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Abstract: The detection of small molecules interacting with DNA is important for the assessment of
potential hazards related to the application of rather toxic antitumor drugs, and for distinguishing
the factors related to thermal and oxidative DNA damage. In this work, a novel electrochemical DNA
sensor has been proposed for the determination of antitumor drugs. For DNA sensor assembling, a
glassy carbon electrode was modified with carbon black dispersed in DMF. After that, pillar [5]arene
was adsorbed and Methylene blue and Neutral red were consecutively electropolymerized onto the
carbon black layer. To increase sensitivity of intercalator detection, DNA was first mixed with water-
soluble thiacalixarene bearing quaternary ammonium groups in the substituents at the lower rim.
The deposition of the mixture on the electropolymerized dyes made it possible to detect doxorubicin
as model intercalator by suppression of the redox activity of the polymerization products. The DNA
sensor made it possible to determine 0.5 pM–1.0 nM doxorubicin (limit of detection 0.13 pM) with
20 min of incubation. The DNA sensor was successfully tested on spiked samples of human plasma
and doxorubicin medication.

Keywords: DNA sensor; electropolymerization; Methylene blue; Neutral red; pillar [5]arene;
doxorubicin determination; voltametric sensor

1. Introduction

Electrochemical DNA sensors are considered a promising tool for determination of
various species in medical diagnostics [1], drug screening [2,3], toxicity assessment [4] and
environmental monitoring [5]. The unique properties of DNA as a biorecognition element
coupled with modern advances in genetic manipulation offer many opportunities to design
biochemical receptors for organic species involved in controlling chemical environments.
Meanwhile, the present commercial application of DNA-based recognition in sensor tech-
nologies is mostly limited by detection of hybridization events between complementary
oligonucleotides on the transducer interface [6–8]. The determination of small molecules
able to specifically interact with native DNA and affect its biochemical functioning calls for
the elaboration of certain approaches that consider the difference in the scale of a receptor
and an analyte species and relatively minor changes at the sensor interface resulting from
their interaction.

Electrochemical principles of biosensor signal transduction offer many advantages re-
lated to rather simple design of both the biosensor and measurement equipment, sufficient
sensitivity of the signal, well-elaborated theory and intuitively understandable response, easily
recorded with conventional measurement equipment [9,10]. Electrochemical biosensors can
be easily miniaturized and are frequently used in point-of-care mode [11]. Electrochemical
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detection of DNA sensor signals is mainly based on the following approaches [12–14]:
(1) Direct electrochemistry of DNA immobilized on the electrode interface. As an example,
the signals of guanine and adenine oxidation frequently coupled with those attributed to
their oxidation products are measured with differential pulse voltammetry; (2) Application
of covalently attached labels exerting high redox signal in close proximity to the electrode;
and (3) Application of diffusionally free redox indicators. Their transfer to the electrode
is affected by specific interactions of DNA with analyte molecules. In the latter case, the
influence of the steric factors can be extended by electrostatic repulsion/attraction of the
charged redox probes. Methylene blue (MB) [15], Ru(II) complexes [16] are examples of
such free redox indicators able to intercalate the DNA duplex [17,18].

Label-free protocols of the signal measurement have some undisputable advantages,
e.g., no need for chemical modification of the DNA probes implemented in the biosensor
assembly. Nevertheless, they assume several steps of reagent addition/biosensor washing
and can be complicated by partial losses of surface components or non-specific adsorption
of matrix components on the electrode interface.

The use of redox polymers as signal-forming parts of the DNA sensor design is a
promising alternative to both label and indicator-based techniques due to multiple electro-
static interactions with phosphate residues of the DNA backbone and high sensitivity of
redox characteristics to the DNA microenvironment and its specific reactions [19]. Polyani-
line has mostly been described as a DNA carrier, electron transduction amplifier [20–22] and
signal-forming element in DNA sensors. Its operation is limited by pH sensitivity of redox
activity and electroconductivity and the necessity of acidic media for signal transduction.

Phenothiazine and diazine dyes have been also used for electropolymerization and
detection of DNA interactions [23–26]. They showed a wider pH range of operation and
sensitivity toward DNA intercalators and DNA-damaging factors. DNA contact with
reactive oxygen species or intercalators, both prior to implementation in the biosensor
assembly or already placed onto the polymer layer, resulted in shift in redox equilibria of
electropolymerized products. Appropriate changes could be monitored by the shift in the
peak potentials and peak currents on direct current voltammograms or by variation in the
charge transfer resistance in electrochemical impedance spectroscopy [25,26].

Although polyphenothiazines are compatible with DNA and show reproducible
signals, their electropolymerization is sometimes less effective than that of aniline and
results in rather modest accumulation of the redox-active products on the electrode. A
thin redox layer offers higher requirements regarding the reproducibility of the surface
morphology and DNA adsorption conditions, and is sensitive to undesirable aggregation
of the reactants caused by low solubility of the monomeric and polymeric forms of dyes
and their adducts with DNA. This makes the variation range of the signals narrower and
the measurements of the DNA-affecting factors semi-quantitative.

The use of macrocyclic compounds bearing functional groups able to bind DNA and
participate in electron transduction extends the performance of appropriate DNA sensors.
Recently, we have shown the advantages of such an approach on an example of DNA
sensors utilizing electropolymerized layers of thionine and Azure B [27]. Introduction of
pillar [5]arene (P [5]A) amplified the influence of the redox-active species on the signal of
the DNA sensor. Aminated thiacalixarene significantly improved the performance of the
DNA sensor when used for doxorubicin determination [28]. The macrocycle promoted the
formation of polyelectrolyte complexes between DNA and electropolymerized Neutral red
(NR) or polyaniline, and increased sensitivity of the detection of DNA–drug interactions.
In both cases, spatial pre-arrangement of the functional groups of the macrocycles provided
a more regular structure of the surface layer formed after adsorption of the DNA molecules.
The closer position of the charged groups and redox sites resulted in a higher response and
possibility to discriminate various factors affecting DNA configuration in the biosensor
assembly (intercalation, oxidative and thermal damage).

Many antitumor drugs intercalate the DNA molecules of cancer cells to prevent their
transcription and cell division. Intercalation involves insertion of a planar drug molecule
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between the DNA base pairs followed by distortion of the DNA helix and an increase in
DNA volume [29]. Furthermore, anthracycline intercalators promote oxidative DNA dam-
age by stimulation of reactive oxygen species formation and inhibition of DNA reparation
systems [30,31]. In spite of their high efficiency, anthracyclines are toxic and show a narrow
gap between therapeutic and toxic doses. Progress in the development of new methods
of their detection offers safer application protocols and possibilities for screening less-toxic
pharmaceuticals. With such methods, it is important to distinguish between the intercalation
and DNA-damaging factors (chemical or thermal denaturation of DNA) because they exert
similar changes upon the DNA structure, detected by electrochemical instrumentation.

Taking into account the advantages of the use of electropolymerized redox-active materi-
als for electron transduction and of the charged macrocycles for the DNA incorporation, in
this work we have studied DNA sensors based on the hybrid poly(MB) and poly(NR) layers
polymerized in the presence of P [5]A and DNA introduced in the layer in the complex with
cationic water soluble thiacalix [4]arene with terminal quaternary ammonium groups of the
substituents at the lower rim. The influence of the thiacalix [4]arene on the introduction of
DNA and detection of specific DNA interactions has been assessed.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Reagents

Low-molecular DNA from salmon tests (lyophilized powder, <5% protein,
A260/280 1.4, G-C content 41.2%, about 2000 base pairs per molecule), doxorubicin hydrochlo-
ride ((7S,9S)-7-[(2R,4S,5S,6S)-4-amino-5-hydroxy-6-methyloxan-2-yl]oxy-6,9,11-trihydroxy-
9-(2-hydroxyacetyl)-4-methoxy-8,10-dihydro-7H-tetracene-5,12-dione, 98–102%), MB
([7-(dimethylamino)phenothiazin-3-ylidene]-dimethylazanium chloride, 95%), NR (3-amino-
7-dimethylamino-2-methylphenazinium hydrochloride, 90%), potassium hexacyanoferrate
(III) (99%), potassium hexacyanoferrate (II) (98.5–102%), poly(sodium 4-styrenesulfonate),
mol. weight 70,000 (PSS), sulfamethoxazole, kanamycin and paracetamol were purchased
from Sigma-Aldrich, Dortmund, Germany. Doxorubicin TEVA® was purchased in the local
drug store. Chitosan (mol. weight 30,000–100,000 D) was purchased from Acros Organics
BVBA, Geel, Belgium, and carbon black (CB, >99.95% C) from Imerys Graphite&Carbon,
Willebroek, Belgium. All the working solutions were prepared using Millipore Q® wa-
ter (Simplicity® water purification system, Merck-Millipore, Molsheim, France). Other
reagents were of analytical grade. Electrochemical measurements were performed in 0.1 M
HEPES containing 0.1 M Na2SO4, pH = 6.0.

2.2. Synthesis of Thiacalix [4]arene Derivatives Bearing Ammonia Groups

Macrocyclic compounds used in the biosensor assembly were synthesized at the Organic
Chemistry Department of Kazan Federal University, as described elsewhere [32,33]. Unsub-
stituted decahydroxylated P [5]A was obtained by the Ogoshi method [32]. Water-soluble
amphiphilic derivatives of thiacalix [4]arene (5,11,17,23-tetra-tert-butyl-25,26,27,28-tetrakis-[(N-
(3′,3′,3′-trimethyl-ammoniumpropyl)carbamoylmethoxy]-2,8,14,20-thiacalix [4]arene tetrani-
trate) in cone and 1,3-alternate configurations were synthesized from appropriate macrocycles
tetrasubstituted at the lower rim with tertiary amino groups, as described in [33]. Their
alkylation was performed in acetonitrile under reflux. The yield of target compounds was
equal to 90–98%. The structure and purity of the macrocycles synthesized were confirmed
by 1H NMR and 13C NMR spectroscopy, MALDI mass-spectrometry, and elemental analysis.
Finally, iodide counter ion was replaced with nitrate by ion-exchange column chromatography.
The reaction was monitored using AgNO3 reaction with iodide ions. Structural formulae of
the compounds are presented in Figure 1.
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2.3. Electrochemical Instrumentation

Voltammetric and impedimetric measurements were performed at ambient tempera-
ture using CHI 660E instrumentation (CH Instruments Inc., Austin, TX, USA). The DNA
sensor was assembled on the glassy carbon electrode (GCE, ALS Co. Ltd., Tokyo, Japan,
working area 0.283 cm2). Pt wire (ALS Co. Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) served as an auxiliary
electrode and the Ag/AgCl/1.0 M KCl (CHI 129, CH Instruments) as a reference electrode.

2.4. Scanning Electron Microscopy

Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images of the electrode coatings were obtained
with the high-resolution field emission scanning electron microscope Merlin™ (Carl Zeiss,
Jena, Germany).

2.5. Modification of the Working Electrode

GCE was mechanically polished and washed with acetone, ethanol, and deionized
water. After that, it was electrochemically cleaned by repeated cycling the potential in a
range from −1.0 to 1.0 V at a scan rate of 100 mV/s in 0.2 M sulfuric acid until stabilization
of the cyclic voltammograms (normally within 10 min). Two types of CB suspension
were prepared for this purpose. In the first case, 1.3 mg/mL CB dispersion in 0.375%
chitosan solution was prepared using 0.05 M HCl. After deposition on the electrode, it was
additionally treated with 1 µL of 1.0 M NaOH. In the second case, 1 mg of CB was dispersed
in 1 mL of the 1:3 (v/v) mixture of concentrated nitric and sulfuric acids and sonicated for
60 min. Then, sediment was isolated by ultracentrifugation, washed with deionized water,
and dispersed under ultrasonication in dimethylformamide (DMF). The resulting layer on
the electrode was dried at 60 ◦C. After the CB deposition, 2 µL of 0.2 mM P [5]A solution in
acetone was dispersed on the CB layer and left to dry at room temperature. Finally, the
electrode was washed several times with deionized water.

2.6. Electropolymerization of MB and NR

Both dyes were electropolymerized by repeated cycling of the potential of their so-
lutions in the conditions established earlier in our works on electrochemical DNA sen-
sors [24,25,27,28]. MB was polymerized from its 2.5 mM solution in phosphate buffer
containing 0.1 M Na2SO4, at pH 7.0 and with a potential ranging from −0.6 to 1.2 V
(15 cycles). NR was polymerized from its 0.4 mM solution in HEPES containing 0.1 M
NaNO3 at pH 6.0 and in a potential ranging from −0.80 to 0.80 V (9.5 cycles). The efficiency
of electropolymerization was monitored by changes in the peak currents on voltammo-
grams. After electropolymerization, the electrode was transferred to the phosphate buffer
with no monomers and stabilized by repeated scanning of the potential in the range applied
on the electropolymerization stage until stabilization of the peaks on voltammograms
(about 10 min).
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2.7. DNA Biosensor Assembling and Signal Measurements

The immobilization of DNA was performed by its adsorption on the layer of elec-
tropolymerized dyes followed by incubation of the electrode for 60 min in conditions that
prevented drying of the solution (under the plastic tube). Electrostatic interactions between
negatively charged phosphate residues of the DNA molecule and positively charged poly-
mer chains promoted adsorption. For this reason, the NR polymerization was finished at a
maximal positive potential that corresponded to the maximal accumulation of oxidized
(positively charged) monomer units of the dye. After that, the electrode was washed
several times with deionized water and then working buffer. In some experiments, DNA
was mixed with water-soluble thiacalix [4]arenes bearing terminal quaternary ammonium
groups at the substituents at the lower rim. The electrode was incubated in the mixture,
as described above for DNA solution. Finally, the DNA sensor was dried at ambient
temperature on air and used for voltametric measurements. If necessary, DNA sensors
packed in alumina foil were stored in dry conditions at 4 ◦C.

In voltametric experiments, changes in the anodic NR peak currents recorded in direct-
current mode were used as a biosensor signal for quantification of the DNA-specific interac-
tions with doxorubicin as intercalator. Matrix effect assessment for doxorubicin determina-
tion was performed using artificial plasma containing 4.0 µM methionine,
2.0 mM NaCl, 0.2 mM NaHCO3, 1.3 µM L-cysteine, 3.5 µM L-glycine, 0.21 mM L-tryptophan,
0.2 mM L-tyrosine, 4.0 µM L-phenylalanine, 5.0 µM DL-lysine, 3.5 µM L-histidine,
22 µM L-asparagine, 5.0 µM L-arginine, and 0.2 mM L-alanine [31,34].

3. Results
3.1. Electrochemical Characterization of the Electrode Modification

Electropolymerization of the MB and NR on the GCE modified with CB and P [5]A has
been described elsewhere [35]. In this work, polymeric NR was coupled with monomeric
MB to enhance the response toward DNA-damaging factors and DNA intercalators. How-
ever, leaching MB from the surface layer limited the applicability of the response. In this
work, polymerized MB was used to promote the electron exchange to NR and to amplify
changes attributed to the DNA interactions on the polymer surface.

It was shown that repeated cycling of the potential resulted in consecutive growth of
the peaks attributed to the redox conversion of the dyes and the decrease in the peaks of
P [5]A oxidation–reduction. This resulted from the accumulation of the electropolymer-
ization products and simultaneously from partial shielding of the P [5]A molecules in the
surface layer. The number of potential cycles was specified from our previous research
to establish the most reproducible electrochemical characteristics of the polymer coatings.
In case of the NR, potential cycling was finished at the maximum anodic potential to
reach a positive charge of the oxidized form of the polymer and to promote adsorption of
negatively charged DNA molecules. Consecutive deposition of polymeric dyes showed
better results when poly(MB) was obtained first, and poly(NR) was synthesized onto the
MB polymerization product. In the opposite order of deposition, the MB peaks dominated,
and no influence of NR could be found. For both dyes, the electropolymerization was
initiated by primary oxidation of a monomer at high anodic potentials, which corresponded
to irreversible peak at 0.75–0.90 V. The efficiency of electropolymerization depended on
the CB film-forming agent. It was higher for the CB dispersed in DMF that in chitosan
solution. This might result in the formation of a chitosan film on the carbon surface and
partial shielding of the CB particles on the electrode interface. Figure 2 depicts electropoly-
merization of the NR onto the poly(MB)layer. In the following experiments, DMF was used
as a film-forming agent for the dispersion and deposition of CB on the GCE.
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Figure 2. Cyclic voltammograms recorded on GCE covered with P [5]A dispersed in DMF (1) and
chitosan (2) and electropolymerized MB in the solution of 0.4 mM NR in 0.1 M HEPES + 0.1 M NaNO3,
pH 6.0, scan rate 50 mV/s.

The growing peak pair at −0.66 . . . −0.50 V corresponds to the poly(NR). For this
polymer, the peaks of the monomer and polymer are observed at the same potentials so
that no changes in the peak shape were observed. However, the peak potential difference
increased with the number of potential cycles, indicating a growing limitation of the
monomer transfer to the electrode interface. The poly(MB) peaks at −0.29 . . . −0.18 V
slightly decreased with NR polymerization. P [5]A did not show its own peaks on the
voltammogram; they disappeared with MB polymerization on the preliminary step of the
electrode modification (not shown).

The following adsorption of the DNA (1 mg/mL) slightly decreased the peaks of the
dyes on the cyclic voltammograms. This was explained by the balance between passive
limitation of the electron exchange in the surface layer and electrostatic stabilization of
the oxidized state of the polymer layer. Such a mechanism was previously proposed for
the interactions of DNA with aminated thiacalix [4]arenes detected on an electrode with
methylene green as redox probe [33,36].

The addition of TC bearing terminal ammonium groups (see structures in Figure 1)
to the DNA solution suppressed the redox activity of the polymer layer. The macrocycle
formed an adduct with the DNA molecules, where cationic ammonium groups were located
near negatively charged phosphate residues of the DNA backbone. Lower electrostatic
interaction with the oxidized NR units of the polymer resulted in shifting the equilibrium of
the electron exchange toward reduced forms of the dyes. Hence, the peak currents became
lower. Figure 3 displays the relative decrease in the NR oxidation peak current for various
Macrocycles added to the modified electrode. The effect is much less pronounced for the
TC–alt. It is likely that the 1,3-alternate configuration of the macrocycle does not provide
necessary conformance of the charge distribution of the reactants, or the equilibrium of the
adduct formation is shifted to the initial substance while being transferred on the electrode
interface. It should be also noted that the macrocycles themselves also affect the peak
currents but to a lower extent. The maximal shift in the NR oxidation peak current of 32%
was reached for 1 mg/mL DNA and TC-cone. The following increase in the macrocycle
concentration did not significantly change this level, but the deviation of the response
increased from 3–4% for the smaller macrocycle quantities to 7–8% for the 2 mg/mL TC-
cone. This might be caused by low solubility of the TC macrocycles or their aggregation in
the aqueous solution.
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Figure 3. (a) Cyclic voltammograms recorded on GCE covered with CB with adsorbed P [5]A and
poly(MB)-poly(NR) (0) and that with adsorbed TC-cone (1 mg/mL) (1), DNA (1 mg/mL) (2), DNA
(1 mg/mL) + TC-cone (0.5 mg/mL) (3), DNA (1 mg/mL) + TC-cone (1.0 mg/mL) (4), and DNA
(1 mg/mL) + TC-cone (2 mg/mL) (5); (b) Relative decay of the NR oxidation peak current after
deposition of DNA (1 mg/mL) and/or TC (1 mg/mL). Measurements in 0.1 M HEPES + 0.1 M NaNO3,
pH 6.0.

The electrostatic nature of the effect of TC macrocycles on the DNA sensor response
was confirmed using PSS instead of DNA. Similar changes in the NR peaks on voltam-
mograms were observed, with a maximal decay of 15% within the same range of the
polyelectrolyte concentrations.

Following the results obtained with two TC configurations, the electrochemical char-
acterization and assembling of the DNA sensor was performed using only the TC-cone
macrocycle.

Coatings obtained were characterized using variations in the scan rate (ν) of the
potential and the NR peak currents. The pH dependence on the NR peak potential was
within a range from 3.0 to 8.0. The results obtained are summarized in Table 1. As can
be seen, the electron transfer is limited from the formal point of view by surface-confined
reaction and diffusion. In this case, all the redox species are located on the electrode
interface and the diffusion is replaced by electron exchange within the polymer layer. The
slopes of the anodic and cathodic peak current (Ip) dependencies are similar to each other.
They slightly decrease with the implementation of the macrocycle and return to initial
values when the TC-cone–DNA adduct was adsorbed on the electrode. The intercept of the
logIp–log v plots increased with the quantities of electrochemically inactive components,
indicating a growing contribution of the capacitance currents.

The electron transfer coefficient was calculated from the slope of the linear approxima-
tion of the Ep—logv dependency at high scan rates [37] in accordance with Equation (1).
Figure 4 shows appropriate graphs for the electrode containing DNA–TC-cone adduct.

αc = −
2.303RT

F
d log

∣∣Ipc
∣∣

dE
; αa =

2.303RT
F

d log
∣∣Ipa

∣∣
dE

(1)

Here, αc and αa are cathodic and anodic transfer coefficients, and F, R, and T have
their usual significance. One electron transfer in the limiting step is assumed.

Deposition of TC-cone and DNA, alone or together, did not significantly alter the
αa value, which was about 0.69–0.72. Meanwhile the cathodic transfer coefficient increased
from 0.30 for the TC-cone layer to 0.41 for the DNA–TC-cone adduct (all the concentrations
equal to 1.0 mg/mL). This coincides well with the influence of the macrocycle on the
general charge separation on the electrode interface and its ability to partially shield the
negative charge of the DNA molecules.
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Table 1. The dependence of the NR peak currents on the scan rate and peak potential on the pH for
GCE covered with the CB, P [5]A, redox polymers and DNA. Average ± S.D. from six measurements.

Surface Layer
NR Oxidation Peak NR Reduction Peak

a ± ∆a b ± ∆b R2 a ± ∆a b ± ∆b R2

Regression Equation: log(Ip, µA) = a + b × log(ν, V/s)

Poly(MB)-poly(NR) 0.016 ± 0.029 0.774 ± 0.014 0.9959 0.153 ± 0.029 0.758 ± 0.015 0.9955
Poly(MB)-poly(NR)-TC-cone 0.056 ± 0.034 0.696 ± 0.018 0.9906 −0.041 ± 0.004 0.715 ± 0.019 0.9939

Poly(MB)-poly(NR)-TC-cone-DNA −0.208 ± 0.018 0.783 ± 0.009 0.9984 −0.298 ± 0.026 0.826 ± 0.013 0.9975

Regression equation: E, mV = a + b × pH

Poly(MB)-poly(NR),
pH = 3–5 −0.157 ± 0.008 −0.038 ± 0.001 0.9929

−0.144 ± 0.017 −0.085 ± 0.004 0.9953

pH = 5–8 −0.369 ± 0.021 −0.041 ± 0.003 0.9816
Poly(MB)-poly(NR)-TC-cone,

pH = 3–5 −0.123 ± 0.026 −0.048 ± 0.006 0.9652 −0.144 ± 0.016 −0.093 ± 0.004 0.9961

Poly(MB)-poly(NR)-TC-cone,
pH = 6–8 −0.097 ± 0.060 −0.048 ± 0.009 0.9373 −0.387 ± 0.033 −0.041 ± 0.005 0.9728

Poly(MB)-poly(NR)-TC-cone-DNA,
pH = 3–5 −0.124 ± 0.023 −0.048 ± 0.006 0.9710 −0.176 ± 0.008 −0.084 ± 0.002 0.9990

Poly(MB)-poly(NR)-TC-cone-DNA,
pH = 6–8 −0.150 ± 0.062 −0.030 ± 0.009 0.9061 −0.350 ± 0.011 −0.045 ± 0.002 0.9975
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Figure 4. (a) Cyclic voltammograms recorded on the GCE covered with CB, P [5]A, poly(MB),
poly(NR) and adsorbed DNA (1 mg/mL)–TC-cone (1 mg/mL) adduct. Scan rate range 5–500 mV/s;
(b) Determination of the electron transfer coefficients from the E–logν dependence.

The pH dependence of the potential mostly corresponds to the transfer of two elec-
trons and one hydrogen ion in oxidation path. Regarding the reduction step, an equal
number of electrons and H+ ions is transferred in acidic media, and two electrons and
one hydrogen ion in basic media. This stoichiometry coincides with that reported for NR
electropolymerization in the literature [38].

3.2. SEM Measurements

The redox activity of the hybrid poly(MB)–poly(NR) coating was similar to that of the
[Fe(CN)6]3−/4− redox probe. This did not allow for the use of electrochemical impedance
spectroscopy to confirm the surface layer formation. Instead, the morphology of the
electrode working area was monitored with SEM (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. SEM images of the GCE surface consecutively modified with the following components:
CB (1 mg/mL dispersion in DMF) and P [5]A (2 µL of 0.2 mM solution in acetone per electrode)
(a) poly(MB) (b), poly(NR) (c), DNA (1 mg/mL) (d), DNA (1 mg/mL) + TC-cone (1 mg/mL) (e).
(f) Shows that the morphology of the surface layer consisted of the polymerized dyes and TC-cone
adsorbed on the electrode with no DNA.

As can be seen from Figure 5a, P [5]A molecules are preferably adsorbed on the CB
particles that preserve their roundish shape and regular distribution on the GCE surface.
The electropolymerization of MB results in the formation of bigger particles that are placed
on the CB layer but do not fully cover them. The following deposition of the NR resulted in
a full coverage of the surface with a dense film that leaves the relief of underlying particles.
The following adsorption of DNA resulted in formation of a uniform film. This might
result from the electrostatic interactions because the electropolymerization of the NR films
finished at maximal anodic potential, and hence resulted in the formation of the maximal
number of oxidized dye units nearing a positive charge. It should be also noted that the
formation of such a film did not prevent the redox reactions in the underlying layers of
the dyes, so changes in the peak currents on the voltammograms were lower than could
be expected for diffusionally free redox probes in the same conditions. The reaction of
DNA with TC-cone bearing quaternary ammonium groups promoted aggregation of the
adducts on the electrode and partial liberation of the grained structure. Deposition of the
TC-cone with no DNA resulted in the formation of a film with numerous raptures and
defects, probably due to hydrophobic interactions.

3.3. DNA and Doxorubicin Influence

As stated in preliminary experiments, exposure of the GCE covered with poly(MB)
and poly(NR) composite decreased the redox peaks on voltammograms attributed to the
polymeric dyes. In the presence of TC-cone, the DNA influence was increased four-fold.
This effect is more pronounced for the NR oxidation peak current, which was used in the
following experiments as a measure of DNA-related interactions in the surface layer. The
influence increased both with the concentration of the macrocycle (see Figure 3a) and DNA.
In the latter case, saturation was observed at 2 mg/mL DNA. The following increase in
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the DNA concentration resulted in a higher deviation of the peak current due to irregular
deposition of the biopolymer on the underlying polymeric film.

Incubation of the DNA sensor in doxorubicin solution resulted in a further decrease
in the NR peak current. This coincides with the intercalation of the drug into the DNA
helix followed by changes in the charge distribution and DNA–TC-cone interactions. This
might result in the formation of a denser layer, preventing the electron exchange in the
polymeric dyes. Appropriate voltammograms and calibration curves are presented in
Figure 6. The effect of doxorubicin increased with incubation time until 20 min. All the
following experiments were performed within this incubation period.
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Figure 6. (a) Cyclic voltammograms recorded on the GCE covered with CB, P [5]A, poly(MB),
poly(NR) and adsorbed DNA (1 mg/mL)–TC-cone (1 mg/mL) after incubation in 0.1, 1.0 pM, 0.01,
0.1 and 1.0 nM doxorubicin; (b) Calibration plots of doxorubicin obtained with the DNA sensors
utilizing the CB dispersion in chitosan (1) and DMF (2). Incubation 20 min.

For comparison, appropriate dependence obtained with the CB dispersed in chitosan
has been presented in Figure 6b (line 1). The slope of linear approximation is rather
close to that obtained with the CB layer dispersed in DMF (line 2). This confirms the
suggestion about partial shielding of the CB particles in the chitosan layer expressed after
the investigation of the dye electropolymerization efficiency (Figure 1). The slope of the
doxorubicin calibration curve in the semi-logarithmic plots is about 5–6% per decade, or
twice higher than the doubled deviation of the peak current shift measured. The limit
of detection (LOD) was calculated as a doxorubicin concentration corresponding to a
15% decay of the peak current. It was found to be 0.13 pM for the DNA sensor based on CB
dispersion in DMF. This is comparable to or better than the performance of voltametric and
DNA sensors described in the literature (Table 2).

It is interesting to compare the performance of the DNA sensors utilizing thiacal-
ixarenes [28,32,33,35,36]. In these, terminal amino groups were introduced to the sub-
stituents at the lower rim of the macrocycle. The greatest difference in DNA sensor assem-
bly was seen in this work. Here, the DNA was first mixed with the TC-cone and placed
on the electrode surface, while in other biosensors, macrocycles were first deposited onto
the GCE or electropolymerized film and then the DNA aliquot was added so that the
reaction of the components was limited by heterogeneous conditions and steric hindrance
of adduct formation. Second, aminated thiacalixarenes are less adapted for the reaction
with anionic sites of DNA against TC-cone, with quaternary ammonium groups separated
from the macrocycle core with rather flexible linkers. For this reason, the formation of the
DNA–macrocycle adducts is more sensitive to electrostatic interactions on the biosensor
interface and reacts even to minor changes in the charge distribution resulting from dox-
orubicin intercalation. Overall changes in the currents are not very high and cover about
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30–40% of the initial peak current. Nevertheless, they are quite significant and applicable
for semi-quantitative assessment of the intercalating drugs in various media.

Table 2. The comparison of the performance of voltametric sensors and biosensors for doxorubicin
determination.

Surface Layer Content Concentration Range LOD, nM Refs.

Voltametric Sensors

Graphene, poly(taurine), β-cyclodextrin 6 nM–3.45 µM 12 [39]
Ag nanoparticles, chitosan 0.103–3.6 µM 103 [40]

CB, Cu nanoparticles, Nafion 0.45–5.1 µM 24 [41]
Multi-wall carbon nanotubes, mesoporous

Pd and Pt particles 4.4 nM–8.58 µM 0.86 [42]

DNA sensors

Poly(Azure B–proflavine) 0.03–10 nM 0.01 [26]
Polyaniline or poly(NR), aminated thiacalix

[4]arene 1 nM–50 µM 0.1 [28]

CB, P [5]A, poly(NR), monomer of MB 10 nM–0.1 mM 3 [35]
CB, chitosan, aminated thiacalix [4]arene 10 pM–1 nM 0.0003 [36]

Pt and Ag nanoparticles 172 pM–1.72 nM - [43]
Single-wall carbon nanotubes 1.0 nM–20 µM 0.6 [44]

Multi-wall carbon nanotubes, poly(L-lysine) 2.5 nM–0.25 µM 1.0 [45]
Polyaniline layered films 1.0 pM–1 mM 0.0006 [46]

CB, P [5]A, poly(MB), poly(NR), thiacalix
[4]arene with quaternary ammonium

terminal groups
0.5 pM–1.0 nM 0.00013 This work

It should be noted that the signal of the DNA sensor developed was stable after contact
with some other drugs, e.g., sulfamethoxazole, kanamycin and paracetamol, in a micromo-
lar concentration range. The choice of sulfamethoxazole as a representative of sulfanilamide
medications is explained by common treatment of patients with such antibiotics to prevent
hospital-acquired infections. Furthermore, a comparison of the influence of anthracycline
and sulfanilamide drugs has been previously performed for polyaniline–DNA compos-
ites [47]. Kanamycin is an aminoglycoside antibiotic that can affect the charge of the surface
layer and hence interfere with doxorubicin determination. This is due to aminated groups
in its structure that are able to perform electrostatic interactions with charge functions of
the layer. Paracetamol is one of the most frequently used medications for treating fever
and relieving pain. It exerts electrochemical activity and is often considered as a potential
interference in electrochemical methods of drug determination. In this study, its application
did not alter the signal toward doxorubicin due to the low potential of the NR peaks used
as signals to doxorubicin. Meanwhile, it is expected that the DNA sensor based on the
intercalation effect does not allow for discriminating anthracycline drugs (doxorubicin,
daunorubicin, idarubicin), which likely affect the signal in a similar manner. Previously, this
was shown for another DNA sensor based on polyaniline as a signal-forming component
of the sensing layer [47]. This coincides with common clinical practice of the application of
individual anthracycline with cardio protectors, often in liposomes [48].

3.4. Measurement Precision and DNA Sensor Lifetime

Sensor-to-sensor repeatability was calculated from the results of voltametric measure-
ments performed with six individual DNA sensors incubated in 0.1 nM doxorubicin for
20 min. The GCE covered with the copolymer of the Azure B and proflavine can be stored
in dry conditions at 4 ◦C for at least six months. In the following DNA application and
doxorubicin signal measurement, the deviation tends to increase to 10% toward the end of
the storage period.
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3.5. Real Sample Analysis

To show the applicability of the DNA sensor, it was applied for the assessment of
the doxorubicin residues in spiked samples of synthetic human plasma (see content in
Experimental section). Each DNA sensor was used once because of random changes in the
response observed for its repeated incubation in spiked plasma. These can be attributed
to incomplete removal of the species interacting with DNA in the intermediate washing
step or deposition of colloidal particles present in real samples and drug medications. Prior
to incubation, the pH of the spiked plasma was measured and corrected to pH = 7.0 if
necessary. The resulting changes in the poly(NR) peak shape and height were similar to
those obtained in HEPES buffer (Figure 7).
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Figure 7. (a) Cyclic voltammograms recorded on the GCE covered with CB, P [5]A, poly(MB),
poly(NR) and adsorbed DNA (1 mg/mL)–TC-cone (1 mg/mL) after incubation in spiked plasma
containing 0, 0.1, 1.0 pM, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0 nM doxorubicin; (b) Calibration plots of doxorubicin
obtained with the DNA sensor in spiked plasma (1) and standard doxorubicin solutions in 0.1 M
HEPES, pH 6.0 (2). Incubation 20 min.

The DNA sensor was also used for the determination of doxorubicin in Doxorubicin-
TEVA ® medication (lyophilizate for injection solutions). It was dissolved in 0.1 M HEPES to
a nominal concentration of 1.0 nM and then used for the signal measurement, as described
above. The recovery was assessed to be 95 ± 8% (three measurements). No influence of
stabilizers present in the medication (lactose) was found.

4. Discussion

The results obtained indicated the importance of the assembling the DNA sensor for
sensitive detection of biospecific interactions. In this work, DNA was first mixed with
the macrocycle bearing quaternary ammonium groups at the substituents at the lower
rim of the thiacalixarene core. The compliance of the binding sites was reached only for
the cone configuration. The underlying layer of the biosensor consisted of CB particles
dispersed in the DMF as a film-forming agent, and of the electropolymerized MB and
NR dyes. Although all the components of the layer have been tested previously, their
combination resulted in a remarkable increase in the sensitivity of the DNA sensor toward
the model intercalator (doxorubicin). Thus, the maximal relative shift of the signal (anodic
peak current attributed to the poly(NR)) was 1.5 times bigger than that earlier obtained
with no thiacalixarene [32]. As a result, the LOD achieved for doxorubicin was decreased by
about two orders of magnitude. The mechanism of such changes in the redox behavior of
the polymerized dye assumes that the formation of the DNA–thiacalixarene adduct affected
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the equilibrium of the redox conversion of the NR fragments. Doxorubicin intercalation
influenced both the charge distribution and the volume of the biopolymer. Further, it could
promote changes in the aggregation of the reactants on the electrode interface. This latter
statement was proved using SEM for the assessment the morphology of the surface layer.

The DNA sensor developed showed stable and reproducible signals both in model
solutions of the intercalator and in spiked plasma. No influence of several other antibiotics
on the signal was found. This offers good opportunities for the application of such DNA
sensors in pharmacokinetics of anthracycline preparations and their manufacture control.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, I.S. and G.E.; methodology, P.P.; validation, D.K., inves-
tigation, D.S. and A.R.; writing—original draft preparation, G.E.; project administration, P.P. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Russian Science Foundation (PP), grant number 19-73-
10134 (synthesis of thiacalix [4]arenes bearing terminal ammonium groups and investigation of their
interactions with DNA) and the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (GE), grant No 20-33-90132
(electropolymerization of dyes and assembling of the surface layer of DNA sensor).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

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

References
1. Bhatt, G.; Bhattacharya, S. DNA-based sensors. In Environmental, Chemical and Medical Sensors; Bhattacharya, S., Agarwal, A.K.,

Chanda, N., Pandey, A., Sen, A.K., Eds.; Springer: Singapore, 2018; pp. 343–372.
2. Yu, D.; Blankert, B.; Viré, J.-C.; Kauffmann, J.-M. Biosensors in drug discovery and drug analysis. Anal. Lett. 2005, 38, 1687–1701.

[CrossRef]
3. Pollard, T.D.; Ong, J.J.; Goyanes, O.; Orlu, M.; Gaisford, S.; Elbadawi, M.; Basit, A.W. Electrochemical biosensors: A nexus for

precision medicine. Drug Discov. Today 2021, 26, 69–79. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Tarun, M.; Bajrami, B.; Rusling, J.F. Genotoxicity screening using biocatalyst/DNA films and capillary LC−MS/MS. Anal. Chem.

2006, 78, 624–627. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Marrazza, G.; Chianella, I.; Mascini, M. Disposable DNA electrochemical biosensors for environmental monitoring. Anal. Chim.

Acta 1999, 387, 297–307. [CrossRef]
6. Leonardi, A.A.; Faro, M.J.L.; Irrera, A. Biosensing platforms based on silicon nanostructures: A critical review. Anal. Chim. Acta

2021, 1160, 338393. [CrossRef]
7. Mohankumar, P.; Ajayan, J.; Mohanraj, T.; Yasodharan, R. Recent developments in biosensors for healthcare and biomedical

applications: A review. Measurement 2021, 167, 108293. [CrossRef]
8. Luong, J.H.T.; Male, K.B.; Glennon, J.D. Biosensor technology: Technology push versus market pull. Biotechnol. Adv. 2008, 26,

492–500. [CrossRef]
9. Mousazadeh, F.; Mohammadi, S.Z.; Akbari, S.; Mofidinasab, N.; Aflatoonian, M.R. Recent advantages of mediator based

chemically modified electrodes, powerful approach in electroanalytical chemistry. Curr. Anal. Chem. 2022, 18, 6–30. [CrossRef]
10. Stradiotto, N.R.; Yamanaka, H.; Zanoni, M.V.B. Electrochemical sensors: A powerful tool in analytical chemistry. J. Braz. Chem.

Soc. 2003, 14, 159–173. [CrossRef]
11. Karimi-Maleh, H.; Karimi, F.; Alizadeh, M.; Sanati, A.L. Electrochemical sensors, a bright future in the fabrication of portable kits

in analytical systems. Chem. Rec. 2020, 20, 682–692. [CrossRef]
12. de-los-Santos-Álvarez, P.; Lobo-Castañón, M.J.; Miranda-Ordieres, A.J.; Tuñón-Blanco, P. Current strategies for electrochemical

detection of DNA with solid electrodes. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2004, 378, 104–118. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
13. Ferapontova, E.E. DNA electrochemistry and electrochemical sensors for nucleic acids. Annu. Rev. Anal. Chem. 2018, 11, 197–218.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
14. Pellitero, M.A.; Shaver, A.; Arroyo-Currás, N. Critical review—Approaches for the electrochemical interrogation of DNA-based

sensors: A critical review. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2020, 167, 037529. [CrossRef]
15. Lin, C.; Wu, Y.; Luo, F.; Chen, D.; Chen, X. A label-free electrochemical DNA sensor using methylene blue as redox indicator

based on an exonuclease III-aided target recycling strategy. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2014, 59, 365–369. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
16. Ahmed, M.U.; Nahar, S.; Safavieha, M.; Zourob, M. Real-time electrochemical detection of pathogen DNA using electrostatic

interaction of a redox probe. Analyst 2013, 138, 907–915. [CrossRef]
17. Wei, M.-Y.; Guo, L.-H.; Famouri, P. DNA biosensors based on metallo-intercalator probes and electrocatalytic amplification.

Microchim. Acta 2011, 172, 247–260. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/00032710500205659
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.drudis.2020.10.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33137482
http://doi.org/10.1021/ac0517996
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16408950
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0003-2670(99)00051-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2021.338393
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2020.108293
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2008.05.007
http://doi.org/10.2174/1573411017999201224124347
http://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-50532003000200003
http://doi.org/10.1002/tcr.201900092
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-003-2369-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14624325
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-anchem-061417-125811
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29894229
http://doi.org/10.1149/2.0292003JES
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2014.03.053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24752147
http://doi.org/10.1039/C2AN36153A
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-010-0519-6


Biosensors 2022, 12, 329 14 of 15

18. Nano, A.; Furst, A.L.; Hill, M.G.; Barton, J.K. DNA electrochemistry: Charge-transport pathways through DNA films on gold. J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 2021, 143, 11631–11640. [CrossRef]

19. Evtugyn, G.; Hianik, T. Electrochemical DNA sensors and aptasensors based on electropolymerized materials and polyelectrolyte
complexes. TrAC Trends Anal. Chem. 2016, 79, 168–178. [CrossRef]

20. Saberi, R.-S.; Shahrokhian, S.; Marrazza, G. Amplified electrochemical DNA sensor based on polyaniline film and gold nanoparti-
cles. Electroanalysis 2013, 25, 1373–1380. [CrossRef]

21. Ren, R.; Leng, C.; Zhang, S. A chronocoulometric DNA sensor based on screen-printed electrode doped with ionic liquid and
polyaniline nanotubes. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2010, 25, 2089–2094. [CrossRef]

22. Chen, H.; Xiang, Y.; Cai, R.; Zhang, L.; Zhang, Y.; Zhou, N. An ultrasensitive biosensor for dual-specific DNA based on deposition
of polyaniline on a self-assembled multi-functional DNA hexahedral-nanostructure. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2021, 179, 113066.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Evtugyn, G.A.; Stepanova, V.B.; Porfireva, A.V.; Zamaleeva, A.I.; Fakhrullin, R.R. Electrochemical DNA sensors based on
nanostructured organic dyes/DNA/polyelectrolyte complexes. J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol. 2014, 14, 6738–6747. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Kuzin, Y.; Kappo, D.; Porfireva, A.; Shurpik, D.; Stoikov, I.; Evtugyn, G.; Hianik, T. Electrochemical DNA sensor based on carbon
black—Poly(Neutral red) composite for detection of oxidative DNA damage. Sensors 2018, 18, 3489. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Kuzin, Y.; Ivanov, A.; Evtugyn, G.; Hianik, T. Voltammetric detection of oxidative DNA damage based on interactions between
polymeric dyes and DNA. Electroanalysis 2016, 28, 2956–2964. [CrossRef]

26. Porfireva, A.; Evtugyn, G. Electrochemical DNA sensor based on the copolymer of proflavine and Azure B for doxorubicin
determination. Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 924. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Stoikov, D.I.; Porfir’eva, A.V.; Shurpik, D.N.; Stoikov, I.I.; Evtyugin, G.A. Electrochemical DNA sensors on the basis of electropoly-
merized thionine and Azure B with addition of pillar[5]arene as an electron transfer mediator. Russ. Chem. Bull. 2019, 68, 431–437.
[CrossRef]

28. Porfir’eva, A.V.; Shibaeva, K.S.; Evtyugin, V.G.; Yakimova, L.S.; Stoikov, I.I.; Evtyugin, G.A. An electrochemical DNA sensor for
doxorubicin based on a polyelectrolyte complex and aminated thiacalix[4]arene. J. Anal. Chem. 2019, 74, 707–714. [CrossRef]

29. Lerman, L.S. Structural considerations in the interaction of DNA and acridines. J. Mol. Biol. 1961, 3, 18–30. [CrossRef]
30. Tewey, K.M.; Rowe, T.C.; Yang, L.; Halligan, B.D.; Liu, L.F. Adriamycin-induced DNA damage mediate by mammalian DNA

topoisomerase II. Science 1984, 226, 466–468. [CrossRef]
31. Hurley, L.H. DNA and its associated processes as targets for cancer therapy. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2002, 2, 188–200. [CrossRef]
32. Ogoshi, T.; Aoki, T.; Kitajima, K.; Fujinami, S.; Yamagishi, T.-A.; Nakamoto, Y. Facile, rapid, and high-yield synthesis of

pillar[5]arene from commercially available reagents and its X-ray crystal structure. J. Org. Chem. 2011, 76, 328–331. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

33. Padnya, P.L.; Andreyko, E.A.; Gorbatova, P.A.; Parfenov, V.V.; Rizvanov, I.K.; Stoikov, I.I. Towards macrocyclic ionic liquids:
Novel ammonium salts based on tetrasubstituted p-tert-butylthiacalix[4]arenes. RSC Adv. 2017, 7, 1671–1686. [CrossRef]

34. Parham, H.; Zargar, B. Determination of isosorbide dinitrate in arterial plasma, synthetic serum and pharmaceutical formulations
by linear sweep voltammetry on a gold electrode. Talanta 2001, 55, 255–262. [CrossRef]

35. Kappo, D.; Kuzin, Y.I.; Shurpik, D.N.; Stoikov, I.I.; Evtyugin, G.A. Voltammetric DNA sensor based on redox-active dyes for
determining doxorubicin. J. Anal. Chem. 2022, 77, 94–100. [CrossRef]

36. Kulikova, T.; Padnya, P.; Shiabiev, I.; Rogov, A.; Stoikov, I.; Evtugyn, G. Electrochemical sensing of interactions between DNA and
charged macrocycles. Chemosensors 2021, 9, 347. [CrossRef]

37. Guidelli, R.; Compton, R.G.; Feliu, J.M.; Gileadi, E.; Lipkowski, J.; Schmickler, W.; Trasatti, S. Defining the transfer coefficient in
electrochemistry: An assessment (IUPAC technical report). Pure Appl. Chem. 2014, 86, 245–258. [CrossRef]

38. Pauliukaite, R.; Brett, C.M.A. Poly(neutral red): Electrosynthesis, characterization, and application as a redox mediator. Electro-
analysis 2008, 20, 1275–1285. [CrossRef]

39. Alizadeh, P.M.; Hasanzadeh, M.; Soleymani, J.; Gharamaleki, J.V.; Jouyban, A. Application of bioactive cyclic oligosaccharide
on the detection of doxorubicin hydrochloride in unprocessed human plasma sample: A new platform towards efficient
chemotherapy. Microchem. J. 2019, 145, 450–455. [CrossRef]

40. Ehsani, M.; Soleymani, J.; Mohammadalizadeh, P.; Hasanzadeh, M.; Jouyban, A.; Khoubnasabjafari, M.; Vaez-Gharamaleki,
Y. Low potential detection of doxorubicin using a sensitive electrochemical sensor based on glassy carbon electrode modified
with silver nanoparticles-supported poly(chitosan): A new platform in pharmaceutical analysis. Microchem. J. 2021, 165, 106101.
[CrossRef]

41. Materon, E.M.; Wong, A.; Fatibello-Filho, O.; Faria, R.C. Development of a simple electrochemical sensor for the simultaneous
detection of anticancer drugs. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2018, 827, 64–72. [CrossRef]

42. Kalambate, P.K.; Li, Y.; Shen, Y.; Huang, Y. Mesoporous Pd@Pt core-shell nanoparticles supported on multi-walled carbon
nanotubes as a sensing platform: Application in simultaneous electrochemical detection of anticancer drugs doxorubicin and
dasatinib. Anal. Methods. 2019, 11, 443–453. [CrossRef]

43. Karadurmus, L.; Dogan-Topal, B.; Kurbanoglu, S.; Shah, A.; Ozkan, S.A. The interaction between DNA and three intercalating
anthracyclines using electrochemical DNA nanobiosensor based on metal nanoparticles modified screen-printed electrode.
Micromachines 2021, 12, 1337. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.1c04713
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.trac.2015.11.025
http://doi.org/10.1002/elan.201200434
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2010.02.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2021.113066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33571935
http://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2014.9345
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25924325
http://doi.org/10.3390/s18103489
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30332841
http://doi.org/10.1002/elan.201600297
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano10050924
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32397677
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11172-019-2404-8
http://doi.org/10.1134/S1061934819070086
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2836(61)80004-1
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.6093249
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrc749
http://doi.org/10.1021/jo1020823
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21142202
http://doi.org/10.1039/C6RA24734B
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0039-9140(01)00416-7
http://doi.org/10.1134/S1061934822010075
http://doi.org/10.3390/chemosensors9120347
http://doi.org/10.1515/pac-2014-5026
http://doi.org/10.1002/elan.200804217
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.microc.2018.11.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.microc.2021.106101
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2018.09.010
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8AY02381F
http://doi.org/10.3390/mi12111337
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34832748


Biosensors 2022, 12, 329 15 of 15

44. Hassani Moghadam, F.; Taher, M.T.; Karimi-Maleh, H. Doxorubicin anticancer drug monitoring by ds-DNA-based electrochemical
biosensor in clinical samples. Micromachines 2021, 12, 808. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Peng, A.; Xu, H.; Luo, C.; Ding, H. Application of a disposable doxorubicin sensor for direct determination of clinical drug
concentration in patient blood. Int. J. Electrochem. Sci. 2016, 11, 6266–6278. [CrossRef]

46. Kulikova, T.; Porfireva, A.; Evtugyn, G.; Hianik, T. Electrochemical DNA sensors with layered polyaniline-DNA coating for
detection of specific DNA interactions. Sensors 2019, 19, 469. [CrossRef]

47. Shamagsumova, R.; Porfireva, A.; Stepanova, V.; Osin, Y.; Evtugyn, G.; Hianik, T. Polyaniline-DNA based sensor for the detection
of anthracycline drugs. Sens. Actuators B 2015, 220, 573–582. [CrossRef]

48. Rahman, A.M.; Yusuf, S.W.; Ewer, M.S. Anthracycline-induced cardiotoxicity and the cardiac-sparing effect of liposomal
formulation. Int. J. Nanomed. 2007, 2, 567–583.

http://doi.org/10.3390/mi12070808
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34357218
http://doi.org/10.20964/2016.07.38
http://doi.org/10.3390/s19030469
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2015.05.076

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Reagents 
	Synthesis of Thiacalix [4]arene Derivatives Bearing Ammonia Groups 
	Electrochemical Instrumentation 
	Scanning Electron Microscopy 
	Modification of the Working Electrode 
	Electropolymerization of MB and NR 
	DNA Biosensor Assembling and Signal Measurements 

	Results 
	Electrochemical Characterization of the Electrode Modification 
	SEM Measurements 
	DNA and Doxorubicin Influence 
	Measurement Precision and DNA Sensor Lifetime 
	Real Sample Analysis 

	Discussion 
	References

