arXiv:1306.4587v1 [physics.chem-ph] 19 Jun 2013

Dual Band Electrodes in Generator-Collector Mode: Simultaneous Measurement of Two Species

Edward O. Barnes^a, Grace E. M. Lewis^b, Sara E. C. Dale^b, Frank Marken^b and Richard G. Compton^a*

*Corresponding author Email: richard.compton@chem.ox.ac.uk Fax: +44 (0) 1865 275410; Tel: +44 (0) 1865 275413.

aDepartment of Chemistry, Physical and Theoretical Chemistry Laboratory, Oxford University, South Parks Road, Oxford, OX1 3QZ, United Kingdom.

bDepartment of Chemistry, University of Bath, Bath, BA2 7AY, United Kingdom.

To be submitted as an article to: The Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry NOTICE: this is the authors version of a work that was accepted for publication in The Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry. Changes resulting from the publishing process, such as peer review, editing, corrections, structural formatting, and other quality control mechanisms may not be reflected in this document. Changes may have been made to this work since it was submitted for publication. A definitive version was subsequently published in The Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry, DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jelechem.2013.05.022

Abstract

A computational model for the simulation of a double band collector-generator experiment is applied to the situation where two electrochemical reactions occur concurrently. It is shown that chronoamperometric measurements can be used to take advantage of differences in diffusion coefficients to measure the concentrations of both electroactive species simultaneously, by measuring the time at which the collection efficiency reaches a specific value. The separation of the electrodes is shown to not affect the sensitivity of the method (in terms of percentage changes in the measured time to reach the specified collection efficiency), but wider gaps can provide a greater range of (larger) absolute values of this characteristic time. It is also shown that measuring the time taken to reach smaller collection efficiencies can allow for the detection of smaller amounts of whichever species diffuses faster. The case of a system containing both ascorbic acid and dopamine in water is used to exemplify the method, and it is shown that mole fractions of ascorbic acid between 0.055 and 0.96 can, in principle, be accurately measured.

Keywords

Dual microbands; Generator-collector systems; Simultaneous concentration measurements; Potential step chronoamperometry.

1 Introduction

Generator-collector double electrode systems have found great utility in electrochemistry^1 since their conception in the late 1950s.^2 In general, a generator-collector experiment consists of a reduction (or oxidation) at the generator electrode:

A ± e^− ⇌ B (1)

with a subsequent reaction, often the reverse of the first one, occurring at the collector electrode:

B ∓ e^− ⇌ A (2)

The collection efficiency, N, is defined as the ratio of the current measured at the collector electrode to that measured at the generator electrode:

N = − I_{col} I_{gen} (3)

Measuring the collection efficiency can give information on the species involved in the reactions. If, for example, species B in the above scheme is unstable, and decomposes before it can reach the collector electrode, the collection efficiency will decrease, giving a measure of the rate at which the intermediate reaction occurs.^{3,4}

A great variety of geometries of generator-collector systems have been studied, including Nekresov’s original rotating ring disc^2 (also extensively studied by Albery and coworkers^{3–26}), wall jet ring discs,^{27–29} dual band electrodes (used both in static solution^{30–33} and hydrodynamic electrochemistry in a flow cell^{34–37}), dual discs^{38–40} and hemispheres,^{41–44} and ring- or planerecessed disc electrodes.^{45–47}

The uses of collector-generator systems have proved at least as varied as their geometries! In addition to the probing of follow up kinetics mentioned above, mechanistic details can be elucidated, for example the extent to which hydrogen peroxide plays a role as an intermediate in the reduction of oxygen to water.^{48–50} Other areas in which generator-collector systems have been successfully employed include detection of micromolar concentrations,^{44} studies of triple phase boundaries,^{42} and measurement of one species in the presence of other, interfering, species.

Dual microband electrodes have previously been used by Williams et. al.^{30–32} in electrochemical titration experiments, where a species which has been electrogenerated at the generator electrode undergoes a reaction with a target analyte in solution. Any surviving electrogenerated species is then detected at the collector electrode:

A + e^− → B Generator electrode (4) B + W → Z Solution (5) B − e^− → A Collector electrode (6)

Measuring the collection efficiency as a function of time yields information on the rate of the intermediate reaction, and hence the concentration of target analyte, W. Further studies by Amatore et. al.^{33} have theoretically investigated applying potential pulses to the generator electrode, and using the response at the collector electrode to obtain a time of flight for the electrogenerated species, and hence a measure of its diffusion coefficient.

In this paper, we consider a chronoamperometric experiment using dual microband electrodes, with two electroactive species initially present in solution, A and X. Before the experiment starts, the potentials applied to both electrodes are such that no reduction occurs. At the beginning of the experiment, the potential applied to the generator electrode is stepped to a value such that reduction of the electroactive species A and X occurs at a mass transport controlled rate, forming B and Y. The potential at the collector electrode, however, remains at a valu to re-oxidise the electrogenerated species at a mass transport controlled rate. Schematic representations of the applied potentials, the currents produced, and the collection efficiency as the experiment progresses are shown in Figure 1. The collection efficiency is seen to increase with time, and continues to do so until it approaches 1 as time t → ∞. The rate at which it increases will be dependent on how quickly the intermediate species, B and Y, diffuse across the inter-electrode gap. If all species diffuse at the same rate, then the relative initial concentrations of A and X will have no effect on how the collection efficiency varies with time.

If, however, the diffusion coefficients of the species produced at the generator are different, they will traverse the gap between the two electrodes at different rates, and thus the collection efficiencies attributable to each reaction will increase at different rates. The overall measured collection efficiency will therefore depend upon the relative concentrations of the two species. This study investigates the extent to which this is the case, and explores the application of this to the simultaneous determination of the concentration of both electroactive species in solution.

2 Theory

In this paper we consider potential step chronoamperometry at dual microband electrodes. Two concurrent one electron reductions are considered to occur:

A + e^− ⇌ B (7) X + e^− ⇌ Y (8)

The dual microband electrodes are considered to be parallel and effectively of infinite length. One electrode (the generator electrode) has an applied potential such that the reductions both occur at a mass transport controlled rate, and the other electrode (the collector electrode) has an applied potential such that the reverse, oxidation, reactions occur at a mass transport controlled rate. A schematic diagram of the dual microband electrodes is shown in Figure 2, which also defines the Cartesian coordinates.

By considering the case where the length of the electrodes, l, is much greater than their width, w_e, or the distance between them, d, the mass transport equation becomes two dimensional. Assuming an excess amount of inert supporting electrolyte is present, such that mass transport is diffusion only, the mass transport equation is:

∂c_i ∂t = D_i ( ∂^2c_i ∂x^2 + ∂^2c_i ∂y^2 ) (9)

where c_i is the concentration of species i (mol m^{−3}), D_i is the diffusion coefficient of species i (m^2 s^{−1}), and x and y are the coordinates defined in Figure 2 (m). All symbols are defined in Table 1.

2.1 Boundary conditions

Initially, throughout solution, species A and X are present in their bulk concentrations, while species B and Y are not preset at all:

t < 0; all x; all y; c_A = c^∗_A c_B = 0 c_X = c^∗_X c_Y = 0 (10)

At time t < 0, the potentials at both electrodes are such that no reactions occur, neither species A nor X are reduced. At t = 0 the generator electrode potential is stepped to a value such that species A and X are reduced at a mass transport controlled rate. The collector electrode potential remains at the same value, such that species B and Y are re-oxidised at a mass transport controlled rate. The generator electrode boundary condition is therefore:

t ≥ 0; − w_e − d 2 ≤ x ≤ − d 2 ; y = 0 c_A = 0 D_B (_{∂cB} ∂y ) = −D_A (_{∂cA} ∂y )

c_X = 0 D_Y (_{∂cY} ∂y ) = −D_X (_{∂cX} ∂y )

(11) and the collector electrode condition:

t ≥ 0; d 2 ≤ x ≤ w_e + d 2 ; y = 0

D_A (_{∂cA} ∂y ) = −D_B (_{∂cB} ∂y )

c_B = 0 D_X (_{∂cX} ∂y ) = −D_Y (_{∂cY} ∂y )

c_Y = 0

(12)

On the insulating surface around (and between) the electrodes, a zero flux condition is imposed:

t ≥ 0; y = 0;

−w_e −^d_2 < x −^d_2 < x <^d_2 (_{∂ci} ∂y ) = 0 x >^d_2 + w_e

(13)

The bulk solution boundary is defined as being 6 √ D_{max}t_{max} from the electrode surfaces in the x and y directions, as shown schematically in Figure 3, where D_{max} is the largest diffusion coefficient in the system and t_{max} is the duration of the experiment. This is known to be well outside the diffusion layer.^{51–53} At these boundaries, concentrations are set at their bulk values. Defining x_{max} as^d_2 + w_e + 6 √ D_{max}t_{max} and y_{max} as 6 √ D_{max}t_{max}:

t ≥ 0; x = −x_{max}; all y x = x_{max}; all y c_A = c^∗_A c_B = 0 c_X = c^∗_X c_Y = 0 all x; y = y_{max}

(14)

2.2 Normalised parameters

The model can be simplified by introducing a series of normalised parameters, which remove

scaling factors such as electrode size and bulk concentrations. A full list is given in Table 2.

After dimensional parameters have been substituted for normalised ones, the mass transport

equation becomes: ∂C_i ∂t = D^′_i ( ∂^2C_i ∂X^2 + ∂^2C_i ∂Y^2 ) (15)

The initial state of the system becomes:

τ < 0; all X; all Y ; C_A = 1 C_B = 0 C_X = C^∗_X C_Y = 0 (16)

After the potential step, the generator electrode boundary condition is:

τ ≥ 0; − 1 − d^′ 2 ≤ X ≤ − d^′ 2 ; Y = 0

C_A = 0

D^′_B (_{∂CB} ∂Y ) = − (_{∂CA} ∂Y )

C_X = 0

D^′_Y (_{∂CY} ∂Y ) = −D^′_X (_{∂CX} ∂Y )

(17) and on the collector electrode:

τ ≥ 0; d^′ 2 ≤ X ≤ 1 + d^′ 2 ; Y = 0

(_{∂CA} ∂Y ) = −D^′_B (_{∂CB} ∂Y )

C_B = 0

D^′_X (_{∂CX} ∂Y ) = −D^′_Y (_{∂CY} ∂Y )

C_Y = 0

(18)

The insulating surface boundary condition becomes:

τ ≥ 0; Y = 0; −1 −^{d′}_2 < X −^{d′}_2 < X <^{d′}_2 (_{∂Ci} ∂Y ) = 0 X >^{d′}_2 + 1

(19)

The bulk solution boundary is now defined to be 6 √ D^′_{max}τ_{max} from the electrodes, giving

X_{max} =^{d′}_2 + 1 + 6 √ D^′_{max}τ_{max} and Y_{max} = 6 √ D^′_{max}τ_{max}. Bulk boundary conditions therefore

become:

τ ≥ 0; X = −X_{max}; all Y

X = X_{max}; all Y C_A = 1 C_B = 0 C_X = C^∗_X C_Y = 0

all X; Y = Y_{max}

(20)

2.3 Numerical methods

To obtain a numerical solution to the problem outlined above, the mass transport equation and the boundary conditions are discretised according to the Crank Nicolson method^{54} and solved using the alternating direction implicit (ADI) method in conjunction with the Thomas algorithm.^{55}

In addition to discretising the equations, spatial and temporal grids must be defined to solve the equations over. The temporal grid begins at τ_0 = 0 and is initially linear, with a step size of Δτ, until some switching time τ_s after which the grid expands:

τ < τ_s τ_k = τ_{k−1} + Δτ (21) τ ≥ τ_s τ_k = τ_{k−1} + γ_τ (τ_{k−1} − τ_{k−2}) (22)

The spatial grid in the Y direction simply expands away from the electrode/insulating surface. The first point, Y_0, is set as 0, and the second point some value ΔY . The rest of the grid is defined:

Y_j = γ_Y Y_{j−1} (23)

In the X direction, the grid is similarly defined, and expands away from points located at both edges of each electrode, until it reaches either the centre of an electrode (X = ± ( 0.5 +^{d′}_2 ) ), the centre of the inter-electrode gap (X = 0), or the edge of the simulation space. To achieve convergence, the following parameters were used: Δτ = 1 × 10^{−7}, τ_s = 1 × 10^{−4}, γ_τ = 1.0001, ΔY = 8 × 10^{−5}, γ_Y = 1.125. The model was programmed in C++ and all simulations carried out on an Intel(R) Xenon(R) 2.26 GHz PC with 2.25 GB RAM.

3 Theoretical Results

3.1 Varying relative concentrations of species A and X

If, during a double electrode potential step chronoamperometry experiment as described above, only one of reactions 7 and 8 above is considered to occur in isolation at the generator electrode, with the reverse reaction occurring at the collector electrode (both at mass transport controlled rates), then the rate at which the collection efficiency increases will be a function of the inter electrode distance, and the diffusion coefficients of the species involved. Species which diffuse more slowly will traverse the gap more slowly, resulting in a lower collection efficiency at any given time from the start of the experiment. So if two separate experiments are run, one with reaction 7 and one with reaction 8, and species B and Y have different diffusion coefficients, then at any given time after the beginning of the experiment the measured collection efficiencies will be different. If both reactions occur together in the same experiment, the measured collection efficiency will be somewhere between the two individual cases.

This is exemplified in Figure 4, which shows simulated collection efficiencies for a variety of relative initial concentrations of species A and B. In the simulations, D^′_A = D^′_B = 1, D^′_X = D^′_Y = 0.1 and d^′ = 0.1. It is seen that as C_X approaches zero, the measured collection efficiency curves begin to converge on each other, eventually reaching the result obtained when only species A is present in solution. Conversely, as C_X becomes very large, the results converge on the limit where only species X is initially present in solution.

Using this result, the relative concentrations of species A and X in a solution of unknown composition can be determined. If the time taken for the collection efficiency to reach some specified value, say 0.5, is measured, and compared to a calibration curve, the relative concentrations of species A and X can be estimated. The absolute, un-normalised values can then be calulated from the magnitudes of the collector and generator currents.

Figure 5 shows the dimensionless time taken for the collection efficiency to reach 0.5, τ_{0.5}, for various values of C_X and D^′_X. In each case, d^′ = 0.1, D^′_B = D^′_A and D^′_Y = D^′_X. It is seen that the sensitivity of this method increases as the relevant diffusion coefficients become more and more different from each other (uppermost line in Figure 5). Conversely, when the diffusion coefficients are equal to each other, this method becomes completely insensitive to the solution composition. More specifically, it is seen that:

τ^{CX=0}_{0.5} τ^{CX→∞} 0.5 = D^′_A D^′_X

(24)

so if species A and B diffuse 10 times faster than species X and Y, τ_{0.5} increases 10 fold between the limits of only A initially present and only X initially present.

3.2 Effect of Inter-Electrode Distance

By changing the value of d^′, the effect of the inter-electrode distance on the sensitivity of this method to determine two concentration simultaneously can be investigated. Figure 6 (a) shows the calibration curves obtained when D^′_X = 0.1 for the three dimensionless inter-electrode distances d^′ = 0.1, 0.5 and 1. Figure 6 (b) shows these curves normalised to the values of τ_{0.5} obtained when C_X = 0, τ^{CX=0}_{0.5} . (c) and (d) show the same, but now for D^′_X = 0.9. It is seen from (a) and (c) that larger gaps between the electrodes produce larger absolute differences between the extremes of the calibration curves. The normalised curves, however, show that the values of τ_{0.5} taken relative to the lower extremes are completely insensitive to the interelectrode distance, whether the diffusion coefficients are very different or nearly the same. This insensitivity (in the relative values) makes the ideal gap size a matter of experimental convenience. This may favour larger gap sizes which produce greater changes in the absolute values of τ_{0.5} across the calibration curve, although this must be balanced with the longer experimental timescales necessary with larger gaps.

3.3 Effect of the Chosen Collection Efficiency

In the above considerations, a collection efficiency of 0.5 was arbitrarily chosen as the point at which to construct the calibartion curves. Other points may however be used. Figure 7 shows the calibration curves obtained by taking measurements at collection efficiencies of 0.01, 0.1 and 0.5, corresponding to τ_N = τ_{0.01}, τ_{0.1} and τ_{0.5} respectively. Figure 7 (a) shows the absolute τ_N values taken at each point, and Fiure 7 (b) shows these values relative to the lower extremes where C_X = 0, τ^{CX=0}_N . In each case, D^′_A = D^′_B = 1, D^′_X = D^′_Y = 0.1 and d^′ = 0.1. The un-normalied plots show that calibration curves taken at higher collection efficiencies produce a much larger range of absolute τ values, with smaller collection efficiencies producing extremely small values of τ which may prove difficult to measure experimentally (τ_{0.01} varies between the extremes of 0.003689 and 0.03689). However, the normalised plots in Figure 7 (b) show that using a smaller collection efficieny, here 1%, can make the calibration curve sensitive to smaller (relative) concentrations of species A, the faster diffusing species (i.e. higher values of C_X). If, therefore, the difficulties in accurately measuring such small times can be overcome, using a small collection efficiency as the basis of the calibration curve may be desirable if one of the two species (the faster diffusing one) is present in trace quantities.

3.4 Theoretical Application to Simultaneous Analysis of Ascorbic Acid and Dopamine

Ascorbic acid (AA) and dopamine (Dop) are biologically important molecules, both vital to human health, and a great deal of research has been conducted to detect one in the presence of the other.^{47,56,57} To show how this method of measuring the concentration of two species simultaneously can be used, these two molecules are taken as examples. Dual band chronoamperometry is simulated, oxidising AA and Dop at the generator electrode and re-reducing them at the collector. The diffusion coefficients of AA and Dop in water have been measured as 0.53 × 10^{−5} and 0.60 × 10^{−5} cm^2 s^{−1} respectively,^{58} and the diffusion coefficients of the reduced species are assumed to be the same as for the parent species. The band electrodes are taken to be 10 μm in width, and two gap sizes are considered, 1 μm and 10 μm. The simulated calibration curves produced are shown in Figure 8. For both inter-electrode distances, the central 90% of the τ_{0.5} range covers values of c_{AA}/c_{Dop} ranges of 0.058 to 21.88 (corresponding to mole fractions of AA of 0.055 to 0.96).

4 Summary of Method

The steps involved in using this method to simultaneously determine two concentrations can be summarised as follows:

i) Construct^{59} or purchase dual microband electrodes of known dimensions. A larger interelectrode distance will result in a greater range of times to reach a given collection efficiency, although the relative sensitivity is not affected by the inter-electrode distance.

ii) If the diffusion coefficients of species A, B, X and Y are unknown, these should be measured using single and/or double potential step chronoamperometry at a single electrode (e.g. a microdisc).

iii) Construct a calibration curve of relative concentration plotted against the time taken for the collection efficiency to reach a certain value when performing potential step chronoamperometry at dual microband electrodes. This can be done computationally as outlined above, or experimentally using solutions of known relative concentrations. Choosing a smaller collection efficiency will allow for more accurate measurement of trace amounts of the faster diffusing species, but will also require smaller timescales to be accurately measured.

iv) The time taken for the collection efficiency to reach the specified value can then be measured for a solution of unknown composition, and the relative concentrations determined from the calibration curve.

It should be noted that in this work, only analytes which do not undergo follow up homogeneous kinetics are considered. The effect of homogeneous kinetics would lower the collection efficiencies, and will add some difficulties in selecting an appropriate collection efficiency target and electrode geometry (the previously advantageous larger gap size would now only further decrease collection efficiencies as follow up kinetics have longer to progress). Further, the scope of this work only includes electron transfers in the infinitely fast Nernstian limit. The effect of slower electron transfer on chronoamperometry has been studied by this group previously,^{60} and its application to this method is facile.

5 Conclusions

In this study, we have demonstrated the use of dual microband electrodes in chronoamperometric generator/collector mode to detect the concentrations of two competing electroactive species simultaneously, provided the diffusion coefficients involved are known or separately measured, and are not equal to each other. An example case of ascorbic acid and dopamine in water was used, and a theoretical range of detectable mole fractions of ascorbic acid was found to be between 0.055 and 0.96. It has been shown that the timescales involved using dual bands in this method are reasonable and easily measurable, whereas an interdigitated array, for example, would produce high collection efficiencies at much shorter and harder to measure times. A further possible example where this could be usefully applied would be for detecting the relative concentrations of two enantiomers, which could be given different diffusion coefficients by the use of a chiral solvent. After calibration, the experimental ease of this method makes it ideal for use in detecting the individual concentrations of two otherwise difficult to discriminate species in a quick and cheap manner.

Acknowledgments

EOB and SECD thank EPSRC, and GEML thanks NERC for funding. EOB also thanks St. John’s College, Oxford, for additional financial support.

References

[1] Barnes, E. O.; Lewis, G. E. M.; Dale, S. E. C.; Marken, F.; Compton, R. G. Analyst 2012, 137, 1068–1081.

[2] Frumkin, A.; Nekrasov, L.; Levich, B.; Ivanov, J. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1959, 1, 84 – 90. [3] Albery, W. J.; Bruckenstein, S. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1966, 62, 1946–1954. [4] Albery, W. J.; Bruckenstein, S. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1966, 62, 2584–2595. [5] Albery, W. J. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1966, 62, 1915–1919. [6] Albery, W. J.; Bruckenstein, S. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1966, 62, 1920–1931. [7] Albery, W. J.; Bruckenstein, S.; Napp, D. T. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1966, 62, 1932–1937. [8] Albery, W. J.; Bruckenstein, S.; Johnson, D. C. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1966, 62, 1938–1945. [9] Albery, W. J.; Bruckenstein, S. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1966, 62, 2596–2606. [10] Albery, W. J. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1967, 63, 1771–1781.

[11] Albery, W. J.; Hitchman, M. L.; Ulstrup, J. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1968, 64, 2831–2840. [12] Albery, W. J.; Hitchman, M. L.; Ulstrup, J. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1969, 65, 1101–1112. [13] Albery, W. J. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1971, 67, 153–160.

[14] Albery, W. J.; Drury, J. S.; Hitchman, M. L. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1971, 67, 161–165. [15] Albery, W. J.; Drury, J. S.; Hitchman, M. L. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1971, 67, 166–169.

[16] Albery, W. J.; Drury, J. S.; Hitchman, M. L. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1971, 67, 2162–2166. [17] Albery, W. J.; Drury, J. S.; Hutchinson, A. P. Trans. Faraday Soc. 1971, 67, 2414–2418. [18] Albery, W. J.; Drury, J. S. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1972, 68, 456 – 464. [19] Bruckenstein, S.; Tokuda, K.; Albery, W. J. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1977, 73, 823–829.

[20] Albery, W. J. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1978, 74, 1007–1019. [21] Albery, W. J.; Hillman, A. R. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1979, 75, 1623–1634. [22] Albery, W. J.; Boutelle, M. G.; Colby, P. J.; Hillman, A. R. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans.

1 1982, 78, 2757–2763.

[23] Albery, W. J.; Calvo, E. J. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1983, 79, 2583–2596. [24] Albery, W. J.; Mount, A. R. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1989, 85, 1181–1188. [25] Albery, W. J.; Mount, A. R. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1989, 85, 1189–1198. [26] Albery, W. J.; Mount, A. R. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1989, 85, 3717–3724. [27] Brett, C. M. A.; Neto, M. M. P. M. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1989, 258, 345 – 355. [28] Brett, C. M. A.; Oliveira Brett, A. M. C. F.; Compton, R. G.; Fisher, A. C.; Tyley, G. P.

Electroanalysis 1991, 3, 631–636.

[29] Compton, R. G.; Fisher, A. C.; Latham, M. H.; Brett, C. M. A.; Oliveira Brett, A. M.

C. F. J. Appl. Electrochem. 1992, 22, 1011–1016.

[30] Rajantie, H.; Strutwolf, J.; Williams, D. E. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2001, 500, 108–120. [31] Rajantie, H.; Williams, D. E. Analyst 2001, 126, 1882–1887. [32] Rajantie, H.; Williams, D. E. Analyst 2001, 126, 86–90.

[33] Amatore, C.; Sella, C.; Thouin, L. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2006, 593, 194 – 202. [34] Aoki, K.; Tokuda, K.; Matsuda, H. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1977, 79, 49 – 78. [35] Fisher, A. C.; Compton, R. G. J. Appl. Electrochem. 1991, 21, 208–212. [36] Compton, R. G.; Stearn, G. M. J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 1988, 84, 4359–4367. [37] Cooper, J. A.; Compton, R. G. Electroanalysis 1998, 10, 141–155. [38] Phillips, C. G.; Stone, H. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1997, 437, 157 – 165. [39] Baur, J. E.; Motsegood, P. N. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2004, 572, 29 – 40. [40] Cutress, I. J.; Wang, Y.; Limon-Petersen, J. G.; Dale, S. E. C.; Rassaei, L.; Marken, F.;

Compton, R. G. J. Electroanal. Chem. 2011, 655, 147 – 153.

[41] Fulian, Q.; Williams, N. A.; Fisher, A. C. Electrochem. Commun. 1999, 1, 124 – 127. [42] French, R. W.; Chan, Y.; Bulman-Page, P. C.; Marken, F. Electrophoresis 2009, 30, 3361–3365.

[43] French, R.; Marken, F. J. Solid State Electrochem. 2009, 13, 609–617. [44] Dale, S. E. C.; Vuorema, A.; Ashmore, E. M. Y.; Kasprzyk-Horden, B.; Sillanpää, M.;

Denuault, G.; Marken, F. Chem. Rec. 2012, 12, 143–148.

[45] Menshykau, D.; del Campo, F. J.; Muoz, F. X.; Compton, R. G. Sens. Actuators B 2009, 138, 362 – 367.

[46] Menshykau, D.; O’Mahony, A. M.; del Campo, F. J.; Muno z, F. X.; Compton, R. G. Anal.

Chem. 2009, 81, 9372–9382.

[47] Zhu, F.; Yan, J.; Lu, M.; Zhou, Y.; Yang, Y.; Mao, B. Electrochim. Acta 2011, 56, 8101 – 8107.

[48] Damjanovic, A.; Genshaw, M. A.; Bockris, J. O. J. Phys Chem. 1966, 70, 3761–3762. [49] Damjanovic, A.; Genshaw, A. M. A.; Bockris, J. O. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1967, 114, 1107– 1112.

[50] Damjanovic, A.; Genshaw, M. A.; Bockris, J. O. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1967, 114, 466–72. [51] Gavaghan, D. J. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1998, 456, 25–35. [52] Gavaghan, D. J. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1998, 456, 13–23. [53] Gavaghan, D. J. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1998, 456, 1–12. [54] Crank, J.; Nicolson, E. Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc. 1947, 43, 50–67.

[55] Press, W. H., Teukolsky, S. A., Vetterling, W. T., Flannery, B. P., Eds. Numerical Recipes:

The Art of Scientific Computing; Cambridge University Press, 2007.

[56] Oliveira, A. X.; Silva, S. M.; Leite, F. R. F.; Kubota, L. T.; Damos, F. S.; Luz, R. C. S.

Electroanalysis 2013, 25, 723–731.

[57] Zhang, B.; Huang, D.; Xu, X.; Alemu, G.; Zhang, Y.; Zhan, F.; Shen, Y.; Wang, M.

Electrochim. Acta 2013, 91, 261 – 266.

[58] Gerhardt, G.; Adams, R. N. Anal. Chem. 1982, 54, 2618–2620.

[59] Williams, D. E.; Ellis, K.; Colville, A.; Dennison, S. J.; Laguillo, G.; Larsen, J. J. Electroanal. Chem. 1997, 432, 159 – 169.

[60] Belding, S. R.; Rogers, E. I.; Compton, R. G. J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 113, 4202–4207.

Figures

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of (a): The potentials applied to the generator and collector electrodes during a chronoamperometric experiment and (b): The current responses and the collection efficiency.

Figure 2: Schematic diagram of a dual microband electrode system

Figure 3: Schematic diagram of the simulation space used in this study

Figure 4: Collection efficiencies for various values of C_X as a function of dimensionless time. d^′ = 0.1, D^′_B = D^′_A (= 1), D^′_Y = D^′_X = 0.1

Figure 5: τ_{0.5}, the time taken for the collection efficiency to reach 0.5, as a function of log_{10}(C_X), for various values of D^′_X. d^′ = 0.1, D^′_B = D^′_A (= 1), D^′_Y = D^′_X

Figure 6: (a): Absolute values of τ_{0.5} as a function of log_{10}(C_X) for various gap sizes, with D^′_X = 0.1. (b): as (a), but τ_{0.5} values taken relative to its value when C_X = 0 for each gap size. (c) and (d) as (a) and (b), except with D^′_X = 0.9.

Figure 7: (a): Absolute values of τ_N as a function of log_{10}(C_X) for various values of N, with d^′ = 0.1 and D^′_X = 0.1. (b): as (a), but τ_N values taken relative to its value when C_X = 0 for each value of N.

Figure 8: t_{0.5} as a function of log_{10}(^{CAA}_{CDop} ). Electrode widths, w_e = 10 μm. (a): Gap size, d = 1μm, (b): Gap size, d = 10 μm.

Tables

Parameter Description Units c_i Concentration of species i mol m^{−3} c^∗_i Bulk solution concentration of species i mol m^{−3} d Inter-electrode distance m D_i Diffusion coefficient of species i mol m^{−2} I Current A l Electrode length m N Collection efficiency Unitless t Time s t_N Time taken for collection efficiency to reach N s w_e Electrode width m x x coordinate m y y coordinate m z z coordinate m Table 1: Parameter definitions

Normalised Parameter Definition C_i^{ci}_{c∗A} d^{′ d}_{we} D^′_i^{Di}_{DA} τ^{DA}_{w2e} t τ_N^{DA}_{w2e} t_N X^x_{we} Y^y_{we} Table 2: Normalised parameter definitions