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Integrated multi-material portable 3D-printed
platform for electrochemical detection of
dopamine and glucose†
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3D-printing has become a fundamental part of research in many areas of investigation since it provides

rapid and personalized production of parts that meet very specific user needs. Biosensing is not an excep-

tion, and production of electrochemical sensors that can detect a variety of redox mediators and biologi-

cally relevant molecules has been widely reported. However, most 3D-printed electrochemical sensors

detailed in the literature rely on big, individual, single-material electrodes that require large sample

volumes to perform effectively. Our work exploits multi-material fused filament fabrication 3D-printing to

produce a compact electrochemical sensor able to operate with only 100 μL of sample. We report cyclic

voltammetry, differential pulse voltammetry, and chronoamperometry results to assess sensor perform-

ance and sensitivity. We investigated the influence of layer print orientation and layer thickness on the

electrochemical performance of the sensor, and used the optimal parameters to produce the final device.

The integrated 3D-printed platform successfully detects electrochemical activity for hexaammineruthe-

nium(III) chloride and potassium ferricyanide (0.1 mM to 2 mM in 100 mM KCl), dopamine (50 μM to 1 mM

in 1×PBS), and glucose via mediated amperometric glucose oxidase enzyme-based sensing (1 mM to

12 mM in 1×PBS), indicating good acceptance of biological modification. These results reveal the exciting

potential of multi-material 3D-printing and how it can be used for the rapid development of efficient,

small, integrated, personalized electrochemical biosensors.

1. Introduction

3D-printing has revolutionized how electrochemical biosensors
are designed and produced. The ability to 3D-print conductive
filaments combined with the simplicity and accessibility of
additive manufacturing has allowed researchers to exploit
fused filament fabrication (FFF) to create highly personalized
sensors that meet particular user needs and promise high
sensitivities.1–3 Examples can be found across many research
areas, from wearable devices for medical use,4–8 to healthcare
sensors that help improve lifestyle or habits such as exercise
and sleep.9,10 However, several studies have noted that the low
conductivity of commercially available carbon black-based

polylactic acids (CB-PLA) directly impacts the performance of
the sensors.11–14 It is possible to partially overcome this problem
via additional filament doping or through chemical and electro-
chemical post-processing that can enhance the electron transfer
kinetics of the final sensor surface.13–16 Additionally, several
groups have also investigated how the anisotropy and orientation
of the printed layers influence the electrochemical activity of 3D-
printed sensors,11,12 as well as there have been multiple works
on cleaning and surface activation protocols for optimized
electrochemical performance.16–18

These 3D-printing advances and optimizations have led
several groups to develop novel electrochemical sensors to
detect specific analytes. For example, the detection or quantifi-
cation of commonly used redox species is widely demon-
strated, covering both inner- and outer-sphere electron transfer
reactions that show sensor performance and surface
sensitivity.11,19 Biologically relevant molecules such as glucose
or dopamine have also been targeted to directly showcase that
FFF has the potential to produce fully personalized
biosensors20,21 with sensitivities in the range of 0.01–0.8 µmol
L−1 in dopamine22,23 and 2.4–36.4 µmol L−1 for glucose,15,24

and in the case of glucose, ruthenium-based mediators have
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been employed to ease detection and improve sensitivity.25–29

These 3D-printed biosensors possess a range of limitations
that include: (i) their size, with electrodes up to 10 mm in dia-
meter and several millimeters in thickness,8,12 (ii) the associ-
ated large sample volumes that these dimensions
require,8,12,30–32 and (iii) the restriction of the use of 3D-print-
ing to produce only the working electrode, requiring the use of
external counter and reference electrodes that complicate
experimental setup and use.8,23,32,33 Several groups have
attempted to mitigate these issues by exploiting multi-material
FFF 3D-printing, indicating growing interest in the production
of an efficient fully-3D-printed platform.11,12,31,34,35

In this work we demonstrate the production of a compact,
portable, and efficient electrochemical biosensors that includes
three CB-PLA electrodes that can operate in low sample volumes
of <100 μL. We take FFF multi-material 3D-printing to the next
level, optimizing the 3D-printing parameters and post-proces-
sing the sensor surface using an oxygen plasma cleaning and
activation protocol. We demonstrate the validity of our sensor
by testing both inner- and outer-sphere redox species, detection
of dopamine at concentration down to <50 μM, and detection of
physiologically relevant glucose levels using through mediated
amperometric enzyme-based biosensing.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Chemicals

18.2 MΩ deionized water from an ELGA LabWater PURELAB
Chorus system was used to make all aqueous solutions.
Sulfuric acid (H2SO4) was obtained from Fisher Scientific, UK.
Hexaammineruthenium(III) chloride ([Ru(NH3)6]Cl3), potass-
ium ferricyanide (K3[Fe(CN)6]), potassium chloride (KCl),
dopamine hydrochloride, D-(+)-glucose, gelatin (gel strength
300, type A), glutaraldehyde (GTA), and glucose oxidase from
Aspergillus niger (GOx) were all obtained from Merck UK and
used without further modification unless otherwise specified.
Red and white polylactic acid (PLA) filaments were bought
from RAISE3D (CA, USA), and the carbon black PLA filament
was obtained from Proto-Pasta (WA, USA) and used as received.

2.2. 3D-printing

The electrochemical sensor was 3D-printed using a RAISE3D
E2 IDEX Dual 3D printer (nozzle diameter, 0.4 mm). The 3D
computer-aided design (CAD) files for the sensors were created
using PTC Creo Parametric (Parametric Technology
Corporation) and saved as STL files. The individually generated
STL files for each sensor component were assembled in
ideaMaker (RAISE3D) to create the complete device, and each
part was assigned its corresponding printing material. The
base and top cover of the sensor were printed with red PLA,
and the electrodes, tracks, and connecting pads were all 3D-
printed with CB-PLA. Prior to biosensor fabrication, we investi-
gated the influence of layer orientation (0°, 45°, and 90° layer
orientation), slice thickness (50 µm and 100 µm), and total
electrode thickness (100 µm and 300 µm) on electrochemical

performance in 1 mM potassium ferricyanide in 100 mM KCl.
These results were used to obtain the 3D-printing parameters
used for the final version of the biosensor.

Selective slicing was performed as follows: (1) from 0 to
0.4 mm, 200 μm layer thickness, (2) from 0.4 to 0.5 mm,
100 μm layer thickness, (3) from 0.5 to 0.8 mm, 50 μm layer
thickness, and (6) from 0.8 to 2.6 mm, 100 μm layer thickness.
The heated bed temperature was set to 55 °C, and the tempera-
ture of the left (red PLA) and right (CB PLA) extruders was set
to 225 °C and 230 °C, respectively. Left and right extruder
widths were set to 0.3 and 0.2 mm, respectively. The infill
density was 100% with 50% infill overlap and a 100% infill
flowrate. Final sensors were 3D-printed using 90 degrees layer-
ing and a raft support was added with an offset of 2 mm.
Printing speeds were all set to 40 mm s−1 except the first layer
speed (15 mm s−1), the X/Y axis movement speed (35 mm s−1),
and the Z axis movement speed (15 mm s−1). A wipe wall was
used (3 mm offset, 30 degrees angle, and 50 mm s−1). The con-
nector used to take measurements from the sensor consists of
3 parts: bottom, top, and connecting pin, which were 3D-
printed using red PLA, except for the connecting pin, that was
3D-printed in white PLA. A gold-plated 3-pin spring-loaded
connector was introduced in the top part and soldered to 3
cables to enable electrical contact to each of the 3D-printed
electrodes. A spring was used between the top and bottom con-
nector components to apply consistent pressure to the connec-
tor and ensure mechanical stability and good electrical con-
nection. A total of 6 connectors and 6 electrodes were 3D-
printed. Design details are shown in Fig. S1 and S2 (ESI†).

2.3. Potentiostat and electrochemical measurements

All the electrochemical measurements were performed on a
PalmSens PS4 potentiostat (PalmSens, Houten, Netherlands).
Cyclic voltammograms (CV) were performed between −1.5 V
and 0 V for hexaammineruthenium(III) chloride, −0.6 V and
0.6 V for potassium ferricyanide, −0.4 V and 1.3 V for dopa-
mine, and −1 V and 1 V for the glucose enzyme-based sensor
at scan rates of 10 mV s−1, 25 mV s−1, 50 mV s−1 and 100 mV
s−1. Differential pulse voltammograms (DPV) were performed
across the same range of potentials used for the CVs and at a
scan rate of 50 mV s−1. Chronoamperometry (CA) measure-
ments were performed for dopamine and glucose (N = 4) for
200 s and acquiring data every 0.1 s. The DC potential for CA
measurements was adjusted for each repeat by using a voltage
above the oxidation peak potential to ensure that maximum
oxidation was obtained (see Table SI, ESI†).

2.4. Electrode surface cleaning

All 3D-printed electrodes were treated with an oxygen plasma
cleaning and surface activation protocol prior to use. This was
performed by placing them in an O2 plasma cleaner (Zepto
Diener, Diener Electronic GmbH, Ebhausen, Germany) and
running a standard cleaning protocol with chamber pressure
of 0.3 mbar, an O2 flow rate of 0.25 Nl h−1, a power setting of
65% (130 W), and a process time of 1 minute. Following this,
an additional electrochemical cleaning process was performed
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by cycling in 1M sulfuric acid (H2SO4). 10 CV cycles (between
−1.5 V and 1 V at 300 mV s−1) and then gently rinsed with de-
ionized water. Details shown in Fig. S3 in the ESI.†

2.5. Glucose testing

Mediated enzyme-based biosensor designs were tested to
detect and measure glucose. Mediated sensors used a 1 mM
hexaammineruthenium(III) chloride as the mediator, which
was added to the sample solution before placing it on the
sensor. A simple functionalization protocol was used to create
the enzyme-based sensor through enzyme entrapment of GOx
from Aspergillus niger in a crosslinked gelatin hydrogel on the
electrode surface. Briefly, 20 μL of 2.5% v/w gelatin, dissolved
and mixed at 40 °C in 1×PBS, were pipetted onto the 3D-
printed electrodes and allowed to partially dry under normal
atmospheric conditions and at room temperature for
30 minutes. On top of the gelatin layer, 2 μL of 10 U μL−1 GOx
enzyme, resuspended in 1×PBS, was pipetted and allowed to
partially dry as before. Finally, the third layer of 2 μL of 1%
GTA, diluted in 1×PBS from 4% borate buffer stock solution,
was pipetted over the enzyme layer. The three layers were left
to crosslink for 24 hours prior to use. The electrodes were then
gently cleaned with 1×PBS to rinse off any free enzyme and
GTA. The electrodes were stored at 4 °C before use.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Influence of 3D-printing parameters

Fig. 1 shows the influence of layer orientation (Fig. 1A), total
electrode thickness (Fig. 1B), and layer thickness (Fig. 1C) in
the electrochemical performance of the biosensor using
100 µL of 1 mM potassium ferricyanide in 100 mM KCl. The
data is detailed in Table 1. We observed that horizontal layer
orientation provides better electrochemical outcomes than ver-
tical and diagonal layering by producing higher current peaks,
and providing a better defined reduction peak. We also
observed that the total thickness of the electrode has a major
impact on the electrochemical performance of the sensor, and
we hypothesize that there is more electrochemically active

material able to interact with the redox couples. Lastly, we
measured lower currents at lower layer thickness (using a
300 µm electrode thickness), but better defined peaks, simi-
larly to Abdalla’s et al. work.11

3.2. Initial electrochemical characterization

Fig. 2 shows the schematics and a picture of the fully integrated
3D-printed platform, including both the connector and the elec-
trode. The complete sensor consists of three electrodes; a refer-
ence electrode (1 mm2 area, 300 µm thickness), a counter elec-
trode (17 mm2, 300 µm thickness), and a working electrode
(22.2 mm2 area, 300 µm thickness), all made of CB PLA and 3D-
printed simultaneously. Each sensor was tested for electrical
shorts between the electrodes following printing and prior to
running any experiments. These 3D-printing settings were chosen
after careful examination of how layer orientation and layer thick-
ness influence the electrochemical performance of the biosensor.

The electrochemical performance of the 3D-printed electro-
des was first tested in a range of concentrations of both hex-
aammineruthenium(III) chloride and potassium ferricyanide in
100 mM KCl supporting electrolyte. Measurements for each
analyte were repeated over four different electrodes to examine
process viability. CV and DPV were used to determine: (i) the
peak currents of both the oxidation and reduction peaks at

Fig. 1 (A) Comparison of cyclic voltametric responses of horizontal (90°), diagonal (45°), and vertical (0°) layer orientation of the 3D-printed elec-
trode. (B) Comparison of cyclic voltammogram responses of electrodes of 100 µm and 300 µm total thickness. (C) Comparison of 300 µm-thick
electrodes printed at 50 µm and 100 µm layer thicknesses. All scans performed in 100 µL of 1 mM potassium ferricyanide in 100 mM KCl.

Table 1 Potential difference between reduction and oxidation peaks
and their corresponding peak currents for each 3D-printing parameter
studied to influence electrochemical response of the biosensor

ΔV (V) Ioxpk (μA) Iredpk (μA)

Influence of layer orientation

Horizontal 2.13 35.01 −47.61
Diagonal 2.38 38.67 −49.23
Vertical 1.53 45.50 −63.53

Influence of total electrode thickness

100 μm 2.62 22.31 −27.72
300 μm 2.65 41.96 −50.22

Influence of layer thickness in 300 µm-thick electrodes

50 μm 2.014 17.073 −22.18
100 μm 2.56 22.42 −27.48
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each given concentration, (ii) the potential difference between
peaks, (iii) the relationship between peak current and scan
rate, for both peaks, and (iv) the sensitivity of the sensor.

The results for CV and DPV measurements using either the
HexRu or FC redox mediators (0.1 mM in 100 mM KCl) are
shown in Fig. 3. Details of other mediator concentrations are
reported in the ESI.† The experimentally determined E1/2 for
HexRu was −0.72 V, and for FC was −0.21 V. Increasing the CV
scan rate over 10, 25, 50, and 100 mV s−1 increases both the
peak reduction and oxidation currents as well as the overall
capacitance (Fig. 3A and E). The measured reduction current
directly reflects the concentration of the oxidized form of the
mediator in the bulk solution. The observed oxidation current
was lower than the reduction current due to some diffusion of
the reduced form away from the electrode before the oxidation
potential was reached. Plots of peak current (ip) against the
square root of scan rate (υ1/2) are highly linear at slower scan
rates (Fig. 3B and F), indicating good reversibility and that the
redox species were freely diffusing and not adsorbed on the
electrode surface. However, an increase in peak separation
(ΔEp) with increasing scan rate was also observed (Fig. 2C and

G). The ΔEp is shown to increase more at higher concen-
trations which indicates slow electron transfer kinetics in the
working electrode, most likley resulting from the use of the
CB-PLA pseudo reference electrode rather than using a more
effective reference electrode such as the standard aqueous Ag/
AgCl liquid junction electrode, which could restrict current
flow.

The differences in behavior observed between HexRu and
FC are likely to be due to the less surface sensitive outer-
sphere electron transfer process of HexRu as opposed to the
inner-sphere electron transfer process of FC that has been
shown to be highly surface sensitive. Furthermore, this differ-
ence hints that the electrode surface may need further analysis
and optimization to fully characterize parameters such as the
charge, hydrophobicity, and exposed functional groups. The
morphological irregularities, shown in the ESI,† are attributed
to two main factors: (i) the 3D-printing process itself, which
includes the uncontrolled melting and re-solidification of a
thermoplastic-based material, leading to nonuniform filler dis-
tribution and directly affecting conductivity paths, and (ii) the
anisotropic plasma cleaning process that etches certain

Fig. 2 (A) Top view of the individual components of the integrated, multi-material 3D-printed sensor. These include the base, the reference,
counter and working electrodes, and the insulating cover, including the integrated well. The complete assembly of the sensor is shown on the right.
(B) Top and side views of the 3D-printed connector used to connect the sensor. These include the bottom part with a recessed slot for the sensor
base, the top part that holds the spring-loaded electrical connector pins, and a cylindrical joint pin to allow the top to rotate over several degrees
for insertion and removal of sensors. A compression spring is used to apply even and consistent pressure to the spring-loaded pins and ensure
mechanically rigid clamping of the sensor. The rectangular hole visible on the right of the top partis the location of the spring-loaded connector
pins. These are soldered to three individual solid core wires to connect to each electrode’s contact pad directly. An example of the complete assem-
bly of the connector is shown on the right. (C) Top and side view of the fully integrated 3D-printed connector and sensor. The minimum volume of
a sample required to cover all three electrodes, working, reference, and counter, is 70 μL in this assembly. The detailed dimensions are shown in the
ESI.† (D) A complete 3D-printed connector and sensor, including compression spring, spring-loaded contact pins, and wires. Insert shows the top
view of the 3D-printed electrode, scale bar: 10 mm.
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materials and edge features over others. Fig. 3D and 2H show
the DPV measurement data for each redox mediator over a
range of concentrations in 100 mM KCl, and the inset shows
the linear relationship between the peak current and concen-
tration. The slope of the linear fit to this data was used to cal-
culate a sensitivity of (4.92 ± 0.32) × 102 nA mM−1 and a sensi-
tivity of (3.71 ± 0.46) × 101 nA mM−1 (±s.e.) at −0.525 V and
0.326 V, respectively.

The success of this initial testing using low sample volumes
led us to test the performance of the 3D-printed sensors for
the detection of dopamine and glucose.

3.3. Dopamine detection

CV measurements of 0.25 mM dopamine in 1×PBS at increas-
ing scan rates are shown in Fig. 4A. Details on higher dopa-
mine concentrations are shown in the ESI.† An oxidation
current is visible at each scan rate however at lower scan rates
this is a steady state current (iss) and at higher scan rates this
becomes a peak current (ipk) indicating that the electrode is
behaving as a microelectrode or an array of microelectrodes.
This can be explained by the fact that the electrode surface is a
carbon composite with areas of conductive carbon black inter-
spersed between the PLA binder. At faster scan rates a
reduction peak is also visible as there is a partial reduction of
the oxidized dopamine-o-quinone form back to dopamine.
This reduction does not typically occur at slow scan rates on
carbon electrodes due to slow electron transfer kinetics com-
bined with the further reactions of the quinone form that are
irreversible such as the formation of polydopamine. The E1/2

potential determined from the CV measurements was 0.35
V. The ip versus υ1/2 is again linear with scan rate and passes
near zero at the origin as shown in Fig. 4B. We note that these
trends may slightly deviate from linearity, and it could be
appropriate to use a different type of fit. In dopamine (Fig. 4B)
this is explained because the back reduction is not straight-
forward; the reaction is complex and can include the for-
mation of dimers and trimers on the surface, which is not a
truly diffusion-controlled process. The measured ΔEp showed
a similar relationship with scan rate and concentration as that
previously found with the redox mediators and the same con-
clusions can be reached with regards to sluggish electron
transfer rates from the printed working electrode resulting in
greater than predicted peak separations (Fig. 4C). DPV
measurements are shown in Fig. 4D and the inset shows the
peak current versus concentration at a potential of 0.451 V. The
slope of the linear fit to this data was used to calculate a sensi-
tivity of (6.05 ± 0.55) × 102 nA mM−1.

Chronoamperometric measurements at dopamine concen-
trations of 0.05 mM, 0.143 mM, 0.25 mM, 0.5 mM, and 1 mM
in 1×PBS over 200 s are shown int Fig. 5. Measurements of the
background current in 1×PBS are included to establish a base-
line and clearly see whether dopamine was being measured or
not. Fig. 5B and C show the measured currents at 60 and 200
seconds, respectively. The calculated sensitivity for chronoam-
perometric measurements at 60 s was (1.16 ± 0.10) × 101 µA
mM−1, and for 200 s was (1.170 ± 0.063) × 101 µA mM−1. While
good linear fitting is obtained for Fig. 5B (R2 = 0.9699), there is
an iR drop in the system. Since the current increases to quite

Fig. 3 (A) and (E) CV measurements of HexRu and FC, respectively, in 100 mM KCl at increasing scanning rates of 10, 25, 50, and 100 mV s−1. (B)
and (F) Oxidation and reduction peak currents against the square root of the scan rate for each mediator. Error bares represent ±s.d. (n = 4). (C) and
(G) Potential difference (ΔEp) between oxidation and reduction peaks as a function of both scan rate and concentration for each mediator. Error bars
represent ±s.d. (n = 4). (D) and (H) DPV measurements of increasing concentrations for each mediator. Insert plots show DPV peak current as a func-
tion of concentration (0.1 mM to 2 mM) and the slope of the linear fit to this data was used to calculate sensitivities for HexRu of (5.33 ± 0.94) × 102
nA mM−1 and for FC of (2.91 ± 0.31) × 101 nA mM−1 (±s.e.).

Paper Analyst

4602 | Analyst, 2022, 147, 4598–4606 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2022

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

6 
Se

pt
em

be
r 

20
22

. D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

on
 5

/4
/2

02
6 

4:
52

:4
8 

A
M

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n 

3.
0 

U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2an00862a


high levels at higher dopamine concentrations, some loss of
linearity could a consequence of this iR drop. This data reveals
that it is possible to use the 3D-printed electrodes to detect
different dopamine levels in just one minute reliably. Making
extended measurements up to 200s provided even more con-
sistent and stable data, but little current changes between 60
and 200 seconds indicate that a stable amperometric response
can be obtained from the sensor.

3.4. Enzymatic glucose biosensing

Characterization of the mediated glucose oxidase enzyme bio-
sensor is shown in Fig. 6. The introduction of a gelatin-based
modification on the surface of the 3D-printed electrode still
allowed current to be detected through the deposit, demon-
strating enhanced applicability of 3D-printed sensors.

CV measurements of the mediated glucose biosensors
(Fig. 6A) showed increased peak current response as the
HexRu mediator enhances electron transfer through redox
cycling between the enzyme and electrode. Current from the
presence of any H2O2 produced by the enzyme is negligible.
The HexRu reduction peak was largely stable as this is directly
related to the concentration of the oxidized(III) form of the
mediator in the bulk solution. The oxidation peak varied with

glucose concentration as the enzyme reduced the mediator to
the(II) form when it converts its substrate β-D-glucose to the
product D-glucono-δ-lactone and this was then oxidized at the
electrode on the forward scan. The oxidation peak potential
again shifted to higher potentials with increased concen-
trations. Fig. 6B shows the linear relationship between peak
oxidation current and concentration with a sensitivity of
277.33 nA mM−1. DPV peak currents increased with concen-
tration however the response was non-linear (Fig. 6C). This
could be due to saturation of the maximum turnover of the
enzyme at high concentrations or through other restrictions
such as charge hinderance near the electrode.

Following this, the chronoamperometric response of and
the mediated glucose oxidase enzyme biosensor model was
investigated (Fig. 7C).

CA measurements of the mediated biosensor were taken at
a potential of 0.8 V for 200 s. The stable current increased with
concentration. The plot of the extracted stable current against
concentration at 60s is given in Fig. 7B and at 200 s in Fig. 7C.
The baseline and background current measured in 1×PBS is
shown as a red dashed line. The data fits a Michaelis–Menten
model, with Vmax values of 34.30 and 36.50 mM at 60 and 200
seconds, respectively, indicating that the sensor is able to

Fig. 4 (A) CV measurements of dopamine in 1×PBS at increasing scanning rates of 10, 25, 50, and 100 mV s−1. (B) Oxidation and reduction peak cur-
rents of 0.25 mM dopamine in 1×PBS. Error bars represent ±s.d. (n = 4). (C) Voltage difference between oxidation and reduction peaks as a function
of both scan rate and concentration. Error bars represent ±s.d. (n = 4). (D) DPV measurements of increasing concentrations of dopamine in 1×PBS.
Insert plot shows DPV peak current as a function of concentration (0.05 mM to 1 mM) and the slope of the linear fit to this data was used to calculate
a sensitivity of (6.05 ± 0.55)·102 nA mM−1.

Fig. 5 (A) Amperometry data obtained for 1 mM, 0.5 mM, 0.25 mM, 0.143 mM, and 0.05 mM dopamine in 1×PBS, with measurements running for
200 s. Shaded areas represent ±s.d. (n = 4). Current measurements as a function of dopamine concentration at (B) 60 s and (C) 200 s. The calculated
sensitivity for measurements at 60 s was (1.16 ± 0.10) × 101 µA mM−1 and for 200 s was (1.170 ± 0.063) × 101 µA mM−1. Error bars represent ±s.d. (n
= 4). The baseline current measured for 1×PBS is shown for comparison (red dashed line).
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detect current changes arising from enzymatic-based kin-
ematic processes.

A summary of the electrode sensitivities measured in this
work is given in Table 2.

Amperometric measurements of and the mediated glucose
oxidase based enzymatic biosensor measured glucose success-
fully. There was not a large difference observed between
current measurements made at 60 seconds or 200 seconds
(from 1.59 ± 0.21 µA mM−1 at 60 seconds to 1.2781 ± 0.0026)
leading to reliable measurement times of just one minute,
analogous to the dopamine results and indicating that the
sensor provides stable amperometric readings.

4. Conclusions

We have demonstrated how to produce a fully integrated 3D-
printing platform, including connector and electrode, to
perform electrochemical measurements. Small, portable elec-
trodes can be rapidly produced and used, providing reliable
readings, with as little as 100 μL samples. Further from con-
ventional electrode characterisation using both inner- and
outer-sphere electron transfer examples, we have successfully
demonstrated that our sensor (production in only
39 minutes), provides reliable measurements of dopamine
levels and physiologically relevant concentrations of glucose in

Fig. 6 (A) CVs of increasing glucose concentrations in 1×PBS in second-generation glucose oxidase biosensor. (B) Oxidation and reduction peak
current analysis as a function of glucose concentration in second-generation glucose oxidase biosensor, respectively. Error bars represent ±s.d. (n =
4). (C) DPVs at increasing glucose concentrations for second-generation glucose oxidase biosensors. Insert plots show DPV peak current as a func-
tion of glucose concentration to determine electrode sensitivity. Second-generation biosensors used 1 mM HexRu as the mediator. The sensitivity
calculated for and the second-generation glucose oxidase biosensor was 277.33 nA mM−1, respectively.

Fig. 7 (A) Chronoamperometry data at increasing glucose concentrations in 1×PBS for the second-generation glucose oxidase biosensor with
measurements running for 200 seconds. Shaded areas represent ±s.d. (n = 4). (B) Current measurements after 60 seconds for and the second-gene-
ration glucose oxidase biosensor. (C) Current measurements after 200 seconds for and the second-generation glucose oxidase biosensor. Error bars
represent ±s.d. (n = 4). A baseline current measured in 1×PBS is shown for comparison (red dashed line).

Table 2 Table of sensitivities of the 3D-printed electrodes. Standard error values are obtained from mathematical fitting using OriginPro

Chemical Sensitivity (µA mM−1) S.E. (µA mM−1) Current density (nA mM−1 cm−2)

Hexaammineruthenium(III) chloride in 100 mM KCl 0.533 0.094 2.40
Potassium ferricyanide in 100 mM KCl 0.0291 0.0031 0.13
Dopamine in 1×PBS 0.679 0.046 3.06
Glucose in 1×PBS (mediated) 0.28 4.91 × 10−5 1.26
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just one minute. While there are a few parameters to optimise,
namely electrode surface uniformity, integration of a non-
carbon reference electrode, minimising Ohmic losses, and
reduction of sample volume, we are confident that this new,
integrated approach to developing electrochemical sensors will
have an impact on future electroanalytical research.
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