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1. Introduction  

Electrochemical biosensors are transducers that convert biological information into electrical 
information. Electrochemical biosensors provide qualitative and quantitative information 
(Wang 1999) on the existence and concentration of the target compounds in the analyte in 
the form of current (amperometric biosensor) or voltage (potentiometric biosensor).  
A typical amperometric biosensor consists of three components: the analyte, the 
transduction element (electrode and conductive nanomaterials) and the biorecognition 
element (enzyme) (McLamore et al., 2010a; McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., ; Shi et 
al., 2010). During biosensor operation, target compound in the sample is specifically 
recognized by the enzymes immobilized on the electrode. Electrooxidative intermediate is 
produced by this enzyme-substrate interaction. The produced electrooxidative intermediate 
is oxidized or reduced by the voltage applied on the biosensor, and current proportional to 
substrate concentration is generated and recorded. By calibrating the biosensor using 
solutions with known concentration, the relationship between measured current and 
substrate concentration is obtained. The sensitivity and specificity of the sensor is ensured 
by the high selectivity of enzymes.  
Considering the functional mechanism of biosensors, surface modification of the electrode is 
vital to biosensor performance. The most straightforward and also widely used approach is 
to immobilize enzymes on the electrode with a polymer layer. However, this method has 
two major limitations. One is that the activity of the enzymes can be affected by structural 
change due to the polymer layer, and affected by the pH of the layer (Zou et al., 2008). The 
other is that the thickness of the polymer layer cannot be precisely controlled, so the 
response time and sensitivity of the biosensor could be affected (Li et al., 1996). To overcome 
these limitations, some groups used polymers with neutral pH such as silicate sol-gel for 
enzyme immobilization to preserve enzyme activity (Salimi et al., 2004) while some groups 
used electric methods such as cyclic voltammetry to control layer deposition (Llaudet et al., 
2005; Smutok et al., 2006). Furthermore, to obtain better performance, nanomaterials 
including carbon nanotubes (CNTs) and metal nanomaterials are often involved in surface 
modification (McLamore et al., 2010a; McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., ; Shi et al., 
2010). Since different modification approaches result in quite distinct biosensor 
performance, problems with evaluating and comparing different approaches, and sorting 
out the optimal ones have arisen. To solve this problem, a standardization method which 
evaluates the performance of biosensors constructed by different approaches is needed.  
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In this chapter, followed by a comprehensive literature review of surface modification 
approaches, a tentative protocol for comparing different approaches will be discussed. 

2. Immobilization approaches for enzymes 

As was mentioned previously, enzymes are the biorecognition element of biosensors. 
Biosensors function based on the highly selective enzyme-substrate interactions. Thus, the 
enzymes immobilized on electrode determine the target compound, the activity of the 
enzymes determines the sensitivity, and the selectivity of the enzymes determines the 
specificity of the biosensors. As a result, it is important to develop proper enzyme 
immobilization approaches with high enzyme loading and well-preserved enzyme activity. 

2.1 Enzyme based biosensing 

Enzymes are usually immobilized on the electrode by polymer encapsulation or covalent 
linking (McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Rickus et al., 2002; Shi et al., 2010). 
During biosensor operation, when analyte solution diffuses into the enzyme layer, a series 
of biochemical and electrochemical reactions will take place. Take the de facto enzyme 
glucose oxidase (GOx) as an example. GOx based biosensors function through the following 
steps: 
In the first step (biorecognition), GOx converts glucose into H2O2 and gluconic acid. The 
main purpose of this step is to produce the electrooxidative intermediate H2O2, because 
glucose cannot be directly electrooxidized. Because the enzyme-substrate interaction in this 
step is specific to glucose, biorecognition step ensures the selectivity of the biosensors. 

Step 1. Glucose + O2  GOx> Gluconic acid + H2O2 

In the second step (transduction), an electric potential is applied to the electrode. The value 
of the potential is determined by the type of electrode used, and the type of the electroactive 
intermediate produced in step 1. In this particular example, for measuring H2O2 with a Pt 
electrode, the potential used is usually +500 mV-+800 mV (McLamore et al., 2010b; 
McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 2010). The main purpose of this step is to measure the 
concentration of H2O2 by measuring current.  

Step 2. H2O2 → O2 + 2H+ + 2e- 

Since the concentration of H2O2 is proportional to glucose according to step 1, glucose 
concentration can be determined. By modifying the electrode with conductive 
nanomaterials, the electron transfer rate during electrooxidizing H2O2 can be significantly 
increased. So the biosensor will have increased sensitivity, which is the reason why surface 
modification with nanomaterials is important to biosensor performance. 

2.2 Enzyme immobilization approaches 

One of the most widely used approach for immobilizing enzymes is to entrap enzymes 
within polymer layers. The layer containing enzymes can be deposited on electrodes by 
cast-and-dry, or electropolymerization. Many polymers have been reported for such 
applications, including nafion (Fortier et al., 1992; Vaillancourt et al., 1999) , polypyrrole 
(Branzoi & Pilan 2008; Ekanayake et al., 2007), polytyramine (Situmorang et al., 1999) and 
silicate sol-gels (Llaudet et al., 2005; Rickus et al., 2002; Salimi et al., 2004).  
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Nafion is a negatively charged sulfonated tetrafluorethylene copolymer, which possesses a 
strong surface adhesion to electrode surface and a low swelling capability in aqueous media 
(Gong et al., 2005; Liaw et al., 2006; Wang et al., 2003b). Thus, nafion is quite appropriate for 
enzyme immobilization. Biosensors based on nafion/enzyme composite for the detection of 
glucose and other compounds have been reported (Fortier et al., 1992; Vaillancourt et al., 
1999). One noticeable advantage of nafion over other polymers is that the negative charges 
repel the diffusion of many negatively charged compounds such as ascorbate and 
acetaminophen into the layer (Ni et al., 1999), significantly enhancing biosensing selectivity .  
Polypyrrole (PPy) is a conductive polymer mainly made up of pyrroles. Polypyrroles can be 
formed through electropolymerization using cyclic voltammetry, resulting in a uniformly 
doped PPy film with positive charges on electrode surface (Schuhmann 1991; Schuhmann & 
Kittsteiner-Eberle 1991; Schuhmann et al., 1990). One advantage with PPy is that enzymes 
with negative charges can be absorbed into PPy layers via electrostatic forces (Gao et al., 
2003). Another advantage is that the thickness of the PPy layer can be quantitatively 
controlled by controlling the number of cycles during cyclic voltammetry. The selectivity of 
polypyrrole film can be enhanced by the addition of various counter ions (Sadik 1999; 
Teasdale & Wallace 1993; Zotti 1992). Biosensors based on PPy for versatile sensing 
applications have been reported (Dumont & Fortier 1996; Ekanayake et al., 2007; Umana & 
Waller 2002). Excellent reproducibility in amperometric response and resistance towards 
high temperature have been reported for PPy over a number of polymers including 
polyaniline, poly(aniline/p-phenylediamine) , polyindole , and poly(o-phenylediamine) 
(Dumont & Fortier 1996). The major disadvantage with PPy is that the layer is most stable 
under pH range of 5.5-6.0 (Dumont 1996), which may greatly lower the activities of certain 
enzymes that favor basic pH, such as glycerol kinase (optimal pH=9.8) and glycerol-3-
phosphate oxidase (optimal pH=8.1), both of which are used in adenosine-3-phosphate 
(ATP) sensing (Llaudet et al., 2005). In addition, Schuhmann et al. reported that the enzyme 
loading capability of PPy was low (Schuhmann 1991), which may result in a low biosensor 
sensitivity. 
Silicate sol-gels are polymers formed by ethyl esters of orthosilicic acid, among which 
tetraethyl orthosilicate (TEOS) and tetramethyl orthosilicate (TMOS) are most commonly 
used in the immobilization of enzymes (Llaudet et al., 2005; Salimi et al., 2004; Yang et al., 
1998). The hydrolysis and condensation of sol-gels at low temperature (usually 4 °C) 
generate a 3-dimensitional polymer matrix of silica, which can entrap enzymes (Rickus et 
al., 2002). Biosensors based on sol-gel approach for the detection of glucose (Salimi et al., 
2004), ATP (Llaudet et al., 2005) and other compounds with linear response range covering 
physiological concentrations have been reported. One advantage of sol-gel immobilization is 
that enzymes are entrapped within the matrix with no covalent linking involved, thus 
enzyme activity may be better preserved. Another advantage is that the porous structure of 
sol-gel matrix facilitates the diffusion of substrates into the matrix and provides space for 
the interaction between substrates and enzymes. However, since immobilization approaches 
based on sol-gels require dip coating and the distribution of dissolved enzymes in the sol-
gel is not uniform, the thickness of the layer and the amount of loaded enzymes may vary a 
lot, affecting the reproducibility of biosensors. 
Other polymers such as chitosan (Kang et al., 2007; Miscoria et al., 2006) have been used for 
enzyme immobilization as well. Some approaches directly entrap enzymes in the polymer. 
The common drawback with these approaches is the relatively low efficacy of enzyme 
loading that often results in inconsistency in amperometric response and reduced sensitivity 
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during long-term biosensor operation (Schuhmann 1991; Schuhmann & Kittsteiner-Eberle 
1991). Thus, cross-linking agents have been combined with polymer layers for better 
enzyme loading. These agents include glutaraldehyde (GA) (via NH2- bond) (Guerrieri et 
al., 1998), 1-ethyl-3-(3-diamino)propyl-carbodiimide (EDC) and N-hydroxysulfosuccinimide 
(NHS) (via –COOH bond) (Limbut et al., 2006), and 3-mercapto-1-propanesulfonic acid 
(MPS) (via –SR- bond and electrostatic forces) (Miscoria et al., 2006). Increased amperometric 
sensitivity has been reported for biosensors when cross-linking agents are used for enzyme 
immobilization (Guerrieri et al., 1998; Miscoria et al., 2006). Some agents such as GA 
(McLamore et al., 2010b) and thiol linker [dithiobis (succinimidyl undecanoate)] (Claussen 
et al., 2009) can directly link enzymes to the electrode surface with no polymer layer 
involved, providing alternatives to polymer immobilization.  

3. Immobilization of nanomaterials  

One problem with biosensors based only on polymers and enzymes is the undesired low 
signal-to-noise ratio, because catalytic ability of enzymes is limited. Consequently, 
biosensor’s amperometric response may be submerged by noise. One of the most commonly 
used approaches to resolve this problem is to modify biosensors with nanomaterials. Two 
most commonly used nanomaterials are carbon nanotubes and metal nanomaterials 
(McLamore et al., 2010a; McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 2010). 
Ever since Iijima reported the synthesis method for CNT in 1991(Iijima 1991) , this allotrope 
of carbon has demonstrated versatile applications in biomedical imaging (Choi et al., 2007b), 
chemical batteries (Wang et al., 2003a), and biosensing (McLamore et al., 2010a; McLamore 
et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 2010 ). CNTs have two types: single-walled 
CNT (SWNT) and multi-walled CNT (MWNT). SWNT is a seamless cylinder formed by 
rolling-over a one-atom-thick layer of graphite namely graphene (Iijima & Ichihashi 1993) 
(Fig. 1a), while MWNT has the structure of sheets of graphite arranged in concentric 
cylinders (Ajayan 1999; Dai 2002) (Fig . 1b). SWNT has a diameter on the order of 1.2 nm 
(Fig. 1d) while MWNT has a diameter on the order of 10 nm to 20 nm with concentric 
nanotubes 0.34 nm apart (Ajayan 1999; Dai 2002) (Fig. 1c). 
 

 

Fig. 1. High-resolution transmission electron microscopy images of typical SWNT (A) and 
MWNT (B). Closed nanotube tips are also shown in panel C (MWNT tips) and panel D 
(SWNT tip, shown by arrows). The inner space corresponds to the diameter of the inner 
hollow in the tube. The separation between the closely spaced fringes in the MWNT (B, C) is 
0.34 nm, close to the spacing between graphite planes. The diameter of the SWNT (A, D) is 

1.2 nm. Every layer in the image (fringe) corresponds to the edges of each cylinder in the 
nanotube assembly. (Reprinted with permission from (Ajayan 1999). Copyright (1999) from 
American Chemical Society) 
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3.1 Electrochemical basis for CNT 

STM/STS studies have shown that CNTs consist of both metallic and semi-conductive tubes 
(Odom et al., 1998; Wilder et al., 1998). Both SWNTs (Wang et al., 2003b) and MWNTs 
(McLamore et al., 2010a; McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 2010 ) 
have been widely used in biosensing . CNTs have been demonstrated to possess the ability 
to facilitate the electron transfer process during electroreduction and electrooxidation of 
electroactive species, such as NADH and hydrogen peroxide (Hrapovic et al., 2004; Wang et 
al., 2003b), and the electron transfer process during enzyme-substrate interaction, even 
when the enzyme redox center is deeply embedded (Gooding et al., 2003).  
Researches have been carried out to explore the underlying mechanism for CNT to enhance 
biosensor performance. The reasons for CNT to greatly improve biosensor’s response are 
summarized as follows: 
First, CNTs enlarge the effective surface area when immobilized on the surface of the 
electrodes. The electrode impedance is decreased, and the current is increased due to the 
increase in surface area (Azamian et al., 2002). Another advantage due to enlarged surface 
area is that more enzymes can be immobilized. MWNTs have been used as a matrix for 
enzyme immobilization (Shi et al., 2010 ). 
Second, CNTs act as a catalyst that increases electron transfer rate. The carbon atoms at the 
ends of CNT behave like the edge plane of highly oriented pyrolytic graphite (HOPG) from 
a mechanistic point of view (Li et al., 2002). When CNTs are pretreated by purifying and 
refluxing using strong acid such as nitric acid (McLamore et al., 2010a), the tube ends will be 
connected with oxygenated species, such as carboxylic acids, alcohols and quinines 
(Gooding 2005; Koehne et al., 2003). The oxygenated tube ends allow efficient electron 
transfer (Gooding 2005; Koehne et al., 2003), which is the origin for the catalytic ability of 
CNTs. This underlying mechanism is further supported by comparing peak separation in 
cyclic voltammogram of potassium ferricyanide between one electrode with aligned SWNTs 
perpendicular to its surface and another electrode with SWNTs with random orientations. 
The former has much a smaller separation than the latter, indicating improved 
electrochemical property (Liu et al., 2005).  
Third, the electrodes are endowed with better wetting properties due to the porous 
structure of CNTs (Nugent et al., 2001). As a result, analyte solution will diffuse into the 
CNT bundles with lower friction (Verweij et al., 2007), which contributes to a higher current 
sensitivity when biosensing is diffusion limited (Cambiaso et al., 1996). 

3.2 Surface modification approaches using CNTs 
3.2.1 Abrasive immobilization  

CNT, as an allotrope of carbon, can be attached to carbon electrode surface by non-covalent 
forces. Salimi et al. prepared glucose biosensor based on abrasive immobilization approach, 
by gently rubbing the polished basal plane pyrolytic graphite (bppg) electrode surface on a 
filter paper containing MWNTs (Salimi et al., 2004). Decreased oxidation and reduction 
potentials for H2O2 were discovered compared with bare bppg electrodes, indicating the 
improvement in electrocatlytic activities of the electrodes due to CNT immobilization 
(Salimi et al., 2004). In amperometric tests, well-defined response to glucose addition was 
reported for the bppg/CNT/sol-gel/GOx biosensor while hardly any response could be 
observed with the bppg/sol-gel/GOx electrodes (Salimi et al., 2004), demonstrating that the 
low signal-to-noise issue with biosensors based on conventional materials could be resolved 
by adding nanomaterials. In addition, compared with glucose biosensors with no CNT 
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involved (Wang et al., 1997; Yang et al., 1998), the analytical parameters (sensitivity, 
detection limit, response time and linear range) for bppg/CNT/sol-gel/GOx biosensor were 
comparable or better (Salimi et al., 2004).  

3.2.2 Immobilization with MPS 

(3-Mercaptopropyl) trimethoxysilane (MPS), a silanization reagent with methoxy and thiol 
functional groups, has been applied to attach MWNTs to electrodes (McLamore et al., 2010a; 
Zeng & Huang 2004). The thiol groups form covalent bonds to link CNTs to electrodes. 
Biosensors based on this approach exhibited increased peak current in cyclic voltammetry 
with potassium ferricyanide, and high sensitivity towards the direct oxidation of IAA, due 
to the CNTs on electrode surface which facilitated electron transfer. MPS immobilization of 
CNTs provides an alternative to abrasive immobilization which can be applied to metal 
electrodes. Desirable reproducibility has been reported for biosensors based on this 
approach (Zeng & Huang 2004). 

3.2.3 Immobilization with polymer entrapment 

The major obstacle to immobilizing CNTs for biosensing is that CNTs tend to aggregate due 
to van der Walls forces among tubes. As a result, CNTs are insoluble in almost all solvents 
(Chen et al., 1998; Star et al., 2001). Since almost all conventional approaches for building 
enzyme based biosensors rely on polymer layers to entrap enzymes, similar approaches can 
be developed to immobilize CNT. Researches have shown that many polymer layers can 
suspend CNT, including nafion (McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 
2010 ; Tsai et al., 2005; Wang et al., 2003b), chitosan (Kang et al., 2007, 2008) and silicate sol-
gels (Chen & Dong 2007; Gavalas et al., 2004) .  
Nafion is a conductive sulfonated tetrafluorethylene copolymer and its negatively charged 
layer is capable of suspending CNTs and enzymes. SEM image showed that MWNTs were 
well dispersed within nafion layer, and formed a conductive network which will facilitate 
electron transfer during electrochemical reactions (Shi et al., 2010 ) (Fig. 2). 
 

 

Fig. 2. SEM image for a MWNTs/Nafion layer on a biosensor. (Reprinted with permission 
from (Shi et al., 2010 ). Copyright (2010) from Elsevier Inc.) 

Chitosan is a linear polysaccharide with fine biocompatibility and adhesive capability to 
chemically modified surfaces. Pretreated CNTs with –COOH groups on tube ends could 
disperse among chitosan containing –NH2 groups due to the peptide bonds formed between 
–COOH and –NH2 (Kang et al., 2007). Biosensors based on chitosan polymers with CNT and 
enzymes involved have been reported (Kang et al., 2007, 2008). Similar to other CNT 
modified electrodes, the oxidation potential for electrooxidative species is significantly 
lowered (Zhang 2004). A low oxidation potential ensures that interferences such as 
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acetaminophen and ascorbic acid, that can only be oxidized at high voltages, are excluded, 
which greatly enhances the selectivity of the biosensors. However, one disadvantage with 
chitosan is that the peptide bonds formed between CNTs and chitosan eliminate the –
COOH groups on CNT, which may lower the catalytic ability of CNTs, as the ability mainly 
comes from the oxidative species at tube ends. 
Polypyrrole (PPy) is a highly conductive polymer formed from a number of connected 
pyrrole rings. Wang et al. reported that “oxidized CNT” together with enzymes could act as 
combined dopants to form a covalently linked PPy-CNT-Enzyme layer (Wang & Musameh 
2005). When electro-oxidized at +650 mV using platinum (Pt) or glass carbon (GC) 
electrodes as working electrodes, each pyrrole ring will carry one positive charge. With the 
presence of charge balancing anionic dopants, such as negatively charged enzymes (Kang et 
al., 2007; Umana & Waller 2002) or –COOH modified CNTs (Wang & Musameh 2005), 
polymer layers with enzymes or CNTs will form on the working electrode surface after 
electropolymerization (Wang & Musameh 2005) . Glucose biosensors based on this approach 
showed significantly increased response to glucose compared with no MWNT involved. In 
addition, thanks to irreversibly oxidized PPy’s special property to reject electroactive 
interferences (Malitesta et al., 1990), glucose biosensors based on PPy/MWNT exhibited no 
response towards uric and ascorbic acids even at +900 mV (Wang & Musameh 2005), 
showing excellent selectivity. Besides PPy, immobilization approaches based on similar 
electropolymerization process using polyaniline (PAN) was also reported (Ma et al., 2006). 
In addition, the auto-assembly linking of negatively charged oxygenated groups on 
modified CNTs to positively charged polyelectrolyte poly(diallyldimethylammonium 
chloride) (PDDA) layer with no need of electropolymerization was reported (Mamedov et 
al., 2002; Rouse & Lillehei 2002). 
Silicate sol-gels, including tetramethyl orthosilicate (TMOS) and tetraethyl orthosilicate 
(TEOS), have been widely used in enzyme immobilization due to the formed porous 3-D 
matrix structure which physically entraps enzymes (Llaudet et al., 2005; Salimi et al., 2004; 
Yang et al., 1998). The use of sol-gels to immobilize CNTs on biosensors have been reported 
by directly dispersing CNTs within pretreated methyltriethoxysilane (MTEOS) (Gavalas et 
al., 2004), Propyltrimethoxysilane (PTMOS) (Gong et al., 2004) and methyltrimethoxysilane 
(MTMOS) (Chen & Dong 2007) solutions. Homogeneous suspensions were obtained after 
ultrasonication and sol-gel/CNT layers were formed on electrodes. TEM image of CNT and 
the CNT/sol-gel composite (Gong et al., 2004)  showed that small MWNT bundles were 
separated into several independent nanoelectrodes, which greatly increased the contacting 
area between CNTs and analytes.  

3.2.4 CNT paste electrodes 

Almost all previously reviewed approaches immobilized CNTs on a substrate electrode, 
such as glassy carbon (GC), platinum (Pt) and gold (Au). CNTs can be directly packed into a 
carbon electrode with or without binder materials (Britto et al., 1996; Rubianes & Rivas 2003; 
Valentini et al., 2003; Wang & Musameh 2003a; Zare et al., 2010) (Wang & Musameh 2003b; 
Zhao et al., 2003). Britto et al. first reported biosensors based on CNT paste electrode by 
packing a paste of MWNTs with bromoform into a glass tube for dopamine detection, and 
the resulted paste electrode showed desirable electrochemical reversibility in cyclic 
voltammetry compared with conventional carbon electrodes (Britto et al., 1996). Enhanced 
amperometric response was also reported for CNT paste electrodes compared with carbon 
paste electrodes (Wang & Musameh 2003b). 
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3.2.5 Immobilization of aligned CNTs 

As has been discussed previously, the catalytic activities of CNTs are mainly due to the 
carbon atoms at the end of the tubes, especially when tube ends are attached with 
oxygenated species (Chou et al., 2005; Gooding 2005; Koehne et al., 2003; Nugent et al., 
2001). If the CNTs are perpendicular to the electrode surface, carbon atoms at tube ends will 
be sufficiently exposed and the catalytic activities of CNTs can be further increased. Almost 
none of the approaches reviewed previously had control over the orientation of CNTs. Take 
the polymer layer approach as an example, when CNTs are dispersed in the polymer layer, 
the orientations of CNTs are completely random. Huang et al. developed a method of 
preparing aligned CNT thin film on a quartz plate which can be easily transferred to other 
surfaces, such as electrode surface (Huang et al., 1999). Gao et al. developed a glucose 
biosensor based on this approach using gold electrodes (Gao et al., 2003). Increased glucose 
sensitivity was reported and a decreased irreversible single oxidation peak was observed 
compared with glassy carbon electrodes with no CNTs. Yun et al. developed a needle 
biosensor for H2O2 based on the same approach with modifications, and enhanced 
amperometric and voltammetric properties were observed (Yun et al., 2006). Wang et al. 
reported another CNT alignment approach by microwave plasma enhanced chemical vapor 
deposition using nickel as a catalyst (Wang et al., 2003c). Resulted CNTs grew densely and 
vertically along the grain of the catalytic particles (Yudasaka et al., 2009) and the CNTs were 
aligned straight by virtue of the nickel used, except for few entangled and cross-linked 
tubes. Wang et al. further reported that by controlling the thickness of the nickel layer, the 
diameter of aligned CNTs could be controlled (Wang et al., 2003c). Glucose biosensor based 
on this approach with direct absorption of glucose oxidase by MWNTs has been reported 
and more than 91% of the initial sensitivity towards glucose remained after three months, 
indicating good stability (Wang et al., 2003c). Liu et al. developed a self-assembled SWNT 
alignment method under room temperature, which was much easier to implement 
compared with Dai and Wang’s approaches requiring high temperature (Liu 2000). 
Derivative CNT alignment approaches have been reported (Chattopadhyay et al., 2001; Kim 
& Sigmund 2003).  

3.2.6 Other surface modification approaches using CNTs 

Other surface modification approaches using CNTs have been reported, including CNT-

nanoelectrode ensembles (NEE) (Lin et al., 2004) and screen-printed CNT (Wang & 

Musameh 2004), which all provided biosensors with enhanced performance by virtue of the 

unique structure and properties of CNTs.  

3.3 Combination of CNTs and metal nanomaterials  

Transition metal nanomaterials possess high catalytic activities and facilitate electron transfer 

for many electrochemical reactions. Metal nanomaterials also enhance the performance of the 

biosensors by enlarging the effective surface area (Hrapovic et al., 2004). Biosensors 

incorporating metal nanomaterials, including platinum black (McLamore et al., 2010a; 

McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 2010 ), copper (Xu et al., 2006), silver 

(Ren et al., 2005), palladium (Claussen et al., 2009; Lim et al., 2005) and gold (Daniel 2004) have 

exhibited well biocompatibility and enhanced performance. Especially the combination of 

metal nanomaterials and CNTs for surface modification of biosensors has proved to be feasible 

and more effective than using either nanomaterial alone (Evans et al., 2002; Hrapovic et al., 
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2004; McLamore et al., 2010a; McLamore et al., 2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 2010 ; 

Zou et al., 2008). Increased H2O2 sensitivity and effective surface area have been demonstrated 

for Pt black/MWNT/Nafion electrodes over bare electrodes (Shi et al., 2010 ) (Fig. 3).  

 

 

Fig. 3. (a) CV in 4 mM Fe(CN)63- /1M KNO3 for a bare micro electrode and a 
bionanocomposite sensor at a scan rate 20mV/s. (Reprinted with permission from (Shi et al., 
2010). Copyright (2010) from Elsevier Inc.) 
(b) Representative current response to H2O2 for a bionanocomposite sensor and a bare 
electrode. (Reprinted with permission from (Shi et al., 2010 ). Copyright (2010) from Elsevier 
Inc.) 
(c) Average linear regression result for averaged current versus molar concentration of 
H2O2. (Reprinted with permission from (Shi et al., 2010 ). Copyright (2010) from Elsevier 
Inc.) 

Due to the high hydrophobicity of CNTs, most metal nanomaterials would not attach to 

CNTs via physical absorption. Hrapovic et al. linked Pt nanoparticles to SWNTs using the 

charge interaction between Pt and nafion-suspended SWNT, where Pt was positively 

charged and nafion was negative. A uniform layer containing Pt-CNT was formed 

(Hrapovic et al., 2004) (Fig. 4a). Kang et al. reported glucose biosensors based on a uniform 

Pt-CNT-chitosan film because the amino group of chitosan facilitates the dissolving of both 

Pt nanoparticles and –COOH modified CNT. Pt nanoparticles and CNT were dispersed in 

chitosan sol–gel as shown in the TEM image (Kang et al., 2008) (Fig. 4b). Electrodeposition 

of Pt and Au nanoparticles on CNT modified electrodes using H2PtCl6 and HAuCl4 as Pt 

and Au source for glucose biosensing has also been reported, and SEM image showed that 

the porous MWNT film provided an ideal matrix for the distribution of Pt nanoparticles 

(Kang et al., 2007; Zou et al., 2008) (Fig. 4c).  

The combination of metal nanomaterials and CNTs in biosensor surface modification 

integrates the catalytic capabilities of both nanomaterials and has been proved to be more 

effective in enhancing the biosensor’s performance than using either material alone, 

including amperometric response, detection limit, linear range and stability (Claussen et al., 

2009; Claussen et al., 2010; Hrapovic et al., 2004; McLamore et al., 2010a; McLamore et al., 

2010b; McLamore et al., 2011; Shi et al., 2010 ).  

3.4 Attaching enzymes to nanomaterials 

Various surface modification approaches based on CNTs and metal nanomaterials have 

been reviewed in the previous sections. A good question is how to immobilize enzymes on 
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Fig. 4. (a). AFM tapping-mode phase image (size, 1 μm × 1 μm; data scale, 20 nm) of one 
SWCNT in the presence of Pt nanoparticles. (Reprinted with permission from (Hrapovic et 
al., 2004). Copyright (2004) from American Chemical Society) 
(b). TEM image of CNT–PtNP–CS–MTOS sol–gel. (Reprinted with permission from (Kang et 
al., 2008). Copyright (2007) from Elsevier B.V)  
(c). SEM image of a Pt/MWNTs/GC electrode. (Reprinted with permission from (Zou et al., 
2008). Copyright (2007) from Elsevier B.V) 

nanomaterial modified electrodes, so that the biosensors have biorecognition capability 
while the catalytic activities of nanomaterials are preserved. Existing methods include direct 
absorption of enzymes by MWNTs due to the porous structure (McLamore et al., 2011; Shi 
et al., 2010 ), encapsulating enzymes and nanomaterials in the same polymer layer (Chen & 
Dong 2007; Choi et al., 2007a; Lim et al., 2005; Tsai et al., 2005), depositing multiple layers 
containing nanomaterials and enzymes (Zou et al., 2008) and attaching enzymes to modified 
electrodes via cross-linking agents (Claussen et al., 2009; Claussen et al., 2010). Gooding et 
al. reported a self-assembled attachment approach by incubating CNTs in microperoxidase 
MP-11 solution in HEPES buffer and showed that the enzymes were attached to the ends of 
the tubes via covalent bonds instead of being entrapped in the gaps among tubes (Gooding 
et al., 2003). They further demonstrated that no enzymes were linked to the side walls of 
CNTs with AFM showing that the number of CNTs was almost the same as the number of 
MP-11 enzymes (Gooding et al., 2003). Peak current of cyclic voltammetry in PBS for 
biosensors with MP-11 linked to SWNT was more than three times that of biosensors with 
no SWNT, demonstrating the electrochemical catalytic activities of CNTs (Gooding et al., 
2003). Willner et al. reported similar approaches and linked the enzyme redox active center 
of flavin adenine dinucleotide (FAD) to the end of CNTs (Fernando et al., 2004). The 
attachment of enzyme redox center not only provided increased biosensing sensitivity due to 
enhanced electron transfer, but also allowed the direct electron transfer between enzymes and 
CNTs, which was the basis for third generation biosensors measuring direct electron transfer. 
Attaching enzymes to nanomaterials facilitates the “electrical communication” between 
enzymes and nanomaterials, resulting in improved biosensor response. However, one 
potential drawback associated this technique is that the structure of enzymes may be 
changed due to the covalent bonds which link enzymes to CNTs. The catalytic activities of 
enzymes may be affected due to the structural change.  

4. Conclusions 

Almost all the literatures reviewed in this chapter reported biosensor performance in terms 
of amperometric and/or voltammetric response to the target compounds. Due to the large 
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amount of existing surface modification approaches, problems with evaluating and 
comparing different approaches, and sorting out the optimal ones have arisen. 
For biosensors, two important biophysical factors will affect amperometric response: 

1.Enzyme activity. When covalent bonds exist between the enzymes and cross-liking agents, 

polymer layers, nanomaterials or the electrode surface, the structural change of enzymes 

will decrease the catalytic activities. 2. Diffusion properties of layer immobilized on the 

surface of the electrode, including polymers, enzymes and nanomaterials. The ideal case is 

that the layer is most permeable to target compounds, while most resistant to the interfering 

compounds that will otherwise generate interference. For surface modification approaches 

aimed at enhancing the performance of biosensors, such as the immobilization of CNTs, two 

factors should be considered as well: 1. Enlarged surface area. Both CNTs and metal 

nanomaterials can enlarge the effective surface area of the electrodes. 2. Enhanced electron 

transfer rate due to the catalytic ability of nanomaterials. 

The complexity arising from the many factors affecting biosensing has posed great difficulty 
for comparing different surface modification approaches considering analyzing various 
configurations of membranes, the underlying connections and interactions among 
components within membranes. Consequently, certain standards should be set up to 
evaluate the performance of the biosensors. Amperometric response is the commonly used 
standard. However, different approaches are based on electrodes of different geometric 
shape, such as disk electrode, wire electrode, and needle electrode, with quite distinct 
effective surface area. Therefore, it is more reasonable to use the current density (current per 
surface area) to evaluate the performance of biosensors instead of amperometric response. 
Current density is defined as: 

j=i/A (1) 

Where j is the current density, I is the amperometric sensitivity of the biosensor and A is the 
effective surface area. For macro biosensors, A can be determined by cyclic voltammetry 
with potassium ferricyanide. According to the Randles-Sevcik equation (Bard & Faulkner 
2000): 

ip=(2.69*105)n3/2D1/2CAv1/2 (2) 

where n is the number of transferred electrons during the oxidation and reduction of 
potassium ferricyanide, D is the diffusion coefficient (6.70 X 10-6 cm2 sec-1), C is the molar 
concentration of ferricyanide, A is the effective surface area (cm2), and v is the scan rate (V 

sec-1). By varying v and measuring ip, A can be determined after linear regression. For 
microelectrodes, surface area can be determined by cyclic voltammetry with potassium 
ferricyanide as well. The diffusion limited current ilim is defined as (Heinze 1993): 

ilim = KnFDCr (3) 

where K is the geometric constant, F is the faradic constant, r is the radius of the electrode 
tip, and other constants have the same meanings as in equation (2).  

5. References 

Ajayan, P.M., 1999. Nanotubes from Carbon. Chem. Rev, pp. 1787-1800. 

www.intechopen.com



 
Biosensors – Emerging Materials and Applications 

 

220 

Azamian, B.R.; Davis, J.J.; Coleman, K.S.; Bagshaw, C.B. & Green, M.L.H. (2002). 
Bioelectrochemical Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes. J. Am. Chem. Soc., Vol.124, 
No.43, (2002), pp. 12664-12665. 

Bard, A.J. & Faulkner, L.R. (2000). Electrochemical methods : fundamentals and applications, 
(2nd),  Wiley, ISBN 9780471055426,  New York. 

Branzoi, V. & Pilan, L. (2008). Electropolymerization Compounds Used for the Obtainment 
of Modified Electrodes and Electrochemical Biosensors. Mol. Cryst. Liq. Cryst., 
Vol.484, (2008), pp. 303-321. 

Britto, P.J.; Santhanam, K.S.V. & Ajayan, P.M. (1996). Carbon nanotube electrode for 
oxidation of dopamine. Bioelectrochem. Bioenerg., Vol.41, No.1, (1996), pp. 121-125. 

Cambiaso, A.; Delfino, L.; Grattarola, M.; Verreschi, G.; Ashworth, D.; Maines, A. & 
Vadgama, P. (1996). Modelling and simulation of a diffusion limited glucose 
biosensor. Sensors and Actuators B: Chemical, Vol.33, No.1-3, (1996), pp. 203-207. 

Chattopadhyay, D.; Galeska, I. & Papadimitrakopoulos, F. (2001). Metal-Assisted 
Organization of Shortened Carbon Nanotubes in Monolayer and Multilayer Forest 
Assemblies. J. Am. Chem. Soc., Vol.123, No.38, (2001), pp. 9451-9452. 

Chen, H. & Dong, S. (2007). Direct electrochemistry and electrocatalysis of horseradish 
peroxidase immobilized in sol-gel-derived ceramic-carbon nanotube 
nanocomposite film. Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.22, No.8, (2007), pp. 1811-1815. 

Chen, J.; Hamon, M.A.; Hu, H.; Chen, Y.; Rao, A.M.; Eklund, P.C. & Haddon, R.C. (1998). 
Solution Properties of Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes. Science., Vol.282, No.5386, 
(1998), pp. 95. 

Choi, H.N.; Han, J.H.; Park, J.A.; Lee, J.M. & Lee, W.-Y. (2007a). Amperometric Glucose 
Biosensor Based on Glucose Oxidase Encapsulated in Carbon Nanotube–Titania–
Nafion Composite Film on Platinized Glassy Carbon Electrode. Electroanalysis, 
Vol.19, No.17, (2007a), pp. 1757-1763. 

Choi, J.H.; Nguyen, F.T.; Barone, P.W.; Heller, D.A.; Moll, A.E.; Patel, D.; Boppart, S.A. & 
Strano, M.S. (2007b). Multimodal Biomedical Imaging with Asymmetric Single-
Walled Carbon Nanotube/Iron Oxide Nanoparticle Complexes. Nano Lett., Vol.7, 
No.4, (2007b), pp. 861-867. 

Chou, A.; Bocking, T.; Singh, N.K. & Gooding, J.J., 2005. Demonstration of the importance of 
oxygenated species at the ends of carbon nanotubes for their favourable 
electrochemical properties. pp. 842-844. 

Claussen, J.C.; Franklin, A.D.; ul Haque, A.; Porterfield, D.M. & Fisher, T.S. (2009). 
Electrochemical Biosensor of Nanocube-Augmented Carbon Nanotube Networks. 
ACS Nano, Vol.3, No.1, (2009), pp. 37-44. 

Claussen, J.C.; Kim, S.S.; Haque, A.U.; Artiles, M.S.; Porterfield, D.M. & Fisher, T.S. (2010). 
Electrochemical Glucose Biosensor of Platinum Nanospheres Connected by Carbon 
Nanotubes. J Diabetes Sci Technol. , Vol.4, No.2, (2010), pp. 312. 

Dai, H. (2002). Carbon nanotubes: opportunities and challenges. Surf. Sci., Vol.500, No.1-3, 
(2002), pp. 218-241. 

Daniel, M.C. (2004). Gold nanoparticles: assembly, supramolecular chemistry, quantum-
size-related properties, and applications toward biology, catalysis, and 
nanotechnology. Chem. Rev., Vol.104, No.1, (2004), pp. 293. 

Dumont, J. & Fortier, G., 1996. Behavior of glucose oxidase immobilized in various 
electropolymerized thin films. pp. 544-552. 

www.intechopen.com



 
Surface Modification Approaches for Electrochemical Biosensors 

 

221 

Dumont, J., G. Fortier (1996). Behavior of Glucose Oxidase Immobilized in Various 
Electropolymerized Thin Films. Biotechnology and Bioengineering, Vol.49, (1996), pp. 
544-552. 

Ekanayake, E.M.I.M.; Preethichandra, D.M.G. & Kaneto, K. (2007). Polypyrrole nanotube 
array sensor for enhanced adsorption of glucose oxidase in glucose biosensors. 
Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.23, No.1, (2007), pp. 107-113. 

Evans, S.A.G.; Elliott, J.M.; Andrews, L.M.; Bartlett, P.N.; Doyle, P.J. & Denuault, G. (2002). 
Detection of Hydrogen Peroxide at Mesoporous Platinum Microelectrodes. Anal. 
Chem., Vol.74, No.6, (2002), pp. 1322-1326. 

Fernando, P.; Yossi, W. & Itamar, W., 2004. Long-Range Electrical Contacting of Redox 
Enzymes by SWCNT Connectors. pp. 2113-2117. 

Fortier, G.; Vaillancourt, M. & Belanger, D., 1992. Evaluation of nafion as media for glucose 
oxidase immobilization for the development of an amperometric glucose biosensor. 
pp. 275-283. 

Gao, M.; Dai, L. & Wallace, G. (2003). Biosensors Based on Aligned Carbon Nanotubes 
Coated with Inherently Conducting Polymers. Electroanalysis., Vol.15, No.13, (2003), 
pp. 1089. 

Gavalas, V.G.; Law, S.A.; Christopher Ball, J.; Andrews, R. & Bachas, L.G. (2004). Carbon 
nanotube aqueous sol-gel composites: enzyme-friendly platforms for the 
development of stable biosensors. Analytical biochemistry., Vol.329, No.2, (2004), pp. 
247. 

Gong, K.; Yan, Y.; Zhang, M.; Su, L.; Xiong, S. & Mao, L. (2005). Electrochemistry and 
Electroanalytical Applications of Carbon Nanotubes: A Review. Anal. Sci., Vol.21, 
(2005), pp. 1383-1394. 

Gong, K.; Zhang, M.; Yan, Y.; Su, L.; Mao, L.; Xiong, S. & Chen, Y. (2004). Sol-Gel-Derived 
Ceramic-Carbon Nanotube Nanocomposite Electrodes: Tunable Electrode 
Dimension and Potential Electrochemical Applications. Anal. Chem., Vol.76, No.21, 
(2004), pp. 6500-6505. 

Gooding, J.J. (2005). Nanostructuring electrodes with carbon nanotubes: A review on 
electrochemistry and applications for sensing. Electrochim. Acta, Vol.50, No.15, 
(2005), pp. 3049-3060. 

Gooding, J.J.; Wibowo, R.; Liu, J.; Yang, W.; Losic, D.; Orbons, S.; Mearns, F.J.; Shapter, J.G. 
& Hibbert, D.B. (2003). Protein electrochemistry using aligned carbon nanotube 
arrays. J. Am. Chem. Soc., Vol.125, No.30, (2003), pp. 9006-9007. 

Guerrieri, A.; De Benedetto, G.E.; Palmisano, F. & Zambonin, P.G. (1998). Electrosynthesized 
non-conducting polymers as permselective membranes in amperometric enzyme 
electrodes: a glucose biosensor based on a co-crosslinked glucose 
oxidase/overoxidized polypyrrole bilayer. Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.13, No.1, (1998), 
pp. 103-112. 

Heinze, J. (1993). Ultramicroelectrodes in Electrochemistry. J. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl., 
Vol.32, No.9, (1993), pp. 1268-1288. 

Hrapovic, S.; Liu, Y.; Male, K.B. & Luong, J.H. (2004). Electrochemical biosensing platforms 
using platinum nanoparticles and carbon nanotubes. Anal. Chem., Vol.76, No.4, 
(2004), pp. 1083-1088. 

www.intechopen.com



 
Biosensors – Emerging Materials and Applications 

 

222 

Huang, S.; Dai, L. & Mau, A.W.H. (1999). Patterned Growth and Contact Transfer of Well-
Aligned Carbon Nanotube Films. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B, Vol.103, No.21, 
(1999), pp. 4223-4227. 

Iijima, S. (1991). Helical microtubules of graphitic carbon. Nature, Vol.354, No.6348, (1991), 
pp. 56-58. 

Iijima, S. & Ichihashi, T. (1993). Single-shell carbon nanotubes of 1-nm diameter. Nature, 
Vol.363, No.6430, (1993), pp. 603-605. 

Kang, X.; Mai, Z.; Zou, X.; Cai, P. & Mo, J. (2007). A novel glucose biosensor based on 
immobilization of glucose oxidase in chitosan on a glassy carbon electrode 
modified with gold-platinum alloy nanoparticles/multiwall carbon nanotubes. 
Anal. Biochem., Vol.369, No.1, (2007), pp. 71-79. 

Kang, X.; Mai, Z.; Zou, X.; Cai, P. & Mo, J. (2008). Glucose biosensors based on platinum 
nanoparticles-deposited carbon nanotubes in sol-gel chitosan/silica hybrid. Talanta, 
Vol.74, No.4, (2008), pp. 879-886. 

Kim, B. & Sigmund, W.M. (2003). Self-Alignment of Shortened Multiwall Carbon Nanotubes 
on Polyelectrolyte Layers. Langmuir, Vol.19, No.11, (2003), pp. 4848-4851. 

Koehne, J.; Chen, H.; Li, J.; Cassell, A.M.; Ye, Q.; Ng, H.T.; Han, J. & Meyyappan, M. (2003). 
Ultrasensitive label-free DNA analysis using an electronic chip based on carbon 
nanotube nanoelectrode arrays. Nanotechnology, Vol.14, (2003), pp. 1239. 

Li, J.; Cassell, A.; Delzeit, L.; Han, J. & Meyyappan, M. (2002). Novel Three-Dimensional 
Electrodes: Electrochemical Properties of Carbon Nanotube Ensembles. J. Phys. 
Chem. B, Vol.106, No.36, (2002), pp. 9299-9305. 

Li, J.; Tan, S.N. & Ge, H. (1996). Silica sol-gel immobilized amperometric biosensor for 
hydrogen peroxide. Anal. Chim. Acta, Vol.335, No.1-2, (1996), pp. 137-145. 

Liaw, H.W.; Chen, J.M. & Tsai, Y.C. (2006). Development of an amperometric ethanol 
biosensor based on a multiwalled carbon nanotube-Nafion-alcohol dehydrogenase 
nanobiocomposite. J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol., Vol.6, No.8, (2006), pp. 2396-2402. 

Lim, S.H.; Wei, J.; Lin, J.; Li, Q. & KuaYou, J. (2005). A glucose biosensor based on 
electrodeposition of palladium nanoparticles and glucose oxidase onto Nafion-
solubilized carbon nanotube electrode. Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.20, No.11, (2005), 
pp. 2341-2346. 

Limbut, W.; Kanatharana, P.; Mattiasson, B.; Asawatreratanakul, P. & Thavarungkul, P. 
(2006). A comparative study of capacitive immunosensors based on self-assembled 
monolayers formed from thiourea, thioctic acid, and 3-mercaptopropionic acid. 
Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.22, No.2, (2006), pp. 233-240. 

Lin, Y.; Lu, F.; Tu, Y. & Ren, Z. (2004). Glucose Biosensors Based on Carbon Nanotube 
Nanoelectrode Ensembles. Nano Lett., Vol.4, No.2, (2004), pp. 191-195. 

Liu, J.; Chou, A.; Rahmat, W.; Paddon-Row, M.N. & Gooding, J.J. (2005). Achieving Direct 
Electrical Connection to Glucose Oxidase Using Aligned Single Walled Carbon 
Nanotube Arrays. Electroanalysis, Vol.17, No.1, (2005), pp. 38-46. 

Liu, Z., Ziyong Shen, Tao Zhu, Shifeng Hou, and Lizhen Ying (2000). Organizing Single-
Walled Carbon Nanotubes on Gold Using a Wet Chemical Self-Assembling 
Technique. Langmuir, Vol.16, (2000), pp. 3569- 3573. 

Llaudet, E.; Hatz, S.; Droniou, M. & Dale, N. (2005). Microelectrode biosensor for real-time 
measurement of ATP in biological tissue. Anal. Chem., Vol.77, No.10, (2005), pp. 
3267-3273. 

www.intechopen.com



 
Surface Modification Approaches for Electrochemical Biosensors 

 

223 

Ma, Y.; Ali, S.R.; Dodoo, A.S. & He, H. (2006). Enhanced Sensitivity for Biosensors: Multiple 
Functions of DNA-Wrapped Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes in Self-Doped 
Polyaniline Nanocomposites. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B, Vol.110, No.33, 
(2006), pp. 16359-16365. 

Malitesta, C.; Palmisano, F.; Torsi, L. & Zambonin, P.G. (1990). Glucose fast-response 
amperometric sensor based on glucose oxidase immobilized in an 
electropolymerized poly (o-phenylenediamine) film. Anal. Chem., Vol.62, No.24, 
(1990), pp. 2735-2740. 

Mamedov, A.A.; Kotov, N.A.; Prato, M.; Guldi, D.M.; Wicksted, J.P. & Hirsch, A. (2002). 
Molecular design of strong single-wall carbon nanotube/polyelectrolyte multilayer 
composites. Nat. Mater., Vol.1, No.3, (2002), pp. 190-194. 

McLamore, E.S.; Diggs, A.; Calvo Marzal, P.; Shi, J.; Blakeslee, J.J.; Peer, W.A.; Murphy, A.S. 
& Porterfield, D.M. (2010a). Non-invasive quantification of endogenous root auxin 
transport using an integrated flux microsensor technique. The Plant Journal, Vol.63, 
No.6, (2010a), pp. 1004-1016. 

McLamore, E.S.; Mohanty, S.; Shi, J.; Claussen, J.; Jedlicka, S.S.; Rickus, J.L. & Porterfield, 
D.M. (2010b). A self-referencing glutamate biosensor for measuring real time 
neuronal glutamate flux. J. Neurosci. Methods, Vol.189, No.1, (2010b), pp. 14-22. 

McLamore, E.S.; Shi, J.; Jaroch, D.; Claussen, J.C.; Uchida, A.; Jiang, Y.; Zhang, W.; Donkin, 
S.S.; Banks, M.K.; Buhman, K.K.; Teegarden, D.; Rickus, J.L. & Porterfield, D.M. (A 
self referencing platinum nanoparticle decorated enzyme-based microbiosensor for 
real time measurement of physiological glucose transport. Biosens. Bioelectron., 
Vol.In Press, Corrected Proof. 

McLamore, E.S.; Shi, J.; Jaroch, D.; Claussen, J.C.; Uchida, A.; Jiang, Y.; Zhang, W.; Donkin, 
S.S.; Banks, M.K.; Buhman, K.K.; Teegarden, D.; Rickus, J.L. & Porterfield, D.M. 
(2011). A self referencing platinum nanoparticle decorated enzyme-based 
microbiosensor for real time measurement of physiological glucose transport. 
Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.26, No.5, (2011), pp. 2237-2245. 

Miscoria, S.A.; Desbrieres, J.; Barrera, G.D.; Labb, P. & Rivas, G.A. (2006). Glucose biosensor 
based on the layer-by-layer self-assembling of glucose oxidase and chitosan 
derivatives on a thiolated gold surface. Anal. Chim. Acta, Vol.578, No.2, (2006), pp. 
137-144. 

Ni, J.-A.; Ju, H.-X.; Chen, H.-Y. & Leech, D. (1999). Amperometric determination of 
epinephrine with an osmium complex and Nafion double-layer membrane 
modified electrode. Anal. Chim. Acta, Vol.378, No.1-3, (1999), pp. 151-157. 

Nugent, J.M.; Santhanam, K.S.V.; Rubio, A. & Ajayan, P.M. (2001). Fast Electron Transfer 
Kinetics on Multiwalled Carbon Nanotube Microbundle Electrodes. Nano Lett., 
Vol.1, No.2, (2001), pp. 87-91. 

Odom, T.W.; Huang, J.-L.; Kim, P. & Lieber, C.M. (1998). Atomic structure and electronic 
properties of single-walled carbon nanotubes. Nature, Vol.391, No.6662, (1998), pp. 
62-64. 

Ren, X.; Meng, X.; Chen, D.; Tang, F. & Jiao, J. (2005). Using silver nanoparticle to enhance 
current response of biosensor. Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.21, No.3, (2005), pp. 433-437. 

Rickus, J.L.; Dunn, B.; Zink, J.I.; Frances, S.L. & Chris, A.R.T., 2002book. Optically Based Sol-
Gel Biosensor Materials. Optical Biosensors, pp. 427-456. Elsevier Science, 
Amsterdam. 

www.intechopen.com



 
Biosensors – Emerging Materials and Applications 

 

224 

Rouse, J.H. & Lillehei, P.T. (2002). Electrostatic Assembly of Polymer/Single Walled Carbon 
Nanotube Multilayer Films. Nano Lett., Vol.3, No.1, (2002), pp. 59-62. 

Rubianes, M.D. & Rivas, G.A. (2003). Carbon nanotubes paste electrode. Electrochem. 
Commun., Vol.5, No.8, (2003), pp. 689-694. 

Sadik, O.A. (1999). Bioaffinity Sensors Based on Conducting Polymers: A Short Review. 
Electroanalysis, Vol.11, No.12, (1999), pp. 839-844. 

Salimi, A.; Compton, R.G. & Hallaj, R. (2004). Glucose biosensor prepared by glucose 
oxidase encapsulated sol-gel and carbon-nanotube-modified basal plane pyrolytic 
graphite electrode. Anal. Biochem., Vol.333, No.1, (2004), pp. 49-56. 

Schuhmann, W. (1991). Amperometric substrate determination in flow-injection systems 
with polypyrrole- enzyme electrodes. Sensors & Actuators B, Vol.4, (1991), pp. 41-49. 

Schuhmann, W. & Kittsteiner-Eberle, R. (1991). Evaluation of polypyrrole/glucose oxidase 
electrodes in flow-injection systems for sucrose determination. Biosens. Bioelectron., 
Vol.6, No.3, (1991), pp. 263-273. 

Schuhmann, W.; Lammert, R.; Uhe, B. & Schmidt, H.L. (1990). Polypyrrole, a new possibility 
for covalent binding of oxidoreductases to electrode surfaces as a base for stable 
biosensors. Sensors and Actuators B: Chemical, Vol.1, No.1-6, (1990), pp. 537-541. 

Shi, J.; McLamore, E.; Jaroch, D.; Claussen, J.; Rickus, J. & Porterfield, D.M. (Oscillatory 
glucose flux in INS1 pancreatic [beta] cells: A self-referencing microbiosensor 
study. Anal. Biochem., Vol.411, (2010), pp. 185-193. 

Situmorang, M.; Gooding, J.J. & Hibbert, D.B. (1999). Immobilisation of enzyme throughout 
a polytyramine matrix: a versatile procedure for fabricating biosensors. Anal. Chim. 
Acta, Vol.394, No.2-3, (1999), pp. 211-223. 

Smutok, O.; Ngounou, B.; Pavlishko, H.; Gayda, G.; Gonchar, M. & Schuhmann, W. (2006). 
A reagentless bienzyme amperometric biosensor based on alcohol 
oxidase/peroxidase and an Os-complex modified electrodeposition paint. Sensors 
and Actuators B: Chemical, Vol.113, No.2, (2006), pp. 590-598. 

Star, A.; Stoddart, J.F.; Steuerman, D.; Diehl, M.; Boukai, A.; Wong, E.W.; Yang, X.; Chung, 
S.W.; Choi, H. & Heath, J.R. (2001). Preparation and Properties of Polymer-
Wrapped Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes. ANGEWANDTE CHEMIE -
INTERNATIONAL EDITION IN ENGLISH-, Vol.40, (2001), pp. 1721-1725. 

Teasdale, P.R. & Wallace, G.G. (1993). Molecular recognition using conducting polymers: 
basis of an electrochemical sensing technology桺lenary lecture. The Analyst, 

Vol.118, No.4, (1993), pp. 329-334. 
Tsai, Y.C.; Li, S.C. & Chen, J.M. (2005). Cast thin film biosensor design based on a Nafion 

backbone, a multiwalled carbon nanotube conduit, and a glucose oxidase function. 
Langmuir, Vol.21, No.8, (2005), pp. 3653-3658. 

Umana, M. & Waller, J. (2002). Protein-modified electrodes. The glucose 
oxidase/polypyrrole system. Anal. Chem., Vol.58, No.14, (2002), pp. 2979-2983. 

Vaillancourt, M.; Chen, J.W.; Fortier, G. & Beanger, D., 1999. Electrochemical and Enzymatic 
Studies of Electron Transfer Mediation by Ferrocene Derivatives with Nafion-
Glucose Oxidase Electrodes. pp. 23-31. 

Valentini, F.; Amine, A.; Orlanducci, S.; Terranova, M.L. & Palleschi, G. (2003). Carbon 
Nanotube Purification: Preparation and Characterization of Carbon Nanotube 
Paste Electrodes. Anal. Chem., Vol.75, No.20, (2003), pp. 5413-5421. 

www.intechopen.com



 
Surface Modification Approaches for Electrochemical Biosensors 

 

225 

Verweij, H.; Melissa, S. & Ju, L., 2007. Fast Mass Transport Through Carbon Nanotube 
Membranes. pp. 1996-2004. 

Wang; J; Pamidi & P. V, A. (1997). Sol-gel-derived gold composite electrodes,  American 
Chemical Society  Washington, DC, ETATS-UNIS. 

Wang, G.X.; Ahn, J.h.; Yao, J.; Lindsay, M.; Liu, H.K. & Dou, S.X. (2003a). Preparation and 
characterization of carbon nanotubes for energy storage. J. Power Sources, 
Vol.119/121, (2003a), pp. 16-23. 

Wang, J. (1999). Amperometric biosensors for clinical and therapeutic drug monitoring: a 
review. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal., Vol.19, No.1-2, (1999), pp. 1-2. 

Wang, J. & Musameh, M. (2003a). Carbon Nanotube/Teflon Composite Electrochemical 
Sensors and Biosensors. Anal. Chem., Vol.75, No.9, (2003a), pp. 2075-2079. 

Wang, J. & Musameh, M. (2003b). Enzyme-dispersed carbon-nanotube electrodes: a needle 
microsensor for monitoring glucose. Analyst (Cambridge, U. K.), Vol.128, No.11, 
(2003b), pp. 1382-1385. 

Wang, J. & Musameh, M. (2004). Carbon nanotube screen-printed electrochemical sensors. 
Analyst, Vol.129, No.1, (2004), pp. 1-2. 

Wang, J. & Musameh, M. (2005). Carbon-nanotubes doped polypyrrole glucose biosensor. 
Anal. Chim. Acta, Vol.539, No.1-2, (2005), pp. 209-213. 

Wang, J.; Musameh, M. & Lin, Y. (2003b). Solubilization of carbon nanotubes by Nafion 
toward the preparation of amperometric biosensors. J. Am. Chem. Soc., Vol.125, 
No.9, (2003b), pp. 2408-2409. 

Wang, S.G.; Zhang, Q.; Yoon, S.F. & Ahn, J. (2003c). Synthesis and characterization of 
MWNTs with narrow diameter over nickel catalyst by MPCVD. Scripta materialia., 
Vol.48, No.4, (2003c), pp. 409. 

Wilder, J.W.G.; Venema, L.C.; Rinzler, A.G.; Smalley, R.E. & Dekker, C. (1998). Electronic 
structure of atomically resolved carbon nanotubes. Nature, Vol.391, No.6662, (1998), 
pp. 59-62. 

Xu, Q.; Zhao, Y.; Xu, J.Z. & Zhu, J.-J. (2006). Preparation of functionalized copper 
nanoparticles and fabrication of a glucose sensor. Sensors and Actuators B: Chemical, 
Vol.114, No.1, (2006), pp. 379-386. 

Yang, S.; Lu, Y.; Atanossov, P.; Wilkins, E. & Long, X. (1998). Microfabricated glucose 
biosensor with glucose oxidase entrapped in sol-gel matrix. Talanta, Vol.47, No.3, 
(1998), pp. 735-743. 

Yudasaka, M.; Kikuchi, R.; Ohki, Y.; Ota, E. & Yoshimura, S. (2009). Behavior of Ni in carbon 
nanotube nucleation. Appl. Phys. Lett., Vol.70, No.14, (2009), pp. 1817-1818. 

Yun, Y.; Bange, A.; Shanov, V.N.; Heineman, W.R.; Halsall, H.B.; Dong, Z.; Jazieh, A.; Yi, T.; 
Wong, D.; Pixley, S.; Behbehani, M. & Schulz, M.J., 2006. Fabrication and 
Characterization of a Multiwall Carbon Nanotube Needle Biosensor. 
Nanotechnology, 2006. IEEE-NANO 2006. Sixth IEEE Conference on, pp. 280-283. 

Zare, H.R.; Shishehbore, M.R.; Nematollahi, D. & Tehrani, M.S. (2010). Electrochemical 
behavior of nano-composite containing 4-hydroxy-2-
(triphenylphosphonio)phenolate and multi-wall carbon nanotubes spiked in carbon 
paste and its application for electrocatalytic oxidation of hydrazine. Sensors and 
Actuators B: Chemical, Vol.151, No.1, (2010), pp. 153-161. 

www.intechopen.com



 
Biosensors – Emerging Materials and Applications 

 

226 

Zeng, B. & Huang, F. (2004). Electrochemical behavior and determination of fluphenazine at 
multi-walled carbon nanotubes/(3-mercaptopropyl)trimethoxysilane bilayer 
modified gold electrodes. Talanta., Vol.64, No.2, (2004), pp. 380-386. 

Zhang, M., A. Smith and W. Gorski (2004). Carbon nanotube–chitosan system for 
electrochemical sensing based on dehydrogenase enzymes. Anal. Chem. , Vol.76, 
(2004), pp. 5045–5050. 

Zhao, Y.-D.; Zhang, W.-D.; Chen, H. & Luo, Q.-M. (2003). Electrocatalytic oxidation of 
cysteine at carbon nanotube powder microelectrode and its detection. Sensors and 
Actuators B: Chemical, Vol.92, No.3, (2003), pp. 279-285. 

Zotti, G. (1992). Electrochemical sensors based on polyconjugated conducting polymers. 
Synth. Met., Vol.51, No.1-3, (1992), pp. 373-382. 

Zou, Y.; Xiang, C.; Sun, L.-X. & Xu, F. (2008). Glucose biosensor based on electrodeposition 
of platinum nanoparticles onto carbon nanotubes and immobilizing enzyme with 
chitosan-SiO2 sol-gel. Biosens. Bioelectron., Vol.23, No.7, (2008), pp. 1010-1016. 

www.intechopen.com



Biosensors - Emerging Materials and Applications

Edited by Prof. Pier Andrea Serra

ISBN 978-953-307-328-6

Hard cover, 630 pages

Publisher InTech

Published online 18, July, 2011

Published in print edition July, 2011

InTech Europe

University Campus STeP Ri 

Slavka Krautzeka 83/A 

51000 Rijeka, Croatia 

Phone: +385 (51) 770 447 

Fax: +385 (51) 686 166

www.intechopen.com

InTech China

Unit 405, Office Block, Hotel Equatorial Shanghai 

No.65, Yan An Road (West), Shanghai, 200040, China 

Phone: +86-21-62489820 

Fax: +86-21-62489821

A biosensor is a detecting device that combines a transducer with a biologically sensitive and selective

component. Biosensors can measure compounds present in the environment, chemical processes, food and

human body at low cost if compared with traditional analytical techniques. This book covers a wide range of

aspects and issues related to biosensor technology, bringing together researchers from 19 different countries.

The book consists of 27 chapters written by 106 authors and divided in three sections: Biosensors Technology

and Materials, Biosensors for Health and Biosensors for Environment and Biosecurity.

How to reference

In order to correctly reference this scholarly work, feel free to copy and paste the following:

Jin Shi and D. Marshall Porterfield (2011). Surface Modification Approaches for Electrochemical Biosensors,

Biosensors - Emerging Materials and Applications, Prof. Pier Andrea Serra (Ed.), ISBN: 978-953-307-328-6,

InTech, Available from: http://www.intechopen.com/books/biosensors-emerging-materials-and-

applications/surface-modification-approaches-for-electrochemical-biosensors



© 2011 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This chapter is distributed

under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-

ShareAlike-3.0 License, which permits use, distribution and reproduction for

non-commercial purposes, provided the original is properly cited and

derivative works building on this content are distributed under the same

license.


