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Biosensor as a Reaction-Diffusion System
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We model a biosensor as a reaction-diffusion process in inemhgeometry. When a solution containing
unknown concentration of antigens are injected into theeslachamber of the sensor, the antigens diffuse and
react with a functionalised surface. These surface reztice then converted to an optical signal, the intensity
of which indicates the level of antigen content in the soluti We probe the spatio-temporal behavior of the
system by studying the governing equations, using meandfghdoximation and numerical integration. Mean
field analysis gives important insights about the dynantics,in order to compare with real experiments and
extract the values of the relevant kinetic parameters, migalentegration was necessary. We track down the
operating conditions for quick and efficient response ofsesor.

PACS numbers:

INTRODUCTION aperture of the fiberR; is its radius andr is the number of
antigens bound per unit surface area of the fiber. The propor-
tionality betweenA and o allows us to connect experiment,

Biosensor is an analytical device which can detect very,nere ‘absorbance is measured, to our theory where surface
small traces of specific bio-chemicals present in a carriefensity of bound antigens are calculated

medium. It is used to detect, for example, E. coli in drink-

ing water[1], hepatitis B surface antigen present in human For this system we write down the governing reaction dif-
serun{[__t] or pollutants in a]. The last decade has seen pr fusion equationslﬂl] and focus on the time dependence of
liferation of such biosensors [@—6] in day to day use, mainlythe surface density of the bound antigeris). Typically the
due to their, (a) quick response tilﬂe[7], (b) sensitivity toequations are analysed in the mean field limit with high bulk
minute amount of biomoleculé}[l], and (c) compactness andoncentration of antigens in the medium. This produce rapid
easy portability of the device. With these requirements inexhaustion of binding sites resulting in exponential s&tan
mind we model the functioning of a biosensor as a reactiorf the absorbance signal like the charging of a capacitot. Bu
diffusion system in a confined geometry. Using analysis, exin practical use often the antigen concentration is retftiv
perimental date[[8] and numerical solutions we obtain immpor small compared to the antibody available on the fiber. We
tant insights about the temporal response of a particutessse  show that by taking advantage of fast diffusion one can still
and identify the working conditions for which features (ajla employ mean field approximation for the unbound antigen
(b) are strengthened. density in the bulk but now with a time dependent bulk con-
centration which decreases in time as antigen gradualtysbin
Ro the antibody. In particular the antigen concentratiothin
bulk is expressed in terms of the total injected amount af ant
gen minus the bound amount. We show that distinctly dif-
ferent temporal saturation profile results in such casestwhi
follows a hyperbolic tangent function.

The particular type of biosensors we focus on here are o
tics based chemical sensors which converts chemical ogecti
between biomolecules into optical signal which is then effi-
ciently detected using fiber-optics technology. These fiber
optic biosensors are widely used for food safety and segcurit
applicationslIb]. In fiber-optic biosensors antibodies iate

mobilised on the surface of an optical fiber through which  Thijs paper is organised as follows. We first introduce the
light is passed. The fiber is kept coaxially inside a cylin-geometry of the sensor and the equations governing the basic
drical chamber and fluid containing the antigens(analytes) chemical kinetics of the system. Next we introduce a mean
injected into this chamber. Fg.1 shows schematic diagramield approximation of the equations and point out its regime
of such a Cylindrical fiber OptiC biosensor. AntigenS bind tOOf Va||d|ty Then we numerica”y solve the Coup|ed’ nonéne
the antibody on the surface of the fiber and absorb evanegtynamic equations and extract the values of the kinetic-coef
cent waves generated by the light carrying fiber. This reficients, relevant for our particular sensor, by compariog o
sults in loss of intensity carried by the fiber. The evanescemumerical results with the experiment data. This gives aa id
wave absorbancd is given [10] by the following relation  ahout the values of the kinetic coefficients, essential fiarc

A = log % where P(0) and P(L) are power transmitted acterising the dynamics of any such physio-chemical system
through the optical fiber (of length) in the absence and pres- Thereafter our discussion is focused on the temporal regpon
ence of the absorbing medium respectively. Using the abovand saturation characteristics of the system. This allosvs u
formula, absorbance) can be expresselO] in terms of the to partially answer the questions, when the antigen derssity
parameters of the system dsx (R%Ajf,A Jo where\ is the  low, (a) how can we maximize the absorbance (i.e., bound
wavelength of the light passing through optical fikeis the  surface density(¢)) so that hardly any antigens are left in the
extinction coefficient of the absorbing mediudnis the typi-  bulk, and (b) how can we minimize the time taken to reach a
cal size of the antigen-antibody compléX, is the numerical given level of absorbance?
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Y:Antibody , |, e@:Antigen The corresponding change in the concentration of the sairfac
. . R o o R, / bound antigens is given by
e ¥V hd Y .Y hd do

O RiT [O at = ps(06 — 0)wp — wWyo. 2

Hereo = o(¢, z,t) is the spatio-temporal surface concen-
tration of antibody-antigen pairs ang is the uniform sur-
face concentration of antibody on the optical fiber surface.
These equations can be nondimensionalized. Towards that, w
rescale the bulk and the surface densitieg asfw Ps = %
ando = Uio; the space and time variablesias- r/R;,Z =

z/Landr = %’g. In terms of the resulting dimensionless ki-

FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of a cylindrical biosensor.

2
MODEL netic coefficientss, = w8, W, = %ﬂ, whereg = %pg,
the equations of motion read,

o)
pol%;

A cylindrical biosensor consists of an optical fiber of dp
radiug R;) kept coaxially in the middle of a closed cylinder ar
of radiug R, ). Antibodies are immobilised on the optical fiber 5
surface (af?;) of length() and the solution in which antigens il = ps(1 —6)Wp — Wyuo (4)
are injected, is kept inside the annular region of the c@ind dr
(see fid.l). Analytes diffuse in the annular region (with- dif Here-2 is a dimensionless parameter.
fusion constant) and when an antigen comes close 0 an |, the particular system of our interest here, GaHIgG and
antibody, on the fiber surface, a specific (antigen-antibodypqG molecules are used as antibody and antigen, respec-
reaction occurs. Here an antigen molecule can bind o an afe|y. The antibodies(GaHIgG) are pasted on the opticaffib
tibody (with ratew,) and can also unbind (with raig,) from g\ rface and an uniform solution of antigen(HIgG) is injecte
the antibody with a much lower rate than binding. The val-jy¢, the annular region of the cylindrical biosensor. Invpre
ues of the kinetic coefficients, andw,, are unknown apriori. ous work @] the optimum geometric parameters of the sys-
The bulk concentration of antigens in the annular regiom is tem, namely, radius of the fibét;, outer radius of the cham-

and the concentration in the vicinity of the optical fiber-sur o p ang length of the fibel, have been identified to be
face isps. The surface concentration of bound antigens orb'lm;; 1mm and5em, respectively.

the fiber ares. Total number of injected antigen moleculee Let the total number of immobilised antibodies on the
Ny can be represented by an qulvallent bulk concentratiogica| finer surface bev, and the number of bound anti-
po = No/Vo, whereVy = m(Rg — R7)L is the volume of the ~ gons on the optical fiber surface, forming antigen-antibody

cylindrical annular space. The surface concentration of impairs, beN, (t). Thus the corresponding surface concentra-
mobilized antibody on the fiber surfaceds. Thereforesy 4o aresy = N,/Ag ando = N,(t)/A;. We assume
set the maxima fos. All the bulk and surface concentrations ¢ absorbancelosis proportional tc? the number of bound

are expressed in unlt.s of number per unit volu_me end numb%{ntigen—antibody pairs/, (t). The antibody-antigen surface
per unit area respectively. The area of the optical fiberserf o5 ction creates a depletion in the antigen concentratiear
on which reaction can occur i = 2w R; L. Now we present o finer surface, compared to that in the bulk. This density
the qunaml_cal equa_tlon_s describing the_above PrOCESSES. Fifference activates diffusion of antigens towards thdaapt
the time being we will discuss the specific reactions onlye Th ger 5urface, from the bulk. Subsequently more surface-bind
bulk density changes as ings occur and number of unbound antibodies left on the sur-
dp , face N, - Na(t_)_go_es d_own in time. This process goes on till
o = DPVir— d(r — Ri)[p(0o — 0)wp —wuo] (1) adynamic equilibriumis reached near the optical fiber serfa
and the diffusion stops as becomes equal tp.
wherep = p(r, ¢, z,t) is the spatio-temporal density of the ~ We now aim to understand, a) which factors control the
antigen, withR, > r > R; andp, = p(r ~ R;, ¢, z,t) isthe  response time, in particular what is the characteristio-sat
antigen concentration in the vicinity of the fiber surfacéeT ration time for the signal (the absorbandg, and b) What
first term on the right hand side represents bulk diffusioiiwi is the optimum amount of antibody, needed for an efficient
a diffusion constanb and the second term represents surfacaletection. Answers to these questions are nontrivial. In
reactions at the optical fiber surface£ R;). The first term  principle, saturation in the absorbance signal can benaitiai
in square bracket describes specific binding reactionstwhicin two ways. First, if antigen density is low compared to
has been assumed to beldf order in both bulk density of available absorbance sites i.éVy < N, then we expect
antigens and surface density of available antibodies. €be s 0,,.. < No/Ap. Second, in the opposite limify, > Nj,
ond term represents®® order, specific unbinding reactions. we expecto,,.. < N;/Ao, i.e., antigens exhausting all the
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available binding sites on the fiber. But in reality, ., could  scaled time £). In Fig.2 we compare this formula with the
be much lesser than the above theoretical limits because dessult obtained through numerical integration of Eq.3 and 4
pending on the reaction rates, and w,, there could be a

substantial amount of antigen left in the vicinity of the fibe 5(r) = 1 [)\2 — Aptanh [tanhl (ﬁ) + M” (9)
maintaining a dynamic equilibrium between binding and un- 2)\ AR 2
binding events. For the first case, when antigens are few, the

efficiency of the sensor will be severely compromised if asub

stantial fraction of antigens stay back in the bulk. Thiglkea 1
us to a detailed study of the evolution eft). We do this
first, by using a mean field approximation and then by solving 0.8

Eq[3F2 numerically. But in order to answer questions ‘a’ and 80.6
‘b’ quantitatively, we first need to estimate the microscopi \b :
kinetic coefficients for the system. We do this by fitting our  © 0.4
numerical solution to the experimental dEta[8]. )

0.2
MEAN FIELD ANALYSIS 0o

300 600 900

Total number of antigen initially injected into the liquid t(sec)
be Ny so the initial concentration igg = % where V(=

m(RZ — R?)L) is the volume of the annular region. At initial FiG.2: Surface density of absorbed antigef(s) versus timét) in
time all the antigen moleculedV) are in the annular volume  sec, y-axis is scaled with the saturation value ¢f), oo = o(t —
and there are no antigen molecules bound on the surface of). The symbols here are simulation data which matches exactly
the optical fiber. As the surface reaction starts the number gVith the solid line, obtained from the mean field analysistrBom-
antigen molecule on the surfad¥, (t) increases and conser- ullatlon. and mean field analysis were done in the regime offiéfst
vation law dictates that the number of antigen molecules i'o" withpo = 0.1mg/ml.
the volume N, (t) decreases.

In mean field approximation(MFA) we consider the surface  Further, in the steady state (denoted by subscsip};’
concentration to be uniform over the whole optical fiber sur-
face and the volume concentration to be uniform through out A0 _ 0= M2 — M\

. =0= Ao, 2000 + A3

the annular volume of the chamber. Starting with = po 1 dr
att = 0, the antibody gets distributed between the bulk and

the surface at later times. For> 0, Nog = N, (t) + N, (t) = solving which we get

pVo+oAg. After extractinge and writing in a nondimensional No 4 /N2 — 4NN 1
form we have Goo = 22 2 2= et Ar]  (10)
2\ 2)\
p=1-ac, ®)  The minus sign corresponds to the physically acceptable sol

wherea = 2040 — N:' The pulk density being homoge- tion as can be. checked fr_om tlne—> - limit of Eq L
0Vo No*. . The mean field approximation is likely to fail if diffusion is

neous and slaved by (via Eqi3) we need to consider only not sufficiently fast compared to the time scale at which sur-

the equation of motion for the surface reaction, namel{/lEq.4, dtnciently P ! whi u

. . L face binding reactions cause a depletion in the antigen con-
Substituting forp, from Eql, into EqH, and simplifying, we centration p). In such a scenario the spatial inhomogene-

get ity in p (alongr) takes a long time, comparable to the sat-
do 5 ~ uration time of the sensor, to homogenise. A better under-
ar A1 = A28 + As, (6) standing can be gained by comparing the time scales of the
three processes: diffusions), binding ¢;) and unbinding
whereh; = awy, s = [(1 4 a)wp + ] andAs = @ (t.). We get the individual time scales from eq.1, by com-
Integrating this Equation we get paring each term on the right hand side with the left hand
5(r) do side. Flor ex%mplep ~ DVQp1 givef,wby dimenlsionfil fnal_
T = [(0)0 {/\102 v )\J (7) yHSIS, tp ~ zz- Similarly, t;7" ~ 292 andt, - ~ 22
5(0)= ere we have assumetl = R, — R; to be the only relevant

_ 2 {tanl (ﬁ) o (/\2 - 2)\10” ®) length scale. For diffusion, this is the spatial scale ofsitgn
T iR i\R i\ inhomogeneity. Nowt, andt,, are the time scales over which
density inhomogeneity are created near the fiber due to the
where A\ = /A3 —4X1 ;. Inverting the above equation surface reactions, whilg, is the time interval during which
finally we arrive at the expression feras a function of the such inhomogeneities are ironed out. Therefore, mean field
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solutions are recovered. The second inequlity suggestsgal
Ljmmmamssmasmnsoonoeny with high D and lowo,, we also need low,. Then only
aant botht,,t, > tp can be satisfied. We have also verified this

S 08} 00000000000000000000 condition onp, along with similar conditions ow;, andw,
a @ Ns/Nof 1 resulting from the inequalities.
0.6 D/Dy=1
04 . . . . . NUMERICAL SOLUTION
0 02 04 06 08 1 . S
r - R(mm) We solve EQ.BH, numerically, using cylindrical polar coor
dinate systentr, ¢, z). Uniform binning is used along and
1y LLLLLLLLLIITI 1] I ¢; while r coordinate is binned non uniformly such that the
08l .' Last at ] volume of each bini(drd¢dz) is constant. Reflecting bound-

5 ' N b Ng/Ng=10 ary condition is used at the walls of the cylindrical chamber
g 06 : N (b) D/Dy=1 ] by ensuring zero currents at the boundaries. This is imple-
< 04 (o90becccccccccccccce | mented by considering extra dummy bins at the boundaries.

02| ms We fit the results to two different sets of experimental @]ta[
) ono(t) versus. These data sets were obtained at two widely
(e ‘ ‘ different antigen densitiepy = 0.001 and0.1mg/ml, keep-
0 02 04 06 08 1 ing all other experimental inputs same. Note that the non di-
r - R(mm) mensional equatiods[3-4 do not explicitly scale with antige
densitypo and therefore these data sets at different densities,
]| eeEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEN ‘
N/N.=10 po = 0.001,0.1mg/ml, can be treated as independent.
08| © N0
£ 0.6 D/Dy=1C | 1 1
B_ AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA 8 8
0.4r¢ 1 <06 (a) <06 (b)
0000000000000 0000000 Z =3
0.2 ' 0.2 0.2
0 N N N N N
0 02 04 06 0.8 1 0 1000 2000 0 1000 2000
r - R(mm) t(sec) t(sec)

FIG. 3: Radial density profile as a function of- — R, at three ~ F1G- 4:  Absorbanced versus timet, in sec. y-axis is scaled

different times: right after start (square), at saturafjoincle) and ~ With the saturation value of absorbande, = A(t — o). The
some intermediate time (triangle). a,b,c differ in parareD and ~ SYmbols in the left and the right figures are experimentas dat

N. /N, (which is proportional ta, at fixedpo). The diffusion con- o = 0.001mg/ml andpo = 0.1mg/ml, respectively. The solid
stantDy = 1.2 x 10°em? /sec is obtained through Figl4. Transition lines are results from our numerical integration. We priediche
from mean field to non-mean field type density profile occura@s values ofwy, w,, by asking for what values of these parameters the

go from (a) to (b) by increasingy. /N,. The reverse occurs as we go integration results matches with both these data sets Weli.this
from (b) to (c) by increasind). But note that, at a fixego, the frac- plots these we tookvV; = 2N,. But we checked robustness of these

tion of antigens remaining in the bulk can be reduced (caneety ~ V&!Ues Ofws andw, at Ny = 5No also.
the bound proportion can be increased) by increadingN,. This
is desirable for making the sensor more sensitive, spgaidien po
is small. Values ofv, andw, are same as those found through Fig.4 The two panels of Figl4 show fits to the experimental
(to be discussed later). data which differs only in the antigen densjty. We use
D = 1.2 x 10~°em? /sec for the diffusion constant, typical
of diffusion of small molecules in watér[12,113] and assumed
N, = 2Ny, which fixesoy. The reasonably good fit was ob-
approximation requires diffusion to be a faster process, i. tained by choosing the following values for the kinetic doef
tp < ty,t,. These inequalities yield the criterifag#R <1 cientsiwy, = 4.9 x 10~* um3/sec andw,, = 5.0 x 1073 /sec.
and"‘;;j—BR < 1. The first inequality suggests that mean field Similar ball park numbers were used in Ref[11] for surface
approximation will be correct at higl or low oy values. reactions on bacterial membrane. Using this model one can
These conditions are verified in Fi§.3. In the figure (whereget a good estimation abodlt, wy, w,, provided theN /Ny
Ng/Ny o< o¢/po) mean field theory is valid for the param- ratio is known.
eters in Fid.Ba, but wheV, (equivalentlyoy) is hiked ten For the rest of our discussion we will be using these values
times (Fid:Bb) it breaks down creating inhomogeneays. of wy,w,, and D obtained above, and we will keep fixed
But now whenD is hiked (Fid.:3c) mean field homogeneous at 0.1mg/ml. Given the nature of th& versust curve, we
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FIG. 5: Semi-log plots of, (a) the saturation timg)(versusoo, the
surface density of antibody and (b) maximum absorbahgceversus
oo. These are obtained from our numerical integration, kegthie
value ofpo = 0.1mg/ml fixed. The values afs andw,, are same as
those found through Fig.4. Hees is varied over a range such that
N, /Ny correspond to a randé, 30] for (a) and[1, 12] for (b). This
dominance of antibody was chosen so that most of the antigehe
bulk get absorbed, as we learned from Fig.3. It is clear froptHat
Ns/No ~ 10 (which here corresponds t@, ~ 0.3mg/mm?) is
optimum for maximising the absorbance without significactéase
in 7o (see 5(a)). Here we calculatetifrom o using the parameter
valuese = 21 x 10* M~ 'Cm™!, No = 0.37, § = 1nm, and
A = 280nm[8].

fit it to the approximate formulal () = Ao (1 — exp~t/70),
in order to estimate the saturation timg shown in Fig.b(a)
and Fid:6(a). The saturation value, defineddas = A(t —
o0) is shown in Fig.b(b) and Fig.6(b). Note that bathand
A, are functions oy andpg. Sincesy < N, andpg
Ny, their ratio is proportional taVs /N, which serves as a
convenient measure for the relative strengths of the raecta
in the system, although the physics depends\gnand N,
both, and not only oV, /Nj.

Fig.5 shows that at fixed, absorbance4..) can be max-
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FIG. 6: (a) Saturation time versuspo, the injected antigen concen-
tration, and (b) Semi-log plot of maximum absorbanteg versus

po. These plots are obtained at a fixed valueref while values of

wp andw,, are same as those found through Fig.4. These plots focus
on the utility of the sensor at low, concentration. Thereforg, is
varied in a range such thak /N, < 1, and the maximum gb, cor-
responds tdVo = N,. (b) shows that absorbance drops drastically
at very lowpo concentration (wheré&/y /Ns < 1/4). However in (a)

70 changes little over the whole range.

of antigens. Also note that comparison betweenFig.3(a) and
Fig[3(c) also gives the same message that at highgiV,
antigen capture is maximal, leading to diminished antigen
concentration left in the bulk.

Fig.6, as mentioned in its caption focus on the utility of the
sensor at lonpy concentration. It shows that for a fixed
the waiting timery goes up agy goes down, i.e., lower con-
centration of antigens take a longer time for the absorbtmce
saturate. This may appear counter intuitive, but this imbse
the binding slows down ip is less (see Eq.4). However this
slow down being very small (in the range 190-210 sec) is not
the real concern, instead the absorbance which reduces by an
order of magnitude aV, /N, < 1/4, limits the utility of the

imised by increasingV,, because absorbance rate is propor-sensor at lowy (see Fig.bb).

tional to (op — o). Although this comes at the cost of higher

Our discussion so far focused on the sensitivity of a sensor

waiting time (), note that the increase in absorbance is rel-at low concentration of antigens. Another practical questi
atively much higher compared to the increase in the waitingould be for what range of concentrations a sensor can show
time (less than two times). Therefore it is worth the wait. Assignificant absorbance within a given time (typically miesjt

explained in the caption, we infer thaf;/Ny ~ 10 is the

Towards this one studies the absorbance at fixed time as a

optimum ratio when absorbance can be maximised without &unction of py, for a fixedoy. Both, our mean field analysis

significant increase in waiting time. But in practical siioa,
since one would not know, a priori, it is always beneficial
to start with a high antibody concentration for efficientitap

and numerical solution of the coupled PDE (seelFig.7), show
that at a fixed time absorbance varies linearly wighin the
low po regime and non linearly at the higly regime. Fid.Va
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stant, (b)A versuspo at binding constantf, = wo, 0.1wy), for a

fixed time.

shows that at early times absorbance remains linear with re-
spect topg, up to a wider range afy. Fig[db shows even at
late times { = 500sec) a wider linear regime may result from
a lower value ofv,, althoughw, is not a tunable parameter for
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a given system.

In summary, our detailed study of the spatio-temporal be-
haviour of the sensor reveals that in certain parametemegi
where the diffusion time scale is fastest among all the rele-
vant time scales of the system, an analytic mean field sol
tion is possible. We also identified the optimum value of the
antibody concentration, (corresponding taV, /Ny ~ 10)

which is not beneficial for quick detection capability. Weeao
that the ratiolV, /N, solely does not determine the behaviour
but both N, Ny (equivalentlyoy, po) are individually impor-
tant. Although possible effect of nonspecific binding on the
functionalised surface can be easily included in our thigzale
model, we ignored it here because for the particular chdmica
system we considered here, experimentally the effect turne
out to be negligible. To check this, absorbance was measured
for a chamber filled with water only (i.e., no antigens). Fur-
ther, possibility of second order surface reactions cam la¢s
included in our model, although analytic mean field soluion
are difficult for higher order surface reaction. Other saibtl
effects resulting from the cooperativity in binding haveebe
considered recently for dendrim[14].
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