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interfaces with intrinsic molecular charges
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For enzyme-/antibody-free and label-free biosensing, a molecularly imprinted polymer (MIP)-based

membrane with phenylboronic acid (PBA) molecules, which induces the change in the density of

molecular charges based on the small biomolecule–PBA diol binding, has been demonstrated to be

suitable for the bioelectrical interface of biologically coupled gate field-effect transistor (bio-FET)

sensors. MIP-coated gate FET sensors selectively detect various small biomolecules such as glucose,

dopamine, sialic acid, and oligosaccharides without using labeled materials. In particular, the well-

controlled MIP film by surface-initiated atom transfer radical polymerization (SI-ATRP) contributes to the

quantitative analysis of small biomolecule sensing, resulting in potentiometric Langmuir isotherm

adsorption analysis by which the parameters such as the binding affinity between small biomolecules

and MIP cavities are evaluated. Also, the output electrical signal of even a random MIP-coated gate FET

sensor is quantitatively analyzed using the bi-Langmuir adsorption isotherm equation, showing the

adsorption mechanism of small biomolecules onto the template-specific MIP membrane. Thus,

a platform based on the MIP bioelectrical interface for the bio-FET sensor is suitable for an enzyme-/

antibody-free and label-free biosensing system in the fields of clinical diagnostics, drug discovery, the

food industry, and environmental research.
1. Introduction

The rst concept of an enzyme electrode was proposed by
Updike et al. in 1967.1 Glucose oxidase (GOx) was immobilized
in a gel, which has oen been utilized for glucose sensors such
as for self-monitoring blood glucose (SMBG) and continuous
glucose monitoring (CGM) systems for diabetic patients.2,3 The
enzymatic reaction between GOx and glucose generates hydroxy
peroxide (H2O2) resulting in a redox reaction with a platinum
electrode, which is electrochemically detected by amperometric
measurement. Thereaer, various enzymes such as lactate
dehydrogenase and penicillinase were utilized for the electro-
chemical detection of biomolecules.4–6 These enzymes seem to
be biomimetic, which originated from biofunctions. However,
the use of enzymes is problematic owing to their lack of
stability, high-cost and time-consuming production, and the
difficulty of quality control of their production.

Lateral ow immunochromatographic assays, which are
carried out using a cellulose-based device, are suitable as part of
a simple system to detect target analytes.7,8 Biological sample
solutions easily ow through a paper sheet, and then biomo-
lecular recognition events such as an antigen–antibody reaction
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are colorimetrically detected on the sheet without specialized
equipment, where antibody-conjugated tags such as gold
nanoparticles are included and reacted with the antigen at the
test line. However, this measurement method is not quantita-
tive and cannot continuously monitor vital signs. In particular,
homogeneously controlled monoclonal antibodies are not
available for various antigens owing to high-cost and time-
consuming production.

A bioelectrical interface indicates a sample solution/electrode
interface, where not only enzyme membranes but also poly-
meric functional lms and probe biomolecules such as anti-
bodies and single-stranded oligonucleotides are immobilized on
the electrode. A molecularly imprinted polymer (MIP) lm is
articially modied to selectively capture target biomolecules on
electrodes, including the main monomer, a cross linker, and
a functional monomer.9–13 A target biomolecule specically binds
to the functional groups around a template cavity in the MIP
membrane, which should contribute to a change in molecular
charge as an electrical signal. MIP-coated gate eld-effect tran-
sistor (FET) sensors directly and selectively detect small biomol-
ecules such as glucose, dopamine, lactic acid, histamine, and
oligosaccharides in an enzyme-/antibody-free and label-free
manner.14–18 In particular, the MIP lms on the gate electrode
were functionalized by phenylboronic acid (PBA) molecules,
which caused the boronic acid–diol binding to glucose accom-
panied by the ionization of boronic acids.19–21 Moreover, the MIP-
based bioelectrical interface was adopted for electrochemical
RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013 | 16999
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impedance spectroscopy.22,23 Thus, the MIP lms can be effec-
tively adopted as an articial bioelectrical interface for enzyme-/
antibody-free and label-free biosensing.

Recently, biosensing devices with anMIP interface have been
proposed for the selective detection of biomolecules; however,
the novel functionalities of the biointerface of such devices
should also be evaluated. A surface plasmon resonance (SPR)
sensor or a quartz crystal microbalance (QCM) sensor has an
attractive detection principle for biomolecular recognition such
as antigen–antibody reactions, but generally has limitations for
use in small-molecule analysis because the signals obtained
depend on the molecular weight of the targets to be deter-
mined.24–27On the other hand, uorescent or chemiluminescent
dyes are used as labels to detect biomolecules by uorescence
microscopy and enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA),
but are generally difficult to use as labels for small mole-
cules.28,29 Therefore, new analytical methods are required to
directly and quantitatively evaluate biointerfacial characteris-
tics, such as the use of MIPs for small-biomolecule recognition.
However, MIP compositions oen have to be optimized in
a bulk state before MIPs are applied to sensors. Such processes
are not only time-consuming, but may also lead to differences in
adhesion properties between the bulk and the sensor; therefore,
a direct analytical methodology for MIPs is highly desirable.

Biological phenomena are interestingly related to the
behaviors of ions and biomolecules. This is why biosensing
devices that enable the detection of ionic and biomolecular
charges contribute to the direct analysis of biological
phenomena in a label- and enzyme-free manner. Potentiometric
biosensors such as biologically coupled gate FET (bio-FET)
sensors, which allow the direct detection of these charges
based on the eld effect, have this capability.30–32 Bio-FET
sensors conceptually have three components: biological
targets, bioelectrical interfaces, and semiconducting mate-
rials.33 In particular, bioelectrical interfaces contribute to the
Scheme 1 (A) Phenylboronic acid equilibriumwith sugar in aqueous envi
paromomycin template as an example. These schemes have been repro
copyright 2018.
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selective and specic detection of targets based on intrinsic
molecular charges. Thus, the change in the density of molecular
charges should be induced by a target–MIP interaction on the
gate electrode.14–18,34–37

In this review paper, we provide an outline of the MIP-based
bioelectrical interface for the selective and specic detection of
small biomolecules using the bio-FET sensors. Such a bioelec-
trical interface is applied to different types of bio-FET sensors
composed of various semiconducting materials as the channel
(e.g., nanotubes, nanowires, 2D sheets, and organic and inor-
ganic materials).
2. Enzyme-/antibody-free
bioelectrical interface for small
biomolecule sensing
2.1. Concept of MIP-coated gate FETs

An MIP is a biomimetic polymer designed for selective molec-
ular recognition.9–13 The selective recognition is realized by
a rigid, highly crosslinked polymer matrix holding target-
specic binding sites generated by a strong target–functional
monomer interaction in the prepolymer complex. Owing to its
simple procedure and versatility, MIPs have been incorporated
into various biosensors to enhance target selectivity on such
sensors. In particular, they have been applied to bio-FET
sensors for the selective detection of small biomolecules.
Here, small biomolecules with diol groups such as glucose,
dopamine, sialic acid, and oligosaccharides were focused as the
targets of detection using MIP-coated FET biosensors.14,15,17,18

To design a diol-compound-selective MIP interface on the gate
surface, PBA was utilized as the target-interacting functional
monomer.14–18 PBA has attracted considerable attention in the
eld of molecular recognition as it can form stable esters with
various biomolecules containing 1,2 or 1,3 cis-diol/polyol groups,
such as oligosaccharides, in aqueous systems (Scheme 1A).14
ronment. (B) Schematic illustration of MIP. The illustration is drawn with
duced from ref. 15 with permission from American Chemical Society,

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020



Fig. 1 Conceptual design of FET biosensor. The Au gate electrode is
connected to the extended gate of a silicon-based n-channel FET, and
VG is applied through the Ag/AgCl reference electrode. Probe mole-
cules such as MIP, which selectively bind to analytes but not to
impurities, are tethered on the gate electrode of the FET device.
Molecular charges of analytes at the solution/gate electrode interface
induce a change in VG at a constant ID and VD. This figure has been
reproduced from ref. 15 with permission from American Chemical
Society, copyright 2018.
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Moreover, the esterication of PBA/diol is a reversible reaction
that can be controlled by adjusting the pH of the solution. Thus,
the template can be easily extracted from the polymer in the
preparation of MIP by simply adjusting the pH of the solution
(Scheme 1B). Moreover, in the esterication, PBA switches from
a non-ionic form to an anionic form (Scheme 1A). Hence, the
change in the density of molecular charges induced by the diol
compound/PBA binding can be detected by bio-FET sensors. In
addition, methacrylic acid (MAA) is the most commonly used
functional monomer in the preparation of MIPs because of its
versatility in the interaction. MAA was utilized to interact with
amino groups in target small biomolecules such as catechol-
amines and oligosaccharides, to further improve the selectivity of
the biosensor. Also, N-[3-(dimethylamino)propyl]methacrylamide
(DMAPM) was utilized in MIP lms with PBA to control the pH
owing to its basicity, and 2-hydroxyethylmethacrylate (HEMA) was
occasionally used as the main chain monomer to improve the
hydrophilicity of MIP lms, where small biomolecules and elec-
trolytes were included. The polymer was basically crosslinked by
N,N-methylenebisacrylamide (MBA) or ethylene glycol dimetha-
crylate (EGDMA). On the other hand, a nonimprinted polymer
(NIP) was prepared on the gate electrode as a control polymer,
which was prepared by the same method as that for MIP except
for adding a small biomolecule as the template.

The MIP lms were randomly copolymerized as poly(HEMA-
ran-DMAPM-ran-VPBA-ran-AA) for glucose sensing for example,18

and the thickness and adhesiveness of the MIP layer at the gate
electrode surface were precisely controlled by surface-initiated
atom transfer radical polymerization (SI-ATRP), which directly
forms a hydrogel nanolayer on the substrate, to quantify the
affinity and binding constant of the target–MIP interaction.14,17 As
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
shown in Fig. 1, the gate electrode such as Au-sputtered lms was
connected to the extended gate of a silicon-based n-channel FET,
and gate voltage (VG) was applied through the Ag/AgCl reference
electrode. Functional probe membranes such as MIP, which
selectively bind to analytes but not impurities, are tethered on the
gate electrode of the FET device. Molecular charges of analytes at
the solution/gate electrode interface induce a change in VG at
a constant source–drain current (ID) and drain voltage (VD), that is,
a change in threshold voltage (DVT). Moreover, a change in
electrolyte/gate electrode interfacial potential (DVout) was output
with a source follower circuit.38 As a result, DVout corresponded
to �DVT.
2.2. Electrical response of randomly copolymerized MIP
bioelectrical interface

A monomer solution containing HEMA as the main chain
monomer and vinyl-PBA (VPBA) as the sugar recognition
monomer was directly placed on the Au surface and copoly-
merized in an inert gas atmosphere. The conceptual structure of
the glucose-template–MIP–FET (glu–MIP–FET) is shown in
Fig. 2A; the hydrogel was randomly copolymerized as poly(-
HEMA-ran-DMAPM-ran-VPBA-ran-AA) (random MIP).18 Before
copolymerization, VPBA was expected to have negative charges
upon binding to glucose. Glucose molecules were washed out
with an acid solution aer copolymerization, resulting in cavi-
ties formed in the MIP. The glucose responsivity of the glu–
MIP–FET was analyzed from the VG–ID electrical characteristics.
Fig. 2B shows DVT analyzed from the VG–ID electrical charac-
teristics of glu–MIP–FETs at various glucose concentrations.
DVT shied in the positive direction at ID of 1 mA with
increasing glucose concentration from 10 mM to 10 mM. The
positive shi of DVT means the increase of negative charges at
the gate of FET devices; therefore, the increase in the density of
negative charges caused by the formation of the glucose/PBA
complex was detected using the glu–MIP–FET on the basis of
the increase in glucose concentration. In a previous report, the
VG–ID electrical characteristics were evaluated using the
stimulus-responsive polymer-gel-modied glucose FET sensor
(Fig. 2C).39 In this case, DVT shied in the negative direction
aer the addition of 5 g L�1 glucose, which was opposite to our
results. This is because a previous work demonstrated the
change in the capacitance of the gel, which was induced by the
deswelling–swelling of the polymer gel.39 That is, the change in
capacitance as the output was largely determined using FET
devices (Fig. 2D), although the change in the density of the
molecular charges of the gel was included in the output signal.
In the case of the MIP interface, the capacitance of the glu–MIP
hydrogel hardly changed aer adding glucose (Fig. 2E); there-
fore, the increase in the density of negative charges induced by
the formation of the glucose/PBA complex was detected as
larger signals on the basis of the principle of the eld effect than
those resulting from the swelling of the glu–MIP hydrogel aer
glucose addition. Considering the above, the MIP membrane is
regarded as one of the bioelectrical interfaces that can induce
molecular charges on the basis of the glucose–PBA interaction,
whereas such molecular charges of boronic acids cause the
RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013 | 17001



Fig. 2 (A) Schematic diagram of glu–MIP–FET and chemical structure of copolymerized glucose–imprinted MIP hydrogel. The Au electrode
with the glu–MIP interface was extended from the gate of FET. (B) DVT upon adding glucose at 0 (black), 10 mM (red), 100 mM (blue), 1 mM (green),
and 10 mM (orange) was analyzed from VG–ID electrical characteristics. (C) Change in capacitance of glu–MIP interface upon adding glucose in
the range from 10 mM to 10 mM. (D) VG–ID electrical characteristics of FETs with and without phenylboronic acid/N-isopropylacrylamide-based
glucose-responsive polymer gel (NB10) gate modification (i); separately shown in (ii) and (iii) are enlarged areas, as indicated. (E) Change in
capacitance of NB10 gel layer during phase transition upon addition of 3 g L�1 glucose in a pH 9 N-cyclohexyl-2-aminoethanesulfonic acid
(CHES) buffer solution at 20 �C. The inset shows the time-course change in capacitance measured at 400 Hz. (F) DVout of glu–MIP–FET upon
adding sugars (red, glucose; blue, fructose; green, sucrose). Each sugar was added at the time indicated by arrows in the range from 10 mM to
20 mM. As a control sensor, NIP-coated FET was prepared (black). (G) DVout values were plotted against the changes in semilogarithmic sugar
concentrations. The figures (A), (B), (C), (F), and (G) have been reproduced from ref. 18 with permission from American Chemical Society,
copyright 2018. The figures (D) and (E) have been reproduced from ref. 39 with permission from Wiley, copyright 2009.
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change in capacitance induced by the structural change caused
by swelling–deswelling in the stimulus-responsive polymer gel,
depending on the polymer components. The stimulus-
responsive polymer membrane is also available for the
bioelectrical interface.

Moreover, glucose responsivity was monitored in real time as
the change in interfacial potential (DVout) between the
measurement solution and the MIP-coated gate electrode using
the glu–MIP–FET. In Fig. 2F, DVout clearly decreased upon
adding glucose from 10 mM to 20 mM, while other sensors
showed no response upon adding each sugar (e.g., fructose,
17002 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013
sucrose). In this case, the detection sensitivities of the glu–MIP–
FET to the sugars in the range of 100 mM to 4mMwere 114.8 mV
per decade for glucose, 8.6 mV per decade for fructose, and
5.1 mV per decade for sucrose, as shown in Fig. 2G. Thus, the
detection sensitivity to glucose was about 15–20 times higher
than those to other sugars owing to the well-designed articial
MIP interface that provided glucose specicity. On the other
hand, DVout for the NIP–FET shied in the positive direction
upon adding glucose, although the signal shis were very small.
The positive shis could be due to the increase in the capaci-
tance of NIP, because the swelling of NIP was induced upon the
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
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addition of glucose solutions, resulting in the increase in the
permittivity of NIP. This means that the response of the glu–
MIP–FET to glucose may include the change in the capacitance
of the polymer, although signal contamination is assumed to be
small. Note that NIP did not have the glucose template sup-
ported by PBA but it included PBA. Thus, the change in the
shape of the MIP membrane depending on its swelling–desw-
elling was not very large owing to the more dense crosslinking
(MBA), which prevented more water molecules from invading
into the MIP hydrogel. However, the glu–MIP–FET detected the
increase in the density of negative charges through the glucose/
PBA complexes with high sensitivity.

Such random MIPs were also prepared for the selective
detection of oligosaccharides on the gate electrode.15 The
thicknesses of the random MIP interfaces were about 200 nm
for the glucose-template–MIP and 10 mm at most for the oligo-
saccharide-template–MIP. This means that random copolymers
yield weak quantitative signals owing to the randomness of
composition, thickness, and so forth. Therefore, the thickness
and adhesiveness of bioelectrical interfaces such as MIPs at
substrates should be precisely controlled by some graing
methods such as SI-ATRP. However, we believe that the
Fig. 3 (A) Conceptual structure of DA–MIP-coated gate FET. The DA–
terminated alkanethiol SAM was tethered as the ATRP initiator on the A
VPBA–DA complexes. Nyquist plots of (B) NIP- and (C) DA–MIP-coated A
inset in (C) shows the equivalent circuit of DA–MIP-coated Au surface
charge transfer, ZW, Warburg impedance, CDL, capacitance of electric dou
with different concentrations of catecholamines at a constant ID (100 mA
line), and EP (green line), were added at each time indicated by arrows. T
line). (E) VG–ID electrical characteristics of NIP-coated (left) and DA–MIP
100 nM to 10 mM. An n-channel MOSFET device was used, and DVT at ID o
analyzer. These figures have been reproduced from ref. 17 with permiss

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
resulting electrical signals in sensors based on random MIP–
FETs are reliable, since they are prepared using the same
procedure, resulting in a similar thickness and adhesiveness on
the gate electrodes. In particular, the hydrogel sufficiently
includes electrolytes and water molecules even before target–
MIP interactions, so that the change in the capacitance of the
MIP interface is negligible while the change in the density of
molecular charges can be detected with the FETs.
2.3. Controlled polymerization of MIP bioelectrical interface
on gate surface by SI-ATRP and electrical characteristics

A nanolayer of dopamine (DA)-template–MIP was fabricated by
SI-ATRP, which is a controlled living radical polymerization
method.17 To fabricate the FET with the DA–MIP-coated gate
electrode, a MIP hydrogel was synthesized on the surface of the
Au electrode, following the modication of bromo-terminated
alkanethiol SAMs as the ATRP initiator. Fig. 3A shows the FET
with the DA–MIP-coated gate and the chemical structure of the
DA–MIP obtained by SI-ATRP. To prepare a thin layer of DA–
MIP, the DA template molecule was mixed into a solution
containing a functional monomer (VPBA). Similarly to other
catecholamines, DA rapidly self-polymerizes while forming the
MIP-coated Au gate electrode was extended from MOSFET. Bromo-
u electrode, and then DA–MIP was synthesized with the formation of
u electrodes at different concentrations of DA from 0 nM to 10 mM. The
(CE, counter electrode, Rsol, resistance of solution, RCT, resistance of
ble layer, WE, working electrode). (D) Vout of DA–MIP-coated gate FET
). Four types of catecholamine, DA (red line), LD (blue line), NE (orange
he NIP-coated gate FET was used as a control upon adding DA (black
-coated (right) gate FET at different concentrations of DA added from
f 4 mA and VD of 2 V was measured using a semiconductor parameter
ion from Elsevier, copyright 2018.

RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013 | 17003



Table 1 Impedimetric parameters in RC circuit of NIP- and DA–MIP-
coated Au electrodes at different concentrations of DA. This table has
been reproduced from ref. 17 with permission from Elsevier, copyright
2018

Dopamine
concentration
(mM)

Parameters

fmax (mHz) CEDL (mF) RCT (MU)

NIP 0 14.7 0.70 15.5
0.1 14.7 0.70 15.5
1 14.7 0.75 14.5
10 14.7 0.73 14.9

DA–MIP 0 56.2 1.37 2.07
0.1 21.5 1.43 5.17
1 14.7 1.70 6.36
10 14.7 1.44 7.52
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ring structure of 5,6-dihydroxyindole by oxidation.40,41 To
prevent such self-oxidation of DA, the DA–MIP was polymerized
in a nitrogen atmosphere with all air completely removed. Thus,
the thickness and adhesiveness of the MIP interface were
controlled by SI-ATRP, and the electrical and interfacial prop-
erties were quantitatively analyzed as follows.

The surface of each Au electrode modied with the SI-ATRP
initiator-SAM and DA–MIP was analyzed by ellipsometry and
capacitance measurements. The experimental spectra obtained
by ellipsometry tted well to the spectra simulated using the
Cauchy model.17 From these data, the thicknesses of the ATRP-
initiator SAMs, NIP, and DA–MIP (d) were determined as 1.6 �
0.0 nm, 57.3 � 1.3 nm, and 61.3 � 4.1 nm, respectively.
Furthermore, the capacitance of each organic layer on the Au
surface (C) decreased from 1.60 mF (electric double-layer on the
bare Au surface) to 1.24 mF in the ATRP-initiator-SAM-modied
Au electrode, 450 nF in the NIP-coated Au electrode, and 190 nF
in the DA–MIP-coated Au electrode. The theoretical relative
permittivities (3) calculated from the thicknesses, surface area
(S), and capacitances were approximately 3 in the Br–SAM layer,
58 in the NIP/Br–SAM layer, and 20 in the DA–MIP/Br–SAM layer

on the Au electrode on the basis of C ¼ 3
S
d
. The relative

permittivity was lower in DA–MIP than in NIP despite the nearly
identical thicknesses of the two layers. The different dielectric
constants of DA–MIP and NIP might be explained by their
morphological differences, whether with or without template
cavities, in the hydrogels of a molecularly imprinted polymer
and a nonimprinted random copolymer.

The DA–MIP-coated Au electrode was electrochemically
characterized by electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS).
The impedance of each Au surface was measured at various DA
concentrations. According to the modulus of impedance in the
NIP- and DA–MIP-coated Au electrodes, which increases with
increasing frequency in the low frequency range (below Hz
order), the redox reaction of the ferricyanide/ferrocyanide
mediator proceeded at the Au electrode. Fig. 3B and C show
Nyquist plots of the NIP- and DA–MIP-coated Au electrodes,
which resolve the impedance into real and imaginary parts, in
the frequency range from 10–1 MHz. For the DA–MIP-coated Au
electrode in the absence and presence of 100 nM DA, the
diagonal line at low frequencies corresponds to the diffusion-
limited Warburg impedance (Fig. 3C). Therefore, the equiva-
lent circuit may be a series connection of the charge transfer
resistance (RCT) and the Warburg impedance (ZW), in parallel
with the electric double-layer capacitance of the Au electrode
(Fig. 3C, inset). Increasing the DA concentration enlarged the
capacitive semicircle for the DA–MIP-coated Au electrode, but
not for the NIP-coated Au electrode. Table 1 summarizes the
parameters of the resistance–capacitance (RC) circuits of the
NIP- and DA–MIP-coated Au electrodes at different DA concen-
trations. As the DA concentration increased, RCT, which was
estimated from the intersection of the semicircle plot with the
X-axis, increased in the DA–MIP-coated Au electrode but not in
the NIP-coated Au electrode, whereas the electric double-layer
capacitance (CEDL), which was calculated from the frequency
corresponding to the vertex of the semicircle [fmax ¼ 1/
17004 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013
(2pRCTCEDL)] and RCT, remained unchanged in both electrodes.
This indicates the gradual inhibition of redox reactions by the
binding of DA and PBA molecules in the MIP, which blocks the
DA–MIP cavities and prevents the redox mediator from passing
through the DA–MIP membrane. On the other hand, RCT was
several times larger in the NIP-coated Au electrode than in the
DA–MIP-coated Au electrode, and remained unchanged aer
DA addition. This behavior might occur because the redox
mediator cannot easily reach the Au surface through the NIP
membrane. EIS analysis claried and electrochemically char-
acterized the polymer thin lm on the Au electrode of the NIP-
and DA–MIP-coated Au electrodes, and the DA binding behavior
in DA–MIP was observed as an impedance change.

Fig. 3D plots the DVout values of the FET with the DA–MIP-
coated gate at different concentrations of catecholamines added
and the FETwith the NIP-coated gate in the presence of DA. In the
DA–MIP-coated gate FET, the DVout decreased gradually as the DA
concentration increased from 40 nM to 20 mM. The time for the
DA template removal affected the DVout performance. It was
proved that immersion in a 0.1 M HCl/MeOH solution for 3 days
affected the sensitivity at the nanomolar level, although almost
the entire template was removed aer immersion for 18 h at the
micromolar level. Owing to the eld effect, the negatively charged
PBA–DA complexes formed by incorporating DA in the DA–MIP
membrane affected the electron density at the source–drain
channel in the MOSFET. As a result, this device detected DA
concentrations as low as 40 nM, the gate surface potential of
which decreased with increasing DA concentrations at a constant
ISD. This result was supported by the semiconductor parameter
analysis of the NIP- and DA–MIP-coated gate FETs in the presence
of different DA concentrations (Fig. 3E). On the other hand, the
DVout values of the DA–MIP-coated gate FET were markedly lower
aer LD, NE, and EP addition than aer DA addition. DVout was
also lower in the NIP-coated gate FET aer DA addition. From the
results of the EIS analysis and FET measurements of the DA–MIP
and NIP FETs, we infer that the ATRP-based DA–MIP successfully
imprinted the shape of DA at the interface of the Au electrode,
enabling the electrochemical detection of the charge density
changes as DA binds to PBA.
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
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The MIP interface well controlled by SI-ATRP was also
modied on the gate electrode for the detection of sialic acids.14

The chemical structures of 30-sialyllactose (3SLac) and 60-sia-
lyllactose (6SLac) used in a previous work were very similar.
Note that sialyl Lewis and sialyllactose share a common struc-
ture, the sialic acid unit, which is the most important target for
recognizing cancer cells.42,43 For MIP preparation, multiple diol
groups were targeted for PBA–SLac binding, including the diol
group on the sialic acid unit, whose binding affinity has already
been investigated.44–48 DVout shied in the negative direction
when using the 3SLac–MIP-coated gate FET, depending on the
concentration of 3SLac (Fig. 4A). DVout was induced by the
negative charges of PBA–3SLac complexes, that is, 3SLac should
have entered the template cavity in the polymer matrix. On the
other hand, DVout of the NIP-coated gate FET remained
constant, although a slight dri of the signal was observed
because of only a few background noises such as the changes in
temperature and ion strength upon the addition of sample
solutions (Fig. 4B). The polymer was highly crosslinked by
EGDMA; therefore, the target molecules were blocked from
entering the polymer matrix. Real-time electrical measurements
were also performed during the addition of 6SLac onto the
3SLac– and 6SLac–MIP-coated gate FETs or 3SLac onto the
3SLac– and 6SLac–MIP-coated gate FETs. As part of the results,
the calibration curves for 3SLac– and 6SLac–MIP-coated gate
FETs were evaluated in terms of the change in the concentration
of added 3SLac, as shown in Fig. 4C. Thus, the molecular
Fig. 4 DVout when 3SLac was added to (A) 3SLac–MIP-gate FET system
using 3SLac–MIP-gate FET and 6SLac–MIP-gate FET. (D) Ratio of surface
(b) 6SLac in 3SLac–MIP/6SLac in 6SLac–MIP. (E) Structural model of 3SL
molecule. These figures have been reproduced from ref. 14 with permis

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
imprinting contributed to the increase in selectivity for the
molecule detected using the FET sensors, and the weak signals
observed at 1 � 10�5 M for both sensors were regarded as
background noises, such as the changes in temperature and ion
strength by the addition of sample solutions.

According to the above real-time monitoring, the selectivity
of the sensors was evaluated using the fractions shown in
Fig. 4D, which were calculated using the following equations:

Fraction ¼ DVoutð3SLac in 6SLac template MIPÞ
DVoutð3SLac in 3SLac template MIPÞ (1)

and

Fraction ¼ DVoutð6SLac in 3SLac template MIPÞ
DVoutð6SLac in 6SLac template MIPÞ (2)

The rst fraction was calculated using eqn (1) to be approx-
imately 0.6. When considering the intensity of the signal of
3SLac entering the 3SLac-template–MIP cavity and binding to
PBA as maximum, the signal intensity decreased by about 40%
when 3SLac entered the 6SLac-template–MIP system. This
indicates that the 6SLac-template–MIP has selectivity to the
template target to some extent. However, the second fraction
was calculated using eqn (2) to be approximately 1, which
indicates that 6SLac could easily enter even into the cavities of
the 3SLac-template–MIP; thus, the 3SLac-template–MIP has low
selectivity. This result could be analyzed on the basis of the
and (B) NIP-gate FET system. (C) Calibration curve for 3SLac detection
potential change for (a) 3SLac in 6SLac–MIP/3SLac in 3SLac–MIP and

ac and 6SLac, showing the different numbers of VPBA binding sites per
sion from The Japan Society of Applied Physics, copyright 2017.
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molecular structure. The target-selective cavities of sugar-
template–MIP are formed by the covalent bonding of the PBA–
sugar complex in the prepolymer solution. Since PBA has
a stronger affinity to cis-diol than to trans-diol,49 it can be
inferred that 3SLac has two binding sites per molecule, whereas
6SLac has three binding sites per molecule, as shown by the
three-dimensional molecular structure in Fig. 4E. Thus, 6SLac–
MIP likely has more template-specic cavities than 3SLac–MIP,
which led to the results shown in Fig. 4D. Although 3SLac and
6SLac are similar in structure, the difference in the structure of
template molecules may have signicantly affected the selec-
tivity of MIPs.
3. Potentiometric adsorption
isotherm analysis of MIP bioelectrical
interface
3.1. Concept of potentiometric adsorption isotherm analysis

To understand the chemical basis of interactions between the
MIP and the target small biomolecules underlying the electrical
responses of the MIP–FET sensor to such biomolecules, further
quantitative analysis was required. In general, the characteris-
tics of the binding of a target molecule to MIP are quantied
using adsorption isotherm equations, because the binding
process involves the reversible adhesion of the target molecule
to the target-selective membrane.50 Moreover, the homogeneity
and heterogeneity of binding sites distributed in MIPs are
critical to the effective increase in selectivity. In most cases, the
binding sites in MIPs are heterogeneously distributed because
of the randomness of copolymerization and the template–
functional monomer interaction;51,52 therefore, MIPs include
both nonselective and highly selective binding sites at a certain
ratio. In this study, Langmuir and bi-Langmuir adsorption
isotherm equations, which are oen used for MIP character-
ization,53,54 were utilized as the homogeneous and heteroge-
neous binding models, respectively, and to derive the
corresponding equations for the analysis of the electrical
properties of the MIP–FET system. In this way, the potentio-
metric analyses based on the FET sensor can directly charac-
terize the MIP interface without the batch rebinding process,
which is oen required for MIP characterization. According to
a previous study,50 the Langmuir adsorption isotherm and bi-
Langmuir adsorption isotherm equations for a bulk rebinding
system are respectively expressed by

B ¼ NK ½c�
1þ K½c� ; (3)

B ¼ N1K1½c�
1þ K1½c� þ

N2K2½c�
1þ K2½c� ; (4)

where B refers to a signal observed at equilibrium for the MIP-
bound template, [c] to the free concentration of the template at
equilibrium, N to the number of available active centers in the
MIP per unit volume, and K to the binding constant. Eqn (3)
assumes homogeneously distributed binding sites with
a constant binding constant K. On the other hand, eqn (4)
17006 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013
assumes two main types of binding site with different affinities
distributed at a ratio of N1/N2 in the polymer, that is, a hetero-
geneous system.

The operation of a silicon-based FET in the unsaturated
region can generally be described by

ID ¼ mCOX

W

L

�
ðVG � VTÞVD � 1

2
VD

2

�
; (5)

where ID is the drain current, m is the electron mobility in the
channel, COX is the gate oxide capacitance,

W
L

is the channel
width-to-length ratio, VD and VG are the applied drain–source
and gate–source voltages, respectively, and VT is the threshold
voltage, which can be expressed by55

VT ¼ Eref � j0 þ csol � fsi

q
� Qit þQf þQB

COX

þ 2ff ; (6)

where Eref is the reference electrode potential relative to
a vacuum, (�j0 + csol) describes the interfacial potential at the
electrolyte/Au gate electrode interface (the factor csol is the
surface dipole moment of the solution, which can be consid-
ered to be constant),

fsi

q
is the silicon electron work function,

Qit, Qf, and QB are the charge of the interface traps, the xed
oxide charge, and the bulk depletion charge per unit area,
respectively, and ff is the Fermi potential difference between
the doped bulk silicon and the intrinsic silicon.

Considering the MIP membrane on the Au gate electrode of
the extended-gate FET, the capacitance and charge in the MIP
membrane should be added to eqn (6), and can be expressed by

VT ¼ Eref � j0 þ csol � fsi

q
� Qit þQf þQB þQMIP

CCom

þ 2ff (7)

with

CCom ¼ COXCMIP

COX þ CMIP

¼ COX

1þ COX

CMIP

; (8)

where QMIP is the charge in the MIP membrane and CCom is the
combined capacitance of the FET gate oxide (COX) and the MIP
membrane (CMIP) on the Au gate electrode. In this study, it is
assumed that CMIP hardly changed even aer the addition of
targeted molecules, on the basis of our previous results for
a similar hydrogel;56 therefore, CCom was nearly constant
regardless of the adsorption of small molecules because COX

was also constant. Moreover, the interfacial potential (Dj0) at
the electrolyte/Au gate electrode interface should not change
because the ionic concentration (i.e., pH) was basically main-
tained by using the buffer solution. Also, Eref,

fsi

q
, Qit, Qf, QB, and

ff should be the same before and aer the molecular recogni-
tion events at the MIP interface. Thus, the signal response ob-
tained using the FET sensor is based on the change in VT (DVT);
therefore, DQMIP should be evaluated in this study, in accor-
dance with eqn (7) and the above considerations.

The binding affinity of PBA to a diol is pH-dependent, but it
is generally understood that the B(OH)3

� complex is muchmore
stable than the B(OH)2 complex, as shown in a previous work.57

For the reversible interaction between a diol compound (diol)
and PBA in the MIP membrane (Scheme 1A),
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
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diol + PBA 4 diol$PBA�, (9)

the rate of formation of the diol$PBA� complex at time t is
written as

d½diol$PBA��
dt

¼ ka½diol�½PBA� � kd½diol$PBA��; (10)

where ka is the association rate constant and kd is the dissoci-
ation rate constant. At time t, [PBA] ¼ [PBA]0 � [diol$PBA�],
where [PBA]0 is the concentration of PBA at t ¼ 0. This is
substituted into eqn (10) to give

d½diol$PBA��
dt

¼ ka½diol�
�½PBA�0 � ½diol$PBA���

� kd½diol$PBA��: (11)

In this study, the charge QMIP is derived from reaction (9);
therefore, it is proportional to the rate of formation of the
diol$PBA� complex in the MIP membrane. Additionally, Qmax is
proportional to the concentration of PBA in the MIP membrane
([PBA]0 at t ¼ 0), which indicates the capacity of the immobi-
lized ligand. Therefore, eqn (11) is modied to

dQMIP

dt
¼ ka½c�ðQmax �QMIPÞ � kdQMIP

¼ ka½c�Qmax � ðka½c� þ kdÞQMIP; (12)

where
dQMIP

dt
is the rate of formation of the associated complex

(diol$PBA�) in the MIP membrane (on the Au gate) and [c] is the
concentration of the analyte (diol) in the solutions. Moreover,
integrating eqn (12) gives

QMIP
t ¼ ka½c�Qmax

�
1� e�ððka ½c�þkdÞtÞ

�
ka½c� þ kd

¼ ½c�Qmax

½c� þ 1

Ka

�
1� e�ððKa ½c�þ1ÞtÞ�;

(13)

where Ka is the stability constant (binding affinity) of diol and
PBA (ka/kd) in the MIP membrane. From eqn (13), Qt¼0

MIP ¼ 0.
Considering eqn (7),

DVTðf� DVoutÞ ¼ �DQMIP
t

CCom

¼ �½c�DVmax
out

½c� þ 1

Ka

�
1� e�ððKa ½c�þ1ÞtÞ�z � ½c�DVmax

out

½c� þ 1

Ka

;

(14)

which is estimated aer a certain reaction time t. Here, DVmax
out is

the maximum change in surface potential induced by DQmax,
which is proportional to the number of binding sites. In this
study, DVout at the gate was measured at a constant ID using the
source follower circuit. The detected DVout was regarded as the
change in VGS, which was proportional to �DVT at a constant
ID.

According to the above considerations, the electrical signal
in the entire FET circuit should obey the Langmuir adsorption
model. By modifying eqn (3) and (4) in accordance with eqn
(14), we can obtain the adsorption isotherm equations for the
MIP–FET system as
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
DVout ¼ DVmax
out K ½c�

1þ K½c� ; (15)

DVout ¼
DVmax

1_outK1½c�
1þ K1½c� þ DVmax

2_outK2½c�
1þ K2½c� ; (16)

where [c] is determined as the concentration of the target
biomolecule at equilibrium, which is obtained from the satu-
rated electrical signal in real-time measurement.

3.2. Quantication of MIP effect using adsorption isotherm
equations

On the basis of the above considerations, the electrical signal in
the whole FET circuit should obey the Langmuir adsorption
model. In the case of the DA–MIP and NIP FETs, which are
shown in Fig. 3, DVLout was determined from DVout aer 300 s
each time DA was added. That is, the substrate specicity of DA–
MIP to each catecholamine was quantitatively evaluated using
the equation of adsorption equilibrium. Fig. 5A shows the
DVLout versus concentration plots for each catecholamine from
the data shown in Fig. 3D, which were sufficiently tted using
eqn (15). The parameters of the Langmuir tting curve are given
in Table 2. The dependence of output voltage on DA concen-
tration clearly differs between DA–MIP and NIP with DA addi-
tion. The saturated amount of DA adsorbed (recorded as
DVLmax) and Ka were 4.3 and 4.4 times higher, respectively, in the
DA–MIP-coated gate FET than in the NIP-coated gate FET. In the
DA–MIP-coated gate FET, the DVLmax was clearly higher aer DA
addition than aer LD addition, although the binding constant
of LD was twice that of DA. In LD, the carboxyl group in the
vicinity of a catechol provides many diester–PBA binding sites,
so the DVLmax appears to be higher for LD than for NE and EP.58,59

The Ka of PBA was determined in the presence of different
catecholamines using a uorescence chemosensor in a previous
work, where the Ka values were 1.5 and 2 times higher for NE
and EP than for DA, respectively, suggesting that the affinity of
PBA to DA was lower than that to other catecholamines.60

However, from the results shown in Fig. 5A, the PBA in the DA–
MIP-coated gate FET showed higher affinity to DA than to NE
and EP. From the quantitative evaluation of the DA–MIP-coated
gate FET, we concluded that a DA–MIP-coated gate FET can
potentially select DA from a mixture of catecholamines.

To assess the sensitivity of the DA–MIP-coated gate FET to
different catecholamines, we calculated the limit of detection
(LOD) for each catecholamine in terms of the Kaiser limit.61 The
LOD was calculated by regression analysis of the linear region,
which maximizes the square of the correlation factor (R2) of the
DVout versus catecholamine concentration (Fig. 5B). The esti-
mated LODs of DA–MIP were 96 nM for DA, 150 nM for LD,
179 nM for NE, and 355 nM for EP. We compared these results
with the reported values based on the electrochemical detection
systems using MIP (Table 3).62–69 The DA–MIP-coated gate FET
could measure the direct charge changes induced by DA
binding to PBA without affecting theMIP gel by applying voltage
and without using any mediators, which provided a comparable
or even higher sensitivity than the sensitivities reported for the
electrochemical devices. In previous HPLC and uorescence
RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013 | 17007



Fig. 5 (A) Plots of DVout at different concentrations of catecholamines added based on the data shown in Fig. 3D. Approximate curves were fitted
by Langmuir adsorption isotherm. DVout was analyzed for the DA–MIP-coated gate FETs, where four types of catecholamine, DA (red), LD (blue),
NE (orange), and EP (green), were added with different concentrations. The NIP-coated gate FET was used as a control upon adding DA (black).
(B) Plots of output voltage shift and their approximate straight lines of DA–MIP–FET in response to each catecholamine in the low concentration
region in Fig. 3D. Approximated formula and the square values of correlation factor of the plots in each catecholamine addition are also indicated.
(C) Change in surface potential as a function of target concentrations up to 10 mM. Calibration curves were determined by solving eqn (15) and
(16) (filled circle, open circle, and filled square show the additions of paromomycin into the PMIP–FET, paromomycin into the NIP–FET, and
kanamycin into the PMIP–FET, respectively). (D) Comparison of the addition of paromomycin into PMIP–FET with that of kanamycin at
concentrations of lower than 100 mM. The figures (A) and (B) have been reproduced from ref. 17 with permission from Elsevier, copyright 2018.
The figures (C) and (D) have been reproduced from ref. 15 with permission from American Chemical Society, copyright 2018.

Table 2 Kinetic parameters calculated from the approximate curves
shown in Fig. 3D, which were based on the Langmuir model. This table
has been reproduced from ref. 17 with permission from Elsevier,
copyright 2018

Polymer-additive
catecholamine

Kinetic parameters

DVLmax (mV) Ka (10
5 M�1) R2

NIP_DA 27.5 0.71 0.996
DA–MIP_DA 119 3.11 0.995
DA–MIP_LD 63.6 7.75 0.986
DA–MIP_NE 51.5 1.26 0.974
DA–MIP_EP 38.8 4.33 0.981

17008 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013
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spectroscopy analyses, the dopamine concentrations were
determined to be from sub-nM order to 100 nM in plasma,
saliva, and tears, and mM order in urine.70,71 The DA–MIP-coated
gate FET in this study has sufficient DA sensitivity to monitor
analytes in urine, and nearly sufficient DA sensitivity to monitor
other analytes. Therefore, the DA–MIP-coated gate FET can
potentially measure DA in various body uids with high sensi-
tivity and specicity in the future.

Moreover, potentiometric adsorption isotherm analysis was
performed for the oligosaccharide-template–MIP using the FET
sensor.15 Here, the paromomycin-template–MIP (PMIP) was
coated on the Au gate electrode for the selective detection of
paromomycin, whereas kanamycin, which has a similar chem-
ical structure to paromomycin, was utilized as a non-target
oligosaccharide. Similarly to the analysis of dopamine
This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020



Table 3 Comparison with other electrochemical sensors for the determination of DA using the MIP technique. This table has been reproduced
from ref. 17 with permission from Elsevier, copyright 2018

Interface materials Detection method Dynamic range/M Limit of detection/M Reference

MWCNT–MIP–GCEa Cyclic voltammetry 5.0 � 10�7 to 2.0 � 10�4 5.0 � 10�7 Kan et al. (2008)62

MIP–Au Cyclic voltammetry 2.3 � 10�7 to 1.4 � 10�4 2.3 � 10�7 Lakshmi et al. (2009)63

MIP–Au Cyclic voltammetry 2.0 � 10�8 to 2.5 � 10�7 2.0 � 10�9 Li et al. (2009)64

GOb–MIP–GCE Cyclic voltammetry 1.0 � 10�7 to 8.3 � 10�4 1.0 � 10�7 Mao et al. (2011)65

Au@SiO2 MIPs–GCE Cyclic voltammetry 4.8 � 10�8 to 5.0 � 10�5 2.0 � 10�8 Yu et al. (2012)66

MWCNT–pPyMIPc–GCE Cyclic voltammetry 6.3 � 10�7 to 1.0 � 10�4 6.0 � 10�8 Kan et al. (2012)67

MIP–GO–GCE Cyclic voltammetry 5.0 � 10�8 to 1.6 � 10�4 3.0 � 10�8 Zeng et al. (2013)68

MIP/NPAMRd Cyclic voltammetry 2.0 � 10�13 to 2.0 � 10�8 7.6 � 10�14 Li et al. (2016)69

MIP–Au FET 4.0 � 10�8 to 2.0 � 10�5 9.6 � 10�8 Kajisa et al. (2018)17

a Multi-walled carbon nanotube–molecularly imprinted polymer–glassy carbon electrode. b Graphene oxide. c Polypyrrole MIP. d Nanoporous Au–
Ag alloy microrod.
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detection using the DA–MIP-coated gate FET, DVout was
analyzed using eqn (15) and (16). First, DVLout was calculated for
each concentration of paromomycin by subtracting Vout at t ¼
0 from Vout at each concentration. Then, the results (DVLout) were
plotted vs. the paromomycin concentration, as shown in
Fig. 5C. DVLout was the average of 10 data plots taken 5 min aer
the addition of the target. The best-t adsorption isotherm
equations were determined by optimizing K and DVmax

out using
the application soware to minimize R2 (in Microso Excel).
Then, DVmax

out and the average binding affinity Kavr were respec-
tively expressed as

DVmax
out ¼ DVmax

1_out + DVmax
2_out, (17)

Kavr ¼ K1 �
DVmax

1_out

DVmax
1_out þ DVmax

2_out

þ K2 �
DVmax

2_out

DVmax
1_out þ DVmax

2_out

: (18)

Table 4 shows the optimized values for the paromomycin/
PMIP, paromomycin/NIP, and kanamycin/PMIP interactions
in the MIP/NIP–FET measurement systems. The tting curves
are also shown in Fig. 5C. From Table 4, R2 shows that the
adsorption isotherm equations were successfully applied to the
PMIP/NIP–FET measurement systems; thus, the assumptions
made in the derivation were valid. K2 and DVmax

2_out in the case of
adding paromomycin to NIP were zero, which indicated that the
result tted the Langmuir adsorption isotherm, indicating in
turn that the binding sites were homogeneously distributed in
NIP. However, there were no paromomycin-selective binding
sites in NIP. Thus, the signal probably originated from
nonspecic adsorption on the surface of NIP. On the other
hand, the paromomycin–PMIP interaction tted the bi-
Langmuir adsorption isotherm equation, indicating the
Table 4 Summary of optimized values of K and DVout determined on the
been reproduced from ref. 15 with permission from American Chemical

K1 (M
�1) DVmax

1_out (mV) K2 (M
�1)

P/PMIP 6970 95 73
P/NIP 2060 170 0
K/PMIP 2800 240 0

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020
heterogeneous distribution of binding sites. That is, from Table
4, two different types of paromomycin binding sites were found,
one with high binding affinity (K1 ¼ 6970 M�1) and the other
with low binding affinity (K2 ¼ 73 M�1). Moreover, the number
of binding sites (proportional to DVmax

1_out) corresponding to K1

was much smaller even for the paromomycin–PMIP interaction,
as similarly observed previously in the MIP produced by non-
covalent interactions.50 In designing the PMIP for its interaction
with paromomycin, PBA was assumed to be a covalently inter-
acting functional monomer and MAA was assumed to be
a noncovalently interacting one. Considering the equilibrium
reaction shown in Scheme 1B, moreover, some PBAs might be
used for the interaction with template–paromomycin in the
PMIP membrane, but not for rebinding to target–paromomycin
even upon adding it, resulting in noncovalent interactions in
the PMIP membrane. These noncovalently interacting mono-
mers should be heterogeneously distributed and randomly
functionalized in the PMIP membrane, then noncovalent,
hydrogen bonding may be screened by water molecules in an
aqueous solution; thus, the number of well-bound complexes
was assumed to be small. In the FET measurement, the largest
difference between the PMIP and NIP interfaces that interacted
with paromomycin was found in DVmax

out , which was proportional
to the total number of binding sites. As shown in Fig. 5C, the
concentration of paromomycin added to NIP–FET reached
a maximum of approximately 5 mM (170 mV), but the PMIP–
FET showed a much higher DVmax

out [415 mV (according to eqn
(17)) at 850 mM in calculation] upon adding paromomycin.
Thus, the difference between MIP and NIP was clearly demon-
strated using the potentiometric adsorption isotherm equations
derived from the MIP–FET measurement system.
basis of the bi-Langmuir adsorption isotherm equation. This table has
Society, copyright 2018

DVmax
2_out (mV) Kavr (M

�1) DVmax
out (mV) R2

320 1070 415 0.998
0 2060 170 0.994
0 2800 240 0.998
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A similar trend was observed in the comparison between
paromomycin and kanamycin added to the PMIP–FET devices.
Although the binding affinity of kanamycin was higher on
average (Kavr ¼ 2800 M�1 according to eqn (18)), the selectivity
of PMIP for paromomycin was better than expected at concen-
trations of less than 100 mM, as shown in Fig. 5D. Initially, the
addition of kanamycin to the PMIP–FET system tted the
Langmuir adsorption isotherm equation, similarly to the addi-
tion of paromomycin to the NIP–FET system. This indicated
that the detection of kanamycin using the PMIP–FET system
was also based on the nonspecic adsorption of kanamycin to
the binding sites with low affinity (K2 and DVmax

2_out in the case of
adding kanamycin to PMIP were zero). On the other hand, the
binding sites with higher affinity were crucial at lower concen-
trations of target molecules. Fig. 5D shows the change in
surface potential at paromomycin and kanamycin concentra-
tions of lower than 100 mM when using the PMIP–FET sensors.
From this result, paromomycin was detected more sensitively
than kanamycin at the lower concentrations. That is, a target
molecule at a lower concentration will rst bind to high-affinity
binding sites. Thus, the effect of K1 on the selectivity of PMIP for
paromomycin at low concentrations was very important until
the signal reached DVmax

1_out. Additionally, the LOD for paromo-
mycin using the PMIP–FET sensor in this study was predicted to
be 2.3 mM from the semilogarithmic plots in the range of 100
mM to 5.8 mM shown in Fig. 5C, which was obtained on the
basis of the Kaiser limit theory.61 This means that the higher
selectivity of PMIP for paromomycin than for kanamycin at
concentrations of less than 100 mM should be ensured down to
2.3 mM. Therefore, the potentiometric adsorption isotherm
analysis using the MIP–FET device can elucidate the formation
of selective binding sites at the MIP interface. The electro-
chemical analysis of the functional bioelectrical interface used
in this study is expected to support the design and construction
of sensors for small biomarkers.

4. Conclusions and outlook

In this review paper, the MIP-based membrane with PBA, which
induced the change in the density of molecular charges based
on the small biomolecule–PBA diol binding, was demonstrated
to be available for the bioelectrical interface of bio-FET sensors.
The MIP-coated gate FET sensors selectively detected various
small biomolecules such as glucose, dopamine, sialic acid, and
oligosaccharides without using labeled materials. In particular,
the well-controlled MIP lm by SI-ATRP contributed to the
quantitative analysis of small biomolecule sensing, resulting in
potentiometric Langmuir isotherm adsorption analysis by
which the parameters such as the binding affinity between
small biomolecules and MIP cavities were evaluated. Also, the
output electrical signal of even the randomMIP-coated gate FET
sensor was quantitatively analyzed using the bi-Langmuir
adsorption isotherm equation, showing the adsorption mech-
anism of oligosaccharides onto the template-specic MIP
membrane. Moreover, the LODs for the small biomolecules
using the MIP-coated gate FET sensor in this study were
comparable to those shown in previous works. Thus, a platform
17010 | RSC Adv., 2020, 10, 16999–17013
based on the MIP-coated gate FET sensor is suitable for a label-
free and enzyme-/antibody-free biosensing system, enabling the
miniaturization of healthcare devices.

However, note that the binding affinities of MIPs for small
biomolecules (around 105 M�1 order), as shown in this review
paper, remain inferior to those of monoclonal antibodies (105 to
1012 M�1). This may be the fate of articially produced devices.
However, the MIP concept as a bioelectrical interface contrib-
uted to not only the increase in the binding affinity between the
target small biomolecule (the diol compound) and the PBA
molecule but also the sufficient detection sensitivity and LOD
for the target small biomolecule. Surely, the articially
produced MIP interface may solve the problems inherent in
enzymes and antibodies, such as their lack of stability, high-
cost and time-consuming production, and the difficulty of
quality control of their production. Therefore, we consider other
functional monomers as well as PBA in the MIP membrane for
the development of the platform of the MIP-based bioelectrical
interface for potentiometric biosensors such as bio-FETs in the
future.
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