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Abstract

Electrical conductivity of DNA has been a controversial topic since it was first proposed in 1962.
Disparities in the experimental results can often be explained by differences of the ambient or
experimental conditions.
We report the dielectrophoretic trapping and electrical characterization of two rod-like DNA
origami structures with different modifications. These were 12helix bundles, with either thiol-ends
or polyA single-stranded overhangs, and 30-helix bundles, with thiol-ends and either with or
without a PEG-PLL coating.
The observed impedance spectra showed ohmic resistances ranging from 500 kΩ to 3.4 MΩ for
the 30-helix bundle structures with a PEG-PLL coating. DNA origami structures without the
coating were always nonconductive. Depending on the structure, destruction of the gold
nanoelectrodes occurred frequently during the trapping of DNA origami nanostructures. This
indicates high currents, resulting from the trapped conductive nanostructures.
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Introduction

Since the first proposed theory on DNA conductivity in 1962 [1], the question of whether or not
DNA can be a conductor has been extensively investigated. As a mechanism for long-distance
charge transport in DNA, a combination of π-orbital-overlapping and thermal hopping has been
widely accepted [2]. Results of experimental studies still vary widely, ranging from insulating [3,
4, 5] to still conductive behavior [6, 7, 8, 9]. This, however, can often be explained by varying
experimental conditions. The DNA to electrode interface and stability of the DNA helical structure
are two major factors which need to be considered. Our goal is the fabrication of simple DNA
circuitry for later application as radiation detector material [10]. The samples should have uniform
impedance characteristics to allow comparable measurements. Dielectrophoretic trapping was
chosen as preparation method. Repeatable, successful capture of single DNA molecules via
dielectrophoresis (DEP) was reported by Kuzyk et al. [11]. Dielectrophoretic trapping would also
allow the production of samples in adequate quantity.
The aforementioned problem of experimental conditions will be further examined in this paper.
Thiol groups have been used successfully for binding DNA to gold electrodes with subsequent
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measurable conductivity [12, 13, 14]. This might, however, still not be the optimal way as thiols
are conventionally attached to the DNA backbone. Liu et al. [15] showed that thiolated nucleosides
allow for even higher charge transport rates. These are, however, expensive to produce. A simpler
way which has been tested is the employment of consecutive single-stranded adenine chains
(polyA chains). These have been shown to adsorb onto gold surfaces with high affinity [16, 17,
18]. The polyA groups link the electrodes to the nucleoside’s π-orbital and therefore potentially
enable high charge transport rates.
DNA origami structures were chosen as sample material. We used a 12helix-bundle (12HB) in
a honeycomb lattice (HCL) arrangement and a 30-helix bundle (30HB) in a square lattice (SQL)
arrangement. Both have simple, rodlike shapes with 12 and 30 parallel DNA strands, respectively.
Illustrations, as well as atomic force microscopy (AFM) and transmission electron microscopy
(TEM) images of the DNA origami structures, are shown in figure 1. The three-dimensional
structure of these DNA molecules offers two advantages. First, due to the tight packing of parallel
strands, inner strands will be less influenced by ambient conditions such as low humidity and salt
concentration. Second, it is expected that only the strands in direct contact with the surface should
experience structural deformation.
Further, the 30HB was equipped with a protective polyethylene glycol (PEG)poly-L-lysine
(PLL) coating. PLL coatings have been shown to preserve the origami structure in low salt
concentrations and provides protection against nuclease degradation [19]. A similar protective
effect of the layer might be expected from the effects of low solvation levels and DNA-surface
interaction.
A previously observed phenomenon for dielectrophoretic trapping is the destruction of the
nanometer-sized electrodes [14]. This hints towards conductive DNA structures: high electric

Figure 1: Illustrations of the 12HB and 30HB (a and b, respectively), as well as AFM (c and d)
and TEM images (e and f) of DNA origami structures immobilized on surfaces.
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Parameter

12HB PolyA

12HB Thiol

30HB Thiol

30HB Thiol
PEG-PLL
1

1
1
1
UDEP [Vrms]
12.5
12.5
12.5
12.5
fDEP [MHz]
5
5
1
1
cDNA [nM]
DEP duration [min]
5
5
3
3
Trapping fraction [% (#)]
54 (41)
43 (32)
44 (35)
17 (8)
Destruction fraction [% (#)]
0 (0)
11 (8)
13 (10)
54 (26)
Table 1: Trapping parameters as well as trapping and destruction fractions for the capture via DEP
of various DNA origami structures. The total number of experiments with successfully trapping,
or where electrode destruction occurred, is listed in the brackets after the respective fraction. The
DNA origami structure concentration cDNA was calculated assuming that no losses occurred during
buffer exchange.
currents can be identified as the cause of this destruction. When DNA origami structures were
captured without electrode destruction, poor conductivity was observed [14]. This, however, is still
in agreement with a theory of conducting DNA molecules. Most likely, these intact samples had
compromised structures or were poorly contacted. Only low-conducting samples can yield
nondestructive capture, since samples with higher conductivity would simply be destroyed.
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Results and Discussion

Trapping via DEP was observed for all investigated DNA origami sample material. The proportion
of successful trials is called the trapping fraction and is listed in table 1. As expected, destruction
of the electrodes occurred. The proportion of trials where this was the case is called the destruction
fraction and is also listed in table 1.
The fractions varied depending on the DNA origami functionalization. The two thiolated,
noncoated DNA origami samples had almost identical trapping and destruction fractions. Trapping
with the polyA functionalized sample material did not yield any destroyed electrodes. The PEGPLL-coated 30HBs, on the other hand, yielded the highest fraction of destroyed electrodes. Here,
intact electrodes with captured origamis were obtained on average only for every sixth trial.
AFM images of DNA origami structures captured between two gold electrodes are shown in
figure 2. The cross-sectional height profile along the blue arrows indicate capture of one DNA
origami structure in figure 2a and of two parallel DNA origami structures in figure 2b. Figure 2c
shows the remainders of a pair of electrodes that were eroded during trapping via DEP. In all cases
shown, however, no electrical conductivity was observed. The impedance spectra were identical
to that of an empty nanoelectrode chip (see figure 4).
Assuming that destroyed electrodes are a result of high conductivity in well contacted origami
structures, we interpret these results as follows: PolyA chains did not provide suitable contacts for
charge transport. A reason might be that the nucleotides closest to the DNA origami structure did
not bind to the gold.
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Figure 2: AFM images of captured DNA origami structures and destroyed fingertip electrodes.
The underlying substrate in all images was silicon dioxide. Pictures a and b show successfully
captured 12HB and 30HB, respectively, between two gold electrodes on a SiO2 surface. The graphs
in c and d show the height profiles along the blue arrow markers in a and b, respectively. e shows
a pair of electrodes which were eroded during trapping via DEP. The scale bars (black rectangles)
are 200 nm long in a and b and 1 m in c.
These would therefore be an obstacle for charge carriers. The thiol groups did provide ample
contacts for charge transport. During trapping, the DNA origami structures are fully submerged in
water. Therefore, it should not matter whether the DNA origami structure has an SQL or HCL
arrangement. This explains the identical trapping fractions of the 12HB and uncoated 30HB
samples. Still, the higher destruction fraction of the PEG-PLL-coated 30HB indicates that the
uncoated samples might suffer from low salt denaturation. The interaction with the substrate
surface might also be an influencing factor.
To avoid electrode destruction, a series resistor of 39 kΩ was used. Voltage losses were
compensated to provide a 1 V peak-to-peak voltage at the electrode gap. In addition, “arrowhead”
shaped electrodes were used. Due to their tapered shape, these electrodes have a higher cross-

Figure 3: Arrowhead electrodes after trapping attempts via DEP with a 39 kΩ series resistor and
coated 30HB structures. The underlying substrate in all images was silicon dioxide. Picture a
shows a successful trapping and b a destroyed electrode. The scale bars (black rectangles) are 200
nm long in a and 2 m in b. The graphs in c and d show the height profiles across the blue arrow
markers.
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Figure 4: Impedance spectra of captured coated 30HB samples and an empty electrode chip.
Displayed are the phase (a) and impedance (b) values for various chips with captured PEG-PLLcoated 30HB structures and an empty nanoelectrode chip (black dots) between 1 Hz and 10 kHz..
sectional area and therefore a higher ampacity than the fingertip electrodes. Sample preparation
via DEP was performed with the 30HB and coated 30HB samples. Again, successful trapping, as
well as destroyed electrodes, were observed, as seen in figure 3.
While all samples produced by trapping uncoated 30HB showed no signs of ohmic conductivity,
measurable resistance values were registered in the case of PEG-PLL-coated DNA origami
structures. Impedance spectra of some of these latter samples are shown in figure 4. The spectra
show ohmic conductivity with resistance values as low as 500 kΩ, but typically in the MΩ range.
The ohmic sample material forms a parallel circuit with the capacitive electrode chip. In such a
circuit, the capacitive properties begin to take over for higher frequencies. This trend can already
be seen to start at around 100 Hz, for the lowest conducting sample 4 with 150 MΩ resistance.
Some conducting samples were tested for their dielectric strength. Increases in ohmic resistance
were indeed observed above voltages of 100 mV (see figure 5). Higher voltages resulted in even
higher increases in resistance. These were irreversible and most likely produced by partial
destruction of the sample.

Figure 5: Dependence of the impedance values for a PEG-PLL-coated 30HB structure, captured
between electrodes, on the applied voltage. The uncertainty bars represent the 95% confidence
interval.
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Conclusions

The trapping of thiolated DNA origami structures led to similar results as were reported by Shen
et al. in 2015[14]. The thiolated, but uncoated DNA origami structures were electrically insulating
in a dry environment. Shen et al. reported resistance values of several tens of 10 GΩ for uncoated,
thiolized 30HB in a water-saturated environment. We observed no signs of electrical conductivity
for these samples. Our conductivity measurements were, however, conducted in dry air. This
observation further corroborates the claim that a sufficient humidity level is essential for DNA
charge transport properties. In dry conditions, the helical B-DNA structure is less stable. This
results in less regular pi-stacking and therefore decreasing charge transport rates.
Trapping of PEG-PLL-coated DNA origami structures resulted in different impedance spectra.
We observed ohmic behavior in the MΩ range, four orders of magnitude lower than the uncoated
structures reported by Shen et al. Apart from the fact that the electrodes were designed for higher
ampacity, the key difference most likely arises due to the PEG-PLL coating of the 30HBs. One
possible explanation would be that the current can flow through the PEG-PLL layer. L-lysine layers
have been shown to be electrically insulating[20] and the same was expected for the PLL layer.
PEG layers, on the other hand, can support an electric current[21, 22]. However, the conductivity
values are several orders of magnitude too low, to explain the measured low resistance values.
A second possible explanation could be that the current can flow through the 30HBs. While all
DNA origami structures may support high electrical currents in a suitable aqueous environment,
dry conditions can alter that. Due to the PEG-PLL coating, the DNA origami structures are more
robust under these dry conditions. In this context, a dense, multilayered structure, like the 30HB,
is also expected to be advantageous. The stable DNA strands would support high charge transport
rates. DNA origami structures can be prepared with PLL coating lacking the PEG layer[19]. While
such a coating provides less protection of the DNA structure, the occurrence of ohmic
conductivities in such structures would be evidence for the DNA based conductivity. Additionally,
future experiments with coated 12HB structures could give further insight into the dominant charge
transport mechanism.
Destroyed nanoelectrodes were still observed, even when using a current-limiting resistor. This
further indicates towards the presence of highly conducting structures. A lower current limitation
was not possible with the current setup, because a higher current limiting resistor would lead to
higher voltage losses, which could no longer be compensated. In future experiments, it is planned
to employ sapphire substrates. Electrode chips with this substrate material would form much
weaker capacitors and therefore a highly increased range of resistor values can be employed. With
this setup, it should be possible to trap even highly conducting structures via DEP without
destroying the nanoelectrodes.
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5.1

Materials and Methods
DNA Samples

Experiments were carried out with two different DNA origami structures: a 12helix bundle and a
30-helix bundle. Illustrations, AFM and TEM images of the structures, are shown in figure 1. A
list of all samples can be found in table 1.
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The short ends of all structures have functionalized groups for attachment to the gold electrodes.
These linkage groups are either thiol or polyA functionalization. The thiolate sample have multiple
oligonucleotides which are functionalized with up to two thiols. The thiols are connected via a C6
linker to the backbone of the DNA.
The sample material with polyA linkage groups possesses overhanging adenine chains. Each
side of these DNA origami structures possessed twelve chains variing in length from six to 14
consecutive adenine bases. Additionally, the 30HBs were equipped with a PEG-PLL coating.
The 12HBs were produced at LMU Munich in the Tinnefeld lab [23]. The 12HBs were initially
suspended in a storage buffer containing 40 mM Tris-base, 20 mM actic acid, 1 mM EDTA, and
20 mM MgCl2.
The 30HBs were purchased from Tilibit nanosystems. The DNA origami structures were
initially suspended in a storage buffer containing 5 mM Trisbase, 1 mM EDTA, 5 mM NaCl, and
20 mM MgCl2.

5.2

AFM Imaging

AFM images were taken with a Bruker Dimension Icon in peak-force tapping mode. All
measurements were done in dry air. Mica samples were prepared by first cleaving the mica using
adhesive tape. The origami solutions were mixed with a 200 mM MgCl2 buffer in a 1:1 ratio. A 10
l droplet was then suspended on the mica surface. After 5 min incubation time, the droplet was
blown off in a nitrogen stream. The surface was then rinsed with ultrapure water and dried in a
nitrogen stream.

5.3

Nanoelectrodes

In order to measure the electrical properties of molecules, they need to be connected to special
electrodes. These bridge the microscopic molecules to our macroscopic measurement devices.
Electrodes were fabricated by electron beam lithography, physical vapor deposition, and reactive
ion etching [24].
Silicon wafers are used as a substrate material. These are (100) p-type, boron-doped wafers,
with a resistivity of 1–10 Ωcm and a total thickness of 381 m. The electrodes comprise a 20 nm
gold layer, on top of a 5 nm platinum layer. Gold is used due to its poor chemical reactivity, while
the platinum acts mostly as an adhesive layer. For insulation, a 600 nm silicon oxide layer is
thermally grown on the silicon substrate. The fabrication was carried out at PhysikalischTechnische Bundesanstalt in Germany by the Weimann group.
The electrodes were designed in “fingertip” and “arrowhead” like shapes. Due to the
randomness of the trapping process, special electrodes with multiple electrode pairs were used.
These provide five electrode pairs in an electrically parallel arrangement. All electrode pairs were
produced with either 120 nm or 80 nm gaps. The former were used for experiments with the 12HBs
and the latter for experiments with the 30HBs. The impedance spectra and equivalent circuit of a
nanoelectrode chip is shown figure 6.
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5.4

Dielectrophoretic Trapping

The trapping is based on the AC dielectrophoretic effect. Successful capture via DEP of DNA
molecules requires the buffer solution to be sufficiently nonconductive. This is due to
electrothermal fluid flow [25] acting against the DEP forces [26]. Therefore, the DNA origami
structures were transferred from their storage buffer into a trapping buffer solution. The buffer
exchange was performed via spin filtering using Amicon Ultra centrifugal filters with a molecular
weight cut-off of 100 kDa. 40 l origami solution and 460 l ultrapure water were pipetted into the
filter cartridge. The cartridge was first spun with 14,000 G1 for 3 min. Afterwards, the cartridge
was refilled with ultrapure water and spun with 14,000 G for 3 min, refilled and spun again with
14,000 G for 5 min. The DNA origami solution was recovered by placing the filter upside down
in a microcentrifuge tube and spun with 2,000 G for 5 min to extract the DNA origami structures
from the filter. The final trapping buffer had a conductivity of 1.7 MΩcm.
The nanoelectrode chips were cleaned in an oxygen plasma prior to the trapping procedure. This
removes light organic impurities from the surface. The electrodes were connected to the
instrumentation via mechanical pressing with copper spring contacts. Trapping without a series
resistor was carried out with a sinusoidal AC voltage UDEP applied to the electrodes. This voltage
had a root-mean-squared (rms) value of 1 V [14] and a frequency fDEP of 12.5 MHz. The usage of
a series resistor higher than 100 Ω requires higher applied voltages, because the capacitive
characteristics of the chip cause a voltage loss over the series resistor. This can be compensated by
applying correspondingly higher voltages. A 39 kΩ resistor was used with an applied rms voltage
of 14.14 V and 12.5 MHz. The rms voltage at the electrode gap would therefore reach around 0.7
V. A 1 l droplet of DNA origami structures suspended in the trapping buffer was then applied on
the nanoelectrodes. To prevent the droplet from drying during the DEP procedure, the sample stage
was placed in a water-saturated environment. After a trapping time of 5 min, the voltage was shut
off. The electrodes were short-circuited against each other. This prevents high-voltage stress due
to electrostatic discharge while handling the sample stage. The sample was then dried in a nitrogen
stream.

5.5

Impedance Spectroscopy

The measurement setup is designed for characterization of DNA via electrical impedance
spectroscopy. DNA samples typically have high electrical impedance values. At the same time,
the application of high voltages has to be avoided. This could lead to the destruction of the
susceptible electrodes, or manipulation of the DNA itself [27]. These requirements can be met by
using a lock-in amplifier. The AC voltage applied to the sample acts as the reference signal. The
lock-in amplifier measures the current value at the same frequency.
For the measurements, a Zurich Instruments MFLI lock-in amplifier [28] was used. This device
incorporates a lock-in amplifier as well as a signal generator. The reference signal for the lock-in
amplifier is therefore internally provided. During the recording of an impedance spectrum, ten
current measurements are performed per frequency value. A Gaussian fit is used to calculate the
mean value and standard deviation for the current at the respective frequency. To avoid damaging

1

1 G = 9.81 m2
s
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Figure 6: Impedance spectrum of an empty nanogap chip. Phase and absolute impedance data
between 10 Hz and 500 kHz are shown in a and b, respectively. Measured data are shown as blue
dots. A SPICE simulated equivalent circuit is shown in c. The results of the simulation are
represented by the magenta dotted line.
the DNA molecules, the applied voltage was limited to 1 mV. This voltage was applied to the
sample and the lock-in amplifier in series. The sample was mounted in a sample holder inside a
metal housing. It was contacted via copper spring contacts. The impedance spectrum of the sample
holder resembled that of a 3.5 fF capacitor. An unused, clean nanoelectrode chip has an impedance
spectrum as shown in figure 6a and b. Such a spectrum can be reproduced using an equivalent
circuit as shown in figure 6c. The simulated impedance spectrum was obtained using the SPICE
software LTSpice from Linear Technology. Simulations were performed for a set of parameter
values and the resistance and capacitance values given in figure 6c were those giving the best fit
with the measured spectrum.
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Graphical Abstract

Mulitlayered DNA origami structures are speculated to preserve the regular helical structure of the
DNA allowing for effective charge transport. We report the dielectrophoretic trapping of
multilayered DNA origami structures between gold nanoelectrodes. Ohmic conductivity was
measured in structures with PEGPLL coating whereas uncoated structures were electrically
insulating.
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