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Abstract: Protein-protein interactions play an important role in the investigation of biomolecules. In this
paper, we reported on the use of a reduced graphene oxide microshell (RGOM)-based optical biosensor
for the determination of goat anti-rabbit IgG. The biosensor was prepared through a self-assembly of
monolayers of monodisperse polystyrene microspheres, combined with a high-temperature reduction,
in order to decorate the RGOM with rabbit IgG. The periodic microshells allowed a simpler
functionalization and modification of RGOM with bioreceptor units, than reduced graphene oxide
(RGO). With additional antibody-antigen binding, the RGOM-based biosensor achieved better
real-time and label-free detection. The RGOM-based biosensor presented a more satisfactory response
to goat anti-rabbit IgG than the RGO-based biosensor. This method is promising for immobilizing
biomolecules on graphene surfaces and for the fabrication of biosensors with enhanced sensitivity.

Keywords: reduced graphene oxide; microshells; optical sensor; goat anti-rabbit IgG; real-time;
label-free

1. Introduction

Owing to its unique structure, and chemical and optical properties, graphene and its derivatives
have been employed for the detection of biomolecular and cell units [1–5]. Graphene oxide (GO),
in particular, has abundant oxygen-containing functional groups, good water dispensability, and friendly
biocompatibility, that make it suitable for many applications. Graphene-based field-effect transistors are
often fabricated for detecting biomolecules, including DNA, protein, and bacterium [6–8]. For example,
a graphene oxide-based immuno-biosensor was fabricated by Seo et al. for pathogen detection, through
measuring the fluorescence quenching of GO [9]. Wang et al. used antibody-modified reduced graphene
oxide (RGO) films to detect circulating tumor cells with extreme sensitivity [10]. Furthermore, a large
number of surface plasmon resonance (SPR) sensors with enhanced sensitivities, based on graphene
and its derivatives, have been reported during the past few years [3,11–14]. Under total internal
reflection, graphene exhibited a greater reflection of transverse magnetic (TM) waves, when compared
to transverse electric (TE) waves, known as a polarization-dependent absorption effect of graphene [15].
A sandwiched graphene structure was used to describe and investigate this phenomenon. In this
structure, a graphene layer was sandwiched between a high-index medium (refractive index n1)
and a low-index medium (refractive index n2). Recently, graphene-based refractive index optical
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sensors with high sensitivities and resolution, based on the polarization-dependent absorption of
graphene under total internal reflection, have been reported [15,16]. These sensors were employed for
distinguishing cancer cells from normal cells [17], investigating the dynamical gas parameters [18],
and detecting NO2 gas [19]. Biomolecular interactions often resulted in changes in the refractive index,
and SPR sensors were usually used to investigate biomolecular interactions, owing to their excellent
performance, including real-time, label-free, and high sensitivity and resolution [20–24]. Because the
polarization-dependent absorption of graphene was sensitive to changes in the refractive index, it was
possible to detect biomolecules through polarization-dependent absorption of graphene under total
internal reflection. However, the flat surface of RGO, fabricated by means of spin-coating, does not
benefit the binding of biomolecules, due to the fact that biomolecules and cells prefer binding on the
thick and wrinkled surfaces of graphene, rather than those which are thin and flat [6,7].

This study reports on the use of an RGO microshells (RGOM) optical biosensor, suitable for the
determination of goat anti-rabbit IgG. The RGOM was fabricated by combining high-temperature
reduction and self-assembly of polystyrene (PS) microspheres. Under total internal reflection, the
RGOM also showed characteristics of polarization-dependent absorption, which was similar to that
of RGO. When compared to RGO, RGOM could immobilize more biomolecules and thus yield
sensors with an enhanced performance. The latter is of great importance for biosensing, especially for
intensity-modified biosensors.

For a proper comparison, the RGO-based biosensor was also fabricated and functionalized, using
the exact same procedure as the one used for the RGOM-based biosensor.

2. Experimental Study

2.1. Materials

Polystyrene microspheres (2 µm) were purchased from AlfaAesar Chemical Co., Ltd.,
Shanghai, China. The Goat anti-Rabbit immunoglobulin G (IgG), Rabbit immunoglobulin G (IgG),
anti-Immunoglobulin M (IgM), and Rabbit IgG-FITC, were received from Beijing Biosynthesis
Biotechnology Co., Ltd. Bovine serum albumin (BSA) and glycine were from Tianjin Unite Stars
Biotech Co., Ltd. (Tianjin, China). Phosphate Buffer solution (PBS) was purchased from Beijing
Zhongshan Golden Bridge Biotechnology Co., Ltd. (Beijing, China). All solutions were prepared with
distilled water. PBS (0.01 mol/L, pH = 7.4) was diluted using deionized water, and Goat anti-Rabbit IgG,
Rabbit IgG, and Bovine IgM, were diluted using PBS. 1-Ethyl-3-(3-dimethyllaminopropyl) carbodiimide
hydrochloride (EDC, 0.4 mol/L) and N-Hydroxysuccinimide (NHS, 0.1 mol/L) were received from
Aladdin (Shanghai, China). Glycine (0.01 mol/L, pH = 2.0) was diluted using deionized water, and the
pH of the resulting glycine solution was then adjusted to 2.0 using hydrochloric acid.

2.2. Fabrication of RGOM

GO was prepared from natural graphite using the modified Hummer’s method [25], and RGOM
was prepared as schematically displayed in Figure 1a. Firstly, PS microspheres with diameters of ~2 µm
were used to fabricate a large-scale and closely packed monolayer of PS microspheres, through
self-assembly on a pre-cleaned SiO2 substrate (Figure S1). Then, GO dispersed in water (5 mg/mL)
was spin-coated (2500 rpm, 30 s, 2 times) onto the PS/SiO2 surface. Due to shadow effects, GO caps
were also formed on the PS spheres, to produce microshells with PS cores. Finally, the GO film on
PS/SiO2 was annealed at 800 ◦C under argon (95%) and hydrogen (5%) atmospheres (volume ratio),
to yield RGOM. This experimental strategy provided an efficient way of growing ordered graphene
microstructures over a large area.
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic representation of the RGOM fabrication process. First, a large-scale and closely 
packed monolayer of PS microspheres was formed on the precleaned SiO2 substrate, through self-
assembly. An aqueous dispersion of GO was then spin-coated onto the surface of PS/SiO2. Finally, the 
GO film on the PS/SiO2 structure was reduced at a high temperature, resulting in an RGOM film; (b) 
Optical microscopy (OM)images of RGOM; (c) Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images of 
RGOM; (d) Atomic force microscopy (AFM) images of RGOM. 

2.3. Fabrication of RGOM-Based Sensor 

Poly(dimethylsiloxane) (PDMS, Sylgard 184, Dow-corning) was used to fabricate the flow cell, 
due to its biocompatibility and chemical stability. The pre-fabrication template was then covered by 
PDMS pre-polymer (10:1, mass ratio) and placed in a 75 °C oven for 2 h. Subsequently, the flow cell 
was peeled off the template. Oxygen plasma was used to clean the redundant RGO, using a masking 
method. Finally, the binding between the flow cell and RGO/quartz was achieved through oxygen 
plasma etching, which enhanced oxygen-containing functional groups on the top surface of the RGO. 

2.4. Pretreatment and Modification of RGOM Sensing Surface 

Firstly, PBS (0.01 mol/L, pH = 7.4) was used to flush the flow cell, and then a mixed solution 
containing EDC (0.4 mol/L) /NHS (0.1 mol/L) was injected into the surface of the RGOM, through the 
flow cell, in order to activate the oxygen-containing functional groups. After 30 min, PBS was injected 
into the surface of the RGOM. Subsequently, rabbit IgG (1 mg/mL) was injected into the flow cell and 
antibody was immobilized onto the surface of the RGOM. The flow cell was then washed again with 
PBS, and BSA (10 mg/mL) was injected into the flow cell in order to block the formation of nonspecific 
bindings. For comparative purposes, PBS was injected as a baseline solution. 

2.5. Experimental Apparatus 

The measurements of changes in the polarization-dependent absorption of graphene, were 
recorded using our homemade equipment, shown in Figure 2a. First, light from a He–Ne laser (λ = 
632.8 nm) was converted into linear polarized light, using a polarizer, which was then focused on the 
sample index-matched to a K9 prism substrate. The reflected light was then separated into transverse 
electric (TE) polarized light and transverse magnetic (TM) polarized light, using a polarization beam 
splitter. The power difference in the separated light was recorded and compared using a balanced 
photodetector. 

Figure 1. (a) Schematic representation of the RGOM fabrication process. First, a large-scale and
closely packed monolayer of PS microspheres was formed on the precleaned SiO2 substrate, through
self-assembly. An aqueous dispersion of GO was then spin-coated onto the surface of PS/SiO2.
Finally, the GO film on the PS/SiO2 structure was reduced at a high temperature, resulting in an
RGOM film; (b) Optical microscopy (OM)images of RGOM; (c) Scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
images of RGOM; (d) Atomic force microscopy (AFM) images of RGOM.

2.3. Fabrication of RGOM-Based Sensor

Poly(dimethylsiloxane) (PDMS, Sylgard 184, Dow-corning) was used to fabricate the flow cell,
due to its biocompatibility and chemical stability. The pre-fabrication template was then covered by
PDMS pre-polymer (10:1, mass ratio) and placed in a 75 ◦C oven for 2 h. Subsequently, the flow cell
was peeled off the template. Oxygen plasma was used to clean the redundant RGO, using a masking
method. Finally, the binding between the flow cell and RGO/quartz was achieved through oxygen
plasma etching, which enhanced oxygen-containing functional groups on the top surface of the RGO.

2.4. Pretreatment and Modification of RGOM Sensing Surface

Firstly, PBS (0.01 mol/L, pH = 7.4) was used to flush the flow cell, and then a mixed solution
containing EDC (0.4 mol/L)/NHS (0.1 mol/L) was injected into the surface of the RGOM, through the
flow cell, in order to activate the oxygen-containing functional groups. After 30 min, PBS was injected
into the surface of the RGOM. Subsequently, rabbit IgG (1 mg/mL) was injected into the flow cell and
antibody was immobilized onto the surface of the RGOM. The flow cell was then washed again with
PBS, and BSA (10 mg/mL) was injected into the flow cell in order to block the formation of nonspecific
bindings. For comparative purposes, PBS was injected as a baseline solution.

2.5. Experimental Apparatus

The measurements of changes in the polarization-dependent absorption of graphene, were
recorded using our homemade equipment, shown in Figure 2a. First, light from a He–Ne laser
(λ = 632.8 nm) was converted into linear polarized light, using a polarizer, which was then focused
on the sample index-matched to a K9 prism substrate. The reflected light was then separated
into transverse electric (TE) polarized light and transverse magnetic (TM) polarized light, using
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a polarization beam splitter. The power difference in the separated light was recorded and compared
using a balanced photodetector.

2.6. Detection of Goat Anti-Rabbit IgG and Sensor Regeneration

Firstly, PBS was injected as the baseline solution. Subsequently, the goat anti-rabbit IgG solution was
then injected into the flow cell, using the constant current pump at a flow-rate of 100µL/min. The binding
between rabbit IgG and goat anti-rabbit IgG induced changes in the polarization-dependent absorption
of graphene, where the real-time measurements were recorded using a balanced detector. After the
reaction had reached equilibrium, PBS was injected again. A solution of glycine (0.01 mol/L, pH = 2.0)
was then employed to elute the goat anti-rabbit IgG, and PBS was used to wash the flow cell so that
the signal could return to the baseline, indicating the successful regeneration of the sensor.
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thus led to modifications of the polarization dependent absorption of graphene. Information relating 
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between TE and TM polarized lights. 
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The OM image in Figure 1b shows the periodicity of RGOM, corresponding to the configuration 
defined by the PS microsphere film. The periodic gray color contrast in the SEM image of Figure 1c, 
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Figure 2. (a) Schematic representation of the RGOM-based optical sensing apparatus, the inset of
(a) shows the core device of the sensor (RGOM/prism). A, laser; B, aperture; C, polarizer; D, half-wave
plate; E, lens; F, flow cell/RGOM/prism; G, mirror; H, polarization beam splitter; I, balanced detector;
J, computer; (b) The dynamic process of the biomolecular interactions process based on the RGOM
optical biosensor, which was similar to that of an SPR biosensor.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Detection Methodology

The RGOM-based optical sensing apparatus is schematically presented in Figure 2a. The inset of
Figure 2a shows the core structure of the sensor, consisting of a flow cell, RGOM/quartz, and a prism.
The graphene layer binding the rabbit IgG was sandwiched between a high-index medium (refractive
index n1, quartz) and a low-index medium (refractive index n2, solution). The rabbit IgG was bound
onto the RGOM surface and functioned as the biorecognition element to bind goat anti-rabbit IgG.
When the target antibody (goat anti-rabbit IgG) was injected, the interaction between the antibody
and the antigen on the surface of the graphene, induced changes in the refractive index and thus led
to modifications of the polarization dependent absorption of graphene. Information relating to the
antibody-antigen binding was obtained by measuring and comparing the difference in power between
TE and TM polarized lights.

3.2. Characterization of RGOM and RGO

The OM image in Figure 1b shows the periodicity of RGOM, corresponding to the configuration
defined by the PS microsphere film. The periodic gray color contrast in the SEM image of Figure 1c,
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clearly reveals the RGOM morphology. The surface topography of the RGOM was further characterized
by AFM, and the results are shown in Figure 1d. The RGOM prepared using high-temperature
reduction exhibited a periodic structure consistent with PS microsphere templates. The recorded
period of the microshells was ~2 µm, which is consistent with the SEM results.

In order to demonstrate the decomposition of PS microspheres during high-temperature annealing
processes, the RGOM was transferred into a PDMS substrate and SEM was used for characterization.
Figure S2a confirms the decomposition of almost all of the present PS microspheres. These results were
further corroborated by Raman spectroscopy, which depicted the decomposition of PS microspheres.
As shown in Figure S3a, the Raman peak, characteristic of PS, vanished after being processed at
high-temperature annealing. The as-grown RGOM and RGO were measured by Fourier transform
infrared spectroscopy (FTIR), and optical transmittance methods and the associated results are shown
in Figures S2b and S3b, respectively. A comparison of the data with those of Figure S2d depicted
no obvious presence of pyrolytic carbon. The thickness of the RGO was estimated by atomic force
microscopy. Furthermore, the average thickness was recorded, exhibiting a figure of ~6.6 nm (Figure S4).

3.3. The Immobilization of Rabbit IgG

In order to determine the binding of rabbit IgG on the surface of the graphene, fluorescent rabbit
IgG (1 mg/mL), which was diluted using the immunofluorescence staining antibody dilution buffer
(Solarbio), was used, and the binding ability based on fluorescent intensity was then investigated by
confocal microscopy, with an exposure time of 50 ms. These results were obtained under the same
condition, by an inverted fluorescence/differential interference contrast microscope (Axio Observer
D1, Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany), equipped with an electron multiplier CCD (DU-897, Andor,
Belfast, UK). A comparison of Figure 3a,b revealed the evidently elevated fluorescence intensity of
the RGOM surface, with respect to that of the RGO. This indicated that IgG preferred to bind to the
surface of RGOM, rather than that of RGO. Two reasons might explain this: (i) the periodic microshells
enhanced the specific surface area of graphene, so that more biomolecules could be functionalized into
the surface of the RGOM; and (ii) periodic microshells could enhance the existence of wrinkles, and
make it easier for bioreceptors to functionalize and modify the RGOM, than the RGO [5]. Hence, the
RGOM was better suited to the detection of interactions between biomolecules in a solution, and
biorecognition elements on the graphene surface.
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3.4. Detection of Goat Anti-Rabbit IgG

Figure 4 illustrates the real-time measurment results of the biosensors after fabrication, followed by
the biochemical treatment. The binding, dissociation, and elution of the specific proteins, are important
for investigating biomolecular interactions. In our experiments, a constant current injection pump was
used to inject different solutions through the flow cell, at a flow-rate of 100 µL/min. Firstly, PBS was
injected into the flow cell as the baseline solution. After injection of the antibody, the signal intensity
began to rise as the antibody level increased. This demonstrated that the antibody dissolved in the
solution was able to bind to the antigen, immobilized on the graphene surface. After another injection
of PBS, some antibody molecules slowly dissociated from the antigen-RGOM surface, which led to
a decrease in the signal intensity. This was further reduced as glycine was injected, but recovered to
the baseline when PBS was further injected, clearly indicating that the antibody molecules thoroughly
dissociated from the surface of the antigen-RGOM. Because the glycine solution has a lower refractive
index than PBS, the signal decreased below the baseline. The entire process is schematically shown
in Figure 2b, which is similar to the dynamic process of biomolecular interactions in SPR-based
biosensors. Hence, the sensor looked like a potential candidate, except as a SPR sensor for the
detection of biomolecules. Because goat anti-rabbit IgG could thoroughly be eluted from the rabbit
IgG, the sensor could be employed for multiple uses, meaning lower costs per use, which is very
important for practical applications. As shown in Figure 4a, the comparison between 10 µg/mL
and 25 µg/mL injections of antibody, suggested that the signal issued from the antigen-antibody
interactions was related to the concentration of the antibody solution, which increased as the
concentration rose. For reference, the real-time measurements of an RGO-based sensor are shown
in Figure 4b, showing a similar pattern to those of a RGOM-based sensor. However, the RGO-based
sensor exhibited a weaker response than the RGOM-based biosensor under identical conditions, which
was consistent with the fluorescence data. Figure S5 and Figure 4 also corroborate that the RGO with
periodic microshells allowed the immobilization of more biomolecules, when compared to flat RGO.
The polarization-dependent absorption of RGO, without binding of rabbit IgG molecules, was found to
be stronger than that of RGOM under the same conditions, but the RGOM-based sensor containing
rabbit IgG still showed a more satisfactory response to different concentrations of goat anti-rabbit IgG,
than the RGO-based sensor.

Sensitivity is an important parameter to evaluate in biosensing. To examine the sensitivity
of RGOM-based and RGO-based biosensors, different concentrations of goat anti-rabbit IgG were
separately introduced into the flow cell at room temperature. The sensitivity of the sensor (∆V),
as a function of the concentration of goat anti-rabbit IgG (µg/mL), is shown in Figure 4c. It can be
seen that the RGOM-based sensor exhibited a larger signal change than that of the RGO-based sensor,
at different concentrations of antibody, under the same conditions. This further confirmed that periodic
microshells were beneficial for immobilizing biomolecules onto the surface of graphene. A minimum
concentration of 0.5 µg/mL goat anti-rabbit IgG solution might be distinguished for the RGO-based
biosensor with a voltage change of about 0.23 V, which was much smaller than that of the RGOM-based
biosensor with a voltage change of about 0.64 V. Because the sensor was based on intensity-modification,
it was easily affected by other factors, such as the optical power and temperature. Larger response
signals are of great importance, especially for the detection of low concentrations of biomolecules.
This indicated that these sensors were highly reliable. Hence, the RGOM-based sensor was more
suitable for detecting biomolecular interactions than the RGO-based sensor.

Chen et al. [26] compared the performance of graphene glass-based sensors (detection limit
0.1 µg/mL, response 0.1 V), using a commercial SPR sensor to detect the anti-IgG. They showed that
a detection of 0.625 µg/mL was difficult to achieve for a commercial SPR sensor (angle-modified sensor).
Compared to their results, the RGOM-based biosensor (detection limit 0.5 µg/mL, response 0.64 V)
showed a satisfactory response towards goat anti-rabbit IgG, especially with the intensity-modified
sensors. The larger detection signal obtained, indicated a higher accuracy, an aspect of great importance
for practical applications.
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Figure 4. (a) Real-time measurement results of the RGOM-based biosensor; (b) Real-time measurement
results of the RGO-based biosensor. The entire dynamic process was similar to that of an SPR-based
biosensor, during which the sensor's response increased as the antibody concentration rose;
(c) Comparative results of different concentrations of anti-IgG; (d) Specific detection ability of both the
RGO-based and RGOM-based biosensors.

3.5. Specific Detection

Specificity is an important parameter to evaluate in biosensing applications, which was verified
using anti-Immunoglobulin M (10 µg/mL) as the mismatched protein introduced to the sensor by
a similar procedure as goat anti-rabbit IgG. The response of the sensor is shown in Figure 4d for
anti-IgM and anti-IgG with IgG. The data clearly revealed that the response to the mismatched
anti-IgM was significantly smaller when compared to that obtained from complementary anti-IgG.

4. Conclusions

A novel method for fabricating RGO microshells and RGOM-based optical biosensors was
developed, on the basis of polarization-dependent absorption of graphene under total internal
reflection. Due to the presence of periodic microshells, the RGOM-based biosensor showed better
detection of molecular interactions, when compared with the RGO-based biosensor. Moreover, the
sensor exhibited similar dynamic processes of biomolecular interactions, which were often associated
with SPR-based biosensors. The response of the biosensors increased as the antibody concentration
rose. A number of antibodies or antigens could be detected using the sensors, by decorating the
RGOM with selective antigen or antibody conjugates. This approach provides a novel effective route
for the fabrication of graphene-based biosensors, suitable for the detection of different proteins during
in vitro diagnostics.
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and FTIR spectrums of RGO and RGOM, Video S3: Raman spectrums and transmittance of RGO and RGOM,
Figure S4: Atomic force microscope image of RGO, Figure S5: Polarization-dependent absorption results of RGO
and RGOM.

http://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/17/2/221/s1


Sensors 2017, 17, 221 8 of 9

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the National Key Research and Development Program of China
(Grant 2016YFA0200200, 2016YFA0301102), and the Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant 11374164).

Author Contributions: Z.B.L. and W.S.J. proposed the idea; W.S.J., W.X. and X.G.G. designed the experiment;
W.S.J. and S.N.C. prepared the materials and tools; Z.B.L. and W.S.J. performed the experiments and analyzed
the data; C.B.L. and L.T.P. performed the fluorescence experiments; Z.B.L., W.S.J. and J.G.T. wrote the paper;
All authors revised the paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Geim, A.K.; Novoselov, K.S. The rise of graphene. Nat. Mater. 2007, 6, 183–191. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Ambrosi, A.; Chua, C.K.; Bonanni, A.; Pumera, M. Electrochemistry of graphene and related materials.

Chem. Rev. 2014, 114, 7150–7188. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Chiu, N.; Huang, T.; Chih, L. Graphene Oxide Based Surface Plasmon Resonance Biosensors. Sens. Actuators B

2014, 197, 35–42. [CrossRef]
4. Liu, Y.; Dong, X.; Chen, P. ChemInform Abstract: Biological and Chemical Sensors Based on Graphene

Materials. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2012, 43, 2283–2307. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Matsumoto, K.; Maehashi, K.; Ohno, Y.; Inoue, K. Recent advances in functional graphene biosensors. J. Phys.

D Appl. Phys. 2014, 47, 245–248. [CrossRef]
6. Mohanty, N.; Berry, V. Graphene-based single-bacterium resolution biodevice and DNA transistor: Interfacing

graphene derivatives with nanoscale and microscale biocomponents. Nano Lett. 2008, 8, 4469–4476. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

7. Mao, S.; Lu, G.; Yu, K.; Bo, Z.; Chen, J. Specific protein detection using thermally reduced graphene oxide
sheet decorated with gold nanoparticle-antibody conjugates. Adv. Mater. 2010, 22, 3521–3526. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

8. Kakatkar, A.; Abhilash, T.S.; Alba, R.D.; Parpia, J.M.; Craighead, H.G. Detection of DNA and poly-l-lysine
using CVD graphene-channel FET biosensors. Nanotechnology 2016, 26, 12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Jung, J.H.; Cheon, D.S.; Liu, F.; Lee, K.B.; Seo, T.S. A graphene oxide based immuno-biosensor for pathogen
detection. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2010, 49, 5708–5711. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Li, Y.; Lu, Q.; Liu, H.; Wang, J.; Zhang, P.; Liang, H.; Jiang, L.; Wang, S. Antibody-Modified Reduced
Graphene Oxide Films with Extreme Sensitivity to Circulating Tumor Cells. Adv. Mater. 2015, 27, 6848–6854.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Zhang, H.; Sun, Y.; Gao, S.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, H.; Song, D. A Novel Graphene Oxide-Based Surface Plasmon
Resonance Biosensor for Immunoassay. Small 2013, 9, 2537–2540. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Subramanian, P.; Lesniewski, A.; Kaminska, I.; Vlandas, A.; Vasilescu, A.; Niedziolka-Jonsson, J.; Pichonat, E.;
Happy, H.; Boukherroub, R.; Szunerits, S. Lysozyme detection on aptamer functionalized graphene-coated
SPR interfaces. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2013, 50, 239–243. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Choi, S.H.; Kim, Y.L.; Byun, K.M. Graphene-on-silver substrates for sensitive surface plasmon resonance
imaging biosensors. Opt. Express 2011, 19, 458–466. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Singh, M.; Holzinger, M.; Tabrizian, M.; Winters, S.; Berner, N.C.; Cosnier, S.; Duesberg, G.S. Noncovalently
Functionalized Monolayer Graphene for Sensitivity Enhancement of Surface Plasmon Resonance Immunosensors.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137, 1–7.

15. Ye, Q.; Wang, J.; Liu, Z.; Deng, Z.C.; Kong, X.T.; Xing, F.; Chen, X.D.; Zhou, W.Y.; Zhang, C.P.; Tian, J.G.
Polarization-dependent optical absorption of graphene under total internal reflection. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2013,
102. [CrossRef]

16. Xing, F.; Liu, Z.B.; Deng, Z.C.; Kong, X.T.; Yan, X.Q.; Chen, X.D.; Ye, Q.; Zhang, C.P.; Chen, Y.S.; Tian, J.G.
Sensitive Real-Time Monitoring of Refractive Indexes Using a Novel Graphene-Based Optical Sensor. Sci. Rep.
2012, 2, 908. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Xing, F.; Meng, G.X.; Zhang, Q.; Pan, L.T.; Wang, P.; Liu, Z.B.; Jiang, W.S.; Chen, Y.; Tian, J.G. Ultrasensitive
flow sensing of a single cell using graphene-based optical sensors. Nano Lett. 2014, 14, 3563–3569. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat1849
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17330084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr500023c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24895834
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2014.02.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1CS15270J
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22143223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/47/9/094005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl802412n
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19367973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201000520
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20665564
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/26/12/125502
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25741743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201001428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20602383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201502615
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26426823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/smll.201202958
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23436747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2013.06.026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23871871
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.19.000458
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21263585
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4776694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep00908
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23205270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl5012036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24793578


Sensors 2017, 17, 221 9 of 9

18. Xing, F.; Yang, Y.; Shen, J.; Jiang, W.; Liu, Z.; Zhu, S.; Yuan, X. Ultra-high sensitivity, multi-parameter
monitoring of dynamical gas parameters using a reduced graphene oxide microcavity. Sens. Actuators B
2016, 235, 474–480. [CrossRef]

19. Xing, F.; Zhang, S.; Yang, Y.; Jiang, W.; Liu, Z.; Zhu, S.; Yuan, X. Chemically modified graphene films for
high-performance optical NO2 sensors. Analyst 2016, 141, 4725–4732. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Bo, L.; Nylander, C.; Lunström, I. Surface plasmon resonance for gas detection and biosensing. Sens. Actuators
1983, 4, 299–304.

21. Homola, J. Present and future of surface plasmon resonance biosensors. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2003, 377,
528–539. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Homola, J. Surface plasmon resonance sensors for detection of chemical and biological species. Chem. Rev.
2008, 108, 462–493. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Hua, Z.; Song, D.; Shang, G.; Zhang, H.; Jia, Z.; Ying, S. Enhanced wavelength modulation SPR biosensor
based on gold nanorods for immunoglobulin detection. Talanta 2013, 115, 857–862.

24. Huang, C.F.; Yao, G.H.; Liang, R.P.; Qiu, J.D. Graphene oxide and dextran capped gold nanoparticles based
surface plasmon resonance sensor for sensitive detection of concanavalin A. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2013, 50,
305–310. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Zhang, L.; Liang, J.; Huang, Y. Size-controlled synthesis of graphene oxide sheets on a large scale using
chemical exfoliation. Carbon 2009, 47, 3365–3368. [CrossRef]

26. Chen, X.D.; Chen, Z.L.; Jiang, W.S.; Zhang, C.H. Fast Growth and Broad Applications of 25-Inch Uniform
Graphene Glass. Adv. Mater. 2016. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2017 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.05.100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6AN00552G
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27265308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-2101-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12879189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr068107d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18229953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2013.07.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23876541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2009.07.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201603428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27805741
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Experimental Study 
	Materials 
	Fabrication of RGOM 
	Fabrication of RGOM-Based Sensor 
	Pretreatment and Modification of RGOM Sensing Surface 
	Experimental Apparatus 
	Detection of Goat Anti-Rabbit IgG and Sensor Regeneration 

	Results and Discussion 
	Detection Methodology 
	Characterization of RGOM and RGO 
	The Immobilization of Rabbit IgG 
	Detection of Goat Anti-Rabbit IgG 
	Specific Detection 

	Conclusions 

