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Voltammetric ion-selective micropipet electrodes for use
in scanning electrochemical microscopy (SECM) for de-
tection of potassium ion were fabricated. These used
pulled borosilicate capillaries with tip orifice radii of 0.7-
20 µm with silanized inner walls filled with a solution of
10 mM valinomycin and 10 mM ETH 500 in dichloroet-
hane. The electrodes were characterized by determining
the steady-state tip current for K+ concentrations of 0.05-
0.3 mM. The tips were used in the SECM feedback and
generation-collection modes to study K+ transfer through
gramicidin channels in a horizontal bilayer lipid mem-
brane (glycerol monooleate).

Scanning electrochemical microscopy (SECM) is a powerful
technique to study charge (electron and ion) transfer at the solid/
liquid interface,1,2 the gas/liquid interface,3 and the liquid/liquid
interface.4,5 In most SECM experiments, the interfacial reactivity
of an electrochemically active mediator is probed by studying the
feedback effect, i.e., the change of the steady-state current that
flows at the tip of a microelectrode positioned close to the
interface.1,2 Recently, we have applied SECM to the extraction of
kinetic information about ion-transfer (IT) reactions at planar
bilayer lipid membranes (BLMs),6 where membrane permeability
to conventional redox mediators was studied with a Pt disk
microelectrode as the SECM tip. However, membrane perme-
ability by electrochemically inactive ions, e.g., Na+, K+, Ca2+, and
Cl-, is of biological interest because the transfer of these ions
across BLMs is selectively mediated by channel-forming mol-
ecules, such as channel proteins and their peptide analogues.7,8

In this paper, we describe the application of voltammetric ion-
selective micropipet electrodes to the SECM studies of IT across
BLMs. This approach allows for probing the channel-mediated
transfer of electrochemically inactive ions across BLMs.

Although the charge-transfer processes across BLMs have
been electrochemically studied because of their importance as
model systems of biological membranes,9 a voltammetric micro-
electrode was applied only recently to the studies of BLMs by
Matsue and co-workers.10,11 In their studies, Pt disk microelec-
trodes were positioned near BLMs to examine the permeability
of unmodified BLMs10 or of alamethicin pores that were incorpo-
rated into BLMs as voltage-gated ion channels.11 This technique
allows for quantitatively probing the membrane permeability
without the complication of the presence of unstirred layers near
the membrane. More recently, we have shown that the SECM
can be used to study the kinetics of charge-transfer processes at
BLMs.5,6 Analysis of the SECM tip response demonstrates that
unmodified BLMs behave as insulators to hydrophilic mediators,
e.g., Ru(NH)6

3+ and Fe(CN)6
3-. The mediators were used to

measure topographic images of BLMs surrounded by the annulus
of organic solutions (the Plateau-Gibbs border). On the other
hand, BLMs doped with I2 showed some positive feedback with
I- as an electroactive mediator. Because most of the ion channels
and their peptide analogues in BLMs selectively mediate the
transfer of electrochemically inactive ions,7,8 a microelectrode that
is sensitive to these ions is needed for SECM studies of IT across
BLMs. Potentiometric ion-selective micropipet electrodes have
been used to detect electrochemically inactive ions that are
biologically important.12 Indeed, Antonenko and co-workers have
applied this technique to probe the concentration gradients of the
solute ions that were induced within the unstirred layers adjacent
to the BLMs.13-16 However, as shown in previous studies,17-20 the
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response of potentiometric tips is not sensitive to the tip-
membrane distance. Therefore, the distance had to be monitored
by optical microscopy to avoid contact of the tip with the
membrane,21 because the contact breaks the membrane and
makes the tip response noisy and unstable.

We describe here the fabrication and application of voltam-
metric ion-selective micropipet electrodes to the SECM studies
of IT reactions mediated by ion channels at BLMs. After introduc-
tion of micropipet electrodes to the studies of IT processes at the
microinterface between two immiscible electrolyte solutions
(“micro-ITIES”),22,23 SECM experiments using voltammetric mi-
cropipet electrodes were performed on the basis of the electron-
transfer (ET)24 and IT25-27 reactions across the micro-ITIES formed
at the tip of the pipets. More recently, it was shown that
silanization of the wall of glass micropipets allows for quantitative
understanding of their voltammetric responses28-30 and SECM
approach curves.27 In this study, voltammetric K+-selective mi-
cropipet electrodes based on valinomycin were used to probe the
K+ transfer through the pores of the ion channel-forming peptide
gramicidin at BLMs. The geometry of the pipet electrodes was
characterized by optical microscopy and by electrochemical
techniques. The well-defined steady-state response of the pipet
electrodes allows one to probe gramicidin-mediated K+ transfer
across BLMs on the basis of the SECM feedback and generation-
collection experiments.

EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
Chemicals. Valinomycin (Val) and tetradodecylammonium

tetrakis(4-chlorophenyl)borate (ETH 500) from Fluka Chemika
(Switzerland), gramicidin-d and glycerol monooleate from Sigma
Chemical Co. (St. Louis, MO), chlorotrimethylsilane and n-decane
from Aldrich (Milwaukee, WI), and 1,2-dichloroethane (DCE)
from (EM Science, Gibbstown, NJ) were used as received. All
aqueous solutions were prepared from deionized water (Milli-Q,
Millipore Corp., Bedford, MA).

Fabrication of Ion-Selective Micropipet Electrodes. Mi-
cropipets were made from borosilicate capillaries (o.d./i.d. ) 1.0/
0.58 mm) from Sutter Instrument Co. (Novato, CA) using a laser-
based pipet puller (model P-2000, Sutter Instrument). Prior to
pulling, the glass capillaries were soaked in a 1:1 (v/v) mixture
of concentrated sulfuric acid and 30% hydrogen peroxide over-
night, washed thoroughly with deionized water, and dried at 120

°C for 30 min.18 The puller’s five parameters (heat, filament,
velocity, delay, and pull) were chosen to produce short (patch-
clamp type) pipets. The program was found by trial and error and
was modified as needed, because the performance of the puller
changed slightly with time.31 Both the orifice radius and the
thickness of the pipet wall were determined by optical microscopy
and by electrochemical techniques.

The inner wall of each pipet was silanized to render it
hydrophobic by filling it with a toluene solution of trimethylchloro-
silane (5-100% v/v) from the larger opening.27-29 The solution
was removed from the pipet with a syringe after 5-30 min. The
silanized pipet was then connected to a vacuum pump to remove
any remaining silanizing vapor inside the tip. The silanization time
and the concentration of the silanization reagent were important,
because unless its inner surface was sufficiently hydrophobic, the
outer aqueous solution was drawn into the pipet.

A DCE solution of 10 mM valinomycin and 10 mM ETH 500
as ionophore and supporting electrolyte, respectively, was used
to fabricate K+-selective micropipet electrodes. The very hydro-
phobic supporting electrolyte, ETH 500, was used in the organic
phase to obtain a sufficiently wide potential window32 and also to
avoid an ion-exchange reaction between K+ in the aqueous phase
and the cationic electrolyte in the organic phase.33 The silanized
pipets were filled with the organic solution through the larger
opening with a small (10 µL) syringe. A 0.25-mm silver wire
(Aldrich) was coated with silver tetrakis(4-chlorophenyl) borate
(AgTPBCl) by reduction of Ag in a DCE solution of 10 mM
tetrabutylammonium tetrakis(4-chlorophenyl) borate and was
inserted into each pipet. The top of the pipet was then closed with
Parafilm. The experimental system can be represented by the
following cell

For all voltammetric and SECM experiments, a Pt wire was
used as a counter electrode.

Electrochemical Cells for SECM Studies of BLMs. As
opposed to conventional BLM apparatus, where the membrane
is oriented vertically, the experiments described here utilized a
horizontally oriented membrane that separated upper and lower
compartments (Figure 1) for compatibility with the conventional
SECM (model CHI 900, CH Instrument, Austin, TX).6 To prevent
different pressures across the membrane, several holes (7-mm
diameter) were made on the inner wall of the cell so that the
pressures in the upper and lower compartments were the same.
Silicone grease was used to seal the contacts between the O-rings
and the Teflon partition (150- or 250-µm thickness). A pinhole
(∼2-mm diameter) was made in the Teflon partition for the BLM.
This type of cell allows the use of different solutions in the lower
and upper compartments and allows the application of an external
potential across the BLM. For the latter, a Ag/AgCl electrode was
used as a substrate electrode, whose potential against the
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reference electrode in the upper compartment was controlled by
the bipotentiostat in the SECM apparatus. For experiments with
different solutions in the lower and upper compartments, a dual
HPLC pump (model AA-100-S-PK, Eldex, Napa, CA) was used.
After the formation of the BLM between the lower and upper
compartments containing the same solution, the original solution
in the upper compartment was removed with one of the pumps
(pump 2 in Figure 1) and a new solution was simultaneously
introduced with the other pump (pump 1). The same flow rate
was employed for the two pumps by careful adjustment to prevent
different pressures across the membrane. The completion of the
exchange was checked by measuring the analyte concentration
with a micropipet electrode.

BLMs were prepared from 10 mg/mL lipid solutions in
n-decane by the standard brush technique.34 For the preparation
of gramicidin-incorporated BLMs, aqueous gramicidin solutions,
obtained by dilution of 0.1 mM gramicidin in ethanol with the
aqueous solution of supporting electrolyte, were used in both
compartments of the electrochemical cell. Formation of the BLM
was monitored using a color CCD camera (TK-C1380, JVC, Japan),
mounted on a microscope (LDM-1/s, KATOPTARon) to detect
the interference fringes caused by the thinning of the organic
layer.35 A neutral lipid, glycerol monooleate, which has been
frequently used for studies of gramicidin-mediated IT at BLMs,36,37

was used for all BLM experiments. Note that, in preliminary
experiments, the K+-selective micropipet electrodes did not show
clear voltammograms in the aqueous solution containing phos-
pholipids. This is probably caused by the valinomycin-mediated
K+ transfer at the micro-ITIES being inhibited by the adsorption
of the lipids.38

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Voltammetric and SECM Characterization of Micropipet

Electrodes. A K+-selective micropipet electrode based on vali-
nomycin was used to probe the channel-mediated transfer of the
ion across the BLM. Because of the high selectivity in the
complexation of valinomycin with K+, valinomycin selectively
assists interfacial K+ transfer in the presence of the aqueous
supporting electrolytes that are necessary for obtaining stable
BLMs. Although the valinomycin-facilitated K+ transfer has
previously been studied at a large ITIES,33,38 there have been no
reports on the reaction at a water/DCE microinterface. Thus, K+-
selective micropipet electrodes of different radii (0.7-20 µm) were
characterized on the basis of voltammetric and SECM experi-
ments.

At the water/DCE interface formed at the tip of the micropipet
electrode (cell 1), the facilitated IT reaction occurs as follows
(Figure 2 without BLMs)

The micro-ITIES at the pipet tip is polarizable, and the voltage,
∆E, applied between the Ag/AgTPBCl electrode inside the pipet
and the Ag/AgCl electrode in the aqueous phase provides the
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of SECM apparatus and a cell for
the preparation of horizontally oriented BLM.

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the voltammetric responses and
SECM experiments at a BLM using a K+-selective micropipet
electrode based on valinomycin. The micropipet electrode is char-
acterized by the electrode radius, a, and rg is the distance from the
center to the edge of the pipet. The BLM is located at the distance d.

Val (DCE) + K+ (water) f

Val-K+ (DCE) (at the pipet tip) (1)
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driving force for the IT process. Figure 3 shows the voltammo-
gram for K+ transfer as obtained with a 20-µm-radius pipet
electrode. The upper part of the curve in Figure 3 (forward scan)
represents K+ transfer from water to DCE inside the pipet. With
the pipet biased at a sufficiently negative potential, a steady-state
current was obtained. This result indicates that the current is
limited by spherical diffusion of K+ in the outer aqueous phase
to the pipet orifice (as seen with amperometric ultramicroelec-
trodes). During the reverse potential scan, a peaked non-steady-
state voltammogram was obtained for the dissociation of the
valinomycin-K+ complexes at the micro-ITIES. This indicates that
the current here is limited by essentially linear diffusion of the
valinomycin-K+ complex in a narrow shaft of the pipet. Analysis
of the forward scan in voltammograms for micropipets with
different radii (0.7-20 µm) showed that the valinomycin-assisted
K+ transfer appeared quasi-reversible (Figure 3).39 This is not
caused only by the iR drop in the organic phase because the
voltammogram after iR drop compensation (R ) 10 MΩ) is still
quasi-reversible. Indeed, a small electrode (a ) 0.7 µm) showed
slightly more reversible voltammograms than a larger electrode
(a ) 20 µm). It is unlikely that this quasi-reversibility represents
actual kinetic limitations in K+ transfer or reaction with valino-
mycin. Other reasons for the apparent quasireversibility, such as
some potential-dependent irregularities of the ITIES,40 cannot be
excluded.

In SECM experiments, a steady-state tip current is required.
For the K+-selective micropipet electrodes, this steady-state
current is obtained only when the concentration of valinomycin
is much higher than the K+ concentration. Thus, voltammograms
with different K+ concentrations were measured to determine the
K+ concentration range where a steady-state current was found.
When the K+ concentration was varied from 0.05 to 0.3 mM, a
steady-state current was obtained with a 10-µm-radius micropipet
electrode (Figure 4). However, at higher concentrations, the
voltammogram was slightly peaked, indicating that the current
was affected by the quasi-linear diffusion of free valinomycin in a
narrow shaft of the pipet. When the concentration of valinomycin

is much higher than that of K+, the limiting current, iT,∞, as
observed on the forward scan in Figure 3, can be expressed by
the following equation27,28

where F is Faraday’s constant, D is the diffusion coefficient of
the transferred ion, c is its bulk concentration, a is the inner radius
of the tip, and const is a value that depends on the shape of the
micro-ITIES and on the insulator geometry of the tip. Assuming
a disk-shaped ITIES with RG ) 1.5 (RG ) rg/a, where rg is the
radius of the glass insulator of the tip), eq 2 with const ) 4.64 27

and D ) 1.95 × 10-5 cm2/s gave a ) 9.4 µm. The RG and a agree
with those values estimated by optical microscopy. Furthermore,
Figure 4 implies that the maximum tip current that is not affected
by the diffusion of valinomycin inside the pipet is ∼2.5 nA for a
10-µm-radius tip. This maximum current depends on the concen-
tration of valinomycin and on the geometry of the micropipet tip.
Thus, in all of the following SECM experiments, tip currents that
are less than the maximum current were used. This allowed the
use of the SECM theories developed for micropipet electrodes.27

By optimization of the parameters of the pipet puller, smaller
tips, with radii less than 1 µm, could be obtained. However, such
pipets are too small to estimate the tip geometry (i.e., RG and a)
by optical microscopy. Thus, the tip geometry was characterized
on the basis of the SECM feedback experiments using a Teflon
sheet as an insulating substrate. Figure 5 shows an approach curve
obtained with a 0.7-µm-radius pipet tip. As the tip approached the
Teflon sheet, the tip current decreased because the diffusion of
K+ to the pipet orifice was hindered by the Teflon sheet. The
experimental approach curve was analyzed on the basis of the
following SECM equation for insulating substrates calculated for
electrodes with RG ) 1.5 27
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Figure 3. Cyclic voltammogram of valinomycin-mediated K+ transfer
across the water/DCE interface formed at the tip of a 20-µm-radius
micropipet. The potential sweep rate was 20 mV/s. The aqueous
phase contained 0.2 mM KCl and 10 mM MgSO4. For other
parameters, see cell 1 in the text.

Figure 4. K+ concentration dependence of the steady-state current
for valinomycin-assisted K+ transfer across the water/DCE interface
formed at the tip of a 10-µm-radius micropipet. The potential sweep
rate was 20 mV/s. The aqueous phase contained 0.05-0.3 mM KCl
and 10 mM MgSO4. For other parameters, see cell 1 in the text.
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where d is the distance between the tip and substrate. Equation
3, which was originally derived on the basis of the numerical
simulation by Shao and Mirkin,27 agrees well with the results of
finite element method41 and boundary element method.42 As
shown in Figure 5, the experimental approach curve fits eq 3 much
better than a theoretical curve for RG ) 10 and also slightly better
than the theoretical curves for RG ) 1.1 and 2.0. The analysis
gives a ) 0.71 µm and shows that the closest distance attained
between the tip and the Teflon sheet was only 115 nm. The closest
tip/substrate distance is equivalent to the normalized distance of
0.16, which is much smaller than the closest normalized distances
that were obtained at a Teflon sheet with larger micropipets (a >
10 µm). This is probably because the tip of the small pipet is
smoother than that of the larger pipets.43 Note that electrochemical
and optical microscopic analysis of all electrodes developed in this
study gave RG ) 1.5, although micropipet electrodes with RG )
1.1 were reported previously.27 This difference in RG values may
be due to the different parameters used for the pipet puller,
suggesting the importance of careful characterization of the pipet
geometries.

SECM Feedback Based on Gramicidin-Mediated K+ Trans-
fer across the BLM. To check the applicability of the K+-selective
micropipet electrodes to the SECM studies of the channel-
mediated IT across the BLM, feedback experiments were per-

formed for BLMs containing gramicidin as an ion channel-forming
peptide (Figure 2). In these experiments, a K+ concentration
gradient across BLMs was used as the driving force for K+

transfer. Gramicidin-incorporated BLMs were formed in the
following cell

In contrast to unmodified BLMs, gramicidin-incorporated
BLMs are highly conductive because gramicidin molecules
dimerize in the BLMs to form pores.36,37 The pores are permeable
to alkali metal ions but not to inorganic anions. Furthermore,
gramicidin channels are impermeable to alkaline earth metal ions
and can be blocked by these ions, although the blocking effect of
Mg2+ is much smaller than that of Ca2+ and Ba2+.44 Thus, in cell
2, K+ is the only permeable ion, and the K+ concentration
difference between the upper and lower compartments is kept at
equilibrium and is energetically compensated by the generation
of a membrane potential.45 As a micropipet tip in the upper
compartment approached the BLM, the K+ concentration in the
compartment near the membrane was depleted because of K+

transfer from the aqueous phase into the organic filling solution
inside the pipet (eq 1). This depletion induces the K+ transfer
across the BLM from the lower to the upper compartment

The flux, which reflects the dynamics of the K+ transfer, can be
detected as a feedback effect on the steady-state current of the
micropipet tip. This experiment is similar to SECM-induced
transfer experiments, which were described theoretically by
Unwin’s group46-48 and were applied to BLM studies.6,10

Figure 6a shows approach curves obtained with a 10-µm-radius
pipet tip with and without a K+ concentration gradient across the
BLM (x ) 0.2 and 10, respectively, in cell 2). Without a
concentration gradient across the BLM, the tip current decreased
from its transport-limited current at large d, iT,∞, as the BLM was
approached (curve 1). This current decrease is due to hindered
diffusion of K+ toward the tip caused by the presence of the BLM.
When the tip made contact with the BLM, the bilayer broke and
the tip current, after a transient, returned to the iT,∞ value once
more. A similar phenomenon was previously seen with conven-
tional Pt microelectrode tips.6 The declining portion of the
approach curve was compared with the theoretical curve obtained
by assuming purely negative feedback (Figure 6b, curve 1). The
shape of the experimental BLM approach curve was very similar
to that of the theoretical approach curve (eq 3) for RG ) 1.5 and
a ) 10.3 µm, which are consistent with those observed by optical
microscopy. Thus, the two curves essentially superimpose when
the position corresponding to d ) 0 from the experimental data
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Figure 5. Current-distance curve with a Teflon sheet substrate
as obtained with a K+-selective micropipet electrode based on
valinomycin (curve 1) and numerical simulations with different
parameters (curves 2-5). The tip was scanned at 1 µm/s. The
aqueous phase contained 0.2 mM KCl and 10 mM MgSO4. The solid
lines represent SECM theory for an insulating substrate. RG and a
(µm): (2) 1.1 and 0.64; (3) 1.5 and 0.71 (eq 3); (4) 2.0 and 0.75; (5)
10 and 0.83. For theoretical equations of curves 2, 4, and 5, see ref
27.

K+ (lower) f K+ (upper) (at the BLM) (4)
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was empirically adjusted. Although the conductivity of the BLM
incorporating gramicidin channels is small, but finite, this result
indicates that K+ transfer across the BLM is very slow without a
K+concentration gradient.49 Additionally, Figure 6b shows that the
BLM was broken when the opening in the tip was ∼5 µm from

the membrane. Similar phenomena were previously observed with
12.5-µm-radius Pt microelectrodes and were attributed to the glass
sheath of the electrodes touching the membrane because of some
tilting in the alignment between the tip and bilayer.6 Although
the glass sheath of the micropipet electrodes (RG ) 1.5) is much
thinner than that of the Pt microelectrodes (RG ) 4-10), the tips
of the micropipet electrodes are much rougher than those of the
Pt microelectrodes with a similar electrode radius, as observed
by optical microscopy. The combination of the tip roughness and
the tilted tip/membrane alignment makes it difficult for the pipet
tip to approach the membrane to very small d values.

On the other hand, a different behavior was observed when
the lower compartment contained a K+ solution of a higher
concentration (x ) 10 in cell 2). When the tip was far from the
membrane, the tip current was nearly identical to that obtained
without the concentration gradient across the BLM. This result
indicates that the original K+ solution (10 mM) in the upper
compartment was replaced with the 0.2 mM K+ solution. As the
tip approached the membrane, the tip current decreased to 85%
of iT,∞ (Figure 6a, curve 2). This decrease in the current was much
smaller than that observed without a concentration gradient
(Figure 6b). This can be explained as follows. A higher K+

concentration in the lower compartment increases the driving
force for K+ transfer from the lower to upper compartment. This
resulted in an increase of the feedback effect on the steady-state
current of the micropipet tip. As the pipet further approached the
BLM, the tip current suddenly increased and then decayed,
because of contact of the tip with the 10 mM K+ solution after
the membrane was broken. Note that the interpretation of the
magnitude of the tip current after contact with the 10 mM K+

solution is complicated, because under these conditions, the tip
current is based on the quasi-linear diffusion of free valinomycin
in a narrow shaft of the pipet. We attempted a numerical simulation
for the approach curve with a concentration gradient using the
PDEase2 program package.50 However, the experimental approach
curve did not fit well with theoretical curves based on the
simplified assumption that the K+ transfer across the BLM (eq
4) can be represented by a first-order interfacial rate constant.
More detailed studies are necessary to understand quantitatively
the dynamics of the K+ transfer.

Probing K+ Concentration Profiles near BLMs. In the
previous section, a concentration gradient across the BLM was
used as the driving force for K+ transfer. In this section, an
externally applied potential across the BLM was used as the
driving force. The experiments were performed in the following
cell

In this cell, when a positive potential was applied to the Ag/
AgCl electrode in the lower compartment versus the reference
electrode in the upper compartment, K+ transfer was induced from
the lower to the upper compartment. The K+ concentration profiles
in the upper compartment near the BLM were probed with a K+-
selective micropipet electrode. Simultaneously, the K+ flux across

(49) Bard, A. J.; Mirkin, M. V.; Unwin, P. R.; Wipf, D. O. J. Phys. Chem. 1992,
96, 1861-1868.

(50) Mirkin, M. V. In Scanning Electrochemical Microscopy; Bard, A. J., Mirkin,
M. V., Eds.; Marcel Dekker: New York, in press.

Figure 6. (a) Approach curves of a BLM incorporating gramicidin
channels as obtained with a K+-selective micropipet electrode based
on valinomycin. The aqueous phase in the lower compartment
contained 10 mM MgCl2 and 0.2 mM KCl (curve 1) or 10 mM KCl
(curve 2). The tip was scanned at 3 µm/s. For other parameters, see
cells 1 and 2 in the text. (b) Analysis of the experimental approach
curves in (a). The solid line (curve 3) represents SECM theory for an
insulating substrate with RG ) 1.5 and a ) 10.3 µm (eq 3). The
distance for curve 2 was arbitrarily adjusted so that the closest
distance between the tip and BLM is the same as that for curve 1.
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the BLM was detected as the membrane current between the Ag/
AgCl electrodes. This experiment is analogous to an SECM
generation-collection experiment1,2 as K+ generated at the BLM
is collected at the micropipet tip. The radius of the pipet was so
small (∼1 µm) that the tip current was not affected by the
feedback effect until the tip was approached to less than several
micrometers from the membrane. Because the K+ transfer is
activated by a potential difference across the BLM, the membrane
potential, Emem, was defined as follows

where Eapp is the potential applied to the Ag/AgCl electrode in
the lower compartment and Eeq is the equilibrium potential
measured with the same electrode.

To determine the initial position of the BLM, an approach curve
was measured without an applied potential (curve 1 in Figure 7a).
The 1-µm-radius micropipet tip was then moved toward the
membrane until the tip current decreased to 85% of iT,∞. The
approach curve fits the theoretical curve for an insulating substrate
(eq 3) very well, indicating that K+ transfer across the gramicidin-
incorporated BLM was quite slow and is consistent with results
obtained with a larger electrode (curves 1 in Figure 6a and b).
The analysis gave the inner radius of the tip, a ) 1.1 µm, and RG
) 1.5. The micropipet was then withdrawn by 100 µm from the
position where the tip current decreased to 85% of iT,∞ (2.4 µm
from the membrane). A membrane potential of 110 mV was
applied for 40 s until the current flowing through the BLM (the
membrane current, imem) became nearly constant. The tip current
increased as the micropipet approached the BLM under the
applied membrane potential (Figure 7a). Because the tip current
is proportional to the local K+ concentration near the tip (eq 2),
the increase of the tip current indicates that K+ ions have
accumulated near the membrane to cause an increase in the
concentration. When the pipet was very close to the BLM, the tip
current decreased, because the diffusion of K+ to the tip was
hindered by the BLM. The onset of this negative feedback allowed
us to avoid breakage of the membrane, which is characterized
by a sharp increase in the tip current (for example, see Figure
6a) and also in the membrane current. Thus, at this point, the
pipet was stopped and withdrawn by 100 µm. An analogous
experiment was then performed with Emem ) 60 mV. As the tip
approached the BLM, the tip current increased gradually and then
decreased. As expected, the tip current in curve 3 was smaller
than that in curve 2 (Emem ) 110 mV) but was still much higher
than that in curve 1 (Emem ) 0 mV). Finally, a similar experiment
was performed with Emem ) 160 mV. The tip current in curve 4
was larger than that in curves 1-3. In these experiments, no
evidence of membrane breakage was observed either in the tip
current or in the membrane current. This result confirms that all
of the approach curves 1-4 were measured with the same BLM.
Note that the distance at which the tip current began to decrease
was ∼8 µm larger for curves 3 and 4 than for curves 1 and 2. The
decrease of the tip current is due to the feedback effect, which
can be observed only when the distance between the tip and
substrate is smaller than a few times by the tip radius. Because
the tip radius is 1.1 µm in this experiment, the difference of 8 µm
cannot be ascribed only to a different degree of the feedback effect.

Probably, the difference is due to an irreversible change in the
position of the BLM between the scan at 110 mV and that at 60
mV. Indeed, applied membrane potentials are known to induce a
thinning of a BLM, as well as a change in the shape of the
membrane and surrounding annulus.51

The gramicidin-incorporated BLMs can be regarded as an
array of small active sites (gramicidin pore, ∼4-Å diameter36) on

(51) Picard, G.; Denicourt, N.; Fendler, J. H. J. Phys. Chem. 1991, 95, 3705-
3715.

Emem ) Eapp - Eeq (5)

Figure 7. (a) Current-distance curves of a BLM incorporating
gramicidin channels as obtained with a K+-selective micropipet
electrode based on valinomycin and (b) simultaneously measured
membrane currents. The membrane potential was 0, 110, 60, and
160 mV for the respective curves 1-4. The tip was scanned at 1
µm/s. For other parameters, see cells 1 and 3 in the text. Curve 5 in
(a) represents SECM theory for an insulating substrate with RG )
1.5 and a ) 1.13 µm (eq 3). The dotted lines in (a) were obtained by
a linear fit of the respective current-distance curves in the range of
20 < d (µm) < 70 (eq 9). The average of the membrane current in
the range of 20 < d (µm) < 70 is plotted as the dotted line in (b).

4946 Analytical Chemistry, Vol. 72, No. 20, October 15, 2000



a large insulating substrate (BLM, 1-2-mm diameter). Each
gramicidin pore is small enough to achieve a steady-state K+ flux
through the pore within a very short time.52 However, the overlap
of the diffusion layers of adjacent pores will produce a macroscopic
total current across the substrate.53 In the cases represented by
curves 2-4 in Figure 7b, the membrane currents were almost
constant with time after 40 s. The following analysis was performed
on the basis of a quasi-steady-state membrane current. All the
parameters obtained from this analysis are given in Table 1.

Because a BLM is a large planar substrate, Fick’s first law gives
the membrane current density, jmem,54 at the tip location, x, as

where x is the distance from the membrane and cK+(x) is the local
K+ concentration at x. When the tip is positioned sufficiently far
from the membrane that there is no SECM feedback effect, the
steady-state tip current, iT(x), is proportional to the local K+

concentration; on the basis of eq 2 we can write

The combination of eqs 6 and 7 relates jmem and iT

Furthermore, in this region a linear dependence of the tip current
on the tip-membrane distance is observed (Figure 7a). Thus, in
the range of 20 < x (µm) < 70, current-distance curves 2-4 in
Figure 7a can be fit to the following equation

Thus, from eq 8

The membrane current density was calculated on the basis of eq
10 using a ) 1.1 µm and the respective value of m for curves
2-4. A plot of the membrane current density versus the mem-
brane potential is shown in Figure 8. The current density was
proportional to the potential when 0 e Emem (mV) e 110. This
result indicates that the gramicidin-incorporated BLM behaves
as a resistance in this potential range. When Emem ) 160 mV, the
current density was nearly the same as that with Emem ) 110 mV.
This can be explained as follows. There are at least three steps in
the K+-transfer reaction across the gramicidin-incorporated BLM,
i.e., diffusion of K+ from the bulk aqueous phase to proximity to
a gramicidin pore, K+ transfer across the pore, and diffusion of
K+ from the pore proximity to the bulk aqueous phase. Among
these processes, only the transfer process is expected to be
potential dependent. When the K+ transfer across the gramicidin
pore is activated with sufficiently large membrane potentials, the
membrane current becomes limited by the diffusion of K+, which
is potential independent.

In the previous paragraph, the membrane current density was
calculated from the current-distance curve as obtained with the
micropipet electrode. Here, the current density is compared with
the total membrane current on the basis of the following equation

where Amem is the membrane area. A plot of the membrane current
versus the membrane potential is shown in Figure 8. The
membrane currents are a slight function of tip position (Figure
7b) and were taken as the average value of the measured
membrane current in the range of 20 < x (µm) < 70. Similar to
the behavior of the membrane current density, the membrane
current was roughly proportional to the membrane potential when
0 e Emem (mV) e 110. The membrane current increased less

(52) Andersen, O. S.; Feldberg, S. W. J. Phys. Chem. 1996, 100, 4622-4629.
(53) Forouzan, F.; Bard, A. J.; Mirkin, M. V. Isr. J. Chem. 1997, 37, 155-163.
(54) Bard, A. J.; Faulkner, L. R. Electrochemical Methods: Fundamentals and

Applications; John Wiely & Sons: New York, 1980.

Table 1. Influence of Membrane Potentials on K+

Concentration Profiles near BLMs As Probed with
K+-Selective Micropipet Electrodes Based on
Valinomycin

Emem (mV)

60 110 160

ma (nA‚mm-1) -0.122 -0.197 -0.205
ba (pA) 243 258 263
jmem

b (nA‚mm-2) 23 37 39
imem

c (nA) 61.7 90.1 106
Rmem

d (mm) 0.91 0.86 0.92

a Obtained by fitting the tip current with eq 9 in the range of 20 <
x (µm) <70. b Calculated with eq 10 using a ) 1.1 µm and the values
of m in this table. c The average of the membrane current in the range
20 < x (µm) < 70. d Calculated on the basis of eq 12.

jmem ) -FD(∂cK+(x)/∂x) (6)

iT(x) ) 4.64FaDcK+(x) (7)

jmem ) - 1
4.64a

∂iT (x)
∂x

(8)

iT(x) ) mx + b (9)

Figure 8. Potential dependence of the membrane current density
(O) and of the membrane current (∆) as calculated from the current-
distance curves 2-4 in Figure 7a and b, respectively. The membrane
current density was calculated on the basis of eq 10. The membrane
current is the average value that is represented with the dotted lines
in Figure 7b. For details, see text and Table 1.

jmem ) -(m/4.64a) (10)

imem ) Amemjmem (11)
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steeply when the applied potential was increased from 110 to 160
mV, in contrast to the membrane current density. The lack of
strict consistency with eq 11 can probably be ascribed to a change
in membrane area during the experiments. For example, if the
BLM is assumed to be a disk, the radius of the membrane, Rmem,
can be obtained by inserting Amem ) πRmem

2 into eq 11 and by
combining the resulting equation with eq 10

The membrane radius thus obtained is 0.90 ( 0.03 mm (Table
1), which reasonably agrees with observation by optical micros-
copy. The membrane radii for Emem ) 60 and 160 mV were nearly
the same but are significantly larger than the membrane radius
for Emem ) 110 mV. This result suggests that the membrane area
increased after the experiment with Emem ) 110 mV, correspond-
ing to the change of the membrane position after the experiment,
as shown in Figure 7a. Note that the transfer of the supporting
electrolyte, which would contribute to the membrane current but
not to the tip current, can be excluded as the reason for the lack
of strict consistency of the experimental results with eq 11,
because in cell 2, the supporting electrolytes in the aqueous phase
do not move through the gramicidin pores.36,37,44

CONCLUSIONS
Voltammetric K+-selective micropipet electrodes based on

valinomycin were fabricated and characterized on the basis of the
voltammetric and SECM experiments. The well-defined steady-
state responses of the micropipet electrodes agree well with the
theory in both experiments. Analysis of an approach curve showed
that a tip-substrate distance as close as 115 nm could be achieved
with a pipet electrode with a tip radius of 710 nm. This result
confirms that submicrometer-scale pipet electrodes, which are

useful for fast kinetic measurements and for high-resolution SECM
imaging1,2 can be easily fabricated.

The voltammetric K+-selective micropipet electrodes were used
in the SECM feedback and generation-collection experiments
to probe K+ transfer through gramicidin channels in BLMs.
Obviously, these experiments cannot be achieved with conven-
tional microelectrodes that are sensitive only to electrochemically
active mediators, indicating an advantage of voltammetric ion-
selective micropipet electrodes. Furthermore, in contrast to the
potentiometric counterpart, the feedback effect on the steady-state
current responses of the voltammetric micropipet electrodes
provides information not only about the tip-membrane distance
but also about the area of the BLM by simultaneously measuring
the membrane current. Voltammetric ion-selective micropipet
electrodes have been used previously in SECM experiments with
only simple substrates.25-27,55 This study clearly shows that the
voltammetric ion-selective micropipet electrodes are useful in the
SECM studies of IT across BLMs and perhaps even biological
membranes.56
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