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An unexpected discovery of 1,4-benzoquinone as
a lipophilic mediator for toxicity detection in
water†
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Since most toxicological risk assessments are based on individual single-species tests, there is uncertainty

in extrapolating these results to ecosystem assessments. Herein, we successfully developed a mediated

microbial electrochemical biosensor with mixed microorganisms for toxicity detection by microelectrode

array (MEA). In order to fully mobilize all the mixed microorganisms to participate in electron transfer to

amplify the current signal, 1,4-benzoquinone (BQ) was used as the lipophilic mediator to mediate the

intracellular metabolic activities. Hydrophilic K3[Fe(CN)6] was employed as an extracellular electron accep-

tor to transport electrons from hydroquinone (HQ) to the working electrode. Under the optimal con-

ditions of 50 mM phosphate buffer solution (PBS), 0.4 mM BQ, 10 mM K3[Fe(CN)6] and OD600 = 0.5 bac-

teria concentration, the half-maximal inhibitory concentration (IC50) values measured with the compo-

site-mediated respiration (CM-RES) of BQ–K3[Fe(CN)6] for Cu2+, Cd2+ and Zn2+ were 5.95, 7.12 and

8.86 mg L−1, respectively. IC50 values obtained with the single mediator K3[Fe(CN)6] were 2.34, 5.88 and

2.42 mg L−1 for the same samples. The results indicate that the biosensor with the single mediator K3[Fe

(CN)6] had higher sensitivity to heavy metal ions than the biosensor with composite mediators. After ver-

ification, we found that the addition of BQ cannot amplify the current. The IC50 value of 0.89 mg L−1 for

BQ was obtained using K3[Fe(CN)6] as the single mediator. This suggests that BQ is highly toxic, which

explained why the sensitivity of the biosensor with the combined mediator BQ–K3[Fe(CN)6] was lower

than that of the biosensor with the single mediator K3[Fe(CN)6]. At the same time, this also implies that

toxicity itself cannot be ignored when it is used as an electronic mediator in a mediated microbial electro-

chemical biosensor.

Introduction

Numerous biological methods for detecting wastewater con-
taining heavy metal ions have been proposed to study toxicity
and evaluate the risk of environmental pollution by monitor-
ing the physiological response of living organisms such as
daphnia,1 algae,2 mice,3 fish4 and bacteria.5,6 However, in
addition to ethical concerns, the methods for monitoring pol-
lutants using higher organisms also suffer from technical

limitations such as low sensitivity, time-consuming and com-
plicated detection procedures, the need for well-trained per-
sonnel and the inability to provide real-time alerts in the event
of accidents affecting the ecosystem. In contrast, toxicity assays
using bacteria and other microorganisms are regarded as
desirable both in ethical terms and for their simplicity, short
life cycle, rapidity, low cost and flexibility. The sensing mecha-
nisms of these methods normally rely on monitoring certain
physiological changes of microbes under the stimulus of
environmental pollutants. Based on the changes in the respir-
atory chain activity,7 optical properties8 or morphologies of
microorganisms9 induced by toxicants, numerous toxicity bio-
assays have been designed and developed.10–12 Optical toxicity
bioassays based on luminous bacteria, such as Photobacterium
phosphoreum, Vibrio fischeri, and Vibrio qinghaiensis sp.-Q67,
have been successfully used to assay the toxicity of a large
number of chemicals.13–16 However, these bioassays are not
suitable for the measurement of turbid solutions because of
the low level of light intensity.17
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Many efforts have been made to develop an alternative
method for toxicity assessment.6,12 Electrochemical biosensors
based on whole-cell assay have been proposed as rapid and
reliable methods. Moreover, in addition to these advantages,
electrochemical biosensors possess the merits of easy oper-
ation, low cost and insensitivity to turbid and colored
samples.18,19 Thus, the fabrication of electrochemical bio-
sensors with high sensitivity and stability has become a
research hotspot in recent years. Most commonly, the respirat-
ory chain activity is used to reflect the toxicity. Among these
methods, cell sensing assays have been developed that can
respond to toxicants using Pseudomonas putida immobilized
on screen-printed electrodes. However, the time spent on pre-
treatment and immobilization is unacceptably long.20 The
main drawback of this kind of microbial electrochemical bio-
sensor is the slow electron transfer between the microbial cell
wall and the electrode surface. Therefore, it has become a
development trend by using suspended microorganisms with
advantages of uniform dispersion and high sensitivity as test
microorganisms to construct toxicity biosensors.21–23

To accelerate the electron transfer, many efforts have been
devoted to overcome the kinetic barriers. Microarray electrodes
used in this study have been proved to have the advantages of
fast mass transfer of microelectrodes and large current of
millimeter electrodes.24–26 Several artificial electron mediators
have been widely used to shuttle the electrons by replacing dis-
solved oxygen as the electron acceptor during the microbial
respiratory chain activity between the microbe and the elec-
trode. Some mediators, such as ferrocene, ferricyanide, and
quinones have been widely used in enzymatic27 or microbial
biosensors.28,29 The mediators that were commonly used can
be classified into two categories, i.e., hydrophilic mediators
(such as potassium ferricyanide (K3[Fe(CN)6]) and lipophilic
mediators (such as 1,4-benzoquinone (BQ), menadione and
neutral red). BQ is also known as p-benzoquinone (p-BQ) and
is widely used in industrial organic synthesis processes. In pre-
vious works, as neutral mediators, BQ was often used as a
mediator in the enzymatic reaction. Yusuke Ayato et al.
reported that BQ is one of the promising mediators for the
biofuel cell (BFC) anode with glucose oxidase (GOx).30 Jiahui
Sun et al. reported a colorimetric- and electrochemical-based
bioassay for specific, sensitive, and economical detection of
E. coli, in which BQ was used to monitor the bacterial concen-
tration and specifically distinguish E. coli from four other
common clinical bacteria.31 BQ was linked to a number of
adverse effects observed both in vivo and in vitro, such as sister
chromatid exchange (SCE) and micronuclei (MN) formation in
V79 cells.32 F. Yang et al. suggest that exposure to low concen-
trations of p-BQ induced a concentration-dependent cellular
toxicity, and excess production of ROS might be a possible
mechanism underlying the DNA damage attributed to the
p-BQ-mediated cellular toxicity.33 Although BQ is known to be
involved in toxicity, but its own toxicity and its effect on the
test results as a mediator have not been fully elucidated. BQ
has been widely used as a single mediator to construct a
microbial toxicity biosensor due to its excellent electro-

chemical reversibility and 2 electron transfer. Dengbin Yu
et al. reported an improved mediated microbial toxicity bioas-
say using 0.625 mM BQ as the articial electron mediator and
OD600 = 9.6 E. coli as the test organism, at which the largest
inhibition ratio was obtained.25 Jiuming Li et al. reported that
a simple BQ mediated biosensor was fabricated by immobiliz-
ing E. coli on a glassy carbon electrode with gelatin solutions.
The neutrality and lipophilicity rendered BQ with better
efficiency than K3[Fe(CN)6] in the mediated microbial
system.34 Xuejiang Wang et al. developed a BQ-mediated
amperometric microbial biosensor “ToxTell” for real-time
monitoring of the inhibition effect of the metabolism by toxi-
cants with microbial immobilization, which adopted
Psychrobacter sp. as the biocomponent and p-benzoquinone as
the mediator.35 In the above studies, single bacteria including
E. coli or Psychrobacter sp. were used as test organisms, there-
fore, errors would be inevitable using these bacteria with selec-
tive recognition characteristics to detect the actual wastewater.

The construction of in situ and rapid microbial toxicity
detection biosensors is of great practical significance for early
warning of water quality safety. It is more scientific to prepare
a electrochemical biosensor for toxicity detection by using
in situ culture of a broad spectrum of mixed bacteria as test
organisms. In this work, we adopted two strategies to achieve
rapid and sensitive detection of water toxicity containing rapid
detection. One was to use an as-prepared MEA as the working
electrode to realize rapid detection; and the other is BQ com-
pounded with K3[Fe(CN)6] as the artificial electron mediator to
amplify the current signal. The feasibility of toxicity detection
was demonstrated with Cu2+ as the reference toxicant, which
has been widely researched.36–38 Three heavy metal ions Cu2+,
Cd2+ and Zn2+ were measured using the biosensor with compo-
site-mediated respiration (CM-RES) of BQ–K3[Fe(CN)6] and the
single mediator K3[Fe(CN)6] under the optimal conditions. The
currents were directly converted into inhibitory percentages
through simple signal treatment. Finally, the half-maximal
inhibitory concentration (IC50) was obtained from the inhi-
bition curve. This study afforded a practical method for toxicity
detection of wastewater.

Experimental details
Chemicals and materials

Peptone was purchased from Beijing Aoboxing Bio-tech Co.,
Ltd. Yeast extract was provided by Oxoid Co. Ltd, UK. Glycerol
was obtained from Beijing Dingguo Changsheng
Biotechnology Co., Ltd. CuSO4·5H2O, CdCl2·2.5H2O, ZnCl2,
K3[Fe(CN)6], KCl, NaCl, KH2PO4, Na2HPO4, and NaOH were
bought from the Beijing Chemical Plant. LB broth (10 g
peptone, 10 g NaCl and 5 g yeast extract per liter) and phos-
phate buffer solution (PBS, 0.12 M Na2HPO4 and 0.08 M
KH2PO4) were prepared with deionized water and sterilized at
121 °C for 15 min. The toxicant solutions (Cu2+, Cd2+ and
Zn2+) and PBS with desired concentration were prepared by
diluting high-concentration stock solutions (1000 mg L−1 toxi-
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cant solutions, 200 mM PBS). The toxicant solutions were
replaced by deionized water in the control solution. If not
stated specifically, all chemicals were of analytical grade and
used as received without further purification. All solutions
were prepared with deionized water (>18.0 MΩ cm−1) using a
Milli-Q Plus system (Millipore) throughout the experiments.

Instrumentation

The optical density (OD600) of mixed microorganism suspen-
sion was measured using a Cary 500 UV-vis-NIR spectrometer
(Varian) at 600 nm. All electrochemical experiments were per-
formed using an electrochemical workstation (CHI 832B,
Shanghai Chen Hua Instrument Co., Ltd).

Microorganism cultivation

Microbial strains were obtained from the South Lake as the
parent strains. A 500 mL triangle flask containing 330 mL of
autoclaved LB broth medium was inoculated with the
microbial strains at 37 °C for 15 h on a rotary shaker at 220
rpm to allow the cells grow into a stationary phase. The micro-
organism cells were harvested by centrifugation (Eppendorf,
Centrifuge 5804 R, Eppendorf Co. Ltd) at 6000 rpm for 5 min
at room temperature, and then washed twice with PBS and
resuspended in PBS. The final concentration of mixed microor-
ganism cell suspension was adjusted to the desired optical
density at 600 nm. The bacterial suspension was stored at 4 °C
until required and used for further experiments on the day of
harvesting.

Fabrication of the biosensor

A total volume of 1 mL of incubation suspension was prepared
for each test. The standard incubation suspension comprises:
0.5 mL of cell suspension with the desired concentration,
0.4 mL of mediator solution in optimized concentration,
0.1 mL of toxicant solutions or deionized water. The above sus-
pensions were thoroughly mixed and incubated at 37 °C for
1 h. The incubated cell suspensions were centrifuged at 10 000
rpm for 10 min at room temperature. After following the above
procedure, the biosensor was fabricated by dipping a three
electrode system composed of a Pt plate as an auxiliary elec-
trode, an Ag/AgCl electrode (saturated KCl, CHI 111, Shanghai
Chen Hua Instrument Co., Ltd) as the reference electrode, and
an as-prepared Pt MEA (50.0 μm diameter Pt wire, 32 pieces)
as the working electrode into the supernatants for electro-
chemical detection.

Toxicity assessment

Cyclic voltammetry (CV) and chronoamperometry were per-
formed using an electrochemical workstation with a three-elec-
trode system. All measurements were carried out at room
temperature. Chronoamperometry was applied to monitor the
changes of anodic current of the cultured supernatants, which
were collected by centrifugation before electrochemical assay
in the toxicity detection procedure. The potential was set as
0.45 V vs. the Ag/AgCl reference electrode (saturated KCl), and
the data were shown as plots of current against time. Without

considering the endogenous respiration of microorganisms,
for each toxicant concentration, the anodic currents were con-
verted to equivalent inhibitory percentage values according to
eqn (1).

Inhibition % ¼ 100� ðicon � itoxÞ=icon ð1Þ
where itox and icon are the steady oxidation currents of K4[Fe
(CN)6] reduced in the presence and absence of toxicants,
respectively.

Results and discussion
Principle of toxicity assay

The basic principle of the present toxicity detection is based
on the changes in the respiratory chain activity of microorgan-
isms induced by toxicants. A schematic illustration of toxicity
assessment of water is shown in Fig. 1. Microbial respiratory
and metabolic activity can produce a large number of elec-
trons. As clearly shown in Fig. 1a, a large amount of mediators
were reduced from the oxidized form in the control sample
(i.e., without a toxicant). Then, the reduced mediators were re-
oxidized on the surface of the MEA, and a large oxidation
current was detected. Meanwhile, as shown in Fig. 1b, when a
toxicant was added to the sample, the respiration activity of
the microorganisms was inhibited, so that the number of gen-
erated electrons decreased, and the amount of reduced
mediators obtained by reducing the oxidized mediators also
decreased. Therefore, the oxidation current also decreased,
and the inhibition ratio of toxicity was calculated through the
difference in the oxidizing currents of the reduced mediators
between the damaged microorganisms (toxicant sample) and
non-damaged microorganisms (control sample). In general,
the current decreased with greater toxicity and/or greater con-
centration of toxicants added.

To demonstrate the feasibility of toxicity detection with the
biosensor, the anodic changes in the BQ–K3[Fe(CN)6]-mediated

Fig. 1 Schematic illustration of toxicity detection of water.
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respiratory activity of bacteria were measured, as shown in
Fig. S1.†

Optimization of concentrations of PBS, BQ and K3[Fe(CN)6]

Fig. 2A shows the anodic currents of the mixtures containing
BQ, K3[Fe(CN)6] and mixed microorganisms after 1 h incu-
bation at different PBS concentrations. On this basis, the final
concentrations of BQ, K3[Fe(CN)6] and mixed microorganisms
were chosen to be 10 µM, 18 mM and OD600 = 3, respectively.
The incubation temperature was kept at 37 °C. From Fig. 2A, it
is clear that the anodic current significantly increased in the
range of 2.5–50 mM PBS. However, the current decreased sig-
nificantly in the range of 50–100 mM PBS. This clearly indi-
cates that the respiratory activity of the mixed microorganisms
is sensitive to variation of PBS concentration. Therefore, in the
following experiments, 50 mM was chosen as the optimal PBS
concentration, at which the largest anodic current was
obtained.

Fig. 2B shows the curves of anodic current versus time for
the mixture solutions containing 50 mM PBS, 20 mM K3[Fe
(CN)6] and mixed microorganisms of OD600 = 3 for 1 h incu-
bation at different BQ concentrations. As shown, the anodic
current increased almost linearly as the BQ concentration
increased in the range of 0.01–0.4 mM, then it reached a peak
and remained almost unchanged at higher concentrations.
Thus, the electron transfer efficiency was maximized at
0.4 mM BQ, and this concentration also caused minimal
damage to the mixed microorganisms. As a result, 0.4 mM BQ
was used as the optimal condition in the following
experiments.

It has been reported that a low concentration of K3[Fe(CN)6]
can stimulate cell growth, whereas a high concentration of
K3[Fe(CN)6] would injure cells.39 Therefore, the concentration
of K3[Fe(CN)6] was optimized similar to BQ concentration
optimization. The mixed microorganism suspension of OD600

= 3 was incubated with 0.4 mM BQ and 50 mM PBS at 37 °C
for 1 h, while the concentration of K3[Fe(CN)6] varied from 1 to
60 mM. The anodic currents of the resulting cell supernatants
were recorded by chronoamperometry. As shown in Fig. 2C,
the anodic current increased with the concentration of K3[Fe
(CN)6] in the range of 1.25–10 mM, and then it increased only
slightly with the concentration of K3[Fe(CN)6]. Thus, 10 mM

was chosen as the optimal concentration of K3[Fe(CN)6] for the
following experiments.

Optimization of cell concentration

The sensitivity of a biosensor is a crucial factor for toxicity
detection. The parameter of cell concentration was also opti-
mized to improve the detection sensitivity. The mixed microor-
ganism suspension containing 0.4 mM BQ and 10 mM K3[Fe
(CN)6] was incubated at 37 °C for 1 h, while the concentration
of mixed microorganisms (OD600) varied from 0.5 to 10.0, and
the anodic currents were recorded by chronoamperometry. As
shown in Fig. 3B, the anodic current increased proportionally
as the cell concentration increased. Cu2+ was selected as a
standard toxicant to evaluate the biosensor’s response to this
toxicant. From Fig. 3A, we can clearly see that when 5 mg L−1

Cu2+ was added into the detection system, the inhibition ratio
of the biosensor deteriorated as the concentration of cells
increased. Thus, we can draw the conclusion that the sensi-
tivity of the biosensor deteriorated with the increase in the
concentration of mixed microorganisms. Therefore, OD600 =
0.5 was chosen as the optimal concentration in the following
experiment.

Application for toxicity assessment of heavy metal ions

For the toxicity tests, the current–time curve was recorded to
quantitatively measure the amount of the reduced mediator.
The working potential of 450 mV is amply sufficient to reoxi-
dize K4[Fe(CN)6] produced by the reduction of K3[Fe(CN)6]
during cell respiration. To assess the feasibility and sensitivity
of the as-prepared biosensor for the toxicity assessment of
wastewater, the toxicities of three heavy metal ions (Cu2+, Cd2+

and Zn2+) were detected with both the single- and combined-
mediator biosensors under the optimized conditions. The
inhibition ratio of the toxicants at the designed concentration
was calculated according to eqn (1). The plots of inhibition
ratio against concentration were drawn and are shown in
Fig. 4. The IC50 values deduced from these inhibition curves
reflect the toxicity level of the heavy metal ions. Fig. 4A, B, C
show the inhibition ratios obtained with the combined-
mediator biosensor at different concentrations of heavy metal

Fig. 2 Optimization of (A) PBS concentration at 10 µM BQ and 18 mM
K3[Fe(CN)6]; (B) BQ concentration at 50 mM PBS and 20 mM K3[Fe
(CN)6]; and (C) K3[Fe(CN)6] concentration at 50 mM PBS and 0.4 mM BQ
according to the anodic current intensity with the mixed microorganism
suspension (OD600 = 3). The mean and standard deviation of all samples
measured are in triplicate.

Fig. 3 Optimization of cell concentration at 0.4 mM BQ and 10 mM
K3[Fe(CN)6], (A) curve of inhibition ratio of different concentrations of
mixed microorganisms in the presence of 5 mg L−1 Cu2+; (B) optimiz-
ation of concentration of mixed microorganisms according to the
current intensity. The mean and standard deviation of all concentrations
are from three replicated experiments.
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ions, and the IC50 values of Cu2+, Cd2+ and Zn2+ were 5.95 mg
L−1, 7.12 mg L−1 and 8.86 mg L−1, respectively. Fig. 4D, E, F
show the inhibition ratios obtained with the single-mediator
biosensor for the same samples, and the IC50 values of Cu2+,
Cd2+ and Zn2+ are 2.34 mg L−1, 5.88 mg L−1 and 2.42 mg L−1,
respectively. The results demonstrated the promise of this
bioassay in determination of the toxicities of heavy metal ions.
Table S1† shows that the IC50 values of Cu2+, Cd2+ and Zn2+

obtained by the proposed method were compared with those of
the mediated electrochemical microbial biosensors reported in
the literature. As can be seen from Table S1,† there are mainly
two categories of test bacteria to prepare microbial electro-
chemical biosensors for toxicity detection. One is suspended
bacteria, here, hydrophilic K3[Fe(CN)6] is selected as the
mediator to construct the biosensor for detection of water tox-
icity. The other type is fixed bacteria film, and BQ is generally
selected as the mediator. The sensitivity of the biosensor with
fixed bacteria is generally lower than that of the biosensor with
suspended bacteria, which may be caused by the obstruction of
mass transfer of fixed bacteria film. Single bacteria, E. coli in
particular, have been widely used. Mixed bacteria have also
been concerned and studied in recent years. However, the
mixed bacteria mainly are active sludge with complex compo-
sition and artificially mixed bacteria with limited number. In
this study, the mixed bacteria in situ cultured used as test
would be more representative. The above results imply that the
proposed biosensor with mixed microorganisms is a reliable
tool for biotoxicity detection in aquatic ecosystems. The bio-
sensor with a single mediator has higher sensitivity compared
to that with a combined mediator. The above results imply that
the proposed biosensor with mixed microorganisms is a
reliable tool for biotoxicity detection in aquatic ecosystems.
The biosensor with a single mediator has higher sensitivity
compared to the biosensor with a combined mediator.

Effect of BQ on the current

It is obvious from Fig. 5 that BQ was used as the single electron
mediator, and the anodic current of the sample remained very
small after culturing for 1 h. In contrast, the anodic current

markedly increased for 1 h cultivation when K3[Fe(CN)6] was
used as the single mediator. When the combined mediator of
BQ–K3[Fe(CN)6] was used with equal concentrations of BQ and
K3[Fe(CN)6], the anodic current after 1 h culture was larger
than that of single BQ, but smaller than that of the single
mediator K3[Fe(CN)6]. These experimental results may be attrib-
uted to the complex interaction between bacteria in the micro-
organism mixture, as well as the toxicity of BQ itself.

Toxicity assessment of BQ

The results can be clearly drawn as follows that neither detec-
tion current nor sensitivity could be improved when BQ was
added to the K3[Fe(CN)6] mediator. The reason may be related
to the toxicity of BQ itself. To confirm this speculation, we
used K3[Fe(CN)6] as the mediator to test the toxicity of BQ. As
shown in Fig. 6A, the IC50 value obtained, when BQ as the toxi-
cant, was 0.89 mg L−1. It can also be seen from Fig. 6B that the
detection current gradually decreased with BQ concentration.
It is suggested that BQ is highly toxic, which confirmed our
above conjecture.

Conclusions

In this study, a mediated cell-based electrochemical biosensor
was fabricated to investigate the single toxicity of heavy metal

Fig. 4 The inhibition curves of three heavy metal ions, Cu2+, Cd2+ and
Zn2+, with the combined-mediator sensor BQ–K3[Fe(CN)6] (A, B and C)
and the single-mediator sensor K3[Fe(CN)6] (D, E and F). Error bars rep-
resent three replicated measurements.

Fig. 5 i–t curves of samples with different mediators and incubation
times. OD600 = 3, BQ concentration = 10 µM, K3[Fe(CN)6] concentration
= 18 mM (a, b and c are samples with mediators of BQ, BQ–K3[Fe(CN)6]
and K3[Fe(CN)6]; a’, b’ and c’ are the corresponding samples after incu-
bation for 1 h).

Fig. 6 (A) The inhibition curve of BQ; (B) the current intensity according
to BQ concentration. 10 mM K3[Fe(CN)6] was used as a single mediator.
Data points represent the average of three replicates.
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ions by using as-prepared MEA as the working electrode and
mixed microorganisms as the signal receptor. To amplify the
current signal, combined BQ and K3[Fe(CN)6] were used as
mediators in the biosensor for measuring the toxicity of heavy
metal ions. The results showed that the proposed biosensors
based on mixed microorganisms are rapid and sensitive tools
for toxicity assays. However, the sensitivity of the biosensors
cannot be improved with combined BQ and K3[Fe(CN)6] to
replace the K3[Fe(CN)6] mediator. We found that the addition
of BQ could not improve the current intensity, and BQ itself
had high toxicity through experimental verification. These
experimental results explained the question of decreased sen-
sitivity. Therefore, the self-toxicity of BQ used cannot be
ignored in the detection of water toxicity. In conclusion, we
found excitingly that BQ, a commonly used electron mediator
for the electrochemical microbial biosensor, is toxic to bac-
terial cells and will inhibit the sensitivity of the biosensor,
which has guiding significance for the selection of a mediator.

Conflicts of interest

There are no conflicts to declare.

Acknowledgements

The work was supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (No. 21675151, 21705145 and 21721003),
the 135 Breading Project of Chinese Academy of Sciences
(Northeast Institute of Geography and Agroecology, No.
Y6H2081001), the Science and Technology Innovation Project
of the Functional Development of the Instrument and
Equipment of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (No.
E028021001), the National Key Research and Development
Program of China (No. 2016YFA0203203), and the Open
Research Fund of Key Laboratory of Analytical Chemistry for
Biology and Medicine (Wuhan University), Ministry of
Education (No. ACBM2019010).

References

1 M. Gao, Z. Zhang, M. Lv, W. Song and Y. Lv, Ecotoxicol.
Environ. Saf., 2018, 148, 261–268.

2 E. G. Fawaz, D. A. Salam and L. Kamareddine, Ecotoxicol.
Environ. Saf., 2018, 155, 59–65.

3 Y. H. Kim, B. Wyrzykowska-Ceradini, A. Touati,
Q. T. Krantz, J. A. Dye, W. P. Linak, B. Gullett and
M. I. Gilmour, Environ. Sci. Technol., 2015, 49, 11543–
11550.

4 M. Shahid, M. Takamiya, J. Stegmaier, V. Middel, M. Gradl,
N. Kluever, R. Mikut, T. Dickmeis, S. Scholz, S. Rastegar,
L. Yang and U. Straehle, Sci. Rep., 2016, 6, 23768.

5 L. Zhang, Q. Li, L. Chen, A. Zhang, J. He, Z. Wen and
L. Wu, Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf., 2015, 112, 137–143.

6 Y. Yang, Y. Z. Wang, Z. Fang, Y. Y. Yu and Y. C. Yong, Anal.
Bioanal. Chem., 2018, 410, 1231–1236.

7 D. Yu, Y.-C. Yong, C. Liu, Y. Fang, L. Bai and S. Dong,
Chemosphere, 2017, 184, 106–111.

8 R. Bhalla, R. Tehrani and B. Van Aken, Ecotoxicology, 2016,
25, 1438–1444.

9 M. T. K. Tsui and L. M. Chu, Chemosphere, 2003, 52, 1189–
1197.

10 J. C. Chang, P. B. Taylor and F. R. Leach, Bull. Environ.
Contam. Toxicol., 1981, 26, 150–156.

11 M. Kim, H. S. Park, G. J. Jin, W. H. Cho, D. K. Lee,
M. S. Hyun, C. H. Choi, H. J. Kim and Ieee, in 2006 Ieee
Sensors, 2006, vol. 1–3, pp. 1251–1252.

12 A. Tizzard, J. Webber, R. Gooneratne, R. John, J. Hay and
N. Pasco, Anal. Chim. Acta, 2004, 522, 197–205.

13 K. E. C. Smith, Y. Jeong and J. Kim, Chemosphere, 2015,
139, 174–180.

14 C. Y. Hsieh, M. H. Tsai, D. K. Ryan and O. C. Pancorbo, Sci.
Total Environ., 2004, 320, 37–50.

15 J. Zeng, F. Chen, M. Li, L. G. Wu, H. Zhang and X. M. Zou,
PLoS One, 2019, 14, e0226541.

16 Y. Q. Xu, S. S. Liu, F. Chen and Z. J. Wang, Sci. Total
Environ., 2020, 713, DOI: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.136656.

17 W. Liu, J.-G. Jiang, G.-Y. Shi, Y. He, Y. Liu and L.-T. Jin,
Chin. J. Chem., 2007, 25, 203–207.

18 J. Li, Y. Yu, J. Qian, Y. Wang, J. Zhang and J. Zhi, Analyst,
2014, 139, 2806–2812.

19 J. Qian, J.-M. Li, J.-F. Zhi and S.-D. Qin, Chin. J. Anal.
Chem., 2013, 41, 738–743.

20 H. Wang, X. J. Wang, J. F. Zhao and L. Chen, Chin. Chem.
Lett., 2008, 19, 211–214.

21 C. Liu, D. Yong, D. Yu and S. Dong, Talanta, 2011, 84, 766–
770.

22 N. Pasco, K. B. Baronian, C. Jeffries, J. Webber and J. Hay,
Biosens. Bioelectron., 2004, 20, 524–532.

23 Y. J. Yang, D. Y. Fang, Y. R. Liu, R. Z. Liu, X. S. Wang, Y. Yu
and J. F. Zhi, Biosens. Bioelectron., 2018, 108, 82–88.

24 D. B. Yu, C. Y. Liu, Y. F. Rao, J. F. Zhai, L. Liu and
S. J. Dong, Talanta, 2018, 188, 245–250.

25 D. Yu, J. Zhai, D. Yong and S. Dong, Analyst, 2013, 138,
3297–3302.

26 D. Yu, D. Yong and S. Dong, J. Environ. Sci., 2013, 25, 785–790.
27 A. S. N. Murthy and J. Sharma, Proc. – Indian Acad. Sci.,

Chem. Sci., 1997, 109, 295–301.
28 D. B. Yu, Z. Hui, B. Lu, Y. X. Fang, C. Y. Liu, Z. He, L. Ting,

H. Lei, Y. You, H. W. Yu and S. J. Dong, Sen. Actuators, B,
2020, 302, DOI: 10.1016/j.snb.2019.127177.

29 L. Liu, C. Y. Liu, H. Zhang, J. T. He, J. F. Zhai, D. B. Yu and
S. J. Dong, ACS Sens., 2020, 5, 258–264.

30 Y. Ayato, T. Suganuma, H. Seta, K. Yamagiwa, H. Shiroishi
and J. Kuwano, J. Electrochem. Soc., 2015, 162, F1482–F1486.

31 J. H. Sun, A. R. Warden, J. Huang, W. Y. Wang and
X. T. Ding, Anal. Chem., 2019, 91, 7524–7530.

32 H. Glatt, R. Padykula, G. A. Berchtold, G. Ludewig,
K. L. Platt, J. Klein and F. Oesch, Environ. Health Perspect.,
1989, 82, 81–89.

Paper Analyst

Analyst This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

 1
7 

Ju
ne

 2
02

0.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
by

 T
he

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
M

el
bo

ur
ne

 L
ib

ra
ri

es
 o

n 
7/

11
/2

02
0 

12
:4

5:
31

 P
M

. 
View Article Online

https://doi.org/10.1039/d0an00991a


33 F. Yang and J. H. Zhou, J. Toxicol. Environ. Health, Part A,
2010, 73, 483–489.

34 J. Li, Y. Yu, Y. Wang, J. Qian and J. Zhi, Electrochim. Acta,
2013, 97, 52–57.

35 X. J. Wang, M. A. Liu, X. Wang, Z. Wu, L. Z. Yang, S. Q. Xia,
L. Chen and J. F. Zhao, Biosens. Bioelectron., 2013, 41, 557–
562.

36 G. Y. Gao, J. Qian, D. Y. Fang, Y. Yu and J. F. Zhi, Anal.
Chim. Acta, 2016, 924, 21–28.

37 C. Liu, Y. Xu, X. Han and X. Chang, Environ. Toxicol. Chem.,
2018, 37, 329–335.

38 J.-F. Zhai, D.-B. Yu and S.-J. Dong, Chin. J. Anal. Chem.,
2017, 45, 1415–1419.

39 C. Liu, T. Sun, Y. Zhai and S. Dong, Talanta, 2009, 78, 613–617.

Analyst Paper

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2020 Analyst

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

 1
7 

Ju
ne

 2
02

0.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
by

 T
he

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
M

el
bo

ur
ne

 L
ib

ra
ri

es
 o

n 
7/

11
/2

02
0 

12
:4

5:
31

 P
M

. 
View Article Online

https://doi.org/10.1039/d0an00991a

	Button 1: 


