water
molecules and the number of CNT walls significantly in-
fluence the adsorption dynamics. We observed that water
molecules form hydration layers around the CNTs, which af-
fect the accessibility of active sites and the strength of inter-
action between pollutants and adsorbents. In single-walled
nanotubes, K-DCF molecules exhibited a random walk until
adsorption occurred, while in the double-walled case the ad-
sorption process was more complex and often hindered by an
energy barrier created by the structured water layers.

The energy barrier for adsorption in DWCNTs, highlighted
by the Potential of Mean Force (PMF) analysis, was higher
compared to SWCNTs. This difference is attributed to the
stronger interaction of water molecules with DWCNTs, as in-
dicated by the lower V4S indices and higher work required to
create a vacuum cavity at the water-nanotube interface. These
subtle differences in water structuring and energetics explain
the observed adsorption behaviors and highlight the impor-
tance of considering nanoscale water behavior in the design
of nanomaterials for water purification.

Our findings emphasize that both the structural character-
istics of CNTs and the presence of confined water play cru-
cial roles in the adsorption efficiency of contaminants. This
knowledge can guide the development of more effective and
selective nanomaterials, ultimately enhancing the removal of
pollutants and ensuring safer water resources. Future research
should continue to explore the interplay between water struc-
turing and nanomaterial properties to optimize water treat-
ment technologies. Additionally, the approach employed in
this work has broader implications for understanding the role
of water in biological processes. For instance, hydration lay-
ers are critical in protein folding, where water influences the
structural stability and function of proteins. Similarly, water
molecules around active sites affect substrate binding and cat-
alytic efficiency in enzyme activity. By studying water behav-
ior in these contexts, we could gain insights into fundamental
biological processes such as signal transduction, where water
mediates interactions between biomolecules, and drug deliv-
ery, where hydration layers influence the bioavailability and
efficacy of therapeutic agents. Thus, the insights from this
study would not only be helpful in advancing water purifica-
tion technologies but might also enhance our understanding of
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FIG. 5. Potential of Mean Force around for a) dry and b) hydrated CNT nanotubes, c) Probability of finding N water molecules inside the
observation sphere, comparations for SWCNT and DWCNT systems and, d) Distribution of V4S.

the central role of water in various biological processes.
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