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This manuscript documents protonic conductivity across cable bacteria. The discovery of 

protonic conductivity in cable bacteria provides a putative scaffold through which protons may 

be transported on the surface of bacteria through the sediment, or perhaps to other organisms. 

However, despite these hypotheses, the evolutionary benefit of this phenomenon, its role in 

environmental settings, and its role in microbial interaction remains unknown. The observation 

of protonic conductivity in cable bacteria, coupled with the development of a transfer printing 

technique that enables microorganisms to be stamped with protodes, opens up the possibility to 

assess the presence of protonic conductivity across the surface of other microorganisms and 

materials, and potentially build bioprotonic devices. 

 

Abstract  

 This study presents the direct measurement of proton transport along filamentous 

Desulfobulbaceae, or cable bacteria. Cable bacteria are filamentous multicellular 

microorganisms that have garnered much interest due to their ability to serve as electrical 

conduits, transferring electrons over several millimeters. Our results indicate that cable bacteria 

can also function as protonic conduits because they contain proton wires that transport protons at 

distances > 100 µm. We find that protonic conductivity (σP) along cable bacteria varies between 

samples and is measured as high as 114 ± 28 µS cm-1 at 25 °C and 70% relative humidity (RH). 

For cable bacteria, the protonic conductance (GP) and σP are dependent upon the RH, increasing 

by as much as 26-fold between 60% and 80% RH. This observation implies that proton transport 

occurs via the Grotthuss mechanism along water associated with cable bacteria, forming proton 

wires. In order to determine σP and GP along cable bacteria, we implemented a protocol using a 

modified transfer-printing technique to deposit either palladium interdigitated protodes (IDP), 
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palladium transfer length method (TLM) protodes, or gold interdigitated electrodes (IDE) on top 

of cable bacteria. Due to the relatively mild nature of the transfer-printing technique, this method 

should be applicable to a broad array of biological samples and curved materials. The 

observation of protonic conductivity in cable bacteria presents possibilities for investigating the 

importance of long-distance proton transport in microbial ecosystems and to potentially build 

biotic or biomimetic scaffolds to interface with materials via proton mediated gateways or 

channels. 

 

Intro 

Proton conductors are materials or biomaterials that allow positively charged protons 

(H+) to pass through them as the primary charge carriers. Protonic conductivity (σP) has been 

observed in a broad spectrum of biotic materials including: ampullae of Lorenzini (AoL) jelly in 

marine animals1, chitosan2,3, collagen4, keratin sulfate5,6, reflectin7,8, melanin9, and bovine serum 

albumin10. Nevertheless, measuring protonic conductivity across the exterior of bacterial cells 

remains elusive because bacteria placed over protodes, the proton-carrying equivalent of an 

electrode, demonstrate poor and inconsistent contact. Furthermore, virtually all biological 

materials are sensitive to high temperature (> 60 C), organic solvents, high vacuum (< 10-6 torr), 

and UV radiation, thus limiting the utility of conventional semiconductor processing techniques 

to form metal contacts onto bacterial cells. To address these challenges, we have developed a 

modified transfer-printing technique to stamp palladium (Pd) protodes and gold (Au) electrodes 

on top of cable bacteria and Nafion® microwires with minimal perturbation, thereby creating 

more consistent contact with the cells (Figure 1a-e).  
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Filamentous Desulfobulbaceae, or cable bacteria, are multicellular bacteria that form 

electrical conduits within sediment11,12. The metabolism of cable bacteria relies on the oxidation 

of sulfur in anoxic sediment and the transfer of electrons over several centimeters through the 

sediment to water containing dissolved oxygen13,14,15,16,17. During this process, cable bacteria 

within the sediment generate electrons and protons via the oxidation of hydrogen sulfide (H2S) to 

sulfate (SO4
2-) coupled with the reduction of O2 to H2O, as shown in Equation 1 and Equation 

2. 

1

2
H2S + 2H2O →  

1

2
SO4

2− + 5H+ + 4e−       (1) 

O2 + 4H+ + 4e− → 2H2O         (2) 

 As shown in Equation 1 and Equation 2, the generation of protons via the oxidation of 

H2S is coupled to the consumption of protons during the reduction of O2 for the production of 

H2O. Previous data shows that, in the presence of cable bacteria, pH within the sediment 

decreases and the pH near the sediment-water interface becomes slightly basic, while in the 

absence of cable bacteria, there is no change in pH in the sediment or the sediment-water 

interface12,16. These data suggest that cable bacteria in the sediment may transport protons along 

their surface to the oxic zone (Figure 1f).  

Protonic conductivity is measured using palladium protodes- the proton-carrying 

equivalent of an electrode- consisting of a protonic source and drain made of palladium hydride 

(PdHx). As shown in Equation 3, Pd is an ideal material to use for protodes since it readily 

adsorbs H2 gas (PdHads) to form a reservoir of H+ ions, resulting in PdHads splitting into 

palladium hydride (PdHx), protons, and electrons1,6,8,18.  
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H2 + 2Pd → 2PdHads ↔ 2Pd + 2H+ + 2e−       (3) 

Once a voltage is applied across the protode, protons are injected onto the protonically 

conductive material, in this case cable bacteria, while electrons corresponding to the number of 

injected protons are measured as they travel through an external circuit19,1 (Figure 1e). 

Protonic conductivity can result from protons traveling along chains of hydrogen bonds 

between water and hydrophilic residues via the Grotthuss mechanism19,20,21, forming what are 

commonly referred to as proton wires5,6. The Grotthuss mechanism is a model for the process of 

protons diffusing through the network of hydrogen bonds associated with water molecules or 

other materials via the formation and cleavage of covalent bolds associated with adjacent 

molecules. Proton wires are formed when water molecules associate with hydrophilic surfaces, 

typically charged residues in biotic materials including hydroxyl anions (OH-), hydronium 

cations (H3O
+), or carboxylates that then function as pathways for protonic movement22,23,24,25,26. 

Along proton wires, hydrogen bonds exchange with covalent bonds, resulting in the transfer of 

protons between adjacent molecules21,27 (Figure 1f). Given the necessity of water to form these 

proton wires, protonic conductivity is proportional to the hydration state of the material, which is 

indirectly measured using relative humidity28,29. 

 The hypothesis that cable bacteria may play a role in proton transport led the authors to 

perform direct measurements of protonic conductivity on the surface of non-living cable bacteria 

to determine their ability to transport protons over distances up to > 100 µm. The finding of 

protonic conductivity in cable bacteria is significant since it provides a putative scaffold through 

which protons may be transported on the surface of bacteria through the sediment, or perhaps to 

other organisms as is the case with direct interspecies electron transfer (DIET)30. However, 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
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despite these hypotheses, the evolutionary benefit of this phenomenon, its role in environmental 

settings, and its role in microbial interaction remains unknown. The observation of protonic 

conductivity in cable bacteria, coupled with the development of a transfer printing technique that 

enables microorganisms to be stamped with protodes, opens up the possibility to assess the 

presence of protonic conductivity across the surface of other microorganisms and materials, and 

potentially build bioprotonic devices.   

 

Results 

Modified transfer-printing technique to adhere protodes directly to the exterior surface of 

filamentous cable bacteria.  

Prior to applying palladium (Pd) protodes or gold (Au) electrodes to cable bacteria using 

the modified transfer printing technique, cable bacteria were identified by observing the 

characteristic ridge structures on their surface using atomic force microscopy (AFM) (Figure 1b). 

Cable bacteria were determined to be non-viable using a LIVE/DEAD BacLight Bacterial 

Viability Kit (Invitrogen, USA) and imaged using Confocal Laser Scanning Microscopy (CLSM) 

(Figure S1). As shown in Figure 1c, in order to adhere Pd interdigitated protodes (IDP) – 

protodes containing 6 gaps of equal length (10 µm),  Pd transfer length method (TLM) protodes 

– protodes containing gaps of various lengths, and Au interdigitated electrodes (IDE) to cable 

bacteria, a modified transfer printing technique was developed that occurs in four steps: (i) the 

cable bacteria were dispersed onto a PDMS film on a SiO2/Si substrate; (ii) the protodes or 

electrodes were adhered to a second PDMS film; (iii) the cable bacteria and protodes were 

spatially aligned in an optical microscope and contacted such that the cable bacteria span the 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
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fingers of the protode; and (iv) the protodes or electrodes were released and the second PDMS 

film was removed, leaving behind the metallized cable bacteria devices that can be tested at 

different relative humidities (RH) in an environmental chamber. Figure 1a shows a schematic of 

cable bacteria stamped with a protode and Figure 1d shows cable bacteria stamped with a TLM 

protode. 

Once samples were introduced to the chamber, a mix of 10% hydrogen gas (H2) and 90% 

nitrogen gas (N2) was bubbled through DI H2O at varying rates to adjust the RH of the chamber. 

As shown in Figure 1e, in the chamber, the Pd absorbs the H2, forming PdHx. As a voltage (VSD) 

is applied across the source (S) and drain (D), the protons (H+) flow through the cable bacteria 

from the S to the D and electrons (e-) flow through a separate circuit to maintain 

electroneutrality. Since gold (Au) does not absorb H2 and is not protonically conductive, cable 

bacteria stamped with Au interdigitated electrodes (IDE) will not transfer H+. Furthermore, since 

the electrical conductivity of cable bacteria is inhibited by the presence of O2
13, protonic 

conductivity could be measured after exposing cable bacteria to atmospheric conditions, which is 

required for the modified transfer printing technique. 

  

Direct measurement of protonic conductance (GP) along exterior surface of filamentous 

cable bacteria.  

To determine whether cable bacteria are protonically conductive, this study measured the 

transport of protons along cable bacteria using Pd interdigitated protodes (IDP) and Pd transfer 

length method (TLM) protodes. Proton conducting biotic materials should have measurably 

different current responses in the presence of a humidified environment, a proton source (e.g., 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
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H2), and either proton-conductive or electron-conductive contacts. Figure 2a shows the current-

voltage (I-V) response from linear sweep voltammetry (LSV) for cable bacteria stamped with an 

IDP (Figure 1d) at 80% RH with either 0% or 10% H2. Figure 2a shows a 3.8-5.3 ** (for all 

error values reported in the manuscript: ** indicates p < 0.01 and * indicates p < 0.05.) increase in 

total conductance (GT) of cable bacteria at 80% RH in the presence of 10% H2 (56 ± 9 pS at 80% 

RH: 10% H2) compared to 0% H2 (12 ± 0.06 pS), indicating that cable bacteria are protonically 

conductive. Replicates from four cable bacteria indicate that protonic conductance (GP) varies by 

cable bacteria and is 44 ± 6 pS, 229 ± 31 pS, 2.6 ± 0.17 nS, and 179 ± 19 pS respectively at 80% 

RH: 10% H2. Repeat studies with other cable bacteria indicate a 3.2 ± 1.2 × increase** in GT 

across samples in the presence of 10% H2 compared to 0% H2 at 80% RH. (See Table S1 for 

results from four cable bacteria stamped with IDP at 80% RH.)      

Results from IDPs without cable bacteria are included as a control for conductance that 

may result from the underlying PDMS layer, ions left over after the rinsing process, or adsorbed 

water layers on the PDMS surface (Figure 2a). For comparison, IDPs in the presence of 10% H2 

and lacking cable bacteria are two orders of magnitude (~100 )** less conductive than IDPs with 

cable bacteria, indicating minimal conductance resulting from the underlying PDMS layer or 

ions left over after the rinsing process.      

In order to control for the possibility that enzymes in the dead cable bacteria may be able 

to catalyze the oxidation of H2 to protons and electrons, resulting in an electrical current, we 

employed a proton-blocking Au IDE to verify the extent of electronic conductivity. Figure 2b 

shows the I-V response from LSV for cable bacteria stamped with Au IDE (Figure 2c) at 80% 

RH with either 0% or 10% H2. Since Au is a proton-blocker1,8, cable bacteria stamped with an 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
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IDE will only show increased conductance and current in the presence of H2 if it is a source of 

electrons. Figure 2b shows that cable bacteria are minimally electronically conductive under the 

conditions measured in this experiment, as indicated in previous experiments13,12,14. However, on 

IDEs, no significant difference in GT of cable bacteria is observed in the presence of 10% H2 (5.3 

± 0.6 pS) compared to 0% H2 (5.2 ± 0.5 pS). This observation indicates that H2 is not a source of 

electrons and that the increase in GT observed for cable bacteria in the presence of 10% H2 on 

IDP is the result of H2 providing a source of protons. This observation was repeated using 

multiple cable bacteria (see Table S1for IDE results from three cable bacteria stamped with Au 

IDE).  

Results from an IDE without cable bacteria are included as a control for conductance that 

may result from the underlying PDMS layer or ions left over after the rinsing process (Figure 

2b). In addition, IDEs in the presence of 10% H2 and lacking cable bacteria are two orders of 

magnitude (~100 )** less conductive than IDE with cable bacteria indicating minimal 

conductivity resulting from the underlying PDMS layer or ions left over after the rinsing process. 

In order to confirm that the increase in GT in the presence of 10% H2 on IDP results from 

proton transport, cable bacteria were exposed to 10% deuterium gas (D2) instead of 10% H2, thus 

substituting protons (H+) with deuterium ions (D+)31. As shown in Figure 2d, since D+ are 

transported with lower mobility than H+, the kinetic isotope effect decreases conductance 

compared to H+ loading on the same IDP, causing a decreased response in the I-V curve32,33.  

Based on the slope of the I-V curve in Figure 2d, the GT is 20 ± 4 pS at 75% RH: 10% H2, 5.3 ± 

0.3 pS at 75% relative humidity using deuterium dioxide (DH): 10% D2, and 0.5 ± 0.3 pS at 75% 

DH: 0% H2. The GT for cable bacteria in the presence of 10% D2 is 27-37%** the GT for cable 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
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bacteria in the presence of 10% H2 at the same RH, providing strong evidence for proton 

conduction in cable bacteria1,32. (See Table S2 for results from two cable bacteria stamped with 

IDP and exposed to D2).  

Results from the IDP without cable bacteria are included as a control for conductance that 

may result from the underlying PDMS layer or ions left over after the rinsing process. In 

addition, IDPs in the presence of 10% H2 and lacking cable bacteria are close to two orders of 

magnitude (~80 )** less conductive than IDE with cable bacteria indicating minimal 

conductivity resulting from the underlying PDMS layer or ions left over after the rinsing process. 

To determine whether protonic conductivity observed across cable bacteria was a 

consequence of properties inherent in the cable bacteria and not merely water associated with a 

continuous surface, a control was conducted by applying an IDP to Microcoleus – a filamentous 

bacterium that is known to be non-electronically conductive (Figure 2f)13. As shown in Figure 

2e, Microcoleus does not exhibit conductivity in the presence or absence of H2. These results 

indicate that the GP observed along cable bacteria is likely mediated by charged components of 

the cable bacteria and not merely the result of cable bacteria serving as a continuous scaffold for 

water.  

 

Direct measurements of dependence of relative humidity (RH) on protonic conductivity 

(σP) along exterior surface of filamentous cable bacteria.  

As shown in Figure 3a, due to the variation of protonic conductivity (σP) between cable 

bacteria, it is difficult to discern a trend related to relative humidity (RH) by analyzing σP 

between samples. Figure 3b shows that, similar to previous observations of electronic 
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conductivity (σE)13, the σP varies between cable bacteria, with a general trend between 324 ± 4.7 

nS cm-1** at 60% RH to 6.5 ± 0.4 µS cm-1** at 80% RH, and the highest observed σP was 114 ± 

28 µS cm-1* at 70% RH. (For a list of σP for 12 cable bacteria, see Table S1.)  

To control for the variation in σP between cable bacteria on different IDPs, the RH was 

adjusted within the same cable bacteria on the same IDP. Figure 3c shows that, within the same 

cable bacteria, there is a positive relationship between σP and increasing RH. σP values were 

acquired by monitoring the I-V response of different RH in the presence of 10% H2 (shown in 

Figure 3d), including: 60% (3.5 ± 0.35 nS cm-1)**, 70% (13.5 ± 1.9 nS cm-1)**, 75% (59.9 ± 3.5 

nS cm-1)**, and 80% RH: 10% H2 (148 ± 20.7 nS cm-1)**. Results in Figure 3c are reported as a 

percentage of the highest observed σP (3.5 ± 0.5 µσ cm-1 at 80% RH: 10% H2). Results from three 

cable bacteria indicate that σP is highly dependent upon the RH of cable bacteria, with an 

increase in σP 3.4 ± 1.8 * between 60% and 70% RH, 2.6 ± 1.7 ** between 70% and 75% RH, 

and 2.2 ± 0.9 ** between 75% and 80% RH; an overall increase in σP of 15.8 ± 9 ** between 

60% and 80% RH. (Figure S2 shows influence of RH on the σP of three cable bacteria.) 

 

Contact resistance (Rc) and specific contact resistivity (ρc) between cable bacteria, Nafion® 

microwires, and protodes applied using the modified transfer printing technique.  

Next, the transfer length method (TLM) was employed to determine the contact 

resistance (Rc) and specific contact resistivity (ρc) of cable bacteria at 75% relative humidity 

(RH) with either 10% or 0% H2 using the transfer length (LT) and mean diameter of cable 

bacteria (Lc) by stamping them with a protode containing specific gap lengths between the source 

and drain (Lg)
34. The inverse of the slope obtained from the relationship between Lg and total 

resistance (RT), determined by linear regression35 and shown in Figure 4a, was used to calculate 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
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the total conductivity (σT) and protonic conductivity (σP) of cable bacteria using TLM devices1,13. 

Figure 4b shows the gap lengths at which the linear sweep voltammetry (LSV) was performed 

for each condition.  

Results shown in Figure 4a indicate that, in the presence of 10% H2, the σT, Rc, and ρc of 

cable bacteria were 0.25 ± 0.05 µS cm-1, 0.38 ± 0.06 TΩ, and 0.71 ± 0.11 MΩ-cm2, while at 0% 

H2, the σT, Rc, and ρc of cable bacteria were 0.04 ± 0.004 µS cm-1, 2.5 ± 0.16 TΩ, and 4.9 ± 0.31 

MΩ-cm2 respectively. These measurements reveal that the σP for cable bacteria under these 

conditions is 0.22 ± 0.04 µS cm-1** and that the Rc accounts for ~25-50% (~34 ± 10%) of RT, 

indicating that the σP reported for cable bacteria are conservative estimates.  

In order to provide additional confidence in our device fabrication process and our 

measured σP of cable bacteria, we employed the transfer length method using Nafion® 

microwires at 75% RH as a reference material due to its high protonic conductance19,28. In the 

presence of 10% H2, the σT, Rc, and ρc of Nafion® were 2.6 ± 1.1 µS cm-1, 1.5 ± 0.89 GΩ, and 

1.7 ± 1.0 KΩ-cm2, while at 0% H2, the σT, Rc, and ρc of Nafion® were 0.49 ± 0.19 µS cm-1, 0.16 

± 0.01 TΩ, and 3.9 ± 0.09 MΩ-cm2. These measurements reveal that the σP for Nafion® is 2.1 ± 

0.8 µS cm-1* and that the Rc accounts for approximately 24-51% (~43 ± 10%) of RT, indicating 

that the σP reported for Nafion® are conservative estimates.  

 These results show that cable bacteria have approximately 11%** of the σP of Nafion® at 

75% RH: 10% H2, indicating that Nafion® is about 9.5  more protonically conductive than 

cable bacteria under these conditions (Figure 4a). Furthermore, the observation of current 

production in the absence of 10% H2 for Nafion® (0.49 ± 0.19 µS cm-1) likely results from the 

transfer of protons present in the water28. (This hypothesis was verified by stamping Nafion® 

with a Au TLM; results are shown in Figure S3.) Nevertheless, due to the electronic 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
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conductivity (σE) of cable bacteria, it is difficult to differentiate the electronic current from the 

protonic current at 0% H2. For this reason, the reported σP exclude background current from the 

0% H2 condition (σ0%H2) for cable bacteria and Nafion®, and thus the σP reported are 

conservative estimates.  

Since the Grotthuss mechanism plays a significant role in the protonic conductivity of 

Nafion®36, the results for a Nafion® microwire should resemble the results of cable bacteria if 

the proton transport mechanism is the same. Figure 4d shows the dependence of RH on the σP of 

a Nafion® wire, determined by stamping it with an interdigitated protode (IDP) (Figure 4c). 

Results are reported as a percentage of the highest observed σP (131.4 ± 7.3 nS cm-1 at 80% RH: 

10% H2). For Nafion®, σP values were acquired by monitoring the I-V response of different RH 

in the presence of 10% H2 (Figure 4e), including: 60% (5.5 ± 0.16 nS cm-1)**, 70% (11.8 ± 0.5 

nS cm-1)**, 75% (58.4 ± 2.4 nS cm-1)**, and 80% RH: 10% H2 (130.4 ± 6.0 nS cm-1)**. As shown 

in Figure 4d, the σP of Nafion® increased by ~2.2 ± 0.6 ** between 60% and 70% RH, ~5.1 ± 

1.4 ** between 70% and 75% RH, and ~2.3 ± 0.2 ** between 75% and 80% RH; an overall 

increase in σP of ~23.7 ± 3.0 ** between 60% and 80% RH. The results in Figure 3c to Figure 

4d show that the σP in cable bacteria and Nafion® wires share a similar dependence on RH, 

increasing 15.8 ± 9.0  and 23.7 ± 3.0  between 60% and 80% RH respectively, and thus the 

Grotthuss mechanism is likely a major contributor to σP in cable bacteria. (Table S3 contains σP 

data for two Nafion® wires.)  

 

Discussion 

 Here, we report the first observation of protonic conductivity (σP) along cable bacteria 

and the protonic contact resistance (Rc) between Pd and cable bacteria, supporting the hypothesis 
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that cable bacteria are capable of transporting protons over distances > 100 µm. The highest 

observed σP of cable bacteria was 0.11 ± 0.03 mS cm-1 at 70% RH, putting the σP of cable 

bacteria on the same order of magnitude as other protonic materials, including reflectin (0.1 mS 

at 90% RH)8, maleic chitosan (0.7 mS at 75% RH)37, and keratan sulfate (0.5 ± 0.11 mS at 95% 

RH)6, and within one order of magnitude of AoL jelly (2 ± 1 mS at 90% RH)1.  

  The biological significance of protonic conductivity in cable bacteria is not fully 

understood since this capability has not yet been confirmed with living cable bacteria and the 

role active cable bacteria play in the transport of protons in active sediment was not assessed in 

this manuscript. Furthermore, assuming the σP observed in dead cable bacteria in this study is 

similar in live cable bacteria, the σP offered by cable bacteria residing in sediment is predicted to 

be ~6 orders of magnitude smaller than the ionic drift current through the pore water38, indicating 

that protonic conduction along the surface of cable bacteria may play a minimal role in 

transporting protons from the anoxic sediment to the oxic zone in the water, thus the putative 

role of protonic conductivity across the surface of cable bacteria in sediment remains elusive. 

Nevertheless, the protonic conductivity of cable bacteria is comparable to other protonically 

conductive biotic materials, indicating that there may be a selective pressure for protonic 

conductivity in cable bacteria.  

Similar to the finding of electrical conductivity in Geobacter, the finding of protonic 

conductivity in cable bacteria opens up a field of research for investigating microbial interactions 

and communities. For example, when considering the discovery of extracellular electron transfer 

(EET) in microbial ecosystems, the observation of electric conductivity in Geobacter39 preceded 

understanding the role of a conductive extracellular matrix40,41, the mechanisms for EET42,43,44,45, 
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the composition of the nanowires that compose the extracellular matrix46, and the discovery that 

EET plays a pivotal role in direct interspecies electron transfer (DIET)30 by several decades.   

From this initial observation of protonic conductivity in cable bacteria using the modified 

transfer printing technique described herein, the field can expand to investigate the underlying 

physiological mechanism(s), determine potential interspecies interactions, and eventually 

construct accurate predictive models for proton transport in cable bacteria. To better understand 

the role of proton transport on the surface of cable bacteria in sediment, future studies should 

focus on investigating protonic conductivity in live isolated cable bacteria and cable bacteria 

associated with microbial communities. Furthermore, the protonic conductivity of the outer 

sheath of cable bacteria should be investigated to determine if the sheath plays a role in inferring 

protonic conductivity as it does with electrical conductivity13. Finally, the temperature 

dependence of protonic conductivity should be investigated to determine the activation energy of 

proton transport. 

Biotic materials that operate as proton conductors via ‘proton wires’ often increase in σP 

as RH is increased since water absorption precedes the formation of hydrogen bonds along which 

protons are transported8,37,47. Furthermore, residues that are aromatic48, contain carboxyl 

groups49, are charged, and are hydrophilic8, are associated with elevated levels of σP. Since our 

measurements indicate that cable bacteria are protonically conductive while other filamentous 

bacteria (ie: Microcoleus) are not, we hypothesize that, while in a hydrated state, surface residues 

contained by cable bacteria may infer protonic conductivity along the length of the cable bacteria 

via the Grotthuss mechanism by assisting with the formation of proton wires. Future 

investigations should elucidate the underlying physiology of the scaffold for building the proton 

wires on the surface of cable bacteria by examining the presence of peptides, proteins, and/or 
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amino acid residues that are aromatic48, contain carboxyl groups49, are charged, and/or are 

hydrophilic8. The methods for measuring protonic conductivity in biological samples described 

herein provide a framework to investigate and characterize protonic conductivity in other 

microorganisms, filaments, and curved materials. Finally, given that several biological processes 

are responsive to protons22, the observation of protonic conductivity in cable bacteria presents 

possibilities to use these bacteria as scaffolds to build biotic or biomimetic interfaces with 

materials via proton mediated gateways or channels and, potentially, to investigate the role of 

microbially mediated proton transport in microbial communities.  

 

Methods 

Materials. SiO2 (100nm)/Si wafers (500-550 µm thick) were purchased from Pure Wafer. 

Sylgard 184 (Dow, USA) was used for preparing polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS). The spin coater 

was a WS-400-6NPP-LITE (Laurell, USA). The 3D printer used to construct the transfer arms 

was a FormLabs 2 equipped with High Temp Resin. The optical microscope was a Nikon 

equipped with a 50  objective lens. Linear sweep voltammetry (LSV) was performed using a 

Keithley 4200 semiconductor analyzer attached to DCM 210 series precision positioners 

(Cascade Microtech, USA) that were equipped with 0.6 µm PTT-06/4-25 Tungsten needles 

(Cascade Microtech, USA) and mounted to a grounded M150 stand (Cascade Microtech, USA). 

All conductivity measurements were acquired with the samples placed inside of a custom-built 

environmental chamber. Relative humidity (RH) was measured at the source of the gas feed and 

verified in the environmental chamber using two separate humidity meters (Fisher Scientific, 

USA). LIVE/DEAD BacLight Bacterial Viability Kit was purchased from Invitrogen (USA) and 

contained the fluorescent dyes SYTO 9 and propidium iodide. LIVE/DEAD results were 
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obtained using an AxioObserver.Z1/7 LSM 800 (Zeiss, Germany) with a CFI Plan Apochromat 

Lambda 20X objective (Nikon, Japan). Dynamic atomic force microscopy (AFM) was 

performed using an Asylum Cypher S (Oxford Instruments, UK).  

Preparing PDMS coated SiO2/Si substrates. SiO2/Si wafers were cut into ~5 cm x 5 cm 

squares. PDMS was prepared by mixing a 5:1 ratio of Sylgard 184 silicone elastomer base curing 

agent and removing air bubbles under vacuum for 30 min. Then a 600 nm thick PDMS layer was 

deposited onto SiO2/Si wafers by spin coating at room temperature for 10 seconds at 3000 RPM. 

After spin coating, SiO2/Si wafers coated with PDMS were placed at 60 °C overnight to cure.  

Dispersing cable bacteria onto PDMS coated SiO2/Si substrates. Live cable bacteria were 

acquired from sulphidic sediment sampled in Aarhus Bay, Denmark12. ~20 ml of sediment was 

transferred to 36 ml glass test tubes and filled with tap water. The test tubes were then placed in a 

500 ml beaker filled with tap water and placed at 4 °C. Alternatively, isolated cable bacteria 

placed on slides were received from the Center for Electromicrobiology in Aarhus, Denmark. 

When ready for processing, cable bacteria were separated from sediment by transferring 0.5 ml 

of sediment into a 1 ml centrifuge tube and spinning at 10,000 RPM for four minutes. After 

centrifugation, the supernatant was removed, 200 µl of 18 MΩ Millipore water was added to the 

pellet, and the sample was vortexed for 30 seconds. Then, the sample was spun at 10,000 RPM 

for four minutes. After centrifugation, 1 µl of supernatant was pipetted onto a PDMS coated 

SiO2/Si substrate and air dried at room temperature for five minutes. After air drying, excess 

water was removed using a Kim wipe at the edges of the PDMS film. Next, the PDMS coated 

SiO2/Si substrate was continuously washed with 18 MΩ Millipore water for 30 seconds and then 

excess water was removed with a Kim wipe. This wash step was repeated three times. The 
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sample was dried and remaining particulates were removed by spraying the PDMS coated 

SiO2/Si substrate with high pressure N2.  

Applying micro-protodes and micro-electrodes to cable bacteria. We used a modified 

transfer-printing technique to deposit Pd interdigitated protodes (IDP), Pd-TLM, Au 

interdigitated electrodes (IDE), and Au TLM on top of cable bacteria. First, we defined arrays of 

metal electrodes onto SiO2/Si substrates using convention photolithography with Shipley 1811 

resist, e-beam depositing metal thin films (Pd or Au; P ~5-7 torr; thickness: 75-100 nm), and 

metal lift-off. In order to reduce the adhesion between the Pd metal and the underlying SiO2/Si 

substrate, we exposed the Pd metal to H2 gas to form PdHx, this process stresses the metal and 

thereby induces buckling from the SiO2 surface50. After H+ diffuses out of the PdHx, the Pd 

contacts remain partially unadhered on the SiO2 surface. In order to reduce the adhesion between 

the Au deposited metal and the underlying SiO2/Si substrate, we exposed samples to an oxygen 

plasma, which generated ‘blisters’ or ‘bubbles’ between the Au electrodes and the SiO2 surface.  

We used PDMS and polypropylene carbonate (PPC) stamps, which have different 

temperature-dependent surface adhesion properties, to “peel off” these unadhered metal contacts 

and redeposit them onto cable bacteria samples. The stamps were mounted on 3D printed 

holders, aligned under a microscope to specific Pd or Au contacts of interest, and then brought 

into contact with the metal electrodes to remove them from the SiO2 surface. Afterwards, these 

stamps (with metal electrodes) were aligned over cable bacteria on a PDMS coated SiO2/Si 

substrate using micromanipulators and an optical microscope. The stamp/IDPs were then 

lowered onto the cable bacteria and released from the stamp by heating to 60 °C for 15-20 

minutes. The timeline from isolation to stamping cable bacteria with a protode or electrode was 

~1 week.  

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122


Published January 13, 2025 in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the 

United States of America: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122 

Published January 13, 2025 in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the 

United States of America: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2416008122 

19 
 

Linear Sweep Voltammetry (LSV). Once cable bacteria were stamped with an IDP, IDE, or 

TLM they were transferred to an environmental chamber and LSV was conducted using a 

Keithly 4200 semiconductor analyzer equipped with probes (Cascade Microtech, USA). 

 For LSV measurements, voltage (V) was adjusted from -1.0 to 1.0 V in 0.1 V steps to avoid 

electrolysis. All measurements were repeated at least three times. The environmental chamber 

was used to control the relative humidity (RH), or DH if deuterium dioxide (D2O) was used, and 

H2 or D2 concentration by bubbling (via aeration stone) predetermined concentrations of purified 

100% N2 gas or 10% H2:90% N2 gas through 18 MΩ Millipore H2O, or 10% D2:90% N2 gas 

through 99.9% D2O (Sigma, USA).  

Conductivity Calculation. Total resistance (RT) and total conductance (GT) were determined by 

taking the average of the slope of the linear fit for the I-V curve and the inverse slope of the 

linear fit for the V-I curve obtained from LSV measurements. For TLM protodes and electrodes, 

total conductivity (σT) was calculated using Equation 413: 

 σ𝑇 =
 4

𝑚𝜋𝐴𝐶
2         (4) 

Where m is the slope of TLM line and Ac is the cross-section surface area of the cable bacteria. 

When using an IDP or IDE, σT was calculated using Equation 513: 

   σ𝑇 =  
𝐺𝑇

𝐿
×

𝐿𝑔

𝐴𝑐
         (5) 

Where L is the number of gaps between the electrode/ protode teeth, Lg is the gap length, and Ac 

is the cross-section surface area of the cable bacteria or Nafion® wire.     

The cross-section surface area of the cable bacteria was determined using Equation 613: 

𝐴𝑐 =
𝜋𝐷𝑐

2

4
          (6)  
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Where Dc is the diameter of the cable bacteria (2.5 µm) or Nafion® wire (6.3 µm). (See 

supplemental information for discussion on using the cross-sectional area based on the diameter 

of the cable bacteria rather than using the cross-sectional area based on the diameter of cable 

bacteria filaments (50 nm)13.) 

In order to directly evaluate the protonic conductivity (σP), the average conductivity of cable 

bacteria at each RH with 0% H2 (σ0% H2) was subtracted from the average conductivity of cable 

bacteria at each RH with 10% H2 (σ10% H2). This subtraction minimizes background current 

resulting from electronic conductivity (σE) since cable bacteria are electronically conductive13. In 

order to determine statistical significance for the conductance or conductivity of cable bacteria in 

the presence of 10% H2 vs 0% H2, a paired two tailed student’s t-test was conducted with an α = 

0.05 (indicating 95% certainty) or α = 0.01 (indicating 99% certainty). Protonic conductivity (σP) 

is reported as a mean value and was calculated using Equation 7: 

      σ𝑃 =  𝜇10%H2 −  𝜇0%H2        (7) 

Where μ10%H2 is the mean σT measured from an electrode/ protode in the presence of 10% H2 and 

μ0%H2 is the mean σT measured from an electrode/ protode in the presence of 0% H2. The pooled 

standard deviation was calculated as shown in Equation 8: 

     𝑠𝑡𝑑σ𝑃 = √𝑠𝑡𝑑10%𝐻2
2 + 𝑠𝑡𝑑0%𝐻2

2

2
       (8) 

Where stdσP is the standard deviation of σP, std10%H2 is the standard deviation of μ10%H2, and 

std0%H2 is that standard deviation of μ0%H2. Protonic conductance (GP) was calculated by 

substituting conductance with conductivity measurements in Equations 7 and 8. 

Contact resistance and specific contact resistivity calculations. The TLM method was used 

for calculating the contact resistance (Rc) and specific contact resistivity (ρc)
34. Since Rc is ½ the 
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y-intercept, Rc was determined using the trend lines in Figure 4. Ρc was determined using 

Equation 9: 

     ρc = 𝑅𝑠ℎ × 𝐿𝑇
2           (9) 

Where Rsh is the sheet resistance and LT
2 is the current transfer length. Since LT is ½ the x-

intercept, LT was determined by extrapolating the trend lines in Figure 4 to the x-axis. Rsh was 

determined using Equation 10: 

     𝑅𝑠ℎ = 𝑚 × 𝐷𝑐          (10) 

Confocal Laser Scanning Microscopy (CLSM). Cable bacteria on PDMS were stained with 

LIVE/DEAD BacLight stain diluted in 1X phosphate buffered saline (pH 7.4, ThermoFisher, 

USA) for 10 minutes, after which they were gently washed by five serial exchanges of the 

medium. The cable bacteria were immediately imaged using the manufacturer’s standard 

protocol.  Three-dimensional images were obtained by combining z-stacks of 18 viewfields. 

Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM). After depositing cable bacteria on PDMS coated SiO2/Si 

substrate, samples were imaged using dynamic AFM at room temperature. Stamped and 

unstamped cable bacteria were observed to confirm conformation of the IDP and IDE to the 

cable bacteria. 
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Figure 1. a) Schematic of cable bacteria stamped with a palladium (Pd) protodes. b) Atomic 

force microscopy (AFM) image of cable bacteria junction showing characteristic ridge structures 

on the surface of adjacent cells. c) Overview of how Pd interdigitated protodes (IDP), transfer 

length method (TLM) protodes, and Au interdigitated electrodes (IDE) were adhered to the cable 

bacteria using a modified transfer printing technique. d) Image of cable bacteria fragment 

stamped with a TLM protode – a protode containing gaps of various lengths (scale bar = 50 µm). 

e) Overview of the experimental design for probing cable bacteria that have been stamped with a 

Pd protode or a gold (Au) electrode on a PDMS substrate.  f) Theoretical framework for how 

putative proton wires on the surface of cable bacteria mediate the transfer of protons between 

adjacent water molecules via the Grotthuss mechanism (the presence of carboxyl groups and the 

ability of cable bacteria to transport protons from the oxic zone to the anoxic zone have not been 

confirmed). 

 

Figure 2.  a) I-V curve for linear sweep voltammetry (LSV) performed on cable bacteria 

spanning six ~10 µm gaps on a Pd interdigitated protode (IDP) at 80% relative humidity (RH) 

and in the presence of either 10% (red) or 0% (black) H2. A control is included showing the I-V 

curve for a Pd IDP without cable bacteria. b) I-V curve for cable bacteria spanning six ~10 µm 

gaps on a Au IDE at 80% RH and in the presence of either 10% (red) or 0% (black) H2. A 

control is included showing the I-V curve for a Au interdigitated electrode (IDE) without cable 

bacteria. c) A picture of the Au IDE stamped on cable bacteria is shown (scale bar = 50 µm). d) 

I-V curve for cable bacteria spanning six ~10 µm gaps on a Pd IDP at 75% RH and in the 

presence of either 10% (red) H2 or 0% (black) H2 or 10% (purple) deuterium gas (D2). e) I-V 

curve for Microcoleus spanning a ~100 µm gap on a Pd IDP at 80% RH and in the presence of 

either 10% (red) or 0% (black) H2. f) A picture of the Pd IDP stamped on Microcoleus is shown 

(scale bar = 50 µm).  

 

Figure 3. a) Average protonic conductivity (σP) from different cable bacteria samples as a 

function of relative humidity (RH) in the presence of 10% H2. b) Histogram of σP recorded from 

samples in (a). c) Bar graph showing σP within cable bacteria samples as a function of RH, 

normalized to percent difference of maximum observed σP (3.5 ± 0.5 µσ cm-1) at 80% RH and in 

the presence of 10% H2. Results were collected from cable bacteria spanning a Pd interdigitated 

protode (IDP) with six ~10 µm gaps, respectively. d) I-V curve recorded for cable bacteria at 

various RH levels.  

 

Figure 4. a) Total resistance (RT) versus channel width (gap length) for transfer length 

measurement (TLM) protodes using either cable bacteria or a Nafion® microwire at 75% relative 

humidity (RH) and in the presence of 10% (red) or 0% (black) H2. Linear regression of the fits 

(dashed lines) was used to calculate σP and determine significance. b) Shows gap lengths for 

each RT measurement. Squares represent values for cable bacteria and triangles represent values 

for Nafion® microwires. Measurements were taken in the presence of 10% (red) or 0% (black) 

H2. c) A Nafion® microwire stamped with a Pd interdigitated protode (IDP) (scale bar = 100 

µm). d) σP of Nafion® microwire as a function of RH, normalized to percent difference of 
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maximum observed σP (59.4 ± 3.3 µσ cm-1) at 80% RH in the presence of 10% H2. e) I-V curves 

recorded for Nafion® microwires at various RH. 
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