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Electrochemical Behaviors of Ru(bpy):* Modified Electrode
Immobilized in Organic modified Sol Gel
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(The Key Laboratory of Analytical Sciences of MOE and Department of Chemistry, Xiamen Universiy, Xiamen 361005)

Abstract In this paper, organic modified sol gel preparation technique was applied to embed poly_sodium
4 _styrenesulfonate (PSS) , using TMOS and DMe_DMOS as co_precursors and then & was successfully immobil ized
Ru( bpy)s** on the suface of glass carbon electiode via ion ex change. The data from electrochemistry experiments
showed that the immobilized Ru( bpy),* maintained its elecirochemistty behaviors very well and the modified glass
catbon electrode prepared in this method presents high sensitivity to methamphetamine.
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Fig. 2 Relationship between the peak current

and the scan rate 3
Fig. 3 Cydlic vol tammograms of the modified electrode
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