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Abstract 

An analytical formula for electrical impedance between an adherent living cell and sensor 

substrate measured using a microelectrode is presented for the first time. Previously-reported 

formula has been applicable only for the case where many cells are on a large electrode. In 

contrast, our formula is valid even when a microelectrode smaller than the cell size is 

underneath the cell, which is often the case for the state-of-the-art single-cell analysis. 

Numerical simulations for verifying the accuracy of our formula reveals that the 

discrepancies between the theoretical impedances calculated by our formula and numerical 

simulation results are negligibly small. Our formula will be useful for describing cell-

substrate impedance properties in equivalent circuit model analysis or sensor design 

optimizations. 
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1. Introduction 

 In recent years, a number of investigations have revealed that an understanding of living 

cell behaviors is particularly important for new drug development and early cancer 

detection1-4. Therefore, living cell analyses have applications to drug discovery and disease 

diagnosis. The numerous methods for living cell analyses have been proposed in previous 

works. Raman spectroscopy, quantitative phase microscopy and flow cytometry are some of 

optical measurements57. However, these optical methods require the cells to be labeled for 

staining and the measurement systems are large. On the other hand, quartz crystal 

microbalance and surface acoustic wave sensors do not require cell labeling8,9. These 

methods are non-invasive, and the measurement systems can be much smaller than the 

optical systems. However, they are not suitable to detect the changes in cell morphology or 

cell-to-cell junction quality. Electrochemical measurements have long been used to 

quantitatively analyze morphological changes of cells; these measurements have some 

advantages such as non-invasion, real time, small measurement system, and no-labeling1013. 

There are three major electrochemical measurement methods. First, the potentiometry has 

the capability of measuring potential changes caused by oxidation-reduction reaction. 

Glucose sensor and pH sensor, which are used in cell analysis, employ this measurement 

method1416. In addition, this measurement method enables to measure changes in the action 

potential which neuron and muscle cells cause1719. Second, the amperometry is the way of 

measuring the electro-activity of oxidation-reduction reaction on the interface as electrical 

current. Some studies reported that the amperometry sensor can detect molecules released 

from cells2022. Third, the impedance measurement is a non-invasive way of detecting the 

changes in ionic current paths around cells, conductivity of cytoplasm, and cell membrane 

permittivity1113. Previous studies showed that the impedance measurement has the capability 

to detect morphological change, evaluation of toxicity, cell junction, cell adhesion, cell 

proliferation, apoptosis, and necrosis11,13,2325. In particular, electrochemical impedance 
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spectroscopy (EIS), which is the impedance measurement by sweeping frequency, provides 

various information such as morphological and electrical cell changes simultaneously13,25. 

Hence EIS is optimal for living cell analyses. In previous works, various electrode structures 

were proposed for electrochemical living cell analyses in the impedance measurement. 

Planar interdigitated electrode arrays are fabricated at low cost, and the theory and 

simulation methods are well-established26,27. Parallel facing electrodes are used in the flow 

cytometry for analyzing single cells28,29, and this electrode structure has the capability of 

screening single cells with high throughput29. Microelectrode arrays can identify where a 

target cell exists and map it at moderate resolution30,31. In addition, the use of microelectrode 

arrays enables the whole measurement system downsizing through the application of 

complementary metal-oxide-semiconductor (CMOS) technology3235. As with parallel 

facing electrodes, microelectrodes achieve high throughput screening by using CMOS 

technology. Besides, their sensitivity is in general higher than that of conventional electrode 

structures. Thus, microelectrodes are attracting considerable attention. As mentioned above, 

EIS measurement using microelectrodes has been expected to play important roles in living 

cell analyses. In EIS measurement, equivalent circuit model (ECM) is employed for 

quantitative analyses of various cell changes from the impedance change3638. An 

appropriate analytical formula for ECM is essential to obtain the parameters such as 

conductivity, permittivity, and cell size by fitting experimental results. The analytical 

formula also provides the insights in the most optimized design of the sensor geometry. In 

general, cell-to-cell interactions should affect original characteristics of cell populations and 

tissues. Thus, single-cell analysis taking into account of the heterogeneous behaviors of a 

single cell will be appropriate3941. There are some studies using microelectrodes with their 

size ranging from 1.0 μm to 8.0 μm used for cell impedance mapping33,42 and some others 

reported theoretical analysis of single-cell behavior when using such electrodes with 

computer simulation42,43. However, there is no report on the appropriate analytical formula 
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for cell-substrate impedance with such small electrodes. As noted above, in general, 

appropriate formulae are essential for quantitative analyses and the several parameters which 

describe properly cell characteristics in living cell analyses. Giaever et al. proposed a 

formula for describing the impedance between an adherent cell and electrode44. Nevertheless, 

it was assumed that the electrode was large; this formula is inapplicable when the electrode 

is smaller than the cell. 

 In this work, we derived an analytical formula for cell-substrate impedance when the 

electrode is smaller than the cell. The accuracy of the formula was verified through two 

numerical simulations. We swept the electrode radius in the first simulation and the height 

between cell and substrate in the second simulation. From the first simulation, we observed 

negligible error between the theoretical value from analytic formula and numerical 

simulation result. The second simulation showed that our formula well-described cell-

substrate impedance when the cell adheres to the substrate. Thus, our formula can describe 

cell-substrate impedance when the electrode is smaller than the cell. It will be useful for the 

experimentalists in identifying cell behaviors and designing optimized sensor structures.  

 

2. Theory 

2.1. Giaever’s Theory 

 Giaever et al. proposed a formula for describing the impedance between an adherent cell 

and electrode as shown in Fig. 1, where 𝑧 and 𝑟 are the height and radius, respectively. 

Note that this formula was derived under the assumption that the electrode was sufficiently 

larger than the cell. In Fig. 1, the electric potential 𝑉 𝑟  and the current 𝐼 𝑟  as functions 

of the radius 𝑟 are expressed by the following equations44, 

𝑉 𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
𝑍 𝑉 𝑍 𝑉

𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 2ℎ𝜎 𝛾
𝑅
𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟

𝐼 𝛾 𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
𝑍 𝑉 𝑍 𝑉 , 1  



5 

𝐼 𝑟 2𝜋𝑟ℎ𝜎
𝑍 𝑉 𝑍 𝑉
𝑍 𝑍

𝛾

𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 2ℎ𝜎 𝛾
𝑅
𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟

𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 , 2  

where 𝑉  V  and 𝑉  V  indicate the electric potentials at the electrode and the cytoplasm, 

respectively. 𝐼 𝑥  is a modified Bessel function of the first kind of order 𝑛, with non-

dimensional variable 𝑥 . 𝜎  Sm   indicates the conductivity of the solution, and  

𝑟  m  and ℎ m  are the radius of the cell and the distance between the cell and substrate, 

respectively. 𝑅  Ωm  is specific resistance between cells per unit area when several cells 

exist on the electrodes, and 𝑍  Ωm   is the specific impedance of the electrode, as 

described by the following equation, 

𝑍
1

𝑗𝜔𝐶
, 3  

where 𝑗  and 𝜔 s   are the imaginary unit and angular frequency, respectively, and 

𝐶  Fm  is the electrical double-layer capacitance per unit area, given by 

𝐶
𝜖 𝜖
𝜆

. 4  

Here, 𝜖  Fm , 𝜖 , and 𝜆  m  are the permittivity of the vacuum, relative permittivity 

of the medium solution, and the Debye length, respectively. 𝑍  Ωm   is the specific 

impedance of the cell membrane, as expressed by the following equation, 

𝑍
1

𝑗𝜔𝐶
, 5  

where 𝐶  Fm  is the capacitance of the cell membrane per unit area, given by 

𝐶
𝜖 𝜖
𝑑

. 6  

Here, 𝜖   and 𝑑  m   are the relative permittivity and thickness of the cell 

membrane, respectively. 𝛾  m  is defined as 

𝛾
1

ℎ𝜎
1
𝑍

1
𝑍

. 7  

Assuming that electric potential drop occurs mainly under the cell, 𝑉  can be set to zero. 

Thus, the following equation represents 𝑍  Ωm  using the total currents flowing 
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out of the working electrode (WE) 

𝑍
1
𝑍

𝑍
𝑍 𝑍

𝑍
𝑍 𝑍

1
𝑟 𝛾

2  
𝐼 𝛾 𝑟
𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝑅 1

𝑍
1
𝑍

. 8  

If only a single cell is on the electrode, 𝑅   becomes zero because it is associated with 

intercellular resistance between many cells44. 

 

2.2. Formula describing cell-substrate impedance when using a microelectrode 

 Fig. 2 shows schematics of a situation where an electrode smaller than the cell is used for 

single-cell analysis. In Fig. 2(a), cell-substrate area is divided into two regions A and B, and 

the formula is derived from the relationship between the potential and current over an 

infinitesimal distance in each region. Figs. 2(b) and (c) represent the relationships between 

potentials and currents in regions A and B in Fig. 2(a), respectively. For simplicity, we 

assume that the potential in cell-substrate gap depends only on 𝑟, and neglect the potential 

drop along the 𝑧-axis. This is reasonable because the distance between the cell and substrate 

is sufficiently small. In region A in Fig. 2(a), the relationship between the potential and the 

current is expressed by Giaever’s model as follows44, 

d𝑉 𝐼
1

2𝜋𝑟ℎ𝜎
d𝑟, 9  

𝑉 𝑉
𝑍

2𝜋𝑟d𝑟
d𝐼 , 10  

𝑉 𝑉
𝑍

2𝜋𝑟d𝑟
d𝐼 , 11  

d𝐼 d𝐼 d𝐼 , 12  

where 𝑉 𝑟  V   and 𝐼 𝑟  A   are the potential and current at the radial position 𝑟  in 

region A, respectively. In addition, 𝐼 𝑟  A  and 𝐼 𝑟  A  are the total currents flowing 

out of the WE and through the cell membrane, respectively. From Eqs. (9)(12), we obtain 

the differential equation for 𝑉 , 
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d 𝑉
d𝑟

1
𝑟

d𝑉
d𝑟

1
ℎ𝜎

1
𝑍

1
𝑍

𝑉
1

ℎ𝜎
𝑉
𝑍

𝑉
𝑍

0. 13  

The general solution to Eq. (13) is given by 

𝑉 𝑟 𝐶 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐷 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
𝑍 𝑉 𝑍 𝑉 , 14  

where 𝐾 𝑥  is the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order 𝑛, with a non-

dimensional variable 𝑥. 𝐶  and 𝐷  are the constants of integration determined from the 

boundary condition. As 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟  tends to infinity as 𝑟 tends to zero, 𝐷  must be set to 

zero, giving 

𝑉 𝑟 𝐶 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
𝑍 𝑉 𝑍 𝑉 . 15  

In region B in Fig. 2(a), the bottom of this region is not the WE, but rather the non-conducting 

substrate, i.e., d𝐼 0. Therefore, the differential equation and its solution for the potential 

in region B can be obtained by setting the 𝑍  to infinity in the Eq. (14). The potential then 

becomes 

𝑉 𝑟 𝐶 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐷 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝑉 , 16  

where 𝑉 𝑟  V  indicates the potential at the point of the 𝑟 coordinate in region B. Here, 

𝐶  and 𝐷  are the constants of integration, and the 𝛾  m  is defined as 

𝛾
1

ℎ𝜎 𝑍
. 17  

We set three boundary conditions to determine the coefficients which are 𝐶 , 𝐶 , and 𝐷 . 

First, we defined 𝑟  m   and 𝑟  m   as the WE radius and cell radius, respectively. The 

potential and current must be continuous at the boundary between the regions A and B (𝑟

𝑟 ) in Fig. 2(a), i.e., 𝑉 𝑟 𝑉 𝑟  and 𝐼 𝑟 𝐼 𝑟 . Hence, we obtain the following 

equations 

𝐶 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐶 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐷 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟
𝑍 𝑉 𝑉
𝑍 𝑍

0, 18  

𝐶 𝛾 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐶 𝛾 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐷 𝛾 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 0. 19  

As the potential drops rapidly around the WE, the potential at the edge of the cell (𝑟 𝑟 ) is 
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zero, i.e., 𝑉 𝑟 0. Therefore, we obtain the following equation 

𝐶 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐷 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝑉 0. 20  

We now introduce a coefficient matrix to solve simultaneous equations Eqs. (18)(20) for 

𝐶 , 𝐶 , and 𝐷 , 

𝑨
𝐶
𝐶
𝐷

1 𝑘 𝑉 𝑉
0
𝑉

, 21  

where 𝑨 is the following coefficient matrix 

𝑨
𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟
𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝑘𝐾 𝛾 𝑟

0 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟
, 22  

and 𝑘 is defined as 

𝑘
𝛾
𝛾

𝑍
𝑍 𝑍

𝐶
𝐶 𝐶

. 23  

Note that 𝑘 does not depend on frequency, and is constant within the range of 0 𝑘 1. 

The inverse of 𝑨 is given by 

𝑨
1
∆

𝐴 𝐴 𝐴
𝐴 𝐴 𝐴
𝐴 𝐴 𝐴

, 24  

∆ 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟
𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 , 25

 

𝐴 𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 , 26  

𝐴 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 , 27  

𝐴 𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 , 28  

𝐴 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 , 29  

𝐴 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 , 30  

𝐴 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟 , 31  

𝐴 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 , 32  

𝐴 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 , 33  

𝐴 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝑘𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 . 34  
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Consequently, from Eq. (21), 𝐶 , 𝐶 , and 𝐷  are given by 

𝐶
1
∆

1 𝑘 𝑉 𝑉 𝐴 𝑉𝐴 , 35  

𝐶
1
∆

1 𝑘 𝑉 𝑉 𝐴 𝑉𝐴 , 36  

𝐷
1
∆

1 𝑘 𝑉 𝑉 𝐴 𝑉𝐴 . 37  

Based on these results, we derive the formula for cell-substrate impedance. The potential at 

the edge of the cell is set to zero as a boundary condition of Eq. (20), and cell-substrate 

impedance is calculated using 

𝑍
𝑉
𝐼

, 38  

where 𝑍  Ω  is the impedance between the cell and substrate. 𝐼  is derived via integration 

of 𝑑𝐼  in Eq. (10) with respect to 𝑟 as follows 

𝐼 𝑑𝐼
2𝜋
𝑍

𝑟 𝑉 𝑉 𝑟 𝑑𝑟 . 39  

Finally, we derive the cell-substrate impedance as 

𝑍
2𝜋𝑟 𝐶 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟

𝑍 𝛾 𝑉
𝜋𝑟

𝑉 𝑉
𝑉 𝑍 𝑍

, 40  

where 𝐶  is given by Eq. (35). 

 

2.3. Comparison with Giaever’s formula 

 The derived formula Eq. (40) must be the same as Giaever’s formula Eq. (8) when 𝑟 𝑟 . 

With 𝑉 0, the limit of 𝐶  as 𝑟 → 𝑟  is given by 

lim
→

𝐶
1

𝐼 𝛾 𝑟
𝑉 1 𝑘

1
𝐼 𝛾 𝑟

𝑍
𝑍 𝑍

𝑉 . 41
 

Consequently, the formula of cell-substrate impedance for a unit area is described by the 

following equation 
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lim
→

1
𝜋𝑟

𝑍
1
𝜋𝑟

2𝜋𝑟
𝑍 𝛾

𝐼 𝛾 𝑟
𝐼 𝛾 𝑟

𝑍
𝑍 𝑍

𝜋𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
1
𝑍

𝑍
𝑍 𝑍

𝑍
𝑍 𝑍

2𝐼 𝛾 𝑟
𝛾 𝑟 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟

𝑍 . 42
 

Thus, 𝑍   for a unit area equals that given by Giaever’s formula in the limit 𝑟 → 𝑟  , as 

expected. 

 

3. Simulation 

 We performed two numerical simulations to verify the accuracy of our formula by using 

the model shown in Fig. 3. The parameters used in the simulation are listed in Table. I. The 

simulation was performed in axisymmetric 2D to take advantage of cylindrical symmetry of 

the geometry. First, a sinusoidal electric potential of amplitude 5.0 mV was applied to the 

WE without DC bias, while the cytoplasm and the edge face of the model domain (𝑟 𝑟 ) 

were set to zero potential. The frequency was swept from 10  Hz to 10  Hz in logarithmic 

steps. Second, we calculated impedances from the ratios of the complex representations of 

the input voltages to those of the simulated currents. In addition, the frequency 

characteristics of the impedance magnitudes and phases were calculated via the discrete 

Fourier transform and are shown in a Bode plot. In the following two simulations, 𝑟  was 

set to 5.0 μm and an insulation boundary condition was imposed on the substrate. In the 

first simulation, we swept 𝑟  from 1.0 μm to 4.0 μm stepped by 1.0 μm with ℎ fixed 

at 100 nm. In the second simulation, we swept ℎ from 100 nm to 500 nm stepped by 

50 nm  with 𝑟   fixed at 1.0 μm . The numerical simulations were performed using 

COMSOL Multiphysics 5.6, where the differentail forms of Maxwell’s equations are solved 

in this software. 

 

4. Results and Discussion 

 Fig. 4 shows a Bode plot of the simulated impedance at a fixed ℎ 100 nm (dots) and 
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the theoretical impedance calculated using 𝑍   (solid lines). In Fig. 4, the formula well-

describes the simulated impedance over a wide range of frequency, regardless of the value 

of 𝑟 .  

 Fig. 4 shows that the electrical double-layer capacitance at the interface between the 

electrode and solution is dominant from 10  Hz to 10  Hz because the phase difference 

starts with 90° . Assuming that the non-dimensional variable 𝑥  satisfies 𝑥 ≪ 1 , the 

modified Bessel functions of the first and the second order are approximated by the 

following equations 

𝐼 𝑥 ≃ 1,

𝐼 𝑥 ≃
𝑥
2

, 43
 

𝐾 𝑥 ≃ ln
𝑥
2

𝐶 ,

𝐾 𝑥 ≃
1
𝑥

, 44
 

where C   is Euler’s constant. At a sufficiently low frequency, at which γ 𝑟 ≪ 1  and 

𝛾 𝑟 ≪ 1,  ∆, 𝐶 , and 𝑍  can thus be approximated using following equations (𝑉 0) 

∆≃
1
𝑟

, 45  

𝐶 ≃ 𝑟 1 𝑘 𝑉 𝛾 𝐾 𝛾 𝑟
𝑉 1 𝑘

𝑉
𝑍

𝑍 𝑍
, 46

 

𝑍 ≃
2𝜋𝑟 𝑍 𝐼 𝛾 𝑟
𝑍 𝑍 𝑍 𝛾

𝜋𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
𝜋𝑟

𝑍 𝑍
𝑍
𝑍

2
𝛾 𝑟

𝐼 𝛾 𝑟 1

𝜋𝑟
𝑍 𝑍

𝑍
𝑍

2
𝛾 𝑟

𝛾 𝑟
2

1

𝜋𝑟
𝑍

. 47

 

Consequently, the impedance of the electrical double-layer capacitance is dominant at 

sufficiently low frequency, as seen in Fig. 4. 

 Above 10  Hz, the phase differences become closer to 90° in Fig. 4, thus this frequency 
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range is the region where the capacitance is becoming dominant. This capacitance consists 

of the electrical double-layer capacitance at the metal/solution interface and the capacitance 

of the cell membrane. In general, the impedance of the cell membrane (𝑍 ) is much larger 

than that of the electrical double-layer capacitance (𝑍 ). Therefore, 𝑍  is dominant at high 

frequency. Assuming that the non-dimensional variable 𝑥  satisfies 𝑥 ≫ 1 , the modified 

Bessel functions of the first and second orders can be approximated by the following 

equations 

𝐼 𝑥 ≃  𝐼 𝑥 ≃
1

2𝜋𝑥
exp 𝑥 , 48  

𝐾 𝑥 ≃ 𝐾 𝑥 ≃
𝜋

2𝑥
exp 𝑥 . 49  

From these approximations, at a sufficiently low frequency at which γ 𝑟 ≫ 1 and 𝛾 𝑟 ≫

1, ∆, 𝐶 , and 𝑍  can be approximated using following equations (𝑉 0) 

∆
1
𝑘

1
2𝜋𝛾 𝑟

1
𝑟 𝑟

exp 𝛾 𝑟 sinh 𝛾 𝑟 𝑟 𝑘 cosh 𝛾 𝑟 𝑟 , 50  

𝐶 ≃ 𝑘 2𝜋𝛾 𝑟
𝑉 1 𝑘 cosh 𝛾 𝑟 𝑟

exp 𝛾 𝑟 sinh 𝛾 𝑟 𝑟 𝑘 cosh 𝛾 𝑟 𝑟

𝑘 2𝜋𝛾 𝑟
𝑉 1 𝑘

exp 𝛾 𝑟 tanh 𝛾 𝑟 𝑟 𝑘

≃ 𝑘 2𝜋𝛾 𝑟 𝑉 exp 𝛾 𝑟
1 𝑘
1 𝑘

2𝜋𝛾 𝑟  𝑉 𝑘 1 𝑘 exp 𝛾 𝑟 , 51

 

𝑍 ≃
2π𝑟
Z γ

2𝜋𝛾 𝑟 𝑘 1 𝑘 exp 𝛾 𝑟
1

2𝜋𝛾 𝑟
exp 𝛾 𝑟 𝜋𝑟

1
𝑍 𝑍

2𝜋𝑟
𝑍 𝛾

𝑘 1 𝑘 𝜋𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍

𝜋𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
2
𝑟 𝛾

𝑍 𝑍
𝑍

𝑘 1 𝑘 1

𝜋𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
2 1 𝑘
𝑟 𝛾 𝑘

1

≃ 𝜋𝑟
1

𝑍 𝑍
. 52
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Hence, the sum of 𝑍  and 𝑍  is dominant at sufficiently high frequency. 

 In Fig. 4, at around 10  Hz , the phase difference approaches 20°. Thus, the distributed 

impedance which consists of the solution resistance and 𝑍   is dominant. Moreover, the 

slope of |𝑍|  approaches 0 as 𝑟   decreases at about 10  Hz  . As the resistance is less 

dependent on the frequency, this is attributed to an increase in resistance. At around 10  Hz, 

𝑍  is negligible because it is sufficiently large. Therefore, region B consists of only solution 

resistance. As a consequence, the extension of region B with decrease in 𝑟  increases the 

solution resistance. 

 In Fig. 4, errors between the simulated and theoretical impedances are not evident, because 

Fig. 4 is a log-log graph. Therefore, we evaluated the error rates defined by 

Error rate %  
|𝑍 | 𝑍

𝑍
100. 53  

Fig. 5 shows the frequency characteristics of the error rates calculated using Eq. (53). In Fig. 

5, all error rates are less than 1.0 % below 10  Hz, regardless of the value of 𝑟 . Thus, the 

formula well-describes the cell-substrate impedance. However, at around 10  Hz, the error 

rate increases. This is attributed to the potential drop on the 𝑧 -axis which the derived 

formula does not consider. To examine the potential drop on the 𝑧 -axis, the simulated 

current density on the 𝑧-axis with respect to the 𝑟-axis is shown in Fig. 6. This figure shows 

that the simulated current density on the 𝑧-axis at high frequency is larger than that at low 

frequency. This indicates that the potential drop on the 𝑧-axis at high frequency is larger 

than that at low frequency. Thus, the error at high frequency in Fig. 5 is attributed to the 

potential drop on the 𝑧 -axis. Furthermore, the simulated current density on the 𝑧 -axis 

increased at the edge of electrode (𝑟 𝑟 ) due to the edge effect, and hence the increase of 

current density at the edge in Fig. 6 reflects this effect. 

 Fig. 7 represents the error rates between the impedances simulated at a fixed 𝑟 1.0 μm 

and the theoretical impedance of Eq. (40). In Fig. 7, the error rates increase as ℎ increases. 

As with the first simulation, this is attributed to the potential drop on the 𝑧-axis which the 
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formula does not take into account of. The results in Fig. 5 shows that the error rates between 

theoretical and simulated impedances are not more than 2.0 % , thus the formula can 

describe appropriately cell-substrate impedance regardless of the WE radius. The results in 

Fig. 7 shows that the error caused by the potential drop on the z-axis increases as ℎ 

increases, thus the formula is appropriate when ℎ is sufficiently small. As the actual cell-

to-substrate distance is from 50 nm to 100 nm when a cell adheres to an electrode48,49, 

the error caused by the potential drop on the 𝑧-axis might be negligible in actual application 

of our formula. 

 

5. Conclusion 

 We proposed a formula for describing cell-substrate impedance when the electrode is 

smaller than a single cell. We performed two simulations to verify the accuracy of the 

formula. The first simulation revealed that our formula can appropriately describe cell-

substrate impedance regardless of the electrode radius. The second simulation showed that 

when cell-substrate gap is large, the potential drop on the 𝑧-axis cannot be neglected, and 

our formula becomes inapplicable. However, for realistic cell-substrate gap, error rates are 

as small as 2.0 %. Our formula would enable quantitative analysis of cell parameters when 

the electrode is smaller than the cell. 
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Figure Captions 

FIG. 1. Schematic of the Giaever’s model. WE is the working electrode, and 𝑟  is the cell 

radius. 

 

 

FIG. 2. (a) Schematic of single-cell analysis using a microelectrode smaller than the cell. A 

indicates the area between the cell and electrode, and B indicates the area under the cell 

except in region A. (b) Relationship between the potential and current over an infinitesimal 

distance 𝑑𝑟 of region A in (a). (c) Relationship between the potential and current over an 

infinitesimal distance 𝑑𝑟 of region B in (a). 

 

 

FIG. 3. The simulation model in cylindrical coordinate. 

 

 

FIG. 4. Bode plot of the simulated impedance at a fixed ℎ 100 nm (dot plot) and the 

theoretical impedance (line plot) which is calculated by Eq. (40). Legends indicate WE 
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radius. 

 

 

FIG. 5. Error rate between the simulated impedance and theoretical impedances calculated 

by Eq. (40), as shown in Fig. 4  

 

 

FIG. 6. (a) Current density on the 𝑧-axis with respect to the 𝑟-axis when 𝑟 1.0 μm. (b) 

Current density on the 𝑧 -axis with respect to the 𝑟 -axis when 𝑟 4.0 μm . Legends 

indicate frequencies. 

 

 

FIG. 7. Error rate between the simulated and theoretical impedances calculated by Eq. (40) 

at a fixed 𝑟 1.0 μm. Legends indicate ℎ. 

 

 

  

TABLE I. Parameters used in simulation. 
 

Parameter Unit Value 

Double-layer capacitance per unit area45 F m⁄  0.89 

Solution relative permittivity46  78 

Solution conductivity46 S m⁄  1.5 

Cell membrane thickness45 nm 5.0 

Cell membrane relative permittivity45  5.0 

Cell membrane conductivity47 S m⁄  1.0 10  
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