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Abstract 
In this study, an electrochemical sensor for the quantification of folic acid with voltammetric 
detection in physiological conditions was constructed. For this purpose, nickel ferrite 
(NiFe2O4) nanoparticles were used to modify the surface of a screen-printed graphite 
electrode (NiFe2O4/SPGE) and applied in the determination of folic acid. The modified 
electrode displays a strong electrochemical response to folic acid. Folic acid was determined 
electrochemically using the differential pulse voltammetry (DPV) technique with a detection 
limit of 0.09±0.001 µM in 0.2–147.0 µM linear range in phosphate buffer solution (PBS) at 
pH 7.0 with this NiFe2O4/SPGE sensor, which has the best electron transfer rate. Also, the 
sensitivity of the modified electrode was obtained as 0.1139 µA µM-1. The NiFe2O4/SPGE 
sensor was successfully applied for the determination of folic acid in real samples. 
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Introduction 

Vitamins are a group of organic compounds essential in very small amounts for the body's normal 

functioning [1]. Folic acid (N-[p-{[(2-amino-4-hydroxy-6-pteridinyl) methyl] amino}benzoyl]-L-gluta-

mic acid), also called pteroylglutamic acid (PteGlu), is a water-soluble vitamin of B complex family. It 

is most commonly referred to as vitamin B9 [2,3]. Folic acid is an important substance for keeping the 

activity and health of critters and is essential for cell growth and division of the human body. It 

participates in lots of bodily reactions and mainly in the synthesis of nucleic acid and some important 

substances and promoting the synthesis of protein from amino acid [4-6]. Research over the past 

decades has shown that deficiency in folate concentration leads to neural tube defects in newborns 

and an increased risk of megaloblastic anemia, cancer, coronary heart disease, Alzheimer’s disease, 

neurological disorders, and cardiovascular disease in children and adults. Furthermore, the require-

ement of folate increases during periods of rapid cell division and it is essential for pregnant women 

[7,8]. Hence, analytical methods for the determination of this important bioelement are needed. 
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Several methods have been proposed for the determination of folic acid in real samples, including 

spectrophotometry [9], high-performance liquid chromatography [10], capillary electrophore-

sis [11], fluorimetric [12], colorimetry [13], and flow injection chemiluminescence method [14]. 

However, in most of the cases reported above, prior steps are required before the actual 

determination of folic acid. Also, these techniques consume a long time for analysis, are subject to 

interferences and require expensive reagents. These disadvantages do not make them applicable 

for rapid analytical determination. 

It is well known that electrochemical methods are simple and inexpensive, in which analytical tech-

niques require a small amount of sample. Electrochemical sensors have attracted wide attention due 

to their facile fabricating processes, quick surface renewal, high sensitivity, selectivity, low background 

current, fastness, a wide range of potential ranges, compatibility and reproducibility [15-29]. 

The concept of modified electrodes is an exciting development in the field of electrochemistry. 

The electrocatalysis of slow electron transfer reactions is perhaps the most important feature of 

chemically modified electrodes. Such electrodes enhance the electron transfer rate by reducing the 

overpotential associated with a reaction. The importance of modified electrodes in electrochemical 

sensors is because of their high electron transfer rate, high sensitivity, selectivity and stability in 

analyzing the electrochemical behavior of the analyte. So it is very important to develop highly 

sensitive and precise analytical methods and material with good conductivity to modify electrode 

to detect the concentration of analyte effectively [30-41].  

During the last years, the research outcomes related to nanomaterials have increased in different 

application fields due to the development in the preparation and application of these new 

materials [42-46]. Nanomaterials offer unique and specific electroanalysis properties only found in 

nanoscale materials. These properties derive from the enhanced diffusion of the target analyte based 

on convergent rather than linear diffusion, with a high surface area, enhanced selectivity, catalytic 

activity, and a high signal-to-noise ratio [47-51]. 

Magnetic nanoparticles provide significant levels of new functionality for electrochemistry due 

to their high surface area, effective mass transport, catalysis and control over the local microenvi-

ronment [52,53]. 

Magnetic nanoparticles (NPs) with the general formula MFe2O4 (M = Fe, Ni, Co, Cu, Mn, etc.) are 

the most popular materials in analytical biochemistry, medicine, removal of heavy metals and 

biotechnology and have been increasingly applied to immobilize proteins, enzymes, and other 

bioactive agents due to their unique advantages. Nickel-ferrite is one of the most malleable and 

important spinel compounds due to its typical ferromagnetic properties and high electrochemical 

stability. Moreover, NiFe2O4 NPs exhibit a high surface area and low mass transfer resistance. It is 

expected that NiFe2O4 could also be used as an electrocatalyst apart from its electronic and 

magnetic applications due to its conducting nature [54-56]. 

In this work, a screen-printed graphite electrode modified with the NiFe2O4 magnetic nano-

particles was used for sensitive voltammetric determination of folic acid and the modified electrode 

exhibited excellent electrocatalytic activity to folic acid. 

Experimental 

Apparatus and chemicals  

All the electrochemical measurements were carried out on a PGSTAT302N potentiostat/gal-

vanostat Autolab. The measurement cell consisted of SPGE (DropSens; DRP-110: Spain) containing 

a graphite counter electrode, a graphite working electrode, and a silver pseudo-reference electrode. 
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Solution pH values were determined using a 713 pH meter combined with a glass electrode 

(Metrohm, Switzerland). All chemicals used were of analytical grade and were used as received 

without any further purification and were obtained from Merck. Orthophosphoric acid was utilized 

to prepare the phosphate buffer solutions (PBS), and sodium hydroxide was used to adjust the 

desired pH values (pH range between 2.0 and 9.0). 

Preparation of modified electrode 

NiFe2O4/SPGEs were prepared by modifying the bare working electrode of an SPGE using the drop-

casting method. Briefly, 4 µL of the solution of NiFe2O4 NPs (1 mg/mL) were dropped onto the working 

electrode surface and dried at room temperature. The obtained electrode was noted as NiFe2O4/SPGE. 

The surface area of NiFe2O4/SPGE and the bare SPGE were obtained by CV using 1 mM K3Fe(CN)6 

at different scan rates. Using Randles-Ševčik formula for NiFe2O4/SPGE, the electrode surface was 

found to be 0.109 cm2 which was about 3.5 times greater than bare SPGE. 

Results and discussion 

Electrochemical behavior of folic acid at the surface of various electrodes 

The effect of the electrolyte pH on the oxidation of 100.0 μM folic acid was investigated at 

NiFe2O4/SPGE using DPV measurements in the PBS in the pH range from 2.0 to 9.0. According to the 

results, the oxidation peak current of folic acid depends on the pH value and increases with increasing 

pH until it reaches the maximum at pH 7.0 and then decreases at higher pH values. The optimized pH 

corresponding to the higher peak current was 7.0, indicating that protons are involved in the reaction 

of folic acid oxidation. Scheme 1 demonstrates the electrooxidation process of folic acid. 

 
Scheme 1. The electoroxidation reaction of folic acid 

Figure 1 displays cyclic voltammetric responses from the electrochemical oxidation of 100.0 μM 

folic acid at the surface of NiFe2O4/SPGE (curve b) and bare SPGE (curve a).  

 

Figure 1. Cyclic voltammograms of a) bare SPGE,  
b) NiFe2O4/SPGE in the presence of 100.0 μM folic 
acid in 0.1 M phosphate buffer solution, pH 7.0 
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The results showed that the oxidation of folic acid is very weak on the surface of the bare SPGE, 

but the presence of NiFe2O4 NPs in SPGE could enhance the peak current and decrease the oxidation 

potential (decreasing the overpotential). A substantial negative shift of the currents starting from 

oxidation potential for folic acid and a dramatic increase of the current indicates the catalytic ability 

of NiFe2O4/SPGE to folic acid oxidation. The results showed that the use of NiFe2O4 nanoparticle (curve 

b) definitely improved folic acid oxidation characteristics, partly due to the excellent characteristics of 

NiFe2O4 NPs, such as good electrical conductivity and high chemical stability. 

Effect of scan rate on the determination of folic acid at NiFe2O4/SPGE 

The influence of potential scan rate (ν) on Ip of 70.0 μM folic acid at the NiFe2O4/SPGE was studied 

by linear sweep voltammetry (LSV) at various sweep rates (Figure 2). As shown in Figure 2, the peak 

currents of folic acid grow with the increasing scan rates and there are good linear relationships 

between the peak currents and ν1/2 (square root of scan rate) (Figure 2 inset). The regression 

equation is Ipa= 1.1019 ν1/2 +0.8618 (R2= 0.9986), indicating the oxidation process of 70.0 μM folic 

acid at the NiFe2O4/SPGE was diffusion-controlled. 

 

Figure 2. Linear sweep voltammograms of 70.0 μM 
folic acid at NiFe2O4/SPGE at different scan rates,  
1-7 correspond to 5, 10, 50, 100, 200, 300 and 400 
mV s−1 in 0.1 M phosphate buffer solution, pH 7.0.  
Inset shows the plot of Ipa versus ν1/2 for the 
oxidation of folic acid at NiFe2O4/SPGE 

 

To obtain further information on the rate-determining step, the Tafel plot for oxidation of 

70.0 µM folic acid at the surface of NiFe2O4/SPGE using the data derived from the raising part of the 

current-voltage curve has been recorded in Figure 3.  

 

Figure 3. Linear sweep voltammograms for 70.0 
μM folic acid with 5 mV s-1 scan rate.Inset: The 
Tafel plot derived from the rising part of the 
corresponding voltammogram 
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Using the slope of Tafel at a scan rate of 5 mV/s, the value of the electron transfers coefficient 

(α) was determined as 0.68. 

Chronoamperometric studies 

The electrochemical oxidation of folic acid by a NiFe2O4/SPGE was also studied by chronoamper-

ometry. Chronoamperometric measurements of different concentrations of folic acid at 

NiFe2O4/SPGE were done by setting the working electrode potential at 650 mV (Figure 4).  

 
Figure 4. Chronoamperograms obtained at the NiFe2O4/SPGE in 0.1 M phosphate buffer solution, pH 7.0 for 
different concentrations of folic acid. Numbers 1-9 correspond to 0.1, 0.25, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, 1.2 and 1.5 
mM of folic acid. (A) Plots of I vs. t-1/2 for electrooxidation of folic acid obtained from chronoamperometry.  

(B) Plot of the slope of the straight lines against folic acid concentration 

In chronoamperometric studies, we have determined folic acid's diffusion coefficient, D. The 

experimental plots of I versus t−1/2 with the best fits for different concentrations of folic acid were 

employed (Figure 4 A). The slopes of the resulting straight lines were then plotted versus the folic 

acid concentrations (Figure 4 B), from whose slope and using the Cottrell equation (1):  

I =nFAD1/2Cbπ -1/2t -1/2  (1) 

We calculated a diffusion coefficient of 6.610-5 cm2 s-1 for folic acid. 

Calibration curve and limit of detection 

Since DPV has a much higher current sensitivity than cyclic voltammetry, we used the DPV method 

for the determination of folic acid. Figure 5 (inset) shows DPVs of different concentrations of folic acid 

and the obtained calibration curves (step potential = 0.01 V and pulse amplitude = 0.025 V). The 

results showed a linear segment for folic acid concentration from 0.2 to 147.0 μM folic acid (Figure 5), 

with a regression equation of Ip = 0.1139Cfolic acid+ 1.1599 (R2= 0.9992, n = 8). The detection limit, LOD, 

was obtained by using the equation (2): 

LOD = 3Sb /m  (2) 

where Sb is the standard deviation of the blank response (n = 15) and m is the slope of the calibration 

plot. The limit of detection was determined to be 0.09±0.001 μM for folic acid. 
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In addition, Table 1 shows that the NiFe2O4/SPGE can compete with other sensors for the 

determination of folic acid [4, 57-60]. 

 
Figure 5. Differential pulse voltammograms of the NiFe2O4/SPGE in 0.1 M phosphate buffer solution (pH 7.0) 

containing different concentrations of folic acid. Numbers 1 to 8 correspond to 0.2, 5.0, 15.0,40.0, 60.0, 
80.0, 100.0 and 147.0 µM of folic acid. (B) plot of the voltammetric peak current as a function of folic acid 

concentration 

Table 1. Linear range and LOD obtained at the NiFe2O4/SPGE for the determination  
of folic acid compared with other sensors 

Electrochemical sensor Method Linear range, μM LOD, µM Ref. 

Multi-wall carbon nanotube/glassy carbon electrode 
Square wave 

stripping 
voltammetry 

0.3 - 80.0  0.134 4 

Gold nanoclusters/activated graphene/multi-wall 
carbon nanotube nanocomposite/glassy carbon 

electrode 

Square wave 
voltammetry 

10.0 - 170.0 0.09 56 

Poly(o-methoxyaniline)-gold (POMA-Au) 
nanocomposite/glassy carbon electrode 

Differential pulse 
voltammetry 

0.5 - 900.0 0.090 57 

Platinum nanoparticles/graphene nanoplatelets/multi-
walled carbon nanotubes/β-cyclodextrin 

composite/carbon glass electrode 
Cyclic voltammetry 20.0 - 500.0  0.48 58 

Fe3O4 nanoparticles@molecularly imprinted polymer-
graphene oxide/carbon paste electrode 

Square-wave adsorp-
tive voltammetry 

2.5 - 48.0 0.65 59 

NiFe2O4/SPGE 
Differential pulse 

voltammetry 
0.2 - 147.0 0.09 

This 
work 

Real sample analysis  

To investigate the applicability of the proposed sensor for the voltammetric determination of folic 

acid in real samples, we selected urine and folic acid tablet samples for the analysis of folic acid 

contents. The folic acid contents were measured after sample preparation using the standard addition 

method. The results are given in Table 2. According to the table, the recovery values within 97.5 to 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/chemistry/nanoparticle
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/chemistry/molecularly-imprinted-polymer
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/chemistry/graphene-oxide
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/chemistry/voltammetry
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103.3 % confirm the powerful ability of NiFe2O4/SPGE for the determination of folic acid in real 

samples. 

Table 2. Aapplication of NiFe2O4/SPGE for determination of folic acid in real samples (n=3) 

Sample 
C / µM 

Recovery, % RSD,  % 
Spiked Found 

Urine 

0 - - - 
4.0 3.9 97.5 2.2 

8.0 8.1 101.2 3.0 

Folic acid tablet 

0 4.0 - 3.4 

2.0 6.2 103.3 1.9 

3.0 6.9 98.6 2.7 

Conclusion 

In this work, a simple, rapid and sensitive electrochemical detection method has been developed 

for the determination of folic acid. NiFe2O4 nanoparticles modified SPGE as a voltammetric sensor 

to improve the detection sensitivity. The sensitivity (0.1139 µA µM-1), detection limit (0.09 ± 0.001 

µM) and linear response range (0.2 to 147.0 µM) for the NiFe2O4/SPGE modified electrode make it 

an efficient way for determination of folic acid. Real sample applications were carried out to prove 

the applicability and precision of the novelty-produced electrode. The amount of folic acid in real 

samples was obtained satisfactorily with high recovery values by the standard addition method. 

References 

[1] V. D. Vaze, A. K. Srivastava, Electrochimica Acta 53(4) (2007) 1713-1721. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2007.08.017  

[2] S. Akbar, A. Anwar, Q. Kanwal, Analytical Biochemistry 510 (2016) 98-105. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2016.07.002  

[3] C. Wang, C. Li, L. Ting, X. Xu, C. Wang, Microchimica Acta 152(3) (2016) 233-238. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-005-0441-5  

[4] X. L. Jiang, R. Li, J. Li, X. He, Russian Journal of Electrochemistry 45(7) (2009) 772-777. 
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1023193509070106  

[5] H. Sadeghi, S. Shahidi, S. Naghizadeh Raeisi, A. Ghorbani-HasanSaraei, F. Karimi, Chemical 
Methodologies 4(6) (2020) 743-753. https://doi.org/10.22034/chemm.2020.113657  

[6] S. Wei, F. Zhao, Z. Xu, B. Zeng, Microchimica Acta 152(3) (2006) 285-290. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-005-0437-1  

[7] D. Manoj, D. Ranjith Kumar, J. Santhanalakshmi, Applied Nanoscience 2(3) (2012) 223-230. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13204-012-0093-9  

[8] Z. Zhu, H. Wu, S. Wu, Z. Huang, Y. Zhu, L. Xi, Journal of Chromatography A 1283 (2013) 62-
67. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2013.01.085  

[9] R. Matias, P. R. S. Ribeiro, M. C. Sarraguça, J. A. Lopes, Analytical Methods 6(9) (2014) 
3065-3071. https://doi.org/10.1039/C3AY41874J  

[10] A. Lebiedzińska, M. Dbrowska, P. Szefer, M. Marszałł, Toxicology Mechanisms and Methods 
18(6) (2008) 463-467. https://doi.org/10.1080/15376510701623870  

[11] J. R. Flores, G. C. Peñalvo, A. E. Mansilla, M. R. Gómez, Journal of Chromatography B 819(1) 
(2005) 141-147. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jchromb.2005.01.039  

[12] A. Jiménez Girón, I. Durán Merás, A. Muñoz de la Peña, A. Espinosa Mansilla, A. C. Olivieri, 
Analytical and Bioanalytical Chemistry 391(3) (2008) 827-835. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-008-1840-3  

http://dx.doi.org/10.5599/jese.1607
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2007.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2016.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-005-0441-5
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1023193509070106
https://doi.org/10.22034/chemm.2020.113657
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-005-0437-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13204-012-0093-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2013.01.085
https://doi.org/10.1039/C3AY41874J
https://doi.org/10.1080/15376510701623870
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jchromb.2005.01.039
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-008-1840-3


J. Electrochem. Sci. Eng. 12(6) (2022) 1215-1224 FOLIC ACID SENSOR BASED ON NICKEL FERRITE 

1222  

[13] M. Bahram, F. Hoseinzadeh, K. Farhadi, M. Saadat, P. Najafi-Moghaddam, A. Afkhami, 
Colloids and Surfaces A 441 (2014) 517-524. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2013.09.024  

[14] S. M. Wabaidur, S. M. Alam, S. H. Lee, Z. A. Alothman, G. E. Eldesoky, Spectrochimica Acta 
Part A: Molecular and Biomolecular Spectroscopy 105 (2013) 412-417. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2012.11.078  

[15] N. Lavanya, S. Radhakrishnan, N. Sudhan, C. Sekar, S. G. Leonardi, C. Cannilla, G. Neri, 
Nanotechnology 25(29) (2014) 295501. https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/25/29/295501  

[16] H. Karimi-Maleh, A. Khataee, F. Karimi, M. Baghayeri, L. Fu, J. Rouhi, R. Boukherroub, 
Chemosphere 291 (2022) 132928. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.132928  

[17] S. Azimi, M. Amiri, H. Imanzadeh, A. Bezaatpour, Advanced Journal of Chemistry-Section A 
4(2) (2021) 152-164. https://doi.org/10.22034/ajca.2021.275901.1246  

[18] N. Rajabi, M. Masrournia, M. Abedi, Chemical Methodologies 4(5) (2020) 660-670. 
https://doi.org/10.22034/chemm.2020.109975   

[19] M. Mazloum-Ardakani, Z. Taleat, A. Khoshroo, H. Beitollahi, H. Dehghani, Biosensors and 
Bioelectronics 35(1) (2012) 75-81. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2012.02.014  

[20] T. Dimitrijević, P. Vulić, D. Manojlović, A. S. Nikolić, D. M. Stanković, Analytical Biochemistry 
504 (2016) 20-26. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2016.03.020  

[21] H. Karimi-Maleh, F. Karimi, Y. Orooji, G. Mansouri, A. Razmjou, A. Aygun, F. Sen, Scientific 
Reports 10(1) (2020) 11699. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68663-2  

[22] B. Fang, Y. Feng, M. Liu, G. Wang, X. Zhang, M. Wang, Microchimica Acta 175(1) (2011) 145-
150. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-011-0662-8  

[23] J. B. Raoof, R. Ojani, H. Beitollahi, R. Hosseinzadeh, Analytical Sciences 22(9) (2006) 1213-
1220. https://doi.org/10.2116/analsci.22.1213  

[24] A. Hosseini Fakhrabad; R. Sanavi Khoshnood; M.R. Abedi; M. Ebrahimi, Eurasian Chemical 
Communications 3(9) (2021) 627-634. http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2021.288271.1182  

[25] J. Mohanraj, D. Durgalakshmi, R. A. Rakkesh, S. Balakumar, S. Rajendran, H. Karimi-Maleh, 
Journal of Colloid and Interface Science 566 (2020) 463-472. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2020.01.089  

[26] S. Saghiri, M. Ebrahimi, M. R. Bozorgmehr, Asian Journal of Nanosciences and Materials 
4(1) (2021) 46-52. https://doi.org/10.26655/AJNANOMAT.2021.1.4   

[27] M. Sivakumar, K. Pandi, S. M. Chen, Journal of Polymer Research 28(7) (2021) 266. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10965-021-02598-8  

[28] M. Miraki, H. Karimi-Maleh, M. A. Taher, S. Cheraghi, F. Karimi, S. Agarwal, V. K.  Gupta, 
Journal of Molecular Liquids 278 (2019) 672-676. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2019.01.081  

[29] S. Tajik, H. Beitollahi, F. G. Nejad, I. Sheikhshoaie, A. S. Nugraha, H. W. Jang, M. 
Shokouhimehr, Journal of Materials Chemistry A 9(13) (2021) 8195-8220. 
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0TA08344E  

[30] A. Pandikumar, G. T. S. How, T. P. See, F. S. Omar, S. Jayabal, K. Z. Kamali, N. M. Huang, RSC 
Advances 4(108) (2014) 63296-63323. https://doi.org/10.1039/C4RA13777A  

[31] H. Karimi-Maleh, M. Sheikhshoaie, I. Sheikhshoaie, M. Ranjbar, J. Alizadeh, N. W. 
Maxakato, A. Abbaspourrad, New Journal of Chemistry 43(5) (2019) 2362-2367. 
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NJ05581E  

[32] A. Shamsi, F. Ahour, Advanced Journal of Chemistry A 4(1) (2021) 22-31. 
https://doi.org/10.22034/ajca.2020.252025.1215  

[33] H. Beitollahi, S. Tajik, F. G. Nejad, M. Safaei, Journal of Materials Chemistry B 8(27) (2020) 
5826-5844. https://doi.org/10.1039/D0TB00569J  

[34] X. Chen, J. Zhu, Q. Xi, W. Yang, Sensors and Actuators B: Chemical 161(1) (2012) 648-654. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2011.10.085  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2013.09.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2012.11.078
https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/25/29/295501
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.132928
https://doi.org/10.22034/ajca.2021.275901.1246
https://doi.org/10.22034/chemm.2020.109975
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2012.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2016.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68663-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-011-0662-8
https://doi.org/10.2116/analsci.22.1213
http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2021.288271.1182
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2020.01.089
https://doi.org/10.26655/AJNANOMAT.2021.1.4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10965-021-02598-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2019.01.081
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0TA08344E
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4RA13777A
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NJ05581E
https://doi.org/10.22034/ajca.2020.252025.1215
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0TB00569J
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2011.10.085


P. Mohammadzadeh Jahani and M. R. Aflatoonian J. Electrochem. Sci. Eng. 12(6) (2022) 1215-1224 

http://dx.doi.org/10.5599/jese.1607 1223 

[35] S. A. Alavi-Tabari, M. A. Khalilzadeh, H. Karimi-Maleh, Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry 
811 (2018) 84-88. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2018.01.034  

[36] M. Payehghadr; Y. Taherkhani; A. Maleki; F. Nourifard, Eurasian Chemical Communications 
2(9) (2020) 982-990. http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2020.114589 

[37] C. Wang, L. Zhang, Z. Guo, J. Xu, H. Wang, K. Zhai, X. Zhuo, Microchimica Acta 169(1) (2010) 
1-6. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-010-0304-6  

[38] Z. Taleat, M. M. Ardakani, H. Naeimi, H. Beitollahi, M. Nejati, H. R. Zare, Analytical Sciences 
24(8) (2008) 1039-1044. https://doi.org/10.2116/analsci.24.1039  

[39] H. Karimi-Maleh, A. F. Shojaei, K. Tabatabaeian, F. Karimi, S. Shakeri, R. Moradi, Biosensors 
and Bioelectronics 86 (2016) 879-884. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.07.086  

[40] X. Ma, J. Li, J. Luo, C. Liu, S. Li, Analytical Methods 10(27) (2018) 3380-3385. 
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8AY00589C  

[41] T. Eren, N. Atar, M. L. Yola, H. Karimi-Maleh, Food Chemistry 185 (2015) 430-436. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2015.03.153  

[42] S. M. Siddeeg, N. S. Alsaiari, M. A. Tahoon, F. B. Rebah, International Journal of 
Electrochemical Science 15 (2020) 3327-3346. https://doi.org/10.20964/2020.04.13  

[43] M. M. Ardakani, Z. Taleat, H. Beitollahi, M. Salavati-Niasari, B. B. F. Mirjalili, N. Taghavinia, 
of Electroanalytical Chemistry 624 (2008) 73-78. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2008.07.027  

[44] M. Mirzaei; O. Gulseren; M. Rafienia; A. Zare, Eurasian Chemical Communications 3(3) 
(2021) 154-161. http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2021.269256.1126  

[45] H. Karimi-Maleh, R. Darabi, M. Shabani-Nooshabadi, M. Baghayeri, F. Karimi, J. Rouhi, C. 
Karaman, Food and Chemical Toxicology 162 (2022) 112907. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2022.112907  

[46] R. Rajput, J. Narkhede, J. B. Naik, ADMET and DMPK 8 (2020) 1-15. 
https://doi.org/10.5599/admet.724   

[47] M. R. Akanda, M. Sohail, M. A. Aziz, A. N. Kawde, Electroanalysis 28(3) (2016) 408-424. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/elan.201500374  

[48] H. Karimi-Maleh, C. Karaman, O. Karaman, F. Karimi, Y. Vasseghian, L. Fu, A.  Mirabi, Journal 
of Nanostructure in Chemistry 12 (2022) 429-439. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40097-022-
00492-3  

[49] N. koohzadi, Z. Rezayati Zad, Advanced Journal of Chemistry B 3(4) (2021) 311-322. 
https://doi.org/10.22034/ajcb.2021.302596.1092  

[50] K. Harismah; M. Mirzaei; M. Dai; Z. Roshandel; E. Salarrezaei, Eurasian Chemical 
Communications 3(2) (2021) 95-102. http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2021.267226.1120  

[51] M. Mazloum-Ardakani, H. Beitollahi, Z. Taleat, H. Naeimi, N. Taghavinia, Journal of 
Electroanalytical Chemistry 644(1) (2010) 1-6. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2010.02.034  

[52] A. A. Ensafi, B. Arashpour, B. Rezaei, A. R. Allafchian, Materials Science and Engineering: C 
39 (2014) 78-85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2014.02.024  

[53] A. Dehno Khalaji, P. Machek, M. Jarosova, Advanced Journal of Chemistry A 4(4) (2021) 
317-326. https://doi.org/10.22034/ajca.2021.292396.1268  

[54] M. E. Uddin, N. H. Kim, T. Kuila, S. H. Lee, D. Hui, J. H. Lee, Composites B 79 (2015) 649-659. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2015.05.029  

[55] M. M. El-Wekil, A. M. Mahmoud, S. A. Alkahtani, A. A. Marzouk, R. Ali, Biosensors and 
Bioelectronics 109 (2018) 164-170. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2018.03.015  

[56] K. N. Nithyayini, M. N. K. Harish, K. L. Nagashree, Electrochimica Acta 317 (2019) 701-710. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2019.06.026  

http://dx.doi.org/10.5599/jese.1607
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2018.01.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2020.114589
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-010-0304-6
https://doi.org/10.2116/analsci.24.1039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2016.07.086
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8AY00589C
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2015.03.153
https://doi.org/10.20964/2020.04.13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2008.07.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2021.269256.1126
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2022.112907
https://doi.org/10.5599/admet.724
https://doi.org/10.1002/elan.201500374
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40097-022-00492-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40097-022-00492-3
https://doi.org/10.22034/ajcb.2021.302596.1092
http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/ecc.2021.267226.1120
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2010.02.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2014.02.024
https://doi.org/10.22034/ajca.2021.292396.1268
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2015.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2018.03.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2019.06.026


J. Electrochem. Sci. Eng. 12(6) (2022) 1215-1224 FOLIC ACID SENSOR BASED ON NICKEL FERRITE 

1224  

[57] A. A. Abdelwahab, Y. B. Shim, Sensors and Actuators B 221 (2015) 659-665. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2015.07.016  

[58] D. Sangamithirai, S. Munusamy, V. Narayanan, A. Stephen, Materials Science and 
Engineering C 91 (2018) 512-523. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2018.05.070  

[59] M. M. Yuan, J. Zou, Z. N. Huang, D. M. Peng, J. G. Yu, Analytical and Bioanalytical Chemistry 
412(11) (2020) 2551-2564. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-020-02488-w  

[60] S. M. Garcia, A. Wong, S. Khan, M. D. Sotomayor, Talanta 229 (2021) 122258. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2021.122258  

 
 

©2022 by the authors; licensee IAPC, Zagreb, Croatia. This article is an open-access article  
distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license  

(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/) 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2015.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2018.05.070
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-020-02488-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2021.122258
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/)


@Article{Jahani2022a,

  author   = {Jahani, Peyman Mohammadzadeh and Aflatoonian, Mohammad Reza},

  journal  = {Journal of Electrochemical Science and Engineering},

  title    = {{Voltammetric folic acid sensor based on nickel ferrite nanoparticles modified-screen printed graphite electrode:}},

  year     = {2022},

  issn     = {1847-9286},

  month    = {nov},

  number   = {6},

  pages    = {1215--1224},

  volume   = {12},

  abstract = {In this study, an electrochemical sensor for the quantification of folic acid with voltam­metric detection in physiological conditions was constructed. For this purpose, nickel ferrite (NiFe2O4) nanoparticles were used to modify the surface of a screen-printed graphite electrode (NiFe2O4/SPGE) and applied in the determination of folic acid. The modified electrode displays a strong electrochemical response to folic acid. Folic acid was determined electrochemically using the differential pulse voltammetry (DPV) technique with a detection limit of 0.09±0.001 µM in 0.2–147.0 µM linear range in phosphate buffer solution (PBS) at pH 7.0 with this NiFe2O4/SPGE sensor, which has the best electron transfer rate. Also, the sensitivity of the modified electrode was obtained as 0.1139 µA µM-1. The NiFe2O4/SPGE sensor was successfully applied for the determination of folic acid in real samples.},

  doi      = {10.5599/JESE.1607},

  file     = {:D\:/OneDrive/Mendeley Desktop/Jahani, Aflatoonian - 2022 - Voltammetric folic acid sensor based on nickel ferrite nanoparticles modified-screen printed graphite elect.pdf:pdf;:www/jESE_V12_No6_1215-1224.pdf:PDF},

  keywords = {Modified electrode, electrocatalytic activity, electrochemical sensor, magnetic nanoparticles},

  url      = {https://pub.iapchem.org/ojs/index.php/JESE/article/view/1607},

}



