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Surface Transmon Resonance (STR): a
handheld nanogap biosensor for real-
time, label-freemolecularbindingkinetics

Check for updates

Bryan K. Chantigian & Sang-Hyun Oh

Despite the exponential growth of microelectronics driven by Moore’s law over half a century,
biosensing has remained largely dominated by optical methods such as fluorescence assays and
surface plasmon resonance (SPR). Electronic biosensors, particularly field-effect transistor (FET)-
based platforms, have historically faced challenges related to Debye screening and the lack of
compact, high-frequency instrumentation necessary for label-free, high-sensitivity measurements in
conductive solutions. Here, we present a Surface Transmon Resonance (STR) biosensor, a nanogap-
enabled electronic platform that exploits a handheld vector network analyzer (nanoVNA) for real-time,
phase-resolved detection of protein-protein interactions. Operating at radio frequencies in the
hundreds of MHz range, STR decreases Debye screening limitations and provides an SPR-like
readout with significantly reduced cost and footprint compared to benchtop optical systems. By
characterizing specific bovine serum albumin (BSA) and anti-BSA binding kinetics, we demonstrate
thatSTRbiosensors canquantitatively assessmolecular affinity and interactiondynamics, capabilities
traditionally reserved for optical gold-standard techniques like SPR. This work positions STR as a
compact, scalable, and cost-effective electronic alternative to conventional optical biosensors.

Optical biosensors, particularly surface plasmon resonance (SPR) and
fluorescence-based methods, have dominated biomolecular interaction
studies1–7. However, their reliance on bulky optics, expensive instrumenta-
tion, and the need for precise alignment presents limitations for cost-
effective, portable point-of-care (POC) diagnostics8. Electronic biosensors,
particularly field-effect transistor (FET)-based platforms, have been con-
sidered as an alternative, offering label-free sensing and scalable chip
integration9–14. Evenso, their performance ishinderedbyDebye screening in
physiological solutions and the weaker confinement of RF fields compared
to the highly localized evanescent fields in SPR, resulting in reduced surface
sensitivity15–17.

In an attempt to overcome the limitations of existing biosensing
architectures,we introduce SurfaceTransmonResonance (STR), a low-cost,
label-free electronic biosensing platform based on high-frequency trans-
mission-line resonance (Fig. 1). The STR architecture features a nanoscale
gap between coplanar transmission lines, forming a resonant tank circuit
with surface-confined electric fields highly sensitive to local permittivity
changes induced by biomolecular interactions18–22. Unlike conventional
RLC tank circuits or microelectrode-based designs23, the STR architecture
uniquely combines nanogap field enhancement, high-frequency RF
operation, and real-time, phase-sensitive readout. The architecture for STR

is inspired by transmon qubits, as these use an electronic resonance to
interact with an object under study within a gap region in the transmission
lines. This interaction affects the device’s resonance frequency. In the case of
transmon qubits, the objects under study are Josephson junctions, whereas
our architecture utilizes biomolecules as the objects under study. Operating
at hundreds of MHz, STR mitigates Debye screening effects and enables
label-free biomolecular detection in physiologically relevant solutions15,24–26.
The system integrates seamlessly with a handheld vector network analyzer
(nanoVNA), offering a compact, scalable solution for quantitative mole-
cular interaction analysis.

By quantifying bovine serum albumin (BSA) and anti-BSA binding
kinetics - a benchmark traditionallymeasuredusing gold-standard SPR-we
demonstrate that STR provides a rapid, scalable, and cost-effective elec-
tronic alternative to optical biosensors. This protein-ligand system is used to
show proof of concept of this new architecture and to provide groundwork
for more clinically relevant samples in the future. With its simplified elec-
tronic readout, compact form factor, and low-cost implementation, STR
overcomes the limitations of bulky and expensive optical systems,making it
a promising platform for real-time, label-free biomolecular analysis and
POC diagnostics. This work presents a new class of portable electronic
biosensors that combine nanofabrication, high-frequency RF circuit design,
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and label-free surface-based detection. This architecture paves the way for
scalable, real-time biomolecular diagnostics outside traditional laboratory
settings by decreasing system cost and complexity while maintaining high
sensitivity in a compact footprint Table 1.

Results
High-frequency resonance enables analysis of molecular inter-
actions not limited by the Debye length
The sensor developed in this work is designed as a resonant circuit. The
sensing portion consists of small open circuit transmission lines separated
by a nanogap. This sensing region is then connected in series to an inductor,
forming a series RLC circuit shown in Fig. 1. The resonant architecture is
particularly advantageous, as it restricts the measurement to a narrow fre-
quency range, providing clear, well-defined signal changes in response to
biomolecular interactions, similar to SPR. Unlike sensor systems such as
electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS), which analyzes a broad
frequency spectrum -offering rich and robust information but complicating
data interpretation - our STR approach leverages resonance for simplified,
high-contrast sensing27–31.

The sensor’s resonance frequency can be determined by f 0 ¼ 1
2π

ffiffiffiffi

LC
p .

Fromhere, it is obvious that changes in either the inductance or capacitance
cause the resonance frequency to shift.

The total capacitance of the sensor system is determined by parasitic
capacitance, C0, and the change in capacitance due to localized permittivity

changes, ϵrΔC, and results in C = C0 + ϵrΔC, where the values are
simply added.

Typically, conductive solutions will form an electric double layer
(EDL), causing a large increase in capacitance while simultaneously
limiting the penetration of the sensor’s electric field, affecting the
effective permittivity measured32,33. In this sensor’s design, this EDL
would form between the gold electrodes shown in Fig. 2. EDL screening
can be a significant hurdle in biological sensing, as biological samples
must be maintained in buffered ionic solutions to ensure stable pH and
physiological conditions. The advantage of this sensor’s architecture is
that the frequency of operation is in the hundreds of MHz. At this
frequency, the ions in solution have difficulty responding to the rapidly
changing field, weakening the formation of an EDL, and thus the
screening effect by the ions in solution is decreased15,24,26,34–36. Simula-
tions from Pittino et al.24, determine the frequencies at which the
capacitance introduced from the EDL is decreased. When this capaci-
tance values is lowered, it indicates that the EDL is not as prevalent. This
frequency value was found to scale roughly linearly with the salt con-
centration of the solution. For example, they state that the EDL capa-
citance cutoff frequencies for 5 mM and 500 mM NaCl concentrations
are around 15MHz and 1.5 GHz, respectively. Extrapolating from these
values, for the buffer used in this study, 0.1x PBS which has a NaCl
concentration of around 13.7 mM, the expected EDL capacitance cutoff
frequency would be approximately 40 MHz.

Fig. 1 | Sensing system of the VNA connected to the
nanogap sensor (bottom left), a magnified image of
the nanogap sensor (top left), microscope image of
sensing region at 5x magnification (top middle), an
SEM image of the nanogap region (top right), and
the circuit schematic (bottom right) of the system
including a generic VNA circuit diagram and the
nanogap sensor (DUT).

75 nm

0.5 mm

Table 1 | Comparison of typical sensor architectures

SPR (gold standard) STR (this work) ISFET EIS

Debye Screening Limited Optical sensor, not affected No (High-frequency operation, >100 MHz) Yes Somewhat (0 Hz– 1 MHz)

Real-Time Kinetics Yes Yes (phase-resolved) Limited (drift-sensitive, poor S/N) Limited (slow freq sweep)

Portability No Yes Yes Yes

Cost $100,00–$500,000 $300 $500–$2,000 $5000–$25,000
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Nanogap-enabled surface sensitivity in high-frequency
biosensing
The sensor uses the change in the nanogap’s capacitance in order to
determine the presence of proteins. Since the size of the gap region is on the
same order of magnitude as many common proteins, these biomolecules
take up a considerable volume within the gap, thus changing the sensor’s
resonance frequency37. An illustration of this can be seen in Fig. 2.

It has been highlighted that this sensor primarilymeasures permittivity
but it is also able to measure a solution’s conductance. Measurements of
capacitance - reflecting the relative permittivity - allow for the binding and
unbinding of various biomolecules to be observed, whereas conductance
measurements allow ion concentrations to be determined. An analytical
equation for determining this is given in the Supplementary Material.
Typically, during the tests highlighted in this paper, the solutions used were
of similar conductivity in order to more accurately determine protein
binding kinetics. When conductivity changes were observed, they were
typically calibrated out as they occurred almost instantaneously, and the
solutions’ ion concentrations were already known.

Phase-resolved detection for robust biomolecular sensing
The sensors had an S11 Q-factor between 50 and 100 when they were
immersed in deionized water, as shown in Fig. 3. However, when using
biological buffers, the S11 Q-factor can become degraded due to the

increased conductance of the solution, causing a mismatch between the
VNA’s impedance and the load impedance. This canmake it more difficult
to determine properties correlated with permittivity, but phase-based
measurements were found to help elucidate the resonance frequency shift.
The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the S11 phase-based measurements was
found to be higher than the SNRof the S11magnitude-based resonance shift
measurements. Since these phase-based measurements are more robust,
they are primarily utilized in thiswork to verify anddetermine biomolecular
binding kinetics.

In addition to picking the peak magnitude and phase zero-cross-
ing, calculating the centroid of the resonance dip will also allow for
enhanced determination of the resonance frequency. From the test
conducted, the accuracy of the centroidingmethod appears to be on par
with the phase zero-crossing methodology. Phase-based calculations
were utilized as they were less computationally intensive and do not
require as much data. This allows for phased-based calculations to
collect a narrower band of frequencies, which then allows for the VNA’s
scan speed or resolution to be increased. For the computation of the
resonance frequency, a simple first-order linear model is fitted to the
phase returned around zero, and the equation is then used to determine
a more precise zero crossing point. This allows for higher precision in
determining the resonance frequency, compared to choosing a data
point near zero.
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Fig. 2 | STR sensing process at the nanoscale. The light blue arrow indicates the
flow of the solution.A shows the sensing region before any binding occurs; Overlaid
COMSOL simulation (at 150MHz) shows electric field confinement in the nanogap
region. B Injection of bovine serum albumin (BSA), which adsorbs to gold surfaces
inside the nanogap.C Introduction of anti-BSA antibodies, which selectively bind to

surface-adsorbed BSA. D Buffer is reintroduced to wash out unbound antibodies,
allowing dissociation dynamics to be monitored. E Accumulation of molecules
inside the nanogap perturbs local permittivity, shifting the resonant frequency.
F Real-time tracking of resonance frequency shift captures kinetic binding curves
over the measurement period.
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Fig. 3 | STR sensor's S11 magnitude and phase angle. The Q factor of S11’s
magnitude (A) is decreased for higher conductance samples since the real part of the
impedance is increased. Theminimummagnitude is shifted to a lower frequency due
to the increase in conductance. The slope of S11's angle (B) is decreased when the
conductance of the sample increases, increasing the real part of the impedance. The

location where the S11 angle passes zero is shifted since the conductance increases.
The sudden jump from −180° to 180° for the deionized water is due to the phase
being wrapped. The phase passes through ±180° since the real impedance is less than
the characteristic impedance of the VNA.
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Demonstration of biomolecular kinetic binding measurements
In order to test the nanogap sensor, a procedure, shown in Fig. 2, was
created. To get a baseline reading, a buffer solution without any biomole-
cules was injected into the biosensor’s microfluidic channel. After, bovine
serum albumin (BSA)was injected so that the BSAmolecules would bind to
the sensor. Once the surface was saturated with BSA, the channel was
flushed with the buffer, and BSA antibodies were then injected so that
binding may be seen. When equilibrium was achieved, the buffer was then
injected into the channel in order to detect unbinding.

The shifts in resonance frequency, due to local permittivity change
from proteins, can be seen in Fig. 4. These curves were used to observe
protein binding kinetics and calculate association and dissociation rate
constants. The resonance frequency of a nanogap sample was measured at
the same time as a sensor that had a 10 μmgap, as this would verify that the
changes in frequency were indeed due to surface interactions and not to
properties of the bulk. Surface interactions are not measurable in the
microgap sensor primarily because the total effective volume of the proteins
in the gap is negligible compared to the total volume of the 10 μm gap,
whereas the nanogap’s volume is on the order of the effective volume of the
proteins so surface sensitivity is enhanced. In the case of the BSA binding,
the layer formed by the BSA on the electrodes is approximately 1–4 nm38,39.
This would take up around 3–20% of the nanogap’s volume, whereas it
would take up only around 0.02−0.08% of the microgap’s volume. When
there is only the buffer and no biomolecules present, the response of the
sensor stays reasonably flat. Once the BSA solution is injected into
themicrofluidic channel, the response of the 10 μm sensor jumps, while the
nanogap sensor rises over time due to the BSA binding to the surface of
the nanogap. After the BSA blocking step and flushing the channel with
buffer solution, BSA antibodies were injected into the channel. Both sensors

have similar responses when the BSA solution was injected; the microgap’s
resonance jumps up again due to the overall permittivity change, while the
nanogap’s resonance rises more slowly due to the binding of the antibodies
to the BSA adsorbed to the surface.

The process of BSA blocking and injecting BSA antibodies was repe-
ated on different sensors at different concentrations. This allowed for
determination of the binding kinetic parameters of the tested BSA antibody
using the equations listed below40:

R ¼ Reqð1� e�ðkacþkd Þðt�t0ÞÞ; ð1Þ

R ¼ R0e
�kd ðt�t0Þ þ Rt!1; ð2Þ

KD ¼ kd
ka

; ð3Þ

whereR is the response of the sensor,Req is the response at equilibrium, ka is
the association constant with units M−1s−1, c is the concentration of the
antibody inM, kd is the dissociation constantwith units of s

−1, t is the time in
seconds, and t0 is the time offset when binding begins. In equation (2)R0 is
the amplitude of decay, and Rt→∞ is the offset response due to any non-
specific binding between the antibody and the sensor. Finally, in equation
(3), KD is the equilibrium dissociation constant. Binding and unbinding
curves of various different anti-BSA concentrations are shown in panel A of
Fig. 4. These curves were used to determine the equilibrium dissociation
constants for the specific antibody being used. The equilibrium dissociation
constants for the 0.02%, 0.01%, and 0.005% concentrations were 143 nM,
135 nM, and 145 nM, respectively. The equilibrium dissociation constant

Fig. 4 | Binding curves and calibration curves captured from STR sensor. These
curves were captured with the sensor operating with a resonance frequency of
around 150 MHz. Resonance shift over time of A Anti-BSA with concentrations of
0.02%, 0.01%, and 0.005% binding to the 75 nm gap sensor, B Anti-BSA binding

measured by nanoVNA, andCbindingmeasured at 75 nmgap sensor and 10 μmgap
sensor. D Calibration curve for the STR sensor showing the relative resonance shift
over antibody concentration. The resonance frequency for each of these plots was
determined using the measured S11 phase.
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determined from our SPR system was around 130 nM, showing good
agreement between the STR and SPR systems. For further information, the
SPR curve and analysis of SPR binding kinetics are discussed in the
Supplementary Material of this paper.

Mass transport limitations (MTL) can cause errors in determining
kinetic binding parameters. Instances in which biomolecules are not able to
quickly move away from the sensing surface, MTL, can cause the biomo-
lecular concentration near the surface to decrease in the association phase
and increase in the dissociation phase. This causes the kinetics to appear
slower than they actually are41. To further ensure the protein kinetics
measured by the STR sensor are not limited by mass transport, the Dam-
kohler number can be used. TheDamkholer number compares the reaction
rate to the mass transport rate, which, in this case, is driven by the bio-
molecular binding and thefluidflow.When this number ismuch less than1,
the reaction is said to be reaction rate-limited and not mass transport-
limited. In this case, the number is determined from the association rate,kon,
the maximum concentration of biomolecules tested, C0, the fluid velocity at
the height of the sensor, v, and the width of the electrodes,w. This gives the
equation,Da ¼ konC0w

v . Assuming laminar flowwithin the channel, the flow
velocity at theheight of the sensor is calculated tobe approximately 80 μm

s at a
pump rate of 5 μL

min. The association coefficient was determined from SPR to
be approximately 3773M−1s−1, and themaximum concentration tested was
1.33μM.With all of these values, in addition to a total sensor electrodewidth
of 60 μm, the Damkohler number is calculated to be approximately 0.004.
This value, in conjunction with the agreement of equilibrium dissociation
constants between STR and SPR, strongly indicates that the protein binding
kinetics are not mass transport-limited.

Discussion
The BSA/anti-BSA demonstration validates STR as a general-purpose
biosensing architecture capable of quantifying specific molecular
interactions in real time. Its SPR-like kinetic curves and phase-resolved
signal clarity position it as a viable alternative for applications such as
drug screening, biomarker quantification, and field-ready diagnostics.
Crucially, this performance is achieved with a palm-sized device, dra-
matically reducing cost and complexity compared to conventional
benchtop SPR systems. The nanoVNA, initially released in 2019, allows
for a significant decrease in price, as typical VNAs can cost thousands of
US dollars, and allows for the miniaturization of the system since it is a
handheld VNA42–44. Although the nanoVNA provides a significant
advantage in making the system affordable and portable, it is certainly
possible to measure these binding events with other VNAs, as the key to
observing this is the nanogap sensor itself. The operation of the nanogap
sensor was verified using a compact, USB VNA from Keysight (Model #
P9372A). Resulting curves are shown in panels A and C of Fig. 4. The
nanoVNAwas tested as well and showed a similar binding curve, panel B
of Fig. 4, and the measurement resulted in an equilibrium dissociation
constant close to other values measured at 158 nM.

This sensor system’s linear sensitivity can be determined from the
expression for the resonance frequency and total capacitance. When plug-
ging those equations into each other and then taking it’s Taylor expansion,
the first-order term ends up as

df
dϵb

¼ � ΔCL

4πðLðC0 þ ϵbΔCÞÞ
3
2

: ð4Þ

By using the values from testing, an inductance of 1 μH, aΔC of around 5 fF,
a C0 of 0.75 pF, and a relative bulk permittivity of 80, the sensitivity is
approximately df

dϵ ¼ �0:32MHz
RPU where RPU is the relative permittivity unit.

The values for C0 and ΔC were determined by measuring the resonance
frequency shift in deionizedwater, isopropyl alcohol (IPA), and in air using
the equation for anLC tank circuit, f 0 ¼ 1

2π
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

LðC0þϵrΔCÞ
p . This approximation

was verified by measuring the resonance frequency in water and IPA (a
permittivity difference of around 60 RPU) and was found to determine the

resonance frequency towithin 5%of themeasured value.Using the full RLC
equation determined the resonance frequency even more precisely, as
expected.

The limit of detection (LOD) of this device, defined here as 3σn where
σn is the standard deviation of the resonance peak over time, was calculated
to be 6.4 kHz, or 0.02RPU. This calculationwas based on the observation of
the resonance shift over time of the sensor while immersed in the buffer
solution. Drift was then corrected for, and the standard deviation of the
resonance frequency position was calculated. This gives the baseline noise
from the sensing system, allowing us to find aminimum SNR of 3 times the
noise standard deviation.

From the calibration curve shown in Fig. 4, the LOD is extrapolated to
be around 7 nM for the tested antibody. This is calculated using the mea-
sured 3σn of 6.4 kHz, and the calculated sensor sensitivity, 0.927 MHz

μM .
Noise is the limiting factor in the LOD of electronic sensing systems

and is typically driven by electrical interference or thermal effects. The
majority of the noise in this system was observed to be from the VNA. It is
possible that the sensor may also act as an antenna, picking up unwanted
signals and generating thermal noise, but thiswillmostly bemitigated by the
scanning technique used by VNAs. The thermal noise generated by the
sensor is also not anticipated to be significant since the sensor’s resistance is
low at resonance and the bandwidth of the VNA is quite narrow when
measuring S-parameters. In addition, it is possible to increase the input
power when measuring the S-parameters, allowing for a higher SNR. This
may appear as a simplefix, although itmust be considered that the voltage at
the nanogapunder resonance conditions can bemany times higher than the
input voltage, potentially causing the nanogap to become shorted and the
sensor to be destroyed.

In addition to noise, signal drift can cause errors in measurement.
Although this is generally easier to correct for in post-processing, it can still
present significant issues in kinetic measurements. This is particularly an
issue in FET-based sensors, as the threshold voltage is quite sensitive to
temperature. The advantage of the STR architecture here is that, again, the
sensing mechanism is passive. For example, there is no threshold drift that
needs to be accounted for, like in FET-based sensors. The primary concern
in regards to drift at the sensor interface would be from thermal gradients
slightly changing the permittivity of the solution under investigation. As for
theVNA, this can be a concern as they are complicated devices. Particularly,
the calibration of the VNA should be done same day of the test being
performed since aging the components can cause drift in the results. The
device should also have sufficient time to warm up, as measurements may
change over time due to the electronics approaching thermal equilibrium.

Since the BSA/anti-BSA system serves as a good model for proof-of-
concept biomolecular kinetic measurements, many of these tests have been
performed using optical methods. Various nanoplasmonic researcher
groups have shown a typical LOD between 2.6 nM and 26 nM for IgG BSA
antibodies7,45,46. For example, Pang et al. created a two-dimensional nano-
hole array to serve as a sensor by passing the biofluid over the nanohole
array. This sensor was tested using a BSA/anti-BSA system and revealed an
LOD of 26 nM7. Additionally, Chung et al. investigated sensing multiple
analytes using a single SPR chip by injecting different labels for the proteins
under study. From the two methods they tested, the anti-BSA LODs were
21.3 nM and 2.6 nM46. The prototype STR architecture demonstrated here
achieves an LOD of approximately 7 nM, a value certainly comparable to
those reported from said research groups.

Although LOD is certainly an important metric, sensitivity must
also be taken into account. To reasonably compare the sensitivities of
STR and SPR, a normalized sensitivity to anti-BSA is reported in terms
of μM−1. The system reported by Pang et al. is used here as they had a
very similar solution under test, and by extrapolating their values, the
sensitivity to anti-BSA was determined to be around 3.68 nm

μM
7. In order

to compare directly with the STR architecture, the sensitivity needs to
be normalized by the center wavelength of 1530 nm, giving approxi-
mately 0.0024 μM−1. Values extracted from plots in the study published
by Chung et al. showed anti-BSA sensitivities to be around 7.5 milli�

μM and
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Fig. 5 | Wafer-scale fabrication process for developing nanoscale gaps for STR
sensors and other various applications with ALD defining nanogap size. A The
substrate has been coated with Ti and Au, where Ti acts as an adhesion layer.
B PMMA and photoresist have been deposited on top of the metal, and the pho-
toresist was exposed with the desired pattern. The sample is exposed to oxygen
plasma to etch away the PMMA and photoresist.C The exposed metal is ion milled.
DAtomic layer deposition is used to define the gapwidth and, in this case, alumina is

deposited. After ALD, Ti and Au are deposited, and liftoff is performed. It was found
during fabrication that most of the alumina within the gap was removed after liftoff,
resulting in a functional sensor. E The resulting structure can be exposed to an
etchant to remove the alumina in the gap region if desired. F The resulting structure
and nanogap is formed.G Resulting SEM of 200 μm sensor region.H SEM image of
nanogap region. IMeasurement of S11 Magnitude of 50 nm gap sensor immersed in
air, IPA, and water.
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42 milli�
μM

46. Normalizing these values by the center SPR angle of around
69.8∘leads to normalized sensitivities of around 0.001 μM−1 and 0.006
μM−1. For the STR architecture, with a sensitivity of around 0.927 MHz

μM
and a center frequency of around 150 MHz, the normalized sensitivity
is calculated to be approximately 0.006 μM−1, again showing quite
similar performance to these systems. This sensitivity metric, in
addition to the LOD, shows that STR’s performance is on par with
previous nanoplasmonic biosensors shown in research. Importantly,
the presented STR prototype was engineered for portability and real-
time phase detection, rather than maximizing sensitivity and LOD.
With further optimization, such as increasing input power, improving
the Q-factor, narrowing the nanogap, and extending transmission line
lengths, we anticipate further gains in performance. This lower LOD -
in addition to the low-cost electronics, no moving optics, and a truly
portable form factor - positions STR as a competitive alternative for
traditional gold standard SPR systems. Furthermore, as miniaturized
RF electronics continue to advance, we envision future STR systems
achieving further sensitivity gains through on-chip integration,
improved Q-factors, and enhanced surface functionalization—
potentially bringing SPR-class performance to every lab bench, clinic,
and diagnostic kit.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated an STR biosensor that enables
real-time, label-free molecular binding kinetics in a compact, palm-sized
electronic platform. By leveraging nanogap-confined electric fields and
operating at radio frequencies, STR circumvents Debye screening, a typical
obstacle for common electronic sensingmethods. This architecture delivers
quantitative kinetic measurements in physiologically relevant media - a
capability traditionally reserved for optical gold standards such as SPR and
fluorescence-based sensing.

Our results with BSA/anti-BSA specific interactions establish the via-
bility of phase-resolved, frequency-based sensing as a robust, high-fidelity
alternative to bulky optical systems. As Moore’s law continues to shrink
electronics and enhance performance, STR offers a scalable path toward
low-cost, portable, and integrable biosensors suitable for point-of-care
diagnostics and lab-on-a-chip integration.

We envision future STR systems embedded in RF-ICs, enabling smart
diagnostic wearables and field-deployable biosensing platforms. This work
defines a new class of high-frequency, surface-specific electronic biosensor
architecture, bringing SPR-like analytical power into the domain of
microelectronics.

Methods
Sensor fabrication
The biosensorwas fabricatedon amicroscope slide using photolithography,
metal deposition, and focused ion beam (FIB). The substrate, a microscope
slide,was baked at 150 °C for 3minutes.After,AZ1512photoresistwas spun
on at 3000 rpm for 30 seconds. The resist was then exposed using a pho-
tolithography contact aligner. The sample was developed in AZ340:H2O
(1:5) for 30 seconds before being washed. After, the sample was put into a
reactive ion etching system where it was exposed to oxygen plasma with a
flow rate of 99 sccm, a pressure of 100 mT, and a power of 100 W. The
samplewasput into plasma to improve the sidewall profile for cleaner liftoff.
This sample was then put into a sputtering system where 10 nm of Ti and
175 nm of Au were deposited. Post-metal deposition, the photoresist was
lifted off using acetone.

To fabricate the nanogap, FIBmilling was used. The gaps created were
approximately 75 nm in width.

Although the sensors highlighted in this work were fabricated using
FIB, which is not practical for large-scale manufacturing, there are
methods, such as atomic layer deposition (ALD) lithography, that allow
for devices of this type to be fabricated on large-scales47–50. ALD litho-
graphy utilizes the atomic resolution of ALD to create the minimum
feature size, in this case, the gap region. In conjunction with techniques
for fabricating optical structures presented in refs. 47–50, we developed a
process to fabricate nanoscale gaps sufficient for sensing while being

robust enough to support integration with electronics. The fabrication
process, resulting SEM images, and S11 magnitude are shown in Fig. 5
and are able to be made at the wafer-scale, allowing for high-throughput
and quick fabrication. Developing this wafer-scale fabrication process
enables STR to integrate with RF-IC technologies and would further
compact the sensing system. Future RF-IC technology integration may
include a more optimized design to enhance sensor interfacing with the
VNA. This would decrease device variability and increase device dur-
ability. This wafer-scale fabrication process is discussed in this paper’s
Supplementary Material.

Sensor assembly
After nanogap fabrication, PDMS microfluidic channels were fabricated
and bonded to the sensors. Bonding required the samples, along with their
respectivemicrofluidic channels, to be placed in an oxygen plasma chamber
with oxygen flowing at 30 sccm, andRF power of 150W for 1minute. After,
the PDMS channels were firmly pressed down on top of the sensors, being
careful that the channelwas over the sensor’s electrodes, andplaced on a hot
plate set at 75 °C for at least 2 hours.

The final step included soldering on an inductor and SMA connector.
These were soldered directly to the gold pads using solder containing 97%
indium and 3% silver. Using an indium-based solder prevents the gold from
dissociating from the substrate too quickly, as more common tin-based
solder quickly strips gold from the substrate51. Indium and gold still form an
alloy, but this is a slower process.

Data collection
The device used for conducting measurements was a nanoVNA V2 Plus4.
This devicewas chosen, as it is affordable, handheld, andprovides small step
sizes at quick measurement rates. Resonance shifts were determined from
the measured S11 magnitude and phase after calibration. The open source
software NanoVNA-QT was used to conduct measurements and save
S-parameter data, and a MATLAB script was created to read and process
the data.

To test whether protein binding kinetics could be measured, bovine
serum albumin (BSA) was dissolved in a 0.1x phosphate-buffered saline
(PBS) solution at a concentration of 1g

100mL to form a 1% solution. This was
injected into the microfluidic channel to form a BSA monolayer over the
sensor’s surface. After the BSA blocking step was completed, a solution
containing Anti-BSA IgG antibody (purchased from Thermo Fisher Sci-
entific Product # A11133) was diluted to one-tenth of its original con-
centration with deionized water to achieve a PBS concentration of 0.1x. For
further dilution steps, the 0.1x PBS solution created in the lab was utilized.
After dilution, the solution was then injected, and the response was
observed. This whole process is shown in Fig. 2, and the resulting resonance
shift over time is shown in Fig. 4.

This process was repeated for multiple antibody concentrations to
determine association and dissociation constants and was verified
using SPR.

In order to determine the sensitivity of each sensor, IPA was injected
into the sensor, and the resonance shift was recorded. This was done in
addition to injecting deionizedwater. The permittivity of these substances is
readily known, so the shift in the resonance frequency allowed forC0 andΔC
to be calculated. This step allowed for a more accurate concentration of
antibodies to be determined and to verify the underlying principles of the
sensor’s operation, but is not necessary for sensing applications that are not
quantitative.

Data availability
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Code availability
The underlying code for this study is available at: https://github.com/
bry1275/STR_data_analysis. An example dataset is provided.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s44328-026-00080-3 Article

npj Biosensing |            (2026) 3:15 8

https://github.com/bry1275/STR_data_analysis
https://github.com/bry1275/STR_data_analysis
www.nature.com/npjbiosensing


Received: 11 September 2025; Accepted: 9 January 2026;

References
1. Altug, H., Oh, S.-H., Maier, S. A. & Homola, J. Advances and

applications of nanophotonic biosensors.Nat. Nanotechnol. 17, 5–16
(2022).

2. Brolo, A. G. Plasmonics for future biosensors. Nat. Photonics 6,
709–713 (2012).

3. Zijlstra, P., Paulo, P. M. R. & Orrit, M. Optical detection of single non-
absorbing molecules using the surface plasmon resonance of a gold
nanorod. Nat. Nanotechnol. 7, 379–382 (2012).

4. Špačková, B., Wrobel, P., Bocková, M. & Homola, J. Optical
biosensors based on plasmonic nanostructures: a review. Proc IEEE
104, 2380−2408 (2016).

5. Mayer, K. M. & Hafner, J. H. Localized surface plasmon resonance
sensors. Chem. Rev 111, 3828–3857 (2011).

6. Brolo, A. G., Gordon, R., Leathem, B. & Kavanagh, K. L. Surface
plasmon sensor based on the enhanced light transmission through
arrays of nanoholes in gold films. Langmuir 20, 4813–4815 (2004).

7. Pang, L., Hwang, G. M., Slutsky, B. & Fainman, Y. Spectral sensitivity
of two-dimensional nanohole array surface plasmon polariton
resonance sensor. Appl. Phys. Lett. 91, 123112 (2007).

8. Jin, C. et al. Plasmonic nanosensors for point-of-care biomarker
detection. Mater. Today Bio 14, 100263 (2022).

9. Nakata, S. et al. Awearable pH sensor with high sensitivity based on a
flexible charge-coupled device. Nat. Electron. 1, 596–603 (2018).

10. Nguyen, T. T.-H. et al. Field effect transistor based wearable
biosensors for healthcare monitoring. J. Nanobiotechnol. 21, 411
(2023).

11. Dai, Y.,Hu,H.,Wang,M., Xu, J. &Wang,S.Stretchable transistorsand
functional circuits for human-integrated electronics. Nat. Electron. 4,
17–29 (2021).

12. Sokolov, A. N., Roberts, M. E. & Bao, Z. Fabrication of low-cost
electronic biosensors.Mater. Today 12, 12–20 (2009).

13. Prabowo, B. A., Cabral, P. D., Freitas, P. & Fernandes, E. The
challenges of developing biosensors for clinical assessment: A
review. Chemosensors 9, 299 (2021).

14. Amen, M. T., Pham, T. T. T., Cheah, E., Tran, D. P. & Thierry, B. Metal-
oxide FET biosensor for point-of-care testing: Overview and
perspective.Molecules 27, 7952 (2022).

15. Thriveni, G. & Ghosh, K. Advancement and challenges of biosensing
using field effect transistors. Biosensors 12, 647 (2022).

16. Poghossian, A. & Schöning, M. J. Capacitive field-effect EIS chemical
sensors and biosensors: A status report. Sensors 20, 5639 (2020).

17. Zheng, Z., Zhang, H., Zhai, T. & Xia, F. Overcome Debye length
limitations for biomolecule sensing based on field effective
transistors†. Chin. J. Chem. 39, 999–1008 (2021).

18. Mannoor, M. S., James, T., Ivanov, D. V., Beadling, L. & Braunlin, W.
Nanogap dielectric spectroscopy for aptamer-based protein
detection. Biophys. J. 98, 724–732 (2010).

19. Yi, M., Jeong, K.-H. & Lee, L. P. Theoretical and experimental study
towards a nanogap dielectric biosensor. Biosens. Bioelectron. 20,
1320–1326 (2005).

20. Kesler, V., Murmann, B. & Soh, H. T. Going beyond the Debye length:
Overcoming charge screening limitations in next-generation
bioelectronic sensors. ACS Nano 14, 16194–16201 (2020).

21. Chen, X. et al. Electrical nanogap devices for biosensing.Mater.
Today 13, 28–41 (2010).

22. Park, H.-R., Chen, X., Nguyen,N.-C., Peraire, J. &Oh, S.-H.Nanogap-
enhanced terahertz sensingof 1 nm thick (lambda/106) dielectricfilms.
ACS Photonics 2, 417–424 (2015).

23. Wood, D. K., Oh, S.-H., Lee, S.-H., Soh, H. T. & Cleland, A. N. High-
bandwidth radio frequency coulter counter. Appl. Phys. Lett. 87,
184106 (2005).

24. Pittino, F., Selmi, L. & Widdershoven, F. Numerical and analytical
models to investigate the AC high-frequency response of
nanoelectrode/SAM/electrolyte capacitive sensing elements. Solid-
State Electron. 88, 82–88 (2013).

25. Pittino, F., Scarbolo, P., Widdershoven, F. & Selmi, L. Derivation and
numerical verification of a compact analytical model for the AC
admittance response of nanoelectrodes, suitable for the analysis and
optimization of impedance biosensors. IEEE Trans. Nanotechnol. 14,
709–716 (2015).

26. Laborde, C. et al. Real-time imaging of microparticles and living cells
with CMOS nanocapacitor arrays. Nat. Nanotechnol. 10, 791–795
(2015).

27. Dorledo De Faria, R. A., Dias Heneine, L. G., Matencio, T. &
Messaddeq, Y. Faradaic and non-faradaic electrochemical
impedance spectroscopy as transduction techniques for sensing
applications. Int. J. Biosens. Bioelectron. 5, https://medcraveonline.
com/IJBSBE/faradaic-and-non-faradaic-electrochemical-
impedance-spectroscopy-as-transduction-techniques-for-sensing-
applications.html (2019).

28. Magar, H. S., Hassan, R. Y. A. & Mulchandani, A. Electrochemical
impedance spectroscopy (EIS): Principles, construction, and
biosensing applications. Sensors 21, 6578 (2021).

29. Lazanas, A. C. & Prodromidis, M. I. Electrochemical impedance
spectroscopy-a tutorial. ACS Meas. Sci. Au 3, 162–193 (2023).

30. Nováková, K., Papež, V., Sadil, J. & Knap, V. Review of
electrochemical impedance spectroscopy methods for lithium-ion
battery diagnostics and their limitations.Monatshefte Chem. - Chem.
Month. 155, 227–232 (2024).

31. Choi, W., Shin, H.-C., Kim, J. M., Choi, J.-Y. & Yoon, W.-S. Modeling
and applications of electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS)
for lithium-ionbatteries.J. Electrochem.Sci. Technol.11, 1–13 (2020).

32. Schmickler, W. Electronic effects in the electric double layer. Chem.
Rev. 96, 3177–3200 (1996).

33. Butt, H.-J., Graf, K. & Kappl, M. Physics and Chemistry of Interfaces.
Wiley-VCH, (2023).

34. Widdershoven, F. et al. CMOS biosensor platform. In 2010
International Electron Devices Meeting, 36.1.1–36.1.4 http://
ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5703484/ (IEEE, 2010).

35. Hu, K., Kennedy, E. & Rosenstein, J. K. High frequency dielectric
spectroscopy array with code division multiplexing for biological
imaging. In 2019 IEEE Biomedical Circuits and Systems Conference
(BioCAS), 1–4 https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8919173/ (IEEE,
2019).

36. Lemay, S. G. et al. High-frequency nanocapacitor arrays: Concept,
recent developments, and outlook. Acc. Chem. Res. 49, 2355–2362
(2016).

37. Erickson, H. P. Size and shape of protein molecules at the nanometer
level determined by sedimentation, gel filtration, and electron
microscopy. Biol. Proced. Online 11, 32–51 (2009).

38. Yu, J., Chen, Y., Xiong, L., Zhang, X. & Zheng, Y. Conductance
changes in bovine serum albumin caused by drug-binding triggered
structural transitions.Materials 12, 1022 (2019).

39. Sarkar, S. & Kundu, S. Protein (BSA) adsorption on hydrophilic and
hydrophobic surfaces.Materials Today: Proceedings, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.matpr.2023.04.200 (2023).

40. Hoare, S. R. J. Analyzing kinetic binding data. In Assay Guidance
Manual [Internet], 41–80 (Eli Lilly & Company and the National Center
for Advancing Translational Sciences, 2021).

41. Schuck, P.&Zhao,H. The roleofmass transport limitationandsurface
heterogeneity in the biophysical characterization of macromolecular
binding processes by SPR biosensing. In Mol, N. J. & Fischer, M. J. E.
(eds.) Surface Plasmon Resonance, vol. 627, 15–54 http://link.
springer.com/10.1007/978-1-60761-670-2_2 (Humana Press, 2010).

42. Elmiladi, L. K., Hora, K. Y., Aaen, P. H. & Elsherbeni, A. Z. Wireless
monitoring of S-parameters measurement using a nano-VNA for

https://doi.org/10.1038/s44328-026-00080-3 Article

npj Biosensing |            (2026) 3:15 9

https://medcraveonline.com/IJBSBE/faradaic-and-non-faradaic-electrochemical-impedance-spectroscopy-as-transduction-techniques-for-sensing-applications.html
https://medcraveonline.com/IJBSBE/faradaic-and-non-faradaic-electrochemical-impedance-spectroscopy-as-transduction-techniques-for-sensing-applications.html
https://medcraveonline.com/IJBSBE/faradaic-and-non-faradaic-electrochemical-impedance-spectroscopy-as-transduction-techniques-for-sensing-applications.html
https://medcraveonline.com/IJBSBE/faradaic-and-non-faradaic-electrochemical-impedance-spectroscopy-as-transduction-techniques-for-sensing-applications.html
https://medcraveonline.com/IJBSBE/faradaic-and-non-faradaic-electrochemical-impedance-spectroscopy-as-transduction-techniques-for-sensing-applications.html
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5703484/
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5703484/
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5703484/
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8919173/
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8919173/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.04.200
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.04.200
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.04.200
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-1-60761-670-2_2
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-1-60761-670-2_2
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-1-60761-670-2_2
www.nature.com/npjbiosensing


biomedical applications. 2024 International Applied Computational
Electromagnetics Society Symposium (ACES), Orlando, FL, USA, pp.
1−2 (2024).

43. Jumaa, L., Mezaal, Y. & AlHilali, A. An experimental study by
employing nano VNA in microwave devices. Int. J. Nonlinear Anal.
Appl.13 https://doi.org/10.22075/ijnaa.2022.6191 (2022).

44. Kovačević, A., Basta, N. &Savić, S. Low-cost portable sensing system
for organic tissue detection and differentiation. In 2023 IEEE MTT-S
International Microwave Biomedical Conference (IMBioC), 184–186
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/10305089/ (IEEE, 2023).

45. Fujiwara, K., Watarai, H., Itoh, H., Nakahama, E. & Ogawa, N.
Measurement of antibody binding to protein immobilized on gold
nanoparticles by localized surface plasmon spectroscopy. Anal.
Bioanal. Chem. 386, 639–644 (2006).

46. Chung, J., Bernhardt, R. & Pyun, J. Sequential analysis of multiple
analytes using a surface plasmon resonance (SPR) biosensor. J.
Immunol. Methods 311, 178–188 (2006).

47. Yoo, D. et al. High-throughput fabrication of resonant metamaterials
with ultrasmall coaxial apertures via atomic layer lithography. Nano
Lett. 16, 2040–2046 (2016).

48. Yoo, D. et al. Ultrastrong plasmon-phonon coupling via epsilon-near-
zero nanocavities. Nat. Photonics 15, 125–130 (2021).

49. Chen, X. et al. Atomic layer lithography of wafer-scale nanogap arrays
for extreme confinement of electromagnetic waves.Nat. Commun. 4,
2361 (2013).

50. Ertsgaard, C. T., Kim, M., Choi, J. & Oh, S.-H. Wireless
dielectrophoresis trapping and remote impedance sensing via
resonant wireless power transfer. Nat. Commun. 14, 103 (2023).

51. Wang, C., Chen, Y. & Lee, C. Directly deposited fluxless lead-indium-
gold composite solder. IEEE Trans. Compon., Hybrids Manuf.
Technol. 16, 789–793 (1993).

Acknowledgements
This research was supported by the U.S. National Science Foundation
(Grant no. ECCS 2240245). S.-H.O. further acknowledges support from the
Sanford P. Bordeau chair.

Author contributions
S.-H.O. and B.K.C. conceived and designed the study. B.K.C. designed,
fabricated, and tested the sensors. S.-H.O. and B.K.C. wrote the
manuscript. B.K.C. visualized the data and designs. S.-H.O. and B.K.C.

discussed the results. All authors reviewed the manuscript. All authors
approved the manuscript.

Competing interests
Authors B.K.C. and S.-H.O. are inventors on a patent application pertaining
to the STR technology described in this manuscript. Author S.-H.O. serves
asEditor-in-Chiefof this journal andhadnorole in thepeer reviewordecision
to publish this manuscript.

Additional information
Supplementary information The online version contains
supplementary material available at
https://doi.org/10.1038/s44328-026-00080-3.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to
Sang-Hyun Oh.

Reprints and permissions information is available at
http://www.nature.com/reprints

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0 International License,
which permits any non-commercial use, sharing, distribution and
reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate
credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons licence, and indicate if you modified the licensed material. You
do not have permission under this licence to share adapted material
derived from this article or parts of it. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons
licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to thematerial. If material
is not included in thearticle’sCreativeCommons licenceandyour intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use,
you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To
view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-
nc-nd/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2026

https://doi.org/10.1038/s44328-026-00080-3 Article

npj Biosensing |            (2026) 3:15 10

https://doi.org/10.22075/ijnaa.2022.6191
https://doi.org/10.22075/ijnaa.2022.6191
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/10305089/
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/10305089/
https://doi.org/10.1038/s44328-026-00080-3
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
www.nature.com/npjbiosensing

	Surface Transmon Resonance (STR): a handheld nanogap biosensor for real-time, label-free molecular binding kinetics
	Results
	High-frequency resonance enables analysis of molecular interactions not limited by the Debye length
	Nanogap-enabled surface sensitivity in high-frequency biosensing
	Phase-resolved detection for robust biomolecular sensing
	Demonstration of biomolecular kinetic binding measurements

	Discussion
	Methods
	Sensor fabrication
	Sensor assembly
	Data collection

	Data availability
	Code availability
	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Additional information




