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Abstract: Advancing low-cost and user-friendly innovations to benefit public health is an important
task of scientific and engineering research. According to the World Health Organization (WHO),
electrochemical sensors are being developed for low-cost SARS-CoV-2 diagnosis, particularly in
resource-limited settings. Nanostructures with sizes ranging from 10 nm to a few micrometers
could deliver optimum electrochemical behavior (e.g., quick response, compact size, sensitivity and
selectivity, and portability), providing an excellent alternative to the existing techniques. Therefore,
nanostructures, such as metal, 1D, and 2D materials, have been successfully applied in in vitro and
in vivo detection of a wide range of infectious diseases, particularly SARS-CoV-2. Electrochemical
detection methods reduce the cost of electrodes, provide analytical ability to detect targets with a
wide variety of nanomaterials, and are an essential strategy in biomarker sensing as they can rapidly,
sensitively, and selectively detect SARS-CoV-2. The current studies in this area provide fundamental
knowledge of electrochemical techniques for future applications.

Keywords: SARS-CoV-2; electrochemical detection; biosensing platform; nanomaterials; virus detection

1. Introduction
1.1. Introduction to Biosensors and Electrochemical Biosensors

The term “Biosensors” can have many definitions, but it generally comprises three parts:
a part that can immobilize and analyze the target analytes, such as microorganisms,
biomolecules (e.g., nucleic acids, antibodies, and hormones), or proteins; a transducer
component that converts the physicochemical reaction to the flow of electrons; a display
device (e.g., PC, laptop, or smartphone) for presentation of an output signal. Google Scholar
database has indexed over 797,000 results with the keyword “biosensor”.

The first biosensor was invented by Cremer (1906) to measure the concentration of
acid in solution by detecting the electric potential of the fluid situated on the opposite sides
of a glass membrane [1]. In 1962, Clark Jr., famous for inventing the biosensor field, made
an oxygen sensor in the blood on a platinum electrode protected by a piece of dialysis
membrane [2]. Since then, incredible progress has been made. Guilbault and Montalvo
developed a biosensor in a urea-specific enzyme electrode in 1969 [3], Yellow Springs
Instrument Co., Inc. (YSI) (Yellow Springs, OH 45387, USA) launched the first commercially
available glucose meter in 1972 [4], Liedberg and coworkers discovered a surface plasmon
resonance (SPR) immunosensor for gas detection in 1983 [5], and I-Stat Corporation of
Princeton, N.J. introduced six common blood tests with 90 s detection time in 1992 [6].
Considering the advances in the field of biosensors, this review aims to elucidate the
electrochemistry and nanotechnology behind electrochemical sensors and their application
in diagnosing severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2) (Figure 1).
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application in diagnosing severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram representing the formation of nanomaterials with key targets and elec-
trochemical detection methods to monitor successful platforms for the detection of SARS-CoV-2. 

Until recently, electrochemical biosensing platforms have been the standard for 
point-of-care (POC) diagnosis of various human diseases because of their high sensitivity, 
specific measurements, ease of operation, and relatively rapid detection time ranging from 
tens of seconds to minutes. However, conventional methods, including quantitative re-
verse transcription–polymerase chain reaction (qRT-PCR), are ineffective in fulfilling the 
ideal conditions for sample detection because they rely on accurate cycle steps, expensive 
reagents, and are time-consuming (~3 h) methods (Figure 2).Therefore, electrochemical 
biosensors using electronics and nanotechnology have been developed (especially for the 
diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2), which can be commercialized as POC devices for clinical di-
agnostics. The final goal of developing electrochemical sensors is to reduce the sample 
volume needed for detection, varying from hundreds of nanoliters to several microliters, 
to conserve pretreatment sample reagents. To meet these requirements, electrochemical 
sensors have become a very promising scientific tool for research and development (Fig-
ure 3). Additionally, with this review, we hope to encourage further research in various 
infectious diseases employing nanotechnology and the electrochemical biosensor commu-
nity. 

Figure 1. Schematic diagram representing the formation of nanomaterials with key targets and
electrochemical detection methods to monitor successful platforms for the detection of SARS-CoV-2.

Until recently, electrochemical biosensing platforms have been the standard for point-
of-care (POC) diagnosis of various human diseases because of their high sensitivity, specific
measurements, ease of operation, and relatively rapid detection time ranging from tens
of seconds to minutes. However, conventional methods, including quantitative reverse
transcription–polymerase chain reaction (qRT-PCR), are ineffective in fulfilling the ideal con-
ditions for sample detection because they rely on accurate cycle steps, expensive reagents,
and are time-consuming (~3 h) methods (Figure 2). Therefore, electrochemical biosensors
using electronics and nanotechnology have been developed (especially for the diagnosis of
SARS-CoV-2), which can be commercialized as POC devices for clinical diagnostics. The
final goal of developing electrochemical sensors is to reduce the sample volume needed for
detection, varying from hundreds of nanoliters to several microliters, to conserve pretreat-
ment sample reagents. To meet these requirements, electrochemical sensors have become a
very promising scientific tool for research and development (Figure 3). Additionally, with
this review, we hope to encourage further research in various infectious diseases employing
nanotechnology and the electrochemical biosensor community.
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Figure 2. Schematic of quantitative reverse transcription–polymerase chain reaction (qRT-PCR) 
from the collecting sample step to the detection step. Reprinted with permission from Ref. [7]. Cop-
yright 2022 Wiley Periodicals LLC. 

 
Figure 3. Cumulative publications on electrochemical biosensors and those capable of detecting 
SARS-CoV-2 from 2020 to 2023. The literature search was performed using the Web of Science. Key-
words used: “electrochemical biosensor” and “electrochemical biosensor SARS-CoV-2”. 

Figure 2. Schematic of quantitative reverse transcription–polymerase chain reaction (qRT-PCR) from
the collecting sample step to the detection step. Reprinted with permission from Ref. [7]. Copyright
2022 Wiley Periodicals LLC.

1.2. Introduction to SARS-CoV-2

Common symptoms of SARS-CoV-2 are fever, cough, fatigue, and loss of sensation,
while chronic cough, headaches, aches and pains, diarrhea, and eye irritation are less
common. SARS-CoV-2 is caused by a coronavirus; it became a pandemic by late 2019,
with more than 614,776,623 affected patients and about 6,536,187 deaths worldwide [8].
Coronavirus is an airborne pathogen but can also spread via hands exposed to infected
surfaces that then touch the eyes, nose, or mouth. Scientists have tried to elucidate how
SARS-CoV-2 causes COVID-19, but the lack of a viable treatment for COVID-19-associated
acute respiratory distress syndrome illustrates that there is still much to be done [9]. WHO
has suggested using Greek letters, such as alpha, beta, gamma, delta, and omicron to
communicate about the emerging strains of this virus with non-scientific viewers. Table 1
lists the details of the reports on variants of SARS-CoV-2.
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Table 1. Details of variants of SARS-CoV-2 [10,11].

Variant Name(s) Earliest Documented Samples Date of Designation Severity Vaccination Effectiveness

Omicron Multiple countries November 2021 Less severe disease
than other variants Yes

Delta India October 2020 More severe disease
than other variants Yes

Gamma Brazil November 2020 Hospitalization and death Yes

Beta South Africa May 2020 Hospitalization and death

Yes (vaccines: AstraZeneca-Oxford,
Pfizer-BioNTech, Moderna, and

Johnson & Johnson also reported
less protection against Beta)

Alpha Great Britain September 2020 Hospitalization, deadlier
than the original virus

Yes (vaccines: Pfizer, Moderna,
and Johnson & Johnson)

The respiratory tract samples for COVID-19 diagnosis are typically collected using
nasopharyngeal swabs (from the back of the throat via the nose) and oropharyngeal swabs
(from the middle of the throat (pharynx) slightly beyond the mouth). Saliva samples are
obtained by spitting into a tube rather than using a nose or throat swab. Antibodies are
only evaluated in the blood samples and are not used to diagnose COVID-19. The public
can use the current diagnostic and therapeutic approaches, such as COVID-19 diagnostic
tests, to collect their own samples at home using a collection kit following the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention guidelines and mail it to the medical laboratory for
SARS-CoV-2 testing. Some test kits provide results in minutes at home without needing
to send the samples to a laboratory. The current methods for SARS-CoV-2 diagnosis, the
in vitro diagnostic (IVD) devices, are tests performed on samples collected from individuals.
IVDs can be used to track diseases or other events as well as monitor a person’s overall
health to heal, cure, or prevent illness [12]. SARS-CoV-2-related IVDs are classified into
several types based on the method of coronavirus testing.

• Molecular test: genetic material (RNA) from the virus can be amplified so that viral
infection can be detected using PCR.

• Antibody test: SARS-CoV-2 infection is detected using Y-shaped molecules generated
by the immune system to deactivate a virus and mark it for elimination from the blood.

• Antigen test: parts of a pathogen recognized by the immune system are called antigens;
they can be detected within 15–30 min.
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2. Electrochemical Biosensing Hotspots

In this issue, we highlight the laboratory’s contributions to the development of a
wide range of electroanalytical techniques, such as cyclic voltammetry, electrochemical
impedance spectroscopy, differential pulse voltammetry, and chronoamperometry for the
successful detection of SARS-CoV-2.

2.1. Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy (EIS)

This technique works on a concept similar to resistance (the ability of a circuit to
resist current). Resistance is a concept for ideal resistors. However, because many cir-
cuits are more complex, impedance has replaced resistance. Impedance considers all the
elements of a perfect resistor, as well as inductance, resistance, and capacitance. EIS in-
volves applying an alternating current (AC) source to a sample at various frequencies
and measuring the electrical current. The ratio of the frequency-dependent potential
(E) to the frequency-dependent current (I) is then used to compute the impedance (Z)
(i.e., Z = E/I) [13]. Multiple frequency measurements are conducted using this method. EIS
is non-destructive, extremely powerful, and sensitive and can be used to simultaneously
investigate multiple electrochemical processes, e.g., the rate of transfer of electrons in a pro-
cess, diffusion-limited reactions, or a system’s capacitive behavior at the electrode interface.
Recent research has shown that EIS can be used to detect the corrosion of metals [14,15],
food quality [16–18], and ion mobility [19]. The Faradaic impedance method has high
precision and is commonly used for evaluating heterogeneous charge transport and for
studying double-layer structures. Additionally, electrochemical biosensors based on EIS
have various advantages, including low power consumption and ease of miniaturization.
EIS-based biosensors produce signal output by utilizing periodic small AC perturbations.
They respond to signal changes caused by the binding of bioanalytes to the immobilized
biorecognition parts on the electrode surface. Because of these benefits, biosensors based
on EIS can help develop miniaturized POC testing applications for medical devices. Sala-
handish et al. reported a bipotentiostat readout biosensor for SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid
proteins in both spiked samples and clinical nasopharyngeal swab samples, with prospec-
tive uses in POC screening (Figure 4B) [20]. Two working screen-printed electrodes (SPEs)
were fabricated using a graphene@PEDOT:PSS hybrid ink electroplated on the surface. The
device performance was rapid (~30 min), giving repeatable and accurate measurements
and performing comparably with or outperforming the commercial Autolab potentio-
stat. Tabrizi’s group used carbon nanofibers (CNFs) with embellished gold nanoparticles
(AuNPs) on carbon SPE (CSPE) and measured EIS to detect SARS-CoV-2 receptor-binding
domain with the limit of detection of 7.0 pM in the range of detection of 0.01–64 nM [21].
Table 2 summarizes the recent electrochemical impedance spectroscopy techniques used
for the quantification of SARS-CoV-2.
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Figure 4. Electrochemical biosensors for detecting SARS-CoV-2. (A) A magneto−assay platform de-
signed to discriminate SARS-CoV-2 using differential pulse voltammetry. Reprinted with permission
from Ref. [22]. Copyright 2022 Elsevier Publishing Group. (B) Schematic of using electrochemical
impedance spectroscopy with binary electrochemical data acquisition (Bi−ECDAQ). Reprinted with
permission from Ref. [20]. Copyright 2022 Elsevier Publishing Group. (C) Chronoamperometry is
used in reagent−free sensing of SARS-CoV-2 viral particles. Reprinted with permission from Ref. [23].
Copyright 2021 American Chemical Society Publishing Center.



Micromachines 2023, 14, 933 7 of 18

Table 2. Representative examples of recent EIS for the detection of SARS-CoV-2.

SI. No. Electrode Platform Bioreceptors Nanomaterials
Characteristics

Ref.
LDR 1 LOD 2 Time Detection Clinical Samples

1 Screen-printed
electrode (SPE) Clinical samples nr 3 1 pg/mL–100 ng/mL 2.8 fg/mL 4 min Saliva and oropharyngeal/

nasopharyngeal swab [24]

2 Indium tin oxide (ITO) Antibody AuNPs 0.0015 pg/mL–150 pg /mL 0.48 fg/mL ~90 min Artificial nasal secretions [25]

3 SPE Antibody Graphene@PEDOT:PSS 1 pg/mL– 10 ng/mL 116 fg/mL and 150 fg/mL 30 min Nasopharyngeal sample [20]

4 CSPE Antibody bbZnO/rGO 1–10,000 pg/mL 21 fg/mL 15 min Nasopharyngeal swab [26]

5 Au Peptide AuNPs 0.1–15 pM 0.1 pM nr Serum [27]

6 Steel mesh electrodes Antigen AuNPs 1.0–2.5 × 103 dilution factor nr 30 min Serum [28]

7 Stainless steel
mesh electrodes Antigen AuNPs PPy:PSS/AuNPs: 10–60 ng/ mL and

PPy-NTs/AuNPs: 0.4–8 ng/mL
PPy-NTs/AuNP: 0.386 ng/mL
and PPy:PSS/ AuNPs: 2.456 ng/mL nr Serum [29]

8 Interdigitated electrode Aptamer Carbon nanodiamond 1 fM–100 pM 0.389 fM nr Serum [30]

9 SPE Antibody AuNPs 10–11–10−7 mol/ L 3.16 pmol/L (83.7 pg/mL) 35 min Saliva [31]

10 Au-SPE Molecules Molecularly imprinted
polymer (MIP) 2.0–40.0 pg/mL 0.7 pg/mL nr Saliva [19]

11 Carbon screen-printed
electrode (CSPE) Aptamer CNF–AuNP 0.01–64 nM 7.0 pM 40 min Saliva [21]

12 Gold (Au)
interdigitated electrodes cpDNA AuNPs 1.0 × 10−18–1.0 × 10−6 mol/L 0.5 aM~0.3 copy per mL nr nr [32]

13 ITO Antibody AuNPs 0.002–100 pg/mL 0.577 fg/mL nr nr [33]

14 Gold micropillar
array electrodes Antigen rGO nanoflakes 0.01 fM–30 nM

SARS-CoV-2 spike S1
protein: 2.8 × 10–15 M and

RBD: 16.9 × 10–15 M
nr nr [34]

1 Linear dynamic range (LDR). 2 Limit of detection (LOD). 3 nr—not reported.
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2.2. Differential Pulse Voltammetry (DPV)

In this methodology, the current is measured before every potential change and the
current change is shown as a function of potential. The background is rarely dominated
by the charging current for solid electrodes of all types, but rather by Faradaic processes
depending on the electrode material, solvent, or supporting electrolyte. By taking the
difference between the current samples, DPV allows for the moderation of background
contributions. However, the residual background is typically higher than that of mer-
cury, sometimes decreasing the method’s sensitivity. Because its readout format allows
the separation of signals from individual components along a common baseline, DPV is
particularly well-suited to analyze multicomponent systems. DPV can be used with a
much broader range of analytes than just heavy metal species. However, DPV requires a
computer-controlled or programmable potentiostat [35].

DPV has two key advantages over traditional linear sweep voltammetry. First, it
is far more sensitive. For each species being studied, the differential pulse approach
produces a distinct peak and measuring the height or area of this peak and linking it to the
concentration gives more reliable results than measuring the height of the current in the
linear sweep mode. This is especially obvious at low concentrations, where a slight peak
in the differential pulse mode is considerably easier to detect than a small shift in current
height. The second advantage is that it is considerably easier to distinguish two species
with comparable E1/2 values [36]. Recently, Nascimento et al. reported an ultrasensitive
disposable electrochemical biosensor to profile the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein based on a
magneto-assay [22]. As displayed in Figure 4A, the synthesis of magnetic beads (MBs) and
gold nanoparticles (AuNPs) conjugated to ACE2 peptide via a straightforward thiol-Au
bond allows for the capture and separation of spike proteins in saliva samples. Using
transmission electron microscopy, the authors proved that AuNPs can be found on the
surface of the MBs and showed biosensing ability with significantly low LOD of 0.35 ag/mL
(60 min of detection time using DPV) that could work with saliva samples. Lima et al.
also performed similar experiments investigating the effects of pencil graphite electrodes
as low-cost electrochemically advanced diagnostic tools (~USD 1.50/unit) with a LOD
viral spike protein of 229 fg/mL that could be correlated to the different concentrations
of clinical samples [37]. Furthermore, DPV has been employed to study SARS-CoV-2 as a
model electrochemical biosensor (Table 3).
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Table 3. Representative examples of recent DPV for the detection of SARS-CoV-2.

SI. No. Electrode Platform Bioreceptors Nanomaterials
Characteristics

Ref.
LDR 1 LOD 2 Time Detection Clinical Samples

1 Fluorine-doped tin
oxide (FTO) Antibody AuNPs 1 fM–1 µM 0.63 fM 10–30 s Saliva [38]

2 ITO Antibody Au NPs@rPGO 100 nmol/L–500 fmol/L 39.5 fmol/L nr 3 Serum [39]

3 CSPE Protein Ni(OH)2 NPs 1 fg/mL to 1 µg/mL 0.3 fg/mL 20 min Serum [40]

4 SPE Clinical samples Au NS & GO 0–1800 × 10−20 µg/mL 1.68 × 10−22 µg/mL 1 min
Blood, saliva,

and oropharyngeal/
nasopharyngeal swab

[41]

5 Au-SPCE ssDNA BNQDs/FGNs 10−18–10−9 M 0.48 aM 30 min Nasopharyngeal swab [42]

6 CSPE Dithiolated DNA
and RNA AuNTs 0–500 fM 22.2 fM 1.5 h Nasopharyngeal swab [43]

7 Laser-scribed
graphene (LSG) Antibody AuNS 5.0–500 ng/mL 2.9 ng/mL nr Serum [44]

8 SPE Aptamer SWCNT 0.3–300 nM 7 nM nr Nasopharyngeal swab [45]

9 Glassy carbon
electrode (GCE)

Whole virus of
SARS-CoV-2 GO 0.1933–2.708 µg /mL 0.1802 fg/mL 1 min Plasma blood [46]

10 CSPE Antibody MBs 0.01–0.6 µg/mL 19 ng/mL 30 min Saliva [47]

1 Linear dynamic range (LDR). 2 Limit of detection (LOD). 3 nr—not reported.
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2.3. Chronoamperometry (CA)

In chronoamperometry, the current is measured as a function of time, following a po-
tential step perturbation when a squarewave potential is applied to the working electrode.
Typically, the working electrode is stepped from a potential without any electrode reaction
to one corresponding to the mass-transport-limited current and the ensuing current–time
transient is measured. In double-step chronoamperometry, a second step inverts the elec-
trode reaction, making it useful for assessing the circumstances in which the product of
the original electrode reaction is consumed in solution by a related homogeneous chemical
process. Nonetheless, the depletion effect remains, which means that the current continues
to decay with time, as it does in any RC circuit, as described by the Cottrell equation.
Notably, chronoamperometry has a higher signal-to-noise ratio than other amperometry
techniques [48,49]. Table 4 contains information on other studies on using chronoamper-
ometry to detect SARS-CoV-2. As illustrated in Figure 4C, they used a free reagent on a
sensor-modified electrode chip, which was later modified with a DNA–antibody complex.
The developed system is the first standalone sensor chip capable of detecting complete
SARS-CoV-2 virus particles in pure saliva samples from COVID-19 infected individuals in
minutes [23].

Table 4. Representative examples of recent CA for the detection of SARS-CoV-2.

SI. No. Electrode Platform Bioreceptors Nanomaterials
Characteristics

Ref.
LDR 1 LOD 2 Time Detection Clinical Samples

1 Sensor-modified
electrode chip ssDNA GNPs and AuNPs

585.4 copies/µL to

5.854 × 107 copies/µL
6.9 copies/µL <5 min Nasal swab

and Saliva [50]

2 Screen-printed on a
PET substrate Antibody nr 3 600 pg/mL–60 µg/mL for IgG and

500 pg/mL –50 µg/mL for IgM
10.1 ng/mL for IgG and

1.64 ng/mL for IgM 13 min Serum [51]

3 SPE Antibody nr 0.15 to 100 ng/mL 0.15 ng/ mL nr Serum [52]

4 Au-SPE Antibody Magnetic nanobeads 1 ng/mL– 10 ng/mL 50 pg/mL <1 h Serum [53]

5 Rotating disk
electrode (RDE) Protein NiOOH 0.74–0.074 fg/mL 0.074 fg/mL 100 milliseconds Saliva [54]

1 Linear dynamic range (LDR). 2 Limit of detection (LOD). 3 nr—not reported.

2.4. Cyclic Voltammetry (CV)

CV, as shown in the Figure 1, is an electrochemical technique that measures the
current as a response to applied voltages and is a type of potentiodynamic electrochemical
measurement. In general, the procedure is a reversible potential-controlled experiment that
scans the electric potential before reversing directions after reaching the final potential and
scans back to the initial potential at a predetermined period [55]. The electron transfer rate
constants can be estimated by analyzing the variation in the peak position as a function
of the scan rate. Using this technique, it is possible to investigate the surface using the
characteristic potential of the electrodes [35]. Sukjee et al. described electrochemical
detection of inactivated SARS-CoV-2 in an aquatic environment [56]. In this study, GO was
modified with a molecularly imprinted polymer to achieve greater interaction with the
target virus. The designed biosensor could detect virus samples at sub-fM concentrations
and select samples using SPE electrodes (e.g., negative controls, H5N1 influenza A virus,
and non-imprinted polymers). Nonetheless, the measurement of peak currents in CV does
not contribute to the correction of the charging current because it is typically uncertain,
such as the rate constant of a coupled homogeneous reaction or the concentration of the
electrolyte [57]. This limitation complicates the interpretation of data.

3. The Importance of Nanomaterials for Developing Biosensors for SARS-CoV-2

Signal amplification and improving the properties of electrochemical sensors with
state-of-the-art nanomaterials are important for ultrasensitive biosensors. The three most
extensively studied structures—one-dimensional (1D) and two-dimensional (2D) graphene
and metal nanoparticles—have already demonstrated novel sensing capabilities that can
be used in SARS-CoV-2 electrochemical sensors. Owing to the extensive literature in this
area, only the selected nanomaterials mentioned in this study will be reviewed below.
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• Nanoparticles (<10 nm): Gold nanoparticles (AuNPs) and nickel nanoparticles (NiNPs)
have a vital role in the creation of improved electrochemical systems, providing several
advantages, including smooth functionalization with biomaterials (relatively high
biocompatibility), good consistency, high surface area per unit volume as the material
size decreases, enhanced electron transfer, and catalysis of electrochemical reactions.
They are capable of providing precise, simple, rapid, and affordable biosensors with
improved LOD and therefore can be used to make sensors for SAR-CoV-2 in an elec-
trochemical system [58,59]. Moreover, the AuNPs give the electrode stability and
protection against harmful substances [60]. For example, Alafeef’s group fabricated a
graphene-based paper electrochemical assay while using four thiol-modified antisense
oligonucleotide (ssDNA) -capped AuNPs for the detection of nucleocapsid phospho-
protein (N-gene) of SARS-CoV-2 (less than 5 min) [50]. The importance of AuNP is
reconfirmed once again in this study when comparing thiol-modified ssDNA-capped
AuNPs on top of the gold electrode and without AuNP conjugation. The proposed
assay showed a great sensitivity of 231 (copies µL–1)−1 and LOD = 6.9 copies/µL,
demonstrated output stability and selectivity owing to its signal amplification sys-
tem, and confirmed using the RT-PCR test using clinical samples (Figure 5). Another
approach was reported by Zhao and coworkers; in 2021, Zhao et al. introduced a
super sandwich-type electrochemical sensor for the detection of SARS-CoV-2 from
infected COVID-19 patients using a smartphone. The sensing mechanism was on the
basis of a sandwich assay in which two probes of capture and reporter were used to
hybridize with the SARS-CoV-2 RNA and form a sandwich architect on an AuNPs@p-
sulfocalix[8]arene functionalized graphene and AuNPs@magnetic nanocomposite on
SPCE. The reporter probe was labeled with AuNPs@p-sulfocalix[8]arene function-
alized graphene with toluidine blue to act as the redox reporter for electrochemical
detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA. The proposed sensor offered a great sensitivity of 3 aM,
with a linear detection range from 10−17 to 10−12 M of the logarithmic SARS-CoV-2
RNA concentration and demonstrated great capability for clinical applications with
88 RNA samples [61]. Biosensors with magnetic nanoparticles have well-known ca-
pacities such as less background noise, good dispersions, and good biocompatibility
relevant to the immobilized receptors [62,63]. Another approach was reported by Li
and coworkers for a magnetic nanobead-based immunosensor coupled with a mi-
crofluidic device for SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid protein in serum [64]. For the electrode
surface modification, the capture probe was immobilized on screen-printed gold elec-
trode (SPGE) sensors. After the capture probe immobilization step, the dually labeled
magnetic nanobeads were bound to the capture probe on SPGE sensors and conjugated
with HRP-coated magnetic microbeads, which generated an amperometric current.
The proposed device represented a rapid (<1 h) and handheld smartphone-based
diagnostic device, with high sensitivity of 230 pg/mL in whole serum and 100 pg/mL
in 5 × diluted serum and good selectivity, thanks to magnetic nanobeads, to serve as
an immunomagnetic enrichment and signal amplification. Besides the nanoparticles
mentioned above, many metal nanoparticles have been reported with the aim of de-
veloping sensitive electrochemical biosensors for SARS-CoV-2 detection [65], such as
copper (Cu) and silver (Ag), etc.

• Graphene and its derivatives: Graphene oxide (GO) and reduced graphene oxide
(rGO) are well-known 2D carbon-based nanomaterials designed with a thick layer
of organized single-atom carbon that have demonstrated their value in investigating
the influence of electrode surface platforms on SARS-CoV-2 electrochemical sensors.
The inherently good electrical conductivity and distinctive flat shape with a vast sur-
face area boost the loading capacity of biomolecules. Furthermore, for experiments,
graphene and its derivatives were modified with metal nanoparticles to improve the
sensitivity and analytical performance of electrochemical biosensors [66–68]. How-
ever, the micro-sized structure elicits a strong inflammatory response in vitro and
in vivo [69]. In a recent study, Zhang et al. developed a sensitive graphene field effect
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transistor (FET) for the detection protein of coronaviruses within 2 min. Their platform
utilized a graphene structure along with highly sensitive antibody–antigen interaction
to present very good sensitivity (LOD = 0.2 pM) and potential application in spike
protein samples [70]. Li and coworkers discovered that graphene FET sensor with
complementary phosphorodiamidate morpholino oligos modified on AuNP’s surface
has also been employed to demonstrate the effective detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNAs
samples. A relatively low LOD of 0.37 fM was achieved by the proposed biosensor
with the ability to analyze SARS-CoV-2. Remarkably, this proposed sensor was given
the advantage of detecting undiluted throat swabs and serum with high capability and
precision in 2 min (Figure 6) [71]. Additionally, towards the fabrication of a graphene
biosensing platform, Morawski’s group introduced a graphene-based 3D-printed
six working electrode cell for point-of-care monitoring of three COVID-19 biomarkers
by multiplex voltammetric [72]. In this approach, the graphene oxide was decorated
onto 3D-printed six working electrode cells to exhibit very high sensitivity, down to
0.1 pg/mL, and performed in saliva and serum, due to the utilized graphene materials
to improve the electrical conductivity and to support protein binding and the surface
area of the electrode.

Figure 5. (A) Schematic diagram for screening of the detection of N-gene of SARS-CoV-2 graphene-
based on electrochemical sensing platform. (B) The capability of the proposed electrochemical sensor
to detect the presence of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in clinical samples. Reprinted with permission from
Ref. [50]. Copyright 2020 American Chemical Society Publishing Center.
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• Carbon nanotubes: They are 1D nanomaterials and include multi-walled (MW) and
single-walled (SW) carbon nanotubes that are appropriate for use in the construction
of electrochemical sensors. Carbon nanotubes can provide strong electrocatalytic
activity, strong chemical durability, high thermal stability, large specific surface area,
improved electronic conductivity, and contamination resistance [72,73]. Moreover,
carbon nanotubes provide direct electron transfer to bioreceptors, including antibodies
and antigens [60]. Several studies have been carried out for detecting SARS-CoV-2.
For instance, Shao et al. have demonstrated SW carbon nanotube-based FET for the
detection of SARS-CoV-2 with a LOD of 0.55 fg/mL for spike antigen and 0.016 fg/mL
for nucleocapsid antigen. As the sensor platform, the FET-modified SW carbon nan-
otube was modified by primary antibodies (anti-SARS-CoV-2 spike protein antibody
and anti-nucleocapsid protein antibody) as the capture probe [74]. Cardoso and col-
leagues also conducted a study on detecting SARS-CoV-2 on modified CSPEs with
SW carbon nanotubes. An SW carbon nanotube-based FET displayed an ultrasen-
sitive detection signal to pave the way for the development of various forthcoming
carbon nanotube-based immunosensors. As seen in Figure 7, carboxylated SW carbon
nanotube electrode surface modifications were prepared. For the electrode surface
modification, carboxylated SW carbon nanotubes were immobilized on SPCE by dry-
ing at 72 ◦C to serve as a highly conductive electrode. Carboxyl groups were activated
by a solution of EDAC and NHS on SW carbon nanotubes to produce an amine layer
capable of capturing the antibodies against SARS-CoV-2. The proposed platform was
accumulated on the SPCEs, followed by a detectable electrochemical signal arising
from potassium hexacyanoferrate III (K3[Fe(CN)6]) and potassium hexacyanoferrate II
(K4[Fe(CN)6]) trihydrate. The proposed platform represented a simple and innovative
biosensing platform with great sensitivity (LOD = 0.7 pg/mL) and selectivity, thanks
to the diversified function of carbon nanotubes in signal enhancement (a simple and
quick approach) to be a potential candidate for immunosensors [75].
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These nanomaterials show that, just by varying their physical dimensions or outward
methodologies such as the intensity and frequency of nanoelectrical sensory input, nanos-
tructures can effectively interface with a wide range of bioreceptors, highlighting their
potential use with various biotargets in the electrochemical sensor field. These sensing
platforms functionalized with nanomaterials are planned to be employed as a fast screening
tool in the emergency room. When close connections are being monitored by doctors, the
approach can be utilized to swiftly identify diseased persons and provide doctors with
timely feedback. This is thought to be a potent technique for controlling present COVID-19
infections, as well as any future outbreaks.

4. Concluding Remarks and Future Perspectives

In our previous work, we studied the clinical efficacy of biosensing technologies
for the confirmation of SARS-CoV-2 infection [76]. Our group reviewed electrochemical
biosensing technologies using nanomaterials that have shown excellent performance when
applied to SAR-CoV-2. The first priority was to understand the principles and workings of
electrochemical techniques. Established diagnostic tools for viral infections are limited by
their long response times, exorbitant prices, lack of functionality, technical complexity, and
poor sensitivity and specificity. Electrochemical biosensing technologies can detect their
targets in small sample amounts and provide high detection accuracy at a cost comparable
to the average income in less developed communities.
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With advancements in ultrasensitive detection methods for electrochemical sensors, it
may be possible to leverage these dynamic materials for functional POC biosensing appli-
cations in the future. The growing field of nanomaterial-based electrochemical biosensing
technologies is rapidly expanding in terms of attention and practical implications for both
research and clinical usage. Nanostructures can also address a broad range of interest-
ing biological questions related to the impact of viral infections and biomolecules. Metal
nanoparticles, carbon nanostructures, graphene, and their derivatives are still being studied
for SARS-CoV-2-sensing applications. These endeavors will improve manufacturing and
increase the applicability of nanomaterial-based electrochemical sensors. Consequently,
nanostructures could be a powerful platform in biological research laboratories. Further-
more, biosensors based on nanomaterials can be designed to detect multiple targets simul-
taneously, allowing for more comprehensive and accurate diagnostics. With the ongoing
research and development in this field, nanomaterial-enabled biosensors have the potential
to become a powerful tool in the fight against COVID-19 and other infectious diseases.

Nonetheless, it should be acknowledged that emerging infectious diseases mainly
prevalent in developing countries are generally overlooked by the research community.
Governments, NGOs (non-governmental organizations), and private foundations all play
important roles in attracting investment to mitigate these underappreciated infectious
diseases. Furthermore, because their target markets are in less wealthy settings, commer-
cialized POC devices endure challenges in obtaining funds from investors. We predict that
mobile technology, in association with electronic diagnostic devices, will play a significant
role in remote patient monitoring, particularly in less wealthy regions where healthcare is
inaccessible. With all that in mind, electrochemistry, electrical impedance, and microfluidics
will be extremely useful as a mobile phone readout methodology soon.

We believe that continued attempts by scientists and the biomedical industry to
develop electrochemical biosensing technology will help millions of individuals who are
disproportionately impacted by infectious diseases. We hope that this review will serve
as a link between engineers and scientists interested in the use of nanotechnologies in
biorelated applications.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.-V.T. and H.T.N.L.; methodology, M.-V.T. and H.T.N.L.;
software, M.-V.T. and H.T.N.L.; validation, M.-V.T., H.T.N.L., and S.C.; formal analysis, M.-V.T.
and H.T.N.L.; investigation, M.-V.T. and H.T.N.L.; resources, M.-V.T. and H.T.N.L.; data curation,
M.-V.T. and H.T.N.L.; writing—original draft preparation, M.-V.T. and H.T.N.L.; writing—review and
editing, M.-V.T., H.T.N.L., and S.C.; visualization, M.-V.T.; supervision, H.T.N.L. and S.C.; project
administration, S.C.; funding acquisition, S.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by the GRRC program of Gyeonggi province (GRRC-Gachon
2020(B01), AI-based Medical Image Analysis).

Data Availability Statement: Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were
created or analyzed in this study.

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

References
1. Cremer, M. Über die Ursache der Elektromotorischen Eigenschaften der Gewebe, Zugleich ein Beitrag zur Lehre Von Polyphasischen

Elektrolytke; R. Oldenbourg: München, Germany, 1906; pp. 1865–1935.
2. William, R.; Heineman, W.B.J. Leland c. clark jr.(1918–2005). Biosens. Bioelectron. 2006, 21, 1403–1404.
3. Guilbault, G.G.; Montalvo, J.G., Jr. Urea-specific enzyme electrode. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1969, 91, 2164–2165. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Christiansen, T.F.; Jakobsen, K.M. The slow penetration of enzyme-based biosensors into clinical chemistry analysis. Acta

Anaesthesiol. Scand. Suppl. 1995, 39, 31–35. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Bo Liedberg, C.N. Ingemar Lunström, Surface plasmon resonance for gas detection and biosensing. Sens. Actuators 1983, 4,

299–304. [CrossRef]
6. Calem, R.E. Technology; Moving the Common Blood Test Closer to the Patient. The New York Times, 21 June 1992; p. 12.
7. Zhang, Y.; Huang, Z.; Zhu, J.; Li, C.; Fang, Z.; Chen, K.; Zhang, Y. An updated review of SARS-CoV-2 detection methods in the

context of a novel coronavirus pandemic. Bioeng. Transl. Med. 2022, 8, e10356. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01036a083
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5784180
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-6576.1995.tb04253.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7660748
https://doi.org/10.1016/0250-6874(83)85036-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/btm2.10356


Micromachines 2023, 14, 933 16 of 18

8. WHO. WHO Coronavirus (COVID-19) Dashboard; WHO: Geneva, Switzerland, 2022.
9. Lamers, M.M.; Haagmans, B.L. SARS-CoV-2 pathogenesis. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2022, 20, 270–284. [CrossRef]
10. Katella, K. Omicron, Delta, Alpha, and More: What to Know about the Coronavirus Variants; Yale Medicine: New Haven, CT, USA, 2022.
11. WHO. Tracking SARS-CoV-2 Variants; WHO: Geneva, Switzerland, 2022.
12. The National Institutes of Health. Testing for SARS-CoV-2 Infection. 2022. Available online: https://www.covid1

9treatmentguidelines.nih.gov/overview/sars-cov-2-testing/ (accessed on 20 April 2023).
13. Barsoukov, E.; Macdonald, J.R. (Eds.) Impedance Spectroscopy: Theory, Experiment, and Applications, 2nd ed.; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.:

Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2005.
14. Breugelmans, T.; Tourwé, E.; Van Ingelgem, Y.; Wielant, J.; Hauffman, T.; Hausbrand, R.; Pintelon, R.; Hubin, A. Odd random

phase multisine EIS as a detection method for the onset of corrosion of coated steel. Electrochem. Commun. 2010, 12, 2–5. [CrossRef]
15. Ribeiro, D.V.; Abrantes, J.C.C. Application of electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) to monitor the corrosion of reinforced

concrete: A new approach. Constr. Build. Mater. 2016, 111, 98–104. [CrossRef]
16. Bharatula, L.D.; Marsili, E.; Kwan, J.J. Impedimetric detection of Pseudomonas aeruginosa attachment on flexible ITO-coated

polyethylene terephthalate substrates. Electrochim. Acta 2020, 332, 135390. [CrossRef]
17. Chiriacò, M.S.; Parlangeli, I.; Sirsi, F.; Poltronieri, P.; Primiceri, E. Impedance Sensing Platform for Detection of the Food Pathogen

Listeria monocytogenes. Electronics 2018, 7, 347. [CrossRef]
18. Ghasemi, N.; Zhang, J.; Zare, F.; Bansal, N. Real-Time Method for Rapid Microbial Assessment of Bovine Milk Treated by

Nanosecond Pulsed Electric Field. IEEE Trans. Plasma Sci. 2020, 48, 4221–4227. [CrossRef]
19. Yoon, J.H.; Kumar, Y.A.; Sambasivam, S.; Hira, S.A.; Krishna, T.N.V.; Zeb, K.; Uddin, W.; Kumar, K.D.; Obaidat, I.M.; Kim, S.;

et al. Highly efficient copper-cobalt sulfide nano-reeds array with simplistic fabrication strategy for battery-type supercapacitors.
J. Energy Storage 2020, 32, 101988. [CrossRef]

20. Salahandish, R.; Haghayegh, F.; Ayala-Charca, G.; Hyun, J.E.; Khalghollah, M.; Zare, A.; Far, B.; Berenger, B.M.; Niu, Y.D.;
Ghafar-Zadeh, E.; et al. Bi-ECDAQ: An electrochemical dual-immuno-biosensor accompanied by a customized bi-potentiostat for
clinical detection of SARS-CoV-2 Nucleocapsid proteins. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2022, 203, 114018. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Amouzadeh Tabrizi, M.; Acedo, P. An Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy-Based Aptasensor for the Determination of
SARS-CoV-2-RBD Using a Carbon Nanofiber-Gold Nanocomposite Modified Screen-Printed Electrode. Biosensors 2022, 12, 142.
[CrossRef]

22. Nascimento, E.D.; Fonseca, W.T.; de Oliveira, T.R.; de Correia, C.R.; Faça, V.M.; de Morais, B.P.; Silvestrini, V.C.; Pott-Junior, H.;
Teixeira, F.R.; Faria, R.C. COVID-19 diagnosis by SARS-CoV-2 Spike protein detection in saliva using an ultrasensitive magneto-
assay based on disposable electrochemical sensor. Sens. Actuators B. Chem. 2022, 353, 131128. [CrossRef]

23. Yousefi, H.; Mahmud, A.; Chang, D.; Das, J.; Gomis, S.; Chen, J.B.; Wang, H.; Been, T.; Yip, L.; Coomes, E.; et al. Detection
of SARS-CoV-2 Viral Particles Using Direct, Reagent-Free Electrochemical Sensing. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2021, 143, 1722–1727.
[CrossRef]

24. Torres, M.D.T.; de Araujo, W.R.; de Lima, L.F.; Ferreira, A.L.; de la Fuente-Nunez, C. Low-cost biosensor for rapid detection of
SARS-CoV-2 at the point of care. Matter 2021, 4, 2403–2416. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Aydın, E.B.; Aydın, M.; Sezgintürk, M.K. Label-free and reagent-less electrochemical detection of nucleocapsid protein of
SARS-CoV-2: An ultrasensitive and disposable biosensor. New J. Chem. 2022, 46, 9172–9183. [CrossRef]

26. Haghayegh, F.; Razieh, S.; Mohsen, H.; Amir, S.-N. Highly Stable Buffer-Based Zinc Oxide/Reduced Graphene Oxide Nanosurface
Chemistry for Rapid Immunosensing of SARS-CoV-2 Antigens. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2022, 14, 10844–10855. [CrossRef]

27. Feng, Y.; Liu, G.; La, M.; Liu, L. Colorimetric and Electrochemical Methods for the Detection of SARS-CoV-2 Main Protease by
Peptide-Triggered Assembly of Gold Nanoparticles. Molecules 2022, 27, 615. [CrossRef]

28. Lorenzen, A.L.; Dos Santos, A.M.; Dos Santos, L.P.; da Silva Pinto, L.; Conceição, F.R.; Wolfart, F. PEDOT-AuNPs-based
impedimetric immunosensor for the detection of SARS-CoV-2 antibodies. Electrochim. Acta 2022, 404, 139757. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

29. Hryniewicz, B.M.; Volpe, J.; Bach-Toledo, L.; Kurpel, K.C.; Deller, A.E.; Soares, A.L.; Nardin, J.M.; Marchesi, L.F.; Simas, F.F.;
Oliveira, C.C.; et al. Development of polypyrrole (nano)structures decorated with gold nanoparticles toward immunosensing for
COVID-19 serological diagnosis. Mater. Today Chem. 2022, 24, 100817. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Ramanathan, S.; Gopinath, S.C.B.; Ismail, Z.H.; Md Arshad, M.K.; Poopalan, P. Aptasensing nucleocapsid protein on nanodiamond
assembled gold interdigitated electrodes for impedimetric SARS-CoV-2 infectious disease assessment. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2022,
197, 113735. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Brazaca, L.C.; Imamura, A.H.; Gomes, N.O.; Almeida, M.B.; Scheidt, D.T.; Raymundo-Pereira, P.A.; Oliveira Jr, O.N.; Janegitz, B.C.;
Machado, S.A.S.; Carrilho, E. Electrochemical immunosensors using electrodeposited gold nanostructures for detecting the S
proteins from SARS-CoV and SARS-CoV-2. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2022, 414, 5507–5517. [CrossRef]

32. Soares, J.C.; Soares, A.C.; Rodrigues, V.C.; Oiticica, P.R.A.; Raymundo-Pereira, P.A.; Bott-Neto, J.L.; Buscaglia, L.A.;
de Castro, L.D.C.; Ribas, L.C.; Scabini, L.; et al. Detection of a SARS-CoV-2 sequence with genosensors using data analysis based
on information visualization and machine learning techniques. Mater. Chem. Front. 2021, 5, 5658–5670. [CrossRef]

33. Aydin, E.B.; Aydin, M.; Sezginturk, M.K. Highly selective and sensitive sandwich immunosensor platform modified with
MUA-capped GNPs for detection of spike Receptor Binding Domain protein: A precious marker of COVID 19 infection. Sens.
Actuators B Chem. 2021, 345, 130355. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-022-00713-0
https://www.covid19treatmentguidelines.nih.gov/overview/sars-cov-2-testing/
https://www.covid19treatmentguidelines.nih.gov/overview/sars-cov-2-testing/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elecom.2009.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2016.02.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2019.135390
https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics7120347
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2020.3033556
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.est.2020.101988
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2022.114018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35114466
https://doi.org/10.3390/bios12030142
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2021.131128
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.0c10810
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matt.2021.05.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33997767
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2NJ00046F
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c24475
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27030615
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2021.139757
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34955549
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mtchem.2022.100817
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35155879
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2021.113735
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34736114
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-022-03956-1
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1QM00665G
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2021.130355


Micromachines 2023, 14, 933 17 of 18

34. Ali, M.A.; Hu, C.; Jahan, S.; Yuan, B.; Saleh, M.S.; Ju, E.; Gao, S.J.; Panat, R. Sensing of COVID-19 Antibodies in Seconds via
Aerosol Jet Nanoprinted Reduced-Graphene-Oxide-Coated 3D Electrodes. Adv. Mater. 2021, 33, e2006647. [CrossRef]

35. Allen, J.; Bard, L.R.F. Electrochemical Methods: Fundamentals and Applications; Wiley: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2000; p. 864.
36. Simões, F.R.; Xavier, M.G. Electrochemical Sensors. In Nanoscience and Its Applications; Elsevier BV: Amsterdam, The Netherlands,

2017; pp. 155–178.
37. De Lima, L.F.; Ferreira, A.L.; Torres, M.D.T.; de Araujo, W.R.; de la Fuente-Nunez, C. Minute-scale detection of SARS-CoV-2 using

a low-cost biosensor composed of pencil graphite electrodes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2021, 118, e2106724118. [CrossRef]
38. Roberts, A.; Mahari, S.; Shahdeo, D.; Gandhi, S. Label-free detection of SARS-CoV-2 Spike S1 antigen triggered by electroactive

gold nanoparticles on antibody coated fluorine-doped tin oxide (FTO) electrode. Anal. Chim. Acta 2021, 1188, 339207. [CrossRef]
39. El-Said, W.A.; Al-Bogami, A.S.; Alshitari, W. Synthesis of gold nanoparticles@reduced porous graphene-modified ITO electrode

for spectroelectrochemical detection of SARS-CoV-2 spike protein. Spectrochim. Acta A Mol. Biomol. Spectrosc. 2022, 264, 120237.
[CrossRef]

40. Rahmati, Z.; Roushani, M.; Hosseini, H.; Choobin, H. An electrochemical immunosensor using SARS-CoV-2 spike protein-nickel
hydroxide nanoparticles bio-conjugate modified SPCE for ultrasensitive detection of SARS-CoV-2 antibodies. Microchem. J. 2021,
170, 106718. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Hashemi, S.A.; Golab Behbahan, N.G.; Bahrani, S.; Mousavi, S.M.; Gholami, A.; Ramakrishna, S.; Firoozsani, M.; Moghadami, M.;
Lankarani, K.B.; Omidifar, N. Ultra-sensitive viral glycoprotein detection NanoSystem toward accurate tracing SARS-CoV-2 in
biological/non-biological media. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2021, 171, 112731. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Hatamluyi, B.; Rezayi, M.; Amel Jamehdar, S.; Rizi, K.S.; Mojarrad, M.; Meshkat, Z.; Choobin, H.; Soleimanpour, S.;
Boroushaki, M.T. Sensitive and specific clinically diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 employing a novel biosensor based on boron nitride
quantum dots/flower-like gold nanostructures signal amplification. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2022, 207, 114209. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Del Caño, R.; García-Mendiola, T.; García-Nieto, D.; Álvaro, R.; Luna, M.; Iniesta, H.A.; Coloma, R.; Diaz, C.R.; Milán-Rois, P.;
Castellanos, M.; et al. Amplification-free detection of SARS-CoV-2 using gold nanotriangles functionalized with oligonucleotides.
Mikrochim. Acta 2022, 189, 171. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Beduk, T.; Duygu, B.; de Oliveira Filho, J.I.; Figen, Z.; Candan, C.; Ruchan, S.; Bilgin, A.; Tuncay, G.; Kutsal, T.; Khaled, N.S.; et al.
Rapid Point-of-Care COVID-19 Diagnosis with a Gold-Nanoarchitecture-Assisted Laser-Scribed Graphene Biosensor. Anal. Chem.
2021, 93, 8585–8594. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Curti, F.; Simone, F.; Wolfgang, K.; Marco, G.; Roberto, C.; Alessandro, B.; Maria, C. A Folding-Based Electrochemical Aptasensor
for the Single-Step Detection of the SARS-CoV-2 Spike Protein. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2022, 14, 19204–19211. [CrossRef]

46. Hashemi, S.A.; Bahrani, S.; Mousavi, S.M.; Omidifar, N.; Arjmand, M.; Mohammad, B.; Nader, G.G.; Ramakrishna, S.;
Lankarani, K.B.; Moghadami, M.; et al. Ultrasensitive Biomolecule-Less Nanosensor Based on β-Cyclodextrin/Quinoline
Decorated Graphene Oxide toward Prompt and Differentiable Detection of Corona and Influenza Viruses. Adv. Mater. Technol.
2021, 6, 2100341. [CrossRef]

47. Fabiani, L.; Saroglia, M.; Galatà, G.; De Santis, R.; Fillo, S.; Luca, V.; Faggioni, G.; D’Amore, N.; Regalbuto, E.; Salvatori, P.; et al.
Magnetic beads combined with carbon black-based screen-printed electrodes for COVID-19: A reliable and miniaturized
electrochemical immunosensor for SARS-CoV-2 detection in saliva. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2021, 171, 112686. [CrossRef]

48. Eggins, B.R. Chemical Sensors and Biosensors; Wiley: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2002; p. 300.
49. Grieshaber, D.; MacKenzie, R.; Vörös, J.; Reimhult, E. Electrochemical Biosensors-Sensor Principles and Architectures. Sensors

2008, 8, 1400–1458. [CrossRef]
50. Alafeef, M.; Ketan, D.; Parikshit, M.; Dipanjan, P. Rapid, Ultrasensitive, and Quantitative Detection of SARS-CoV-2 Using

Antisense Oligonucleotides Directed Electrochemical Biosensor Chip. ACS Nano 2020, 14, 17028–17045. [CrossRef]
51. Peng, R.; Yueyue, P.; Zhijie, L.; Zhen, Q.; James, M.R.; Xinyu, L. SPEEDS: A portable serological testing platform for rapid

electrochemical detection of SARS-CoV-2 antibodies. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2022, 197, 113762. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
52. Li, J.; Jianyong, L.; Rui, L.; Yi, Y.; Rongtao, Z.; Shipping, S.; Yi, Z.; Jiye, S.; Lihua, W.; Hongbin, S.; et al. Multichannel Immunosensor

Platform for the Rapid Detection of SARS-CoV-2 and Influenza A(H1N1) Virus. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2021, 13, 22262–22270.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Li, J.; Lillehoj, P.B. Microfluidic Magneto Immunosensor for Rapid, High Sensitivity Measurements of SARS-CoV-2 Nucleocapsid
Protein in Serum. ACS Sens. 2021, 6, 1270–1278. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Ramanujam, A.; Almodovar, S.; Botte, G.G. Ultra-Fast Electrochemical Sensor for Point-of-Care COVID-19 Diagnosis Using
Non-Invasive Saliva Sampling. Processes 2021, 9, 1236. [CrossRef]

55. Majdinasab, M.; Mitsubayashi, K.; Marty, J.L. Optical and Electrochemical Sensors and Biosensors for the Detection of Quinolones.
Trends Biotechnol. 2019, 37, 898–915. [CrossRef]

56. Sukjee, W.; Thitithanyanont, A.; Manopwisedjaroen, S.; Seetaha, S.; Thepparit, C.; Sangma, C. Virus MIP-composites for
SARS-CoV-2 detection in the aquatic environment. Mater. Lett. 2022, 315, 131973. [CrossRef]

57. Le, H.T.N.; Phan, L.M.T.; Cho, S. Removal of Thiol-SAM on a Gold Surface for Re-Use of an Interdigitated Chain-Shaped Electrode.
Materials 2022, 15, 2218. [CrossRef]

58. Kim, S.-E.; Tieu, M.V.; Hwang, S.Y.; Lee, M.-H. Magnetic Particles: Their Applications from Sample Preparations to Biosensing
Platforms. Micromachines 2020, 11, 302. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202006647
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2106724118
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2021.339207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2021.120237
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.microc.2021.106718
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34381282
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2020.112731
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33075725
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2022.114209
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35339072
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-022-05272-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35364748
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.1c01444
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34081452
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.2c02405
https://doi.org/10.1002/admt.202100341
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2020.112686
https://doi.org/10.3390/s80314000
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c06392
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2021.113762
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34773750
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c05770
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33966371
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.0c02561
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33629833
https://doi.org/10.3390/pr9071236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2019.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2022.131973
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15062218
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi11030302


Micromachines 2023, 14, 933 18 of 18

59. Luo, X.L.; Aoife, M.; Anthony, J.K.; Malcolm, R.S. Application of nanoparticles in electrochemical sensors and biosensors.
Electroanalysis 2006, 18, 319–326. [CrossRef]

60. Bisht, A.; Mishra, A.; Bisht, H.; Tripathi, R.M. Nanomaterial Based Biosensors for Detection of Viruses Including SARS-CoV-2:
A Review. J. Anal. Test. 2021, 5, 327–340. [CrossRef]

61. Zhao, H.; Liu, F.; Xie, W.; Zhou, T.C.; OuYang, J.; Jin, L.; Li, H.; Zhao, C.Y.; Zhang, L.; Wei, J.; et al. Ultrasensitive supersandwich-
type electrochemical sensor for SARS-CoV-2 from the infected COVID-19 patients using a smartphone. Sens. Actuators B Chemical.
2021, 327, 128899. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Harun-Ur-Rashid, M.; Tahmina, F.; Israt, J.K.P.; Abu, B.I. Rapid diagnosis of COVID-19 via nano-biosensor-implemented
biomedical utilization: A systematic review. RSC Adv. 2022, 12, 9445–9465. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Truong, P.; Yiming, Y.; Daeho, L.; Seung, H.K. Advancement in COVID-19 detection using nanomaterial-based biosensors.
Exploration 2023, 3, 20210232. [CrossRef]

64. Thapa, S.; Singh, K.R.; Verma, R.; Singh, J.; Singh, R.P. State-of-the-Art Smart and Intelligent Nanobiosensors for SARS-CoV-2
Diagnosis. Biosensors 2022, 12, 637. [CrossRef]

65. Parnianchi, F.; Nazari, M.; Maleki, J.; Marjan, M. Combination of graphene and graphene oxide with metal and metal oxide
nanoparticles in fabrication of electrochemical enzymatic biosensors. Int. Nano Lett. 2018, 8, 229–239. [CrossRef]

66. Mohammadniaei, M.; Nguyen, H.V.; Tieu, M.V.; Lee, M.-H. 2D Materials in Development of Electrochemical Point-of-Care Cancer
Screening Devices. Micromachines 2019, 10, 662. [CrossRef]

67. Manish, S.; Srivastava, N.; Mishra, P.K.; Malhotra, B.D. Prospects of nanomaterials-enabled biosensors for COVID-19 detection.
Sci. Total. Environ. 2021, 754, 142363.

68. Bullock, C.J.; Bussy, C. Biocompatibility Considerations in the Design of Graphene Biomedical Materials. Adv. Mater. Interfaces
2019, 6, 1900229. [CrossRef]

69. Zhang, X.; Qi, Q.; Jing, Q.; Ao, S.; Zhang, Z.; Ding, M.; Wu, M.; Liu, K.; Wang, W.; Ling, Y.; et al. Electrical probing of COVID-19
spike protein receptor binding domain via a graphene field-effect transistor. arXiv 2020, arXiv:2003.12529.

70. Li, J.H.; Li, J.; Wu, D.; Yu, Y.; Li, T.; Li, K.; Xiao, M.M.; Li, Y.; Zhang, Z.Y.; Zhang, G.J. Rapid and unamplified identification
of COVID-19 with morpholino-modified graphene field-effect transistor nanosensor. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2021, 183, 113206.
[CrossRef]

71. Morawski, F.M.; Gustavo, M.; Maria, K.R.; Aldo, J.G.Z.; Blanes, L.; Marcio, F.B.; Luiz, H.M.-J. A versatile 3D printed multi-electrode
cell for determination of three COVID-19 biomarkers. Anal. Chim. Acta 2023, 1258, 341169. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Kour, R.; Arya, S.; Young, S.J.; Gupta, V.; Bandhoria, P.; Khosla, A. Review-Recent Advances in Carbon Nanomaterials as
Electrochemical Biosensors. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2020, 167, 037555. [CrossRef]

73. Subramoney, S.; Ruoff, R.S.; Laduca, R.; Awadalla, S.; Parvin, K. Mechanical deformation of multi-walled carbon nanotubes.
In Proceedings of the Symposium on Recent Advances in the Chemistry and Physics of Fullerenes and Related Materials;
Electrochemical Society: Pennington, NJ, USA, 1996; Volume 3, pp. 728–739.

74. Shao, W.; Michael, R.S.; Sarah, E.W.; Xiaoyun, H.; Alexander, S. Rapid Detection of SARS-CoV-2 Antigens Using High-Purity
Semiconducting Single-Walled Carbon Nanotube-Based Field-Effect Transistors. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2021, 13, 10321–10327.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

75. Cardoso, A.R.; Alves, J.F.; Frasco, M.F.; Piloto, A.M.; Serrano, V.; Mateus, D.; Sebastião, A.I.; Matos, A.M.; Carmo, A.; Cruz, T.; et al.
An ultra-sensitive electrochemical biosensor using the Spike protein for capturing antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 in point-of-care.
Mater. Today Bio 2022, 16, 100354. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Phan, L.M.T.; Tieu, M.-V.; Pham, T.-T.; Cho, S. Clinical Utility of Biosensing Platforms for Confirmation of SARS-CoV-2 Infection.
Biosensors 2021, 11, 167. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1002/elan.200503415
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41664-021-00200-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2020.128899
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32952300
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2RA01293F
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35424900
https://doi.org/10.1002/EXP.20210232
https://doi.org/10.3390/bios12080637
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40089-018-0253-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi10100662
https://doi.org/10.1002/admi.201900229
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2021.113206
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2023.341169
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37087292
https://doi.org/10.1149/1945-7111/ab6bc4
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c22589
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33596036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mtbio.2022.100354
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35847374
https://doi.org/10.3390/bios11060167

	Introduction 
	Introduction to Biosensors and Electrochemical Biosensors 
	Introduction to SARS-CoV-2 

	Electrochemical Biosensing Hotspots 
	Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy (EIS) 
	Differential Pulse Voltammetry (DPV) 
	Chronoamperometry (CA) 
	Cyclic Voltammetry (CV) 

	The Importance of Nanomaterials for Developing Biosensors for SARS-CoV-2 
	Concluding Remarks and Future Perspectives 
	References

