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Abstract: Here we report a facile eco-friendly one-step electrochemical approach for the fabrication of
a polypyrrole (PPy), reduced graphene oxide (RGO), and gold nanoparticles (nanoAu) biocomposite
on a glassy carbon electrode (GCE). The electrochemical behaviors of PPy–RGO–nanoAu and its
application to electrochemical detection of hydrogen peroxide were investigated by cyclic voltammetry.
Graphene oxide and pyrrole monomer were first mixed and casted on the surface of a cleaned
GCE. After an electrochemical processing consisting of the electrooxidation of pyrrole monomer
and simultaneous electroreduction of graphene oxide and auric ions (Au3+) in aqueous solution,
a PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite was synthesized on GCE. Each component of PPy–RGO–nanoAu
is electroactive without non-electroactive substance. The obtained PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE exhibited
high electrocatalytic activity toward hydrogen peroxide, which allows the detection of hydrogen
peroxide at a negative potential of about −0.62 V vs. SCE. The amperometric responses of the
biosensor displayed a sensitivity of 40 µA/mM, a linear range of 32 µM–2 mM, and a detection limit
of 2.7 µM (signal-to-noise ratio = 3) with good stability and acceptable reproducibility and selectivity.
The results clearly demonstrate the potential of the as-prepared PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite for
use as a highly electroactive matrix for an amperometric biosensor.

Keywords: electrodeposition; polypyrrole; reduced graphene oxide; gold nanoparticles; hydrogen
peroxide biosensor

1. Introduction

Electrochemical sensors can be considered as one of the most popular applications of nanoparticles
due to their high catalytic activities and electron transfer, and easy modification by a wide
range of biomolecules and chemical ligands [1]. Electrodes modified with such nanoparticles
can reduce overpotential and exhibit good electrocatalysis [2]. Among these nanomaterials, gold
nanoparticles (nanoAu) was one of the most widely used metal nanoparticles, which can act as tiny
conduction centers and can facilitate the transfer of electrons [3]. Reduced graphene oxide (RGO)
is another material that has been widely used in electrochemical analyses, due to its high electrical
conductivity and high effective surface area [4,5]. Meanwhile, polypyrrole (PPy)—a type of conducting
organic polymer—has also attracted enormous research interest for its widespread applications
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in electrochemical biosensors thanks to its interesting redox behavior and good environmental
stability [6,7].

Most notably, nanocomposites combining two or several different components are expected
to further improve the deficient characteristics of each component, a concept which has led to the
development of various electrochemical sensors [8,9]. In this context, to date, several studies have
been carried out in the area of PPy, RGO and nanoAu composites. For example, Song et al. reported
a nanocomposite comprised of nanoAu on the surface of RGO via facile wet-chemical routes by using
PPy as a linker, and the composite exhibited excellent electrocatalytic property toward O2 reduction [10].
Zhang et al. reported an electrochemical sensor for levofloxacin based on a molecularly imprinted
PPy–graphene–nanoAu modified electrode, reducing auric ions (Au3+) by sodium borohydrate
at 80 ◦C [11]. Li et al. reported a nanocomposite of nanoAu, PPy and RGO sheets based on
electrochemical deposition of RGO with PPy and the introduction of nanoAu, reducing graphene
oxide by hydrazine at 100 ◦C for over 24 h [12]. Lam et al. reported a dopamine electrochemical
biosensor based on the electrodeposition of PPy and nanoAu on chemical etching-graphene modified
electrode [13]. More recently, Tiwari et al. reported a chemical-electrochemical route for the synthesis
of a PPy, graphene oxide, and nanoAu nanocomposite [14]. First, a nanoAu–graphene sheet was
fabricated using a chemical method, with two reduction agents sodium citrate dehydrate and sodium
borohydrate at 100 ◦C. Second, a PPy-decorated nanoAu–graphene sheet was electropolymerized
using a potentiodynamic method, and was used as a genosensor with good sensitivity and linearity.
The reported PPy/RGO/nanoAu composites were prepared by chemical or chemical–electrochemical
routes. In general, chemical methods have the advantages of large-scale and high yield, but the
chemical process is not only time-consuming, but also uses excessive reducing agents which will leave
lots of chemical residues, resulting in contaminated nanocomposites [15,16]. On the other hand, it is
rather difficult to obtain relatively pure chemically reduced graphene oxide [17]. Therefore, exploring
a more convenient, efficient, and greener route for the fabrication of a PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite
is still a challenge.

The key idea of this paper is to develop a facile eco-friendly one-step electrochemical method
for the fabrication of a PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite. In order to understand the electrochemical
properties of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite and its use as an electroactive surface modifying
material, a hydrogen peroxide biosensor is further created and tested based on the as-prepared
PPy–RGO–nanoAu modified glassy carbon electrode (GCE).

Hydrogen peroxide is known as the common form of reactive oxygen species in living cells,
with an essential role as a mediator in a variety of biological processes, potentially capable of inducing
various harmful biological modifications [18,19], and hydrogen peroxide is a crucial byproduct of
highly selective oxidases commonly employed in biosensor design, such as glucose oxidase [20],
cholesterol oxidase [21], and choline oxidase [22]. For example, glucose oxidase can catalyze glucose to
the oxidized form—gluconolactone, and the reaction process is accompanied with the consumption of
oxygen as well as the liberation of hydrogen peroxide [15]. Therefore, the accurate and rapid detection
of hydrogen peroxide is not only important in monitoring and decoding relevant physiological
pathways for hydrogen peroxide, but also very helpful in developing enzymatic-based biosensors for
other analytes of interest [23,24]. Despite a staggering number of publications on hydrogen peroxide
biosensor design, the market is still far from meeting many key end-user needs [25].

The proposed method enables the one-step electrochemical synthesis of PPy–RGO–nanoAu
on the electrode surface without reducing agents commonly used in chemical methods. Several
advantages of the study should be highlighted. First, it is attractive for PPy–RGO–nanoAu
biocomposite synthesis due to its facile, simple, and green nature. Second, it can provide a facile
eco-friendly one-step electrochemical approach to the fabrication of a variety of nanocomposites.
Third, it can provide a potential electrochemical platform for the design of a variety of electrochemical
biosensors. Advantageously, when hydrogen peroxide-producing oxidase enzymes are coupled with
the as-prepared PPy–RGO–nanoAu, the method can be easily expanded to the detection of clinically
relevant enzyme substrates, such as glucose, cholesterol, choline, and lactic acid.
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2. Results

2.1. Preparation and Morphology Characterization

The fabrication process of the polypyrrole-reduced graphene oxide-gold nanoparticles
(PPy–RGO–nanoAu) modified glassy carbon electrode (GCE) is schematically illustrated in Figure 1.
The mixture of graphene oxide and pyrrole monomer was firstly dropped onto the clean GCE
surface. Then, the PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite was one-step electrochemically synthesized
by the electrooxidation of pyrrole monomer and the simultaneous electroreduction of graphene oxide
and auric ions (Au3+) in aqueous solution using cyclic voltammetry. The obtained PPy–RGO–nanoAu
consists of zero-dimensional gold nanoparticles, one-dimensional polypyrrole nanofibers, and
two-dimensional reduced graphene oxide. Each component of PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite
is electroactive without non-electroactive substance. During the polymerization of pyrrole to form
polypyrrole (either chemically or electrochemically), positive charges are created in its structure
(polarons and bipolarons) [26]. Therefore, here PPy was not only used for conductive polymers,
but also used as an effective linker for help in the immobilization of RGO and nanoAu on the electrode
surface due to electrostatic interactions, π-π interactions [10,26,27], which contributes mechanical
stability and proper conjugation to the nanohybrid composite [28]. The resulting PPy–RGO–nanoAu
is expected to exhibit excellent material properties of parent components on the electrode surface,
which may improve the charge transport properties, immobilization ability, and enhance signal
responses due to the synergistic effect.
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of polypyrrole-reduced graphene oxide-gold nanoparticles
biocomposite (PPy–RGO–nanoAu)-modified glassy carbon electrode (GCE).

Here we adopted an electrochemical co-depositing technique for the one-step synthesis of
PPy–RGO–nanoAu composite without reducing agents. The electrochemical synthesis of conducting
polymer PPy is more beneficial, offering facile precise control of the thickness and the structure of the
resulting film [29]. Additionally, electrodepositing nanoAu and RGO onto the electrode surface using
cyclic voltammetry has also been reported [15,30,31]. Within the electrodeposition process, PPy can be
over-oxidized at high positive anodic potential to produce overoxidized PPy, which will decrease the
conductivity and adherence at the electrode surface [13,32]. In this context, the co-electrodepositon
of pyrrole, graphene oxide, and auric ions (Au3+) was performed by cyclic voltammetry in the
potential ranging from −1.5 V to 0.8 V vs. a saturated calomel electrode (SCE) with a scan rate of
25 mV/s in HAuCl4·4H2O aqueous solution for 10 cycles, as shown in Figure 2. The potential of
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0.8 V vs. SCE is not only sufficient to allow the formation of the PPy polymer, but can also avoid
the over-oxidation of the PPy [33]. It can be seen that the large reduction current should be due to
graphene oxide and auric ions, since the reduction of water to hydrogen occurs at more negative
potentials [16,34,35]. The electrochemical reduction of graphene oxide could be attributed to the
reduction of the functional groups such as –OH and –COOH on the graphene oxide surface [36,37],
which will eliminate oxygenated defect sites and improve its electric properties [31]. The persistent
redox current increasing with successive potential cycles indicates the electrodeposition of the PPy,
RGO and nanoAu biocomposite was achieved on the surface of the glassy carbon electrode [38].
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Figure 2. Typical cyclic voltammograms (CVs) of pyrrole/graphene oxide/GCE in HAuCl4 aqueous
solution for 10 cycles with a scan rate of 25 mV/s. The scanning potential ranged from −1.5 V to
0.8 V vs. saturated calomel electrode (SCE). The arrows indicate the trend of redox current response
during potential cycles.

A typical transmission electron microscopy image of graphene oxide and scanning electron
microscopy images of pyrrole/graphene oxide and PPy–RGO–nanoAu are presented in Figure 3. It is
shown that graphene oxide nanosheets are transparent thin flake-like shapes. The pyrrole/graphene
oxide film shows a wrinkled pattern. After the co-electrodeposition of pyrrole monomer, graphene
oxide, and auric ions, the obtained PPy–RGO–nanoAu composite film shows significantly rougher
morphology than the pyrrole/graphene oxide film. It is obvious that some different nanostructures are
seen as very tiny nanoparticles, due to the electrochemical reduction of auric ions to the formation of
gold nanoparticles with average diameters less than 200 nm on the surface of PPy–RGO. The obtained
morphologies are in close agreement with previous work in the literatures [15,39]. At the same
time, the energy dispersive spectroscopy spectrum of PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite is recorded in
Figure 3D, confirming the presence of Au elements in the nanocomposites.

2.2. Electrochemical Behaviors of the PPy–RGO–NanoAu

Cyclic voltammetry of [Fe(CN)6]3−/4− is a valuable tool for testing the changes of electrode
behavior after each assembly step of the modified electrode [40]. Figure 4A shows the cyclic
voltammograms of the bare electrode (black line) and PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE (red line) in 0.1 M KCl
containing 5 mM [Fe(CN)6]3−/4− (1:1) with a potential ranging from −0.3 V to 0.6 V vs. SCE at a scan
rate of 50 mV/s. A pair of redox peaks corresponding to the redox reaction of [Fe(CN)6]3−/4−

was observed at the bare GCE electrode (black curve). When the electrode was modified with
PPy–RGO–nanoAu, the peak currents increased, and the peak-to-peak separation decreased (red curve),
indicating the enhancing effect of PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite on the electric conductivity.
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Figure 3. (A) Typical transmission electron microscopy image of graphene oxide; (B) scanning electron
microscopy images of pyrrole/graphene oxide; and (C) PPy–RGO–nanoAu; and (D) energy dispersive
spectroscopy spectrum of PPy–RGO–nanoAu.
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Figure 4. (A) CVs of the bare GCE (black line) and PPy-RGO-nanoAu/GCE (red line) in
0.1 M KCl containing 5 mM [Fe(CN)6]3−/4− (1:1) with a scan rate of 50 mV/s; (B) CVs of the
PPy-RGO-nanoAu/GCE recorded at 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90 and 100 mV/s in 0.1 M KCl
containing 5 mM [Fe(CN)6]3−/4− (1:1). Inset: linear dependence of anodic and cathodic peak currents
(Iox and Ired) vs. the square-root of the scan rate.
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According to the Randles–Sevcik equation [41]:

Ip = 2.69 × 105 AD1/2n3/2γ1/2C

where Ip is the peak current (A), A is the electroactive area (cm2), D is the diffusion coefficient of the
molecule in solution (cm2·s−1), n is the number of electrons involved in the redox reaction, γ is the
potential scan rate (V/s), and C is the concentration of [Fe(CN)6]3−/4− solution (mol·cm−3). In the
equation, D, n, γ and C are constant parameter values, and the Ip value is linear with the electroactive
surface area (A) [3]. Compared to the bare GCE, the Ip value of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE showed
an obvious increase. The electroactive surface area of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE is about 1.63 times
larger than bare GCE electrode, indicating that the presence of PPy, RGO, and nanoAu promote
an increase in the electroactive area.

Figure 4B displays with increasing scan rates from 10 to 100 mV/s an increase in both the anodic
and cathodic peak currents of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE. A good linearity of the peak current
versus the square root of scan rate was obtained, as shown in the inset of Figure 4B. Two linear
relationships were obtained with the regression equations of Iox (µA) = 4.09 + 19.6v1/2(mV/s)1/2

(n = 10, R2 = 0.998), and Ired (µA) = −12.6 − 17.1v1/2(mV/s)1/2 (n = 10, R2 = 0.995), indicating
a diffusion-controlled process.

2.3. Determination of Hydrogen Peroxide Using the PPy–RGO–NanoAu/GCE

The electrocatalytic activity of PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE toward H2O2 was studied by changing
H2O2 concentration using cyclic voltammetry. Figure 5A shows the CVs of bare GCE and
PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE in 0.1 M pH 7.4 phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) in the absence or presence
of 1 mM H2O2 with the potential ranging from −0.9 V to 0.7 V vs. SCE at a scan rate of 50 mV/s,
respectively. There is no obvious peak response observed at bare GCE and PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE
in the absence of H2O2, indicating that the bare GCE and PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE are potentially
inactive in this potential window [42]. It can be seen that a well-defined redox peak is observed with
PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE in the presence of H2O2. The cathodic peak current is centered around
−0.62 V vs. SCE, and the anodic peak current is centered around 0.41 V vs. SCE. No redox peak was
observed at bare GCE under the same experimental conditions. The redox activity of H2O2 at the
PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE can be ascribed to the good electrocatalytic activity of PPy–RGO–nanoAu
biocomposite towards H2O2, which indicated that the as-prepared PPy–RGO–nanoAu is a highly
electroactive matrix, and also confirms the role of PPy, RGO, and gold nanoparticles in the performance
of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu-modified GCE.

Figure 5B displays the CVs of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE in 0.1 M pH 7.4 PBS containing
different H2O2 concentrations. Both the oxidation peak current (Ipa) and the reduction peak current
(Ipc) increase significantly upon increasing the concentration of H2O2. Compared to the current of Ipa,
the Ipc current is much higher. On the other hand, the interfering effect of common electroactive species
will be limited at a negative applied potential. So, the current of Ipc at −0.62 V vs. SCE was chosen
for quantitative determination of H2O2. It was also observed that the reduction peak potential
negatively shifts with increasing concentration H2O2, and the reduction peak becomes broader,
which is in agreement with previous studies [43]. The cathodic peak current at −0.62 V vs. SCE
for PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE in 0.1 M pH 7.4 PBS without hydrogen peroxide is used as the
background current. The cathodic peak currents at −0.62 V vs. SCE for PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE
for different concentrations of hydrogen peroxide minus the background current was the current
used for the calibration curve. The calibration curve was I(µA) = −0.04C (H2O2, µM) − 8.5, which is
a linear relationship between the Ipc current and H2O2 concentration in the range of 32 µM–2 mM,
with a correlation coefficient R2 of 0.995. From the slope of the calibration curve, the sensitivity of the
PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE is calculated to be 40 µA/mM. The limit of detection (LOD) was found to be
2.7 µM at a signal-to-noise ratio of three. Relative standard deviation (R.S.D.) varied from 2.3% to 6.5%
(n = 5) for the determination of hydrogen peroxide in the concentration range of 32–2000 µM.
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2.4. Stability and Selectivity of the PPy–RGO–NanoAu/GCE

To verify the stability of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite as a hydrogen peroxide biosensor,
PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE was examined to 1 mM hydrogen peroxide every day in pH 7.4 PBS with
the potential ranging from −0.9 V to 0.7 V vs. SCE at a scan rate of 50 mV/s, and the reduction peak
current at −0.62 V vs. SCE was recorded. It still retained 94% of its initial current response after one
month. The acceptable stability of the biosensor could be mainly attributed to the good stability of
parent components. Notably, PPy is an effective linker for help in the immobilization of RGO and
nanoAu on the electrode surface [10,26–28]. Moreover, the RGO coating is stable as a result of its poor
solubility in common solvents [38].

The selectivity of the biosensor was determined in the presence of potential interfering substances
(such as uric acid, ascorbic acid, and acetaminophen) normally existing with H2O2. Figure 6
shows cyclic voltammetric responses of bare GCE (A) and PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE (B) in 0.1 M
PBS with 1 mM uric acid, 1 mM ascorbic acid, 1 mM acetaminophen, and 0.5 mM H2O2 at the
scan rate of 50 mV/s. As can be seen, obvious peak currents are found for uric acid, ascorbic
acid, and acetaminophen at both bare GCE and PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE at positive potential
(>0.2 V vs. SCE). While at negative potential (ca. −0.6 V vs. SCE), an obvious reduction response of
hydrogen peroxide was only observed at PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE; however, the current responses
of both bare GCE and PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE for the mentioned electroactive interfering species
are all quite negligible. Although the concentration of H2O2 was two times less than interfering
species, the PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE current response of H2O2 at −0.62 V vs. SCE was far higher
than interfering current. Additionally, the concentrations of the interfering species used in this study
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are much greater than their normal physiological values [9,44,45]. The results clearly demonstrate that
PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE has a good selectivity towards H2O2 at the negative potential, where possible
interfering reactions are minimized. Furthermore, all current responses of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE
are much better than those of the bare GCE, which also confirm the role of PPy–RGO–nanoAu in the
overall performance of the PPy–RGO–nanoAu-modified GCE. All of the above revealed the potential
application of PPy–RGO–nanoAu in electrochemical biosensors.
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3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Reagents

All of the reagents were of analytical grade and used without further purification. Hydrogen
peroxide (30%) was purchased from Guangzhou Chemical Reagent Factory (Guangzhou, China).
Graphene oxide was purchased from Nanjin Xianfeng NANO material Tech Co., Ltd. (Shanghai,
China). HAuCl4·4H2O and pyrrole monomer were purchased from J & K Scientific Ltd. (Beijing
China). Alumina (diameter 0.1 and 0.05 µm) was purchased from Chen Hua Instruments (Shanghai,
China). All experiments were performed at room temperature, approximately 25 ◦C.

3.2. Apparatus and Measurements

Cyclic voltammetry was carried out with CHI800C electrochemical analyzer with a conventional
three-electrode system (Chen Hua Instruments, Shanghai, China), in which PPy–RGO–nanoAu
modified glassy carbon electrode (GCE), a saturated calomel electrode (SCE) and a platinum wire
electrode served as the working, reference, and auxiliary electrodes, respectively. Transmission
electron microscopy of graphene oxide was carried out on a JEM-2100HR TEM at 200 kV (Tokyo,
Japan). The surface morphological features of pyrrole/graphene oxide and PPy–RGO–nanoAu were
characterized using JSM-7600F scanning electron microscopy (Tokyo, Japan).

3.3. Preparation of PPy–RGO–NanoAu/GCE

Glassy carbon electrode (3 mm in diameter) was chosen to act as the base electrode. The surface
of the GCE electrode was polished using alumina (diameter 0.1 and 0.05 µm) slurries followed by
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thorough washing with water. The clean GCE was sonicated in ethanol and distilled water to remove
adsorbed particles. A suspension of graphene oxide (10 µL, 0.2 mg/mL), and pyrrole monomer (0.3 M)
was dropped onto the clean GCE surface and dried. After drying, the graphene oxide–pyrrole modified
GCE was washed thoroughly and immersed into PBS containing 6.5 mM HAuCl4. Next, a continuous
cyclic voltammetric sweep of 10 cycles with potential ranging from −1.5 V to 0.8 V vs. SCE was
performed at a scan rate of 25 mV/s in order to obtain the PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite on the
GCE. The resulting PPy–RGO–nanoAu/GCE was stored at 4 ◦C in a refrigerator when not in use.

4. Conclusions

In this paper, we demonstrated a facile eco-friendly one-step electrochemical synthesis
approach for the fabrication of a PPy–RGO–nanoAu biocomposite. Each component of
PPy–RGO–nanoAu is electroactive without non-electroactive substance. As a highly electroactive
matrix, a PPy–RGO–nanoAu-modified GCE was developed for the accurate and rapid electrochemical
detection of hydrogen peroxide at −0.62 V vs. SCE, where possible interfering reactions are
all quite negligible. Although there is still plenty of space for further optimization studies
of both the PPy/RGO/nanoAu preparation and its application in electrochemical biosensors,
the use of PPy–RGO–nanoAu as a matrix—along with the electrocatalytic detection of hydrogen
peroxide—would provide a useful avenue for the preparation of chemical-modified electrodes and
offers great promise for amperometric biosensors, especially those where the determination of the
substrate is based on the electrochemical oxidation of hydrogen peroxide produced in a reaction
catalyzed by an oxidase.

Acknowledgments: This research is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (81371646).

Author Contributions: Baoyan Wu and Shihua Hou conceived and designed the experiments and wrote
the manuscript; Baoyan Wu, Cong Zhang, Shihua Hou conducted the experiments. Na Zhao and
Cong Zhang contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools. All authors discussed the results and commented on
the manuscript.

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

References

1. Hrapovic, S.; Liu, Y.; Male, K.; Luong, J. Electrochemical biosensing platforms using platinum nanoparticles
and carbon nanotubes. Anal. Chem. 2004, 76, 1083–1088. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Wu, B.; Hou, S.; Yin, F.; Zhao, Z.; Wang, Y.; Wang, X.; Chen, Q. Amperometric glucose biosensor based on
multilayer films via layer-by-layer self-assembly of multi-wall carbon nanotubes, gold nanoparticles and
glucose oxidase on the Pt electrode. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2007, 22, 2854–2860. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Lu, Y.; Yang, M.; Qu, F.; Shen, G.; Yu, R. Enzyme-functionalized gold nanowires for the fabrication of
biosensors. Bioelectrochemistry 2007, 71, 211–216. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Liu, Y.; Liu, X.; Guo, Z.; Hu, Z.; Xue, Z.; Lu, X. Horseradish peroxidase supported on porous graphene as
a novel sensing platform for detection of hydrogen peroxide in living cells sensitively. Biosens. Bioelectron.
2017, 87, 101–107. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Zhang, C.; Zhang, Y.; Du, X.; Chen, Y.; Dong, W.; Han, B.; Chen, Q. Facile fabrication of Pt-Ag bimetallic
nanoparticles decorated reduced graphene oxide for highly sensitive non-enzymatic hydrogen peroxide
sensing. Talanta 2016, 159, 280–286. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Haghighi, B.; Tabrizi, M. Direct electron transfer from glucose oxidase immobilized on an overoxidized
polypyrrole film decorated with Au nanoparticles. Colloids Surf. B 2013, 103, 566–571. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Li, Q.; Yu, C.; Gao, R.; Xia, C.; Yuan, G.; Li, Y.; Zhao, Y.; Chen, Q.; He, J. A novel DNA biosensor integrated
with polypyrrole/streptavidin and Au-PAMAM-CP bionanocomposite probes to detect the rs4839469 locus
of the vangl1 gene for dysontogenesis prediction. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2016, 80, 674–681. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Xiao, Y.; Li, C.M. Nanocomposites from fabrications to electrochemical bioapplications. Electroanalysis 2008,
20, 648–662. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac035143t
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14961742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2006.11.028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17212983
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bioelechem.2007.05.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17611169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.08.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27522483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2016.06.047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27474309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2012.11.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23261581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.02.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26914375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/elan.200704125


Nanomaterials 2016, 6, 220 10 of 11

9. Dutta, D.; Chandra, S.; Swain, A.; Bahadur, D. SnO2 Quantum dots-reduced graphene oxide composite for
enzyme-Free ultrasensitive electrochemical detection of urea. Anal. Chem. 2014, 86, 5914–5921. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

10. Xue, K.; Zhou, S.; Shi, H.; Feng, X.; Xin, H.; Song, W. A novel amperometric glucose biosensor based on
ternary goldnanoparticles/polypyrrole/reduced graphene oxide nanocomposite. Sens. Actuators B 2014,
203, 412–416. [CrossRef]

11. Wang, F.; Zhu, L.; Zhang, J. Electrochemical sensor for levofloxacin based on molecularly imprinted
polypyrrole-graphene-gold nanoparticles modified electrode. Sens. Actuators B 2014, 192, 642–647. [CrossRef]

12. Yang, Y.; Asiri, A.; Du, D.; Lin, Y. Acetylcholinesterase biosensor based on a gold nanoparticle-polypyrrole-
reduced grapheme oxide nanocomposite modified electrode for the amperometric detection of
organophosphorus pesticides. Analyst 2014, 139, 3055–3060. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Tuyen, D.; Quan, D.; Binh, N.; Nguyen, V.; Van Chuc, N.; Dai, L.T.; Trong, H.L.; Le, H.N.; Hung, V.P.;
Thai, L.N.; et al. A highly sensitive electrode modified with graphene, gold nanoparticles, and molecularly
imprinted over-oxidized polypyrrole for electrochemical determination of dopamine. J. Mol. Liq. 2014, 198,
307–312.

14. Tiwari, I.; Gupta, M.; Pandey, C.; Mishra, V. Gold nanoparticle decorated graphene sheet polypyrrole
based nanocomposite: Its synthesis, characterization and genosensing application. Dalton Trans. 2015, 44,
15557–15566. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Wang, X.; Zhang, X. Electrochemical co-reduction synthesis of graphene/nano-gold composites and its
application to electrochemical glucose biosensor. Electrochim. Acta 2013, 112, 774–782. [CrossRef]

16. Guo, H.; Wang, X.; Qian, Q.; Wang, F.; Xia, X. A Green approach to the synthesis of graphene nanosheets.
ACS Nano 2009, 3, 2653–2659. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Zhou, M.; Wang, Y.; Zhai, Y.; Zhai, J.; Ren, W.; Wang, F.; Dong, S. Controlled synthesis of large-area and
patterned electrochemically reduced graphene oxide Films. Chem. Eur. J. 2009, 15, 6116–6120. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

18. Camacho, C.; Matías, J.; Cao, R.; Matos, M.; Chico, B.; Herna’ndez, J.; Longo, M.; Sanroma’n, M.; Villalonga, R.
Hydrogen peroxide biosensor with a supramolecular layer-by-layer design. Langmuir 2008, 24, 7654–7657.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Xie, X.; Yang, X.; Wu, T.; Li, Y.; Li, M.; Tan, Q.; Wang, X.; Tang, B. Rational design of an α-ketoamide-based
near-infrared fluorescent probe specific for hydrogen peroxide in living systems. Anal. Chem. 2016, 88,
8019–8025. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Wu, B.; Hou, S.; Yin, F.; Li, J.; Zhao, Z.; Huang, J.; Chen, Q. Amperometric glucose biosensor based on
layer-by-layer assembly of multilayer films composed of chitosan, gold nanoparticles and glucose oxidase
modefied Pt electrode. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2007, 22, 838–844. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Sampson, N.; Verielink, A. Cholesterol oxidases: A study of nature’s approach to protein design.
Acc. Chem. Res. 2003, 36, 713–722. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Hou, S.; Ou, Z.; Chen, Q.; Wu, B. Amperometric acetylcholine biosensor based on self-assembly of gold
nanoparticles and acetylcholinesterase on the sol-gel/multi-walled carbon nanotubes/choline oxidase
composite-modified platinum electrode. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2012, 33, 44–49. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Gu, X.; Wang, H.; Schultz, Z.; Camden, P. Sensing glucose in urine and serum and hydrogen peroxide in
living cells by use of a novel boronate nanoprobe based on surface-enhanced raman spectroscopy. Anal. Chem.
2016, 88, 7191–7197. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Thanh, T.; Balamurugan, J.; Lee, S.; Kim, N.; Lee, J. Novel porous gold-palladium nanoalloy
network-supported graphene as an advanced catalyst for non-enzymatic hydrogen peroxide sensing.
Biosens. Bioelectron. 2016, 85, 669–678. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Roberts, J.G.; Voinov, M.A.; Schmidt, A.C.; Smirnova, T.I.; Sombers, L.A. The hydroxyl radical is a critical
intermediate in the voltammetric detection of hydrogen peroxide. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2016, 138, 2516–2519.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Molina, J.; Bonastre, J.; Fernández, J.; del Río, A.I.; Cases, F. Electrochemical synthesis of polypyrrole doped
with graphene oxide and its electrochemical characterization as membrane material. Synth. Met. 2016, 220,
300–310. [CrossRef]

27. Phatthanakittiphong, H.; Seo, G. Characteristic evaluation of graphene oxide for bisphenol a adsorption in
aqueous solution. Nanomaterials 2016, 6, 128. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac5007365
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24830909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2014.07.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2013.11.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c4an00068d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24770670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5DT01193K
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26242385
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2013.09.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn900227d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19691285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200900596
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19444826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la800242a
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18582127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.6b01256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27442152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2006.03.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16675215
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ar9800587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12974654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2011.12.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22230694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.6b01378
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27356266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.05.075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27254786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5b13376
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26840154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.synthmet.2016.06.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/nano6070128


Nanomaterials 2016, 6, 220 11 of 11

28. Sadki, S.; Schottland, P.; Brodie, N.; Sabourauda, G. The mechanisms of pyrrole electropolymerization.
Chem. Soc. Rev. 2000, 29, 283–293.

29. Lim, Y.S.; Tan, Y.P.; Lim, H.N.; Tan, W.T.; Mahnaz, M.A.; Talib, Z.A.; Huang, N.M.; Kassim, A.; Yarmo, M.A.
Polypyrrole/graphene composite films synthesized via potentiostatic deposition. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2013,
128, 224–229. [CrossRef]

30. Nia, P.; Meng, W.; Lorestani, F.; Mahmoudian, M.; Alias, Y. Electrodeposition of copper oxide/polypyrrole/
reduced graphene oxide as a nonenzymatic glucose biosensor. Sens. Actuators B 2015, 209, 100–108.

31. Shao, Y.; Wang, J.; Engelhard, M.; Wang, C.; Lin, Y. Facile and controllable electrochemical reduction of
graphene oxide and its applications. J. Mater. Chem. 2010, 20, 743–748. [CrossRef]

32. Astratine, L.; Magner, E.; Cassidy, J.; Betts, A. Electrodeposition and characterisation of copolymers based on
pyrrole and 3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene in BMIMBF4 usinga microcell configuration. Electrochim. Acta 2014,
115, 440–448. [CrossRef]

33. Shrestha, B.; Ahmad, R.; Mousa, H.; Kim, I.; Neupane, M.; Park, C.; Kim, C. High-performance glucose
biosensor based on chitosan-glucose oxidase immobilized polypyrrole/Nafion/functionalized multi-walled
carbon nanotubes bio-nanohybrid film. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2016, 482, 39–47. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Liu, C.; Wang, K.; Luo, S.; Tang, Y.; Chen, L. Direct electrodeposition of graphene enabling the one-step
synthesis of graphene-metal nanocomposite Films. Small 2011, 7, 1203–1206. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Hezard, T.; Fajerwerg, K.; Evrard, D.; Collière, V.; Behra, P.; Gros, P. Gold nanoparticles electrodeposited on
glassy carbon using cyclic voltammetry: Application to Hg (II) trace analysis. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2012, 664,
46–52. [CrossRef]

36. Wang, Z.; Zhou, X.; Zhang, J.; Boey, F.; Zhang, H. Direct electrochemical reduction of single-layer graphene
oxide and subsequent functionalization with glucose oxidase. J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 113, 14071–14075.
[CrossRef]

37. Chang, H.; Chang, C.; Tsai, Y.; Liao, C. Electrochemically synthesized graphene/polypyrrole composites and
their use in supercapacitor. Carbon 2012, 50, 2331–2336. [CrossRef]

38. Chen, L.; Tang, Y.; Wang, K.; Liu, C.; Luo, S. Direct electrodeposition of reduced graphene oxide on glassy
carbon electrode and its electrochemical application. Electrochem. Commun. 2011, 13, 133–137. [CrossRef]

39. Sakai, N.; Fujiwara, Y.; Arai, M.; Yu, K.; Tatsum, T. Electrodeposition of gold nanoparticles on ITO: Control
of morphology and plasmon resonance based absorption and scattering. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2009, 628, 7–15.
[CrossRef]

40. Wu, B.; Hou, S.; Miao, Z.; Zhang, C.; Ji, Y. Layer-by-layer self-assembling gold nanorods and glucose oxidase
onto carbon nanotubes functionalized sol-gel matrix for an amperometric glucose biosensor. Nanomaterials
2015, 5, 1544–1555. [CrossRef]

41. Bard, A.J.; Faulkner, L.R. Electrochemical Methods-Fundamentals and Applications; John Wiley and Sons:
New York, NY, USA, 2000.

42. Karuppiah, C.; Palanisamy, S.; Chen, S.M.; Veeramani, V.; Periakaruppan, P. A novel enzymatic
glucose biosensor and sensitive non-enzymatichydrogen peroxide sensor based on graphene and cobalt
oxidenanoparticles composite modified glassy carbon electrode. Sens. Actuators B 2014, 196, 450–456.
[CrossRef]

43. Li, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Zhong, Y.; Li, S. Enzyme-free hydrogen peroxide sensor based on Au@Ag@Ccore-double
shell nanocomposites. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2015, 347, 428–434. [CrossRef]

44. Yang, Q.; Atanasov, P.; Wilkins, E. Development of needle-type glucose sensor with high selectivity.
Sens. Actuators B 1998, 46, 249–256. [CrossRef]

45. Wang, J.; Musameh, M.; Lin, Y. Solubilization of carbon nanotubes by nafion toward the preparation of
amperometric biosensors. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2003, 125, 2408–2409. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2016 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.38174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B917975E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2013.10.198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2016.07.067
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27485503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/smll.201002340
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21480521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2011.10.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp906348x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2012.01.056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.elecom.2010.11.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2008.12.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/nano5031544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2014.02.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2015.04.102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0925-4005(98)00126-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja028951v
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12603125
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Preparation and Morphology Characterization 
	Electrochemical Behaviors of the PPy–RGO–NanoAu 
	Determination of Hydrogen Peroxide Using the PPy–RGO–NanoAu/GCE 
	Stability and Selectivity of the PPy–RGO–NanoAu/GCE 

	Materials and Methods 
	Reagents 
	Apparatus and Measurements 
	Preparation of PPy–RGO–NanoAu/GCE 

	Conclusions 

