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

PACS numbers:

INTRODUCTION

Biosensor is an analytical device which can detect very
small traces of specific bio-chemicals present in a carrier
medium. It is used to detect, for example, E. coli in drink-
ing water[1], hepatitis B surface antigen present in human
serum[2] or pollutants in air[3]. The last decade has seen pro-
liferation of such biosensors [4–6] in day to day use, mainly
due to their, (a) quick response time[7], (b) sensitivity to
minute amount of biomolecules[1], and (c) compactness and
easy portability of the device. With these requirements in
mind we model the functioning of a biosensor as a reaction
diffusion system in a confined geometry. Using analysis, ex-
perimental data [8] and numerical solutions we obtain impor-
tant insights about the temporal response of a particular sensor
and identify the working conditions for which features (a) and
(b) are strengthened.

The particular type of biosensors we focus on here are op-
tics based chemical sensors which converts chemical reactions
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 security
applications [9]. In fiber-optic biosensors antibodies areim-
mobilised on the surface of an optical fiber through which
light is passed. The fiber is kept coaxially inside a cylin-
drical chamber and fluid containing the antigens(analytes)is
injected into this chamber. Fig.1 shows schematic diagram
of such a cylindrical fiber optic biosensor. Antigens bind to
the antibody on the surface of the fiber and absorb evanes-
cent waves generated by the light carrying fiber. This re-
sults in loss of intensity carried by the fiber. The evanescent
wave absorbance(A) is given [10] by the following relation
A = log P (0)

P (L) whereP (0) andP (L) are power transmitted
through the optical fiber (of lengthL) in the absence and pres-
ence of the absorbing medium respectively. Using the above
formula, absorbance(A) can be expressed [10] in terms of the
parameters of the system asA ∝ ( Lλε

RiδNA
)σ whereλ is the

wavelength of the light passing through optical fiber,ε is the
extinction coefficient of the absorbing medium,δ is the typi-
cal size of the antigen-antibody complex,NA is the numerical

aperture of the fiber,Ri is its radius andσ is the number of
antigens bound per unit surface area of the fiber. The propor-
tionality betweenA andσ allows us to connect experiment,
where absorbance is measured, to our theory where surface
density of bound antigens are calculated.

For this system we write down the governing reaction dif-
fusion equations [11] and focus on the time dependence of
the surface density of the bound antigensσ(t). Typically the
equations are analysed in the mean field limit with high bulk
concentration of antigens in the medium. This produce rapid
exhaustion of binding sites resulting in exponential saturation
of the absorbance signal like the charging of a capacitor. But
in practical use often the antigen concentration is relatively
small compared to the antibody available on the fiber. We
show that by taking advantage of fast diffusion one can still
employ mean field approximation for the unbound antigen
density in the bulk but now with a time dependent bulk con-
centration which decreases in time as antigen gradually binds
to the antibody. In particular the antigen concentration inthe
bulk is expressed in terms of the total injected amount of anti-
gen minus the bound amount. We show that distinctly dif-
ferent temporal saturation profile results in such cases which
follows a hyperbolic tangent function.

This paper is organised as follows. We first introduce the
geometry of the sensor and the equations governing the basic
chemical kinetics of the system. Next we introduce a mean
field approximation of the equations and point out its regime
of validity. Then we numerically solve the coupled, nonlinear,
dynamic equations and extract the values of the kinetic coef-
ficients, relevant for our particular sensor, by comparing our
numerical results with the experiment data. This gives an idea
about the values of the kinetic coefficients, essential for char-
acterising the dynamics of any such physio-chemical system.
Thereafter our discussion is focused on the temporal response
and saturation characteristics of the system. This allows us
to partially answer the questions, when the antigen densityis
low, (a) how can we maximize the absorbance (i.e., bound
surface densityσ(t)) so that hardly any antigens are left in the
bulk, and (b) how can we minimize the time taken to reach a
given level of absorbance?
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of a cylindrical biosensor.

MODEL

A cylindrical biosensor consists of an optical fiber of
radius(Ri) kept coaxially in the middle of a closed cylinder
of radius(Ro). Antibodies are immobilised on the optical fiber
surface (atRi) of length(L) and the solution in which antigens
are injected, is kept inside the annular region of the cylinder
(see fig.1). Analytes diffuse in the annular region (with dif-
fusion constantD) and when an antigen comes close to an
antibody, on the fiber surface, a specific (antigen-antibody)
reaction occurs. Here an antigen molecule can bind to an an-
tibody (with rateωb) and can also unbind (with rateωu) from
the antibody with a much lower rate than binding. The val-
ues of the kinetic coefficientsωb andωu are unknown apriori.
The bulk concentration of antigens in the annular region isρ
and the concentration in the vicinity of the optical fiber sur-
face isρs. The surface concentration of bound antigens on
the fiber areσ. Total number of injected antigen molecules
N0 can be represented by an equivalent bulk concentration
ρ0 = N0/V0, whereV0 = π(R2

0 −R2
i )L is the volume of the

cylindrical annular space. The surface concentration of im-
mobilized antibody on the fiber surface isσ0. Thereforeσ0

set the maxima forσ. All the bulk and surface concentrations
are expressed in units of number per unit volume and number
per unit area respectively. The area of the optical fiber surface
on which reaction can occur isA0 = 2πRiL. Now we present
the dynamical equations describing the above processes. For
the time being we will discuss the specific reactions only. The
bulk density changes as

dρ

dt
= D∇2ρ− δ(r −Ri)[ρ(σo − σ)ωb − ωuσ] (1)

whereρ = ρ(r, φ, z, t) is the spatio-temporal density of the
antigen, withRo > r > Ri andρs = ρ(r ∼ Ri, φ, z, t) is the
antigen concentration in the vicinity of the fiber surface. The
first term on the right hand side represents bulk diffusion with
a diffusion constantD and the second term represents surface
reactions at the optical fiber surface (r = Ri). The first term
in square bracket describes specific binding reactions which
has been assumed to be of1st order in both bulk density of
antigens and surface density of available antibodies. The sec-
ond term represents1st order, specific unbinding reactions.

The corresponding change in the concentration of the surface
bound antigens is given by

dσ

dt
= ρs(σo − σ)ωb − ωuσ. (2)

Hereσ = σ(φ, z, t) is the spatio-temporal surface concen-
tration of antibody-antigen pairs andσ0 is the uniform sur-
face concentration of antibody on the optical fiber surface.
These equations can be nondimensionalized. Towards that, we
rescale the bulk and the surface densities asρ̃ = ρ

ρ0

, ρ̃s = ρs

ρ0

andσ̃ = σ
σ0

; the space and time variables asr̃ = r/Ri, z̃ =

z/L andτ = tD
R2

i

. In terms of the resulting dimensionless ki-

netic coefficientsω̃b = ωbβ, ω̃u = ωu

ρ0

β, whereβ =
R2

i

D ρ0,
the equations of motion read,

dρ̃

dτ
= ∇̃2ρ̃− δ(r̃ − 1)

(

σ0

ρ0Ri

)

[ρ̃(1− σ̃)ω̃b − ω̃uσ̃] (3)

dσ̃

dτ
= ρ̃s(1 − σ̃)ω̃b − ω̃uσ̃ (4)

Here σ0

ρ0Ri
is a dimensionless parameter.

In the particular system of our interest here, GaHIgG and
HIgG molecules are used as antibody and antigen, respec-
tively. The antibodies(GaHIgG) are pasted on the optical fiber
surface and an uniform solution of antigen(HIgG) is injected
into the annular region of the cylindrical biosensor. In previ-
ous work [8] the optimum geometric parameters of the sys-
tem, namely, radius of the fiberRi, outer radius of the cham-
berRo and length of the fiberL have been identified to be
0.1mm, 1mm and5cm, respectively.

Let the total number of immobilised antibodies on the
optical fiber surface beNs and the number of bound anti-
gens on the optical fiber surface, forming antigen-antibody
pairs, beNσ(t). Thus the corresponding surface concentra-
tions areσ0 = Ns/A0 and σ = Nσ(t)/A0. We assume
that absorbance(A) is proportional to the number of bound
antigen-antibody pairsNσ(t). The antibody-antigen surface
reaction creates a depletion in the antigen concentrationρ near
the fiber surface, compared to that in the bulk. This density
difference activates diffusion of antigens towards the optical
fiber surface, from the bulk. Subsequently more surface bind-
ings occur and number of unbound antibodies left on the sur-
faceNs −Nσ(t) goes down in time. This process goes on till
a dynamic equilibrium is reached near the optical fiber surface
and the diffusion stops asρs becomes equal toρ.

We now aim to understand, a) which factors control the
response time, in particular what is the characteristic satu-
ration time for the signal (the absorbanceA), and b) What
is the optimum amount of antibody, needed for an efficient
detection. Answers to these questions are nontrivial. In
principle, saturation in the absorbance signal can be attained
in two ways. First, if antigen density is low compared to
available absorbance sites i.e.,N0 ≪ Ns, then we expect
σmax ≤ N0/A0. Second, in the opposite limit,N0 ≫ Ns,
we expectσmax ≤ Ns/A0, i.e., antigens exhausting all the
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available binding sites on the fiber. But in reality,σmax could
be much lesser than the above theoretical limits because de-
pending on the reaction ratesωb and ωu, there could be a
substantial amount of antigen left in the vicinity of the fiber,
maintaining a dynamic equilibrium between binding and un-
binding events. For the first case, when antigens are few, the
efficiency of the sensor will be severely compromised if a sub-
stantial fraction of antigens stay back in the bulk. This leads
us to a detailed study of the evolution ofσ(t). We do this
first, by using a mean field approximation and then by solving
Eq.3-4 numerically. But in order to answer questions ‘a’ and
‘b’ quantitatively, we first need to estimate the microscopic
kinetic coefficients for the system. We do this by fitting our
numerical solution to the experimental data[8].

MEAN FIELD ANALYSIS

Total number of antigen initially injected into the liquid
beN0 so the initial concentration isρ0 = N0

V0

whereV0(=

π(R2
o −R2

i )L) is the volume of the annular region. At initial
time all the antigen molecules (N0) are in the annular volume
and there are no antigen molecules bound on the surface of
the optical fiber. As the surface reaction starts the number of
antigen molecule on the surface,Nσ(t) increases and conser-
vation law dictates that the number of antigen molecules in
the volume,Nρ(t) decreases.

In mean field approximation(MFA) we consider the surface
concentration to be uniform over the whole optical fiber sur-
face and the volume concentration to be uniform through out
the annular volume of the chamber. Starting withN0 = ρ0V0

at t = 0, the antibody gets distributed between the bulk and
the surface at later times. Fort > 0, N0 = Nρ(t) +Nσ(t) =
ρV0+σA0. After extractingρ and writing in a nondimensional
form we have

ρ̃ = 1− ασ̃, (5)

whereα = σ0A0

ρ0V0

= Ns

N0

. The bulk density being homoge-
neous and slaved byσ (via Eq.5) we need to consider only
the equation of motion for the surface reaction, namely Eq.4.
Substituting forρ, from Eq.5, into Eq.4, and simplifying, we
get

dσ̃

dτ
= λ1σ̃

2 − λ2σ̃ + λ3, (6)

whereλ1 = αω̃b, λ2 = [(1 + α)ω̃b + ω̃u] andλ3 = ω̃b.
Integrating this Equation we get

τ =

∫ σ̃(τ)

σ̃(0)=0

[

dσ

λ1σ2 − λ2σ + λ3

]

(7)

=
2

iλR

[

tan−1

(

λ2

iλR

)

− tan−1

(

λ2 − 2λ1σ

iλR

)]

(8)

whereλR =
√

λ2
2 − 4λ1λ3. Inverting the above equation

finally we arrive at the expression forσ as a function of the

scaled time (τ ). In Fig.2 we compare this formula with the
result obtained through numerical integration of Eq.3 and 4.

σ̃(τ) =
1

2λ1

[

λ2 − λR tanh

[

tanh−1

(

λ2

λR

)

+
λRτ

2

]]

(9)

FIG. 2: Surface density of absorbed antigensσ(t) versus time(t) in
sec, y-axis is scaled with the saturation value ofσ(t), σ∞ = σ(t →
∞). The symbols here are simulation data which matches exactly
with the solid line, obtained from the mean field analysis. Both sim-
ulation and mean field analysis were done in the regime of fastdiffu-
sion withρ0 = 0.1mg/ml.

Further, in the steady state (denoted by subscript ‘∞’),

dσ̃∞

dτ
= 0 = λ1σ̃

2
∞

− λ2σ̃∞ + λ3

solving which we get

σ̃∞ =
λ2 ±

√

λ2
2 − 4λ1λ3

2λ1
=

1

2λ1
[λ2 ± λR] (10)

The minus sign corresponds to the physically acceptable solu-
tion as can be checked from theτ → ∞ limit of Eq.9.

The mean field approximation is likely to fail if diffusion is
not sufficiently fast compared to the time scale at which sur-
face binding reactions cause a depletion in the antigen con-
centration (ρ). In such a scenario the spatial inhomogene-
ity in ρ (alongr) takes a long time, comparable to the sat-
uration time of the sensor, to homogenise. A better under-
standing can be gained by comparing the time scales of the
three processes: diffusion (tD), binding (tb) and unbinding
(tu). We get the individual time scales from eq.1, by com-
paring each term on the right hand side with the left hand
side. For example,̇ρ ∼ D∇2ρ gives, by dimensional anal-
ysis, t−1

D ∼ D
R2 . Similarly, t−1

b ∼ σ0ωb

R and t−1
u ∼ σ0ωu

ρ0R
.

Here we have assumedR = Ro − Ri to be the only relevant
length scale. For diffusion, this is the spatial scale of density
inhomogeneity. Now,tb andtu are the time scales over which
density inhomogeneity are created near the fiber due to the
surface reactions, whiletD is the time interval during which
such inhomogeneities are ironed out. Therefore, mean field
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FIG. 3: Radial density profileρ as a function ofr − Ri, at three
different times: right after start (square), at saturation(circle) and
some intermediate time (triangle). a,b,c differ in parametersD and
Ns/No (which is proportional toσ0 at fixedρ0). The diffusion con-
stantD0 = 1.2× 105cm2/sec is obtained through Fig.4. Transition
from mean field to non-mean field type density profile occurs aswe
go from (a) to (b) by increasingNs/No. The reverse occurs as we go
from (b) to (c) by increasingD. But note that, at a fixedρ0, the frac-
tion of antigens remaining in the bulk can be reduced (consequently
the bound proportion can be increased) by increasingNs/No. This
is desirable for making the sensor more sensitive, specially whenρ0
is small. Values ofωb andωu are same as those found through Fig.4
(to be discussed later).

approximation requires diffusion to be a faster process, i.e.,
tD ≪ tb, tu. These inequalities yield the criteriaσ0ωbR

D ≪ 1

and σ0ωuR
ρ0D

≪ 1. The first inequality suggests that mean field
approximation will be correct at highD or low σ0 values.
These conditions are verified in Fig.3. In the figure (where
Ns/N0 ∝ σ0/ρ0) mean field theory is valid for the param-
eters in Fig.3a, but whenNs (equivalentlyσ0) is hiked ten
times (Fig.3b) it breaks down creating inhomogeneousρ(r).
But now whenD is hiked (Fig.3c) mean field homogeneous

solutions are recovered. The second inequlity suggests, along
with high D and lowσ0, we also need lowρ0. Then only
both tb, tu ≫ tD can be satisfied. We have also verified this
condition onρ0 along with similar conditions onωb andωu

resulting from the inequalities.

NUMERICAL SOLUTION

We solve Eq.3-4, numerically, using cylindrical polar coor-
dinate system(r, φ, z). Uniform binning is used alongz and
φ; while r coordinate is binned non uniformly such that the
volume of each bin (rdrdφdz) is constant. Reflecting bound-
ary condition is used at the walls of the cylindrical chamber,
by ensuring zero currents at the boundaries. This is imple-
mented by considering extra dummy bins at the boundaries.
We fit the results to two different sets of experimental data[8]
onσ(t) versust. These data sets were obtained at two widely
different antigen densities,ρ0 = 0.001 and0.1mg/ml, keep-
ing all other experimental inputs same. Note that the non di-
mensional equations 3-4 do not explicitly scale with antigen
densityρ0 and therefore these data sets at different densities,
ρ0 = 0.001, 0.1mg/ml, can be treated as independent.

FIG. 4: AbsorbanceA versus timet, in sec. y-axis is scaled
with the saturation value of absorbanceA∞ = A(t → ∞). The
symbols in the left and the right figures are experimental data for
ρ0 = 0.001mg/ml andρ0 = 0.1mg/ml, respectively. The solid
lines are results from our numerical integration. We predicted the
values ofωb, ωu by asking for what values of these parameters the
integration results matches with both these data sets well.For this
plots these we tookNs = 2N0. But we checked robustness of these
values ofωb andωu atNs = 5N0 also.

The two panels of Fig.4 show fits to the experimental
data which differs only in the antigen densityρ0. We use
D = 1.2 × 10−5cm2/sec for the diffusion constant, typical
of diffusion of small molecules in water[12, 13] and assumed
Ns = 2N0, which fixesσ0. The reasonably good fit was ob-
tained by choosing the following values for the kinetic coeffi-
cients:ωb = 4.9× 10−4 µm3/sec andωu = 5.0× 10−3/sec.
Similar ball park numbers were used in Ref[11] for surface
reactions on bacterial membrane. Using this model one can
get a good estimation aboutD, ωb, ωu provided theNs/N0

ratio is known.
For the rest of our discussion we will be using these values

of ωb, ωu, andD obtained above, and we will keepρ0 fixed
at 0.1mg/ml. Given the nature of theA versust curve, we
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FIG. 5: Semi-log plots of, (a) the saturation time (τ0) versusσ0, the
surface density of antibody and (b) maximum absorbanceA∞ versus
σ0. These are obtained from our numerical integration, keeping the
value ofρ0 = 0.1mg/ml fixed. The values ofωb andωu are same as
those found through Fig.4. Hereσ0 is varied over a range such that
Ns/N0 correspond to a range[1, 30] for (a) and[1, 12] for (b). This
dominance of antibody was chosen so that most of the antigensin the
bulk get absorbed, as we learned from Fig.3. It is clear from (b) that
Ns/N0 ∼ 10 (which here corresponds toσ0 ∼ 0.3mg/mm2) is
optimum for maximising the absorbance without significant increase
in τ0 (see 5(a)). Here we calculatedA from σ using the parameter
valuesε = 21 × 104 M−1Cm−1, NA = 0.37, δ = 1nm, and
λ = 280nm[8].

fit it to the approximate formulaA(t) = A∞(1 − exp−t/τ0),
in order to estimate the saturation timeτ0, shown in Fig.5(a)
and Fig.6(a). The saturation value, defined asA∞ = A(t →
∞) is shown in Fig.5(b) and Fig.6(b). Note that bothτ0 and
A∞ are functions ofσ0 andρ0. Sinceσ0 ∝ Ns andρ0 ∝

N0, their ratio is proportional toNs/N0 which serves as a
convenient measure for the relative strengths of the reactants
in the system, although the physics depends onN0 andNs

both, and not only onNs/N0.
Fig.5 shows that at fixedρ0 absorbance (A∞) can be max-

imised by increasingNs, because absorbance rate is propor-
tional to(σ0 − σ). Although this comes at the cost of higher
waiting time (τ0), note that the increase in absorbance is rel-
atively much higher compared to the increase in the waiting
time (less than two times). Therefore it is worth the wait. As
explained in the caption, we infer thatNs/N0 ∼ 10 is the
optimum ratio when absorbance can be maximised without a
significant increase in waiting time. But in practical situation,
since one would not knowN0 a priori, it is always beneficial
to start with a high antibody concentration for efficient capture
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FIG. 6: (a) Saturation timeτ0 versusρ0, the injected antigen concen-
tration, and (b) Semi-log plot of maximum absorbanceA∞ versus
ρ0. These plots are obtained at a fixed value ofσ0, while values of
ωb andωu are same as those found through Fig.4. These plots focus
on the utility of the sensor at lowρ0 concentration. Thereforeρ0 is
varied in a range such thatN0/Ns ≤ 1, and the maximum ofρ0 cor-
responds toN0 = Ns. (b) shows that absorbance drops drastically
at very lowρ0 concentration (whereN0/Ns ≤ 1/4). However in (a)
τ0 changes little over the whole range.

of antigens. Also note that comparison between Fig.3(a) and
Fig.3(c) also gives the same message that at higherNs/N0

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 lowρ0 concentration. It shows that for a fixedσ0

the waiting timeτ0 goes up asρ0 goes down, i.e., lower con-
centration of antigens take a longer time for the absorbanceto
saturate. This may appear counter intuitive, but this is because
the binding slows down ifρ 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 atN0/Ns ≤ 1/4, limits the utility of the
sensor at lowρ0 (see Fig.6b).

Our discussion so far focused on the sensitivity of a sensor
at low concentration of antigens. Another practical question
could be for what range of concentrations a sensor can show
significant absorbance within a given time (typically minutes).
Towards this one studies the absorbance at fixed time as a
function ofρ0, for a fixedσ0. Both, our mean field analysis
and numerical solution of the coupled PDE (see Fig.7), show
that at a fixed time absorbance varies linearly withρ0 in the
low ρ0 regime and non linearly at the highρ0 regime. Fig.7a
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FIG. 7: (a)A versusρ0 at time(t = 50, 500sec), keepingωb con-
stant, (b)A versusρ0 at binding constant(ωb = ω0, 0.1ω0), for a
fixed time.

shows that at early times absorbance remains linear with re-
spect toρ0, up to a wider range ofρ0. Fig.7b shows even at
late times (t = 500sec) a wider linear regime may result from
a lower value ofωb, althoughωb is not a tunable parameter for
a given system.

In summary, our detailed study of the spatio-temporal be-
haviour of the sensor reveals that in certain parameter regime,
where the diffusion time scale is fastest among all the rele-
vant time scales of the system, an analytic mean field solu-
tion is possible. We also identified the optimum value of the
antibody concentrationσ0 (corresponding toNs/N0 ∼ 10)
such that further increase ofσ0 does not lead to any significant
improvement in detection efficiency. It is somewhat counter-
intutive that higherσ0 also results in higher saturation time

which is not beneficial for quick detection capability. We note
that the ratioNs/N0 solely does not determine the behaviour
but bothNs, N0 (equivalentlyσ0, ρ0) are individually impor-
tant. Although possible effect of nonspecific binding on the
functionalised surface can be easily included in our theoretical
model, we ignored it here because for the particular chemical
system we considered here, experimentally the effect turned
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 can also be
included in our model, although analytic mean field solutions
are difficult for higher order surface reaction. Other subtle
effects resulting from the cooperativity in binding have been
considered recently for dendrimers [14].
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