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Figure S5. LSV curves of SPCE in absence (black) and presence (red) of interfering 
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Figure S6. Chronoamperometry curve (a) of N-rGO/SPCE in presence of different 

concentration of H2O2. Calibration curve (b) between current response versus 

concentration of H2O2.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Figure S7. Selectivity test of N-rGO/SPCE towards H2O2 determination in presence of 

various interfering molecules. (concentration of H2O2 = 0.05 mM, concnetration of 

interfereing molecules = 0.25 mM).  

 

 

 


