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Uchiyama et al. (J. Electrochem. Soc., 154, F31 (2007)) report that a glassy carbon (GC) electrode
modified with surface amino groups via the electrochemical oxidation of ammonium carbamate can
react with catechol in a 1,4-Michael addition through the surface amino groups. This was deduced
from XPS data and the observation of a new reversible couple at less positive potentials than the
catechol redox couple, which was attributed to a quinone-imine-like adduct. In this paper we
demonstrate that identical voltammetry is observed at an unmodified GC electrode that has been
oxidatively pre-treated in an identical fashion to that reported by Uchiyama et al. but in the absence of
ammonium carbamate and any other sources of nitrogen. XPS characterisation of a graphite electrode
before and after electrolysis in ammonium carbamate solution suggests that the nitrogen species on the
carbon surface may not be in the form of amino groups, but may due to adsorbed ammonium ions or
the formation of amides. This indicates that it is not the surface amino groups that are reacting with
catechol, and alternative explanations are discussed.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Graphitic carbon electrodes have found widespread use in a range of electrochemical
applications, in part due to their relative chemical inertness in a range of common electrolytes and
wide potential window, typically +1 to -1 V in aqueous solutions[1-3]. But it is the relative ease in
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which carbon surfaces can be chemically modified to tailor the properties of the electrode which is
currently attracting a great deal of interest amongst electrochemists[4-8]. Several reviews have covered
the topic of chemically modified carbon and carbon nanotube electrode substrates: see for example
references 6 and 8 and references contained therein.
One method of chemically modifying the surface of a glassy carbon (GC) electrode was
recently reported by Uchiyama et al.[9] who claimed that amino groups could be grafted onto the
electrode surface with a high coverage simply by repeatedly cycling the electrode potential beyond 0.9
V vs. Ag/AgCl in a 0.1 M solution of ammonium carbamate (NH2CO2-NH4+). The presence of surface
amino groups was supposedly confirmed by carrying out cyclic voltammetry in the presence of
catechol, the oxidised o-quinone derivative of which is reported in their earlier work to react with
primary and secondary amines such as aniline and dialkylamines[10, 11], and is widely known to
undergo 1,4-Michael additions with a variety of amine species[12-15]. Two quasi-reversible redox
processes were observed which Uchiyama et al. attributed to physisorbed catechol at ca. 0.1 V vs.
Ag/AgCl and the purported adduct of surface amino groups with the catechol at ca. -0.05 V (scheme
1), which we will refer to as system I and II respectively[9].

Scheme 1. The mechanism proposed by Uchiyama et al. to explain the observed voltammetry
corresponding to system I and system II, adapted from reference 1.
Diligently Uchiyama et al. performed several control experiments such as electrolyzing in
ammonium carbonate solution and used X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) to further confirm
that the presence of nitrogen-containing groups on the electrode surface was only due to electrolysis of
the ammonium carbamate. The XPS results presented provide compelling evidence that nitrogen atoms
are incorporated onto the GC surface using this procedure[9].
The work by Uchiyama et al. prompted us to extend their derivatisation technique to modify
other forms of graphitic carbon including graphite and carbon nanotubes (CNTs) as part of a separate
research project to that reported herein. To test for the presence of surface bound amino groups we too
utilised the reported method whereby the “modified” graphite or CNT electrodes were cycled in a
solution of 1mM catechol and then the electrode was washed and immersed into a pH 7 buffer solution
and subsequently cyclic voltammetry was used to look for systems I and II. However, we also
performed a control experiment in which the graphite or CNT electrode was first subjected to repeated
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cycling up to potentials beyond 0.9 V (0.9-1.4 V see below) in phosphate buffer in the absence of any
carbamate or other nitrogen containing species and then the test with catechol was performed as
described in reference 9. The results of these simple control experiments are not the subject of this
report. However what we can say is that, disturbingly, in these control experiments systems I and II
were always observed even though the graphitic surface could not have been modified with any amino
or other nitrogen containing species, in contrast to the results reported by Uchiyama et al[9].
This result led us to repeat the experiments of Uchiyama et al., this time using a GC electrode
as used in their original work, but in addition we performed the control experiments where electrolysis
of the GC electrode was performed in the absence of carbamate. It is the results of these experiments
that are reported here, in addition to some comparative experiments on the surface of a graphite
electrode. Our results suggest that an alternative mechanism to that proposed by Uchiyama et al. must
be responsible for the observed voltammetry, and that the nitrogen-containing species incorporated
onto the electrode surface by oxidation of ammonium carbamate may not necessarily be reactive
amino groups.
2. EXPERIMENTAL PART
2.1. Reagents and Equipment
All reagents were purchased from Aldrich (Gillingham, UK) with the exception of potassium
chloride (Reidel de Haën, Seelze, Germany), and were of the highest grade available and used without
further purification. Aqueous solutions of 0.1 M ammonium carbamate (pH 8.9) were freshly prepared
in de-ionised water (minimum resistivity 18.2 M cm at 25°C) immediately prior to performing any
voltammetry. A buffer solution of pH 7 was prepared using 0.25 M KH2PO4 + 0.25 M Na2HPO4.
These solutions contained in addition 0.1 M KCl as supporting electrolyte.
Electrochemical measurements were carried out using a Autolab computer controlled
potentiostat (Ecochemie, Utrecht, Netherlands) in a cell of volume 10 cm3 using a three-electrode
configuration. Either a glassy carbon electrode (GC; 3mm diameter, BAS, Indiana, USA) or a basalplane pyrolytic graphite electrode (bppg; 5 mm diameter, Le Carbone, Sussex, UK) acted as the
working electrode with a bright platinum wire coil acting as the counter electrode. A saturated calomel
reference electrode (SCE, Radiometer, Copenhagen, Denmark) completed the cell assembly. The GC
electrode was successively polished using diamond lapping sprays (Kemet) of decreasing particle size
from 3 micron to 1/10 micron. The electrode was sonicated and finally rinsed in ethanol between
polishing. All solutions were thoroughly degassed with pure N2 for 15 minutes prior to performing any
voltammetric measurements. Unless stated otherwise all cyclic voltammetry was performed at a scan
rate of 100 mVs-1 step potential 2 mV.
X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) was performed on a VG Clam 4 MCD analyzer
system at the OCMS Begbroke Science Park, University of Oxford, UK, using X-ray radiation from
the Mg K band (h = 1253 eV). All XPS experiments were recorded using an analyzer energy of 100
eV for survey scans and 20 eV for detailed scans over the N1s region with a take-off angle of 90°. The
base pressure in the analysis chamber was maintained at not more than 2.0 × 10–9 mbar. The bppg
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electrode was mounted on a metal stub using double sided adhesive tape and then placed in the ultrahigh vacuum analysis chamber of the spectrometer. Analysis of the resulting spectra was performed
using Origin 6.0. Assignment of spectral peaks was determined using the UKSAF[16] and NIST[17]
databases.
3. RESULTS
3.1. Cyclic voltammetry of catechol
Cyclic voltammetry of a 1 mM solution of catechol in pH 7 buffer was recorded at a clean GC
electrode which had not been pre-treated in anyway. As shown in figure 1a a quasi-reversible system
can be observed at ca. 0.2 V vs. SCE corresponding to the two-electron, two-proton catechol / obenzoquinone redox couple labelled system I[18-25]. The electron transfer kinetics are sluggish, with

Figure 1. Twenty overlaid cyclic voltammograms of a GC electrode (no pre-treatment in a) 1 mM
catechol solution in pH 7 buffer and b) in pH 7 buffer (no catechol) after cycling in catechol solution
and then rinsing in water.
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a large peak-to-peak separation of ca. 400 mV similar to the behaviour reported by Nabi et al[25].
Interestingly, Nabi et al. also reported the presence of a more reversible redox couple that developed
after scanning anodically up to +0.85 V which they attributed to the adsorbed catechol species, and
was always present regardless of the solution pH[25]. In our experiments no such signal corresponding
to system II which might be attributed to this “adsorbed oxidised species” as Nabi et al. described it or
as an “adduct” as Uchiyama et al. describe it was observed but it must be noted that we were not
scanning to such positive potentials as Nabi (see below). After 20 scans had been recorded the GC
electrode was removed from the catechol solution and rinsed in water. Next the electrode was placed
into a fresh pH 7 buffer solution containing no catechol and a further twenty scans were recorded. As
shown in figure 1b only a small poorly resolved quasi-reversible couple could be observed
corresponding to residual physisorbed catechol (system I) on the electrode surface.

Figure 2. Twenty overlaid cyclic voltammograms of a GC electrode (after oxidative pre-treatment by
cycling up to +1.4 V in pH 7 buffer) in a) 1 mM catechol solution in pH 7 buffer; Inset: an exploded
view of the system II and b) in pH 7 buffer (no catechol) after cycling in catechol solution and then
rinsing in water.
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The electrode was then cleaned and polished before undergoing an oxidative pre-treatment
whereby the GC electrode was cycled ten times between -0.2 V and +1.4 V in the pH 7 phosphate
buffer. The experiments described above were then repeated in pH 7 buffer both with and then without
the presence of 1 mM catechol as shown in figure 2a and b. From figure 2a it is apparent that oxidative
pre-treatment has activated the electrode surface towards the catechol / o-benzoquinone couple. The
voltammetry still exhibits a quasi-reversible wave centred at ca. 0.2 V vs. SCE but the electron transfer
kinetics are now faster which is manifested by the reduction in peak-to-peak separation (ca. 180 mV).
McCreery et al. have investigated the effects of various electrode pre-treatments on the voltammetry of
catechol derivatives at a glassy carbon electrode and determined that these can have significant effects
on the observed electrode kinetics[26], as indeed can physisorption of catechols which can “selfcatalyse” the heterogeneous electron transfer to solution phase catechol[24].
What is more interesting is that on repetitive cycling in catechol solution with a pre-oxidised
GC electrode a small pre-wave can be observed when the potential is scanned oxidatively at ca. 0.05 V
vs. SCE. The process may be reversible (see below) as reported by Nabi et al.[25] but the
corresponding reduction peak is obscured by the reduction wave of system I. It is also apparent from
the inset in figure 2a that this wave grows with successive cycling between -0.2 and 0.5 V. Again the
electrode was rinsed in water and placed in a fresh pH 7 buffer solution not containing any catechol.
Figure 2b shows the corresponding voltammetry. Two redox systems can now be observed; system I at
0.15 V corresponding to physisorbed catechol and a new system, labelled system II at 0 V vs. SCE.
This is exactly identical voltammetry to that reported by Uchiyama et al.[9] with identical peak
potentials (after correction for the difference between the SCE and Ag/AgCl reference electrodes) and
identical peak currents. On repetitive cycles the peak current of system I was found to slowly decrease
whilst that of system II slightly increased apparently as the physisorbed catechol is converted into the
adduct via reaction of surface groups with the oxidised form of catechol[9].
Next the effect of varying the oxidative pre-treatment potential was investigated. Uchiyama et
al. reported that the introduction of amino groups occurred when ammonium carbamate was oxidised
above 0.9 V[9]. Therefore the above experiments were repeated but with a different oxidative pretreatment involving cycling the electrode in pH 7 buffer (without catechol) ten times from -0.2 V up to
either 0.9, 1.1, or 1.4 V vs. SCE. When the oxidative potential was cycled up to 0.9 V vs. SCE system
I and II were both observed in phosphate buffer after the electrode was previously cycled in catechol
(see above) but system II was less well defined. Above 1.1 V however system II was very well
defined. This slight difference in potential before the onset of electrode oxidation probably reflects the
change in pH between cycling in pH 8.9 ammonium carbamate and pH 7 phosphate buffer solution.
Note that certain kinds of glassy carbon substrates have nitrogen atoms incorporated during the
manufacturing process, which may possibly act as the active site. Although no evidence from either the
voltammetric or spectroscopic experimental results suggests that the glassy carbon material used to
make our electrodes contains any nitrogen surface groups we carried out one further experiment to
verify this. The experiments described above were repeated using a basal-plane pyrolytic graphite
electrode (bppg) as the working electrode which is constructed form very high purity synthetic
graphite and which does not contain any surface nitrogen impurities. Identical voltammetry was
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observed to that described above, thus precluding nitrogen incorporated into the GC electrode during
manufacture as a possible explanation for observed voltammetry (figure 3a and b).

Figure 3. Twenty overlaid cyclic voltammograms of a graphite electrode (after oxidative pre-treatment
by cycling up to +1.4 V in pH 7 buffer) in a) 1 mM catechol solution in pH 7 buffer; b) in pH 7 buffer
(no catechol) after cycling in catechol solution and then rinsing in water.
3.2. XPS characterisation of a carbon surface after electrolysis in ammonium carbamate solution
As the voltammetric behaviour of the GC and bppg electrodes is identical in all cases the
surface modification is likely identical. Therefore, for convenience, a bppg electrode that had been
designed for use in the XPS spectrometer in previous studies was examined using XPS before and after
performing the electrolysis of 0.1 M ammonium carbamate. One wide scan was performed on the
blank bppg electrode from 0-1100 eV. Only two principle spectral peaks could be observed at 286 eV
and 533 eV for the bppg prior to modification, corresponding to emission from the C1s and O1s levels,
with corresponding Auger emissions at higher energies. No peaks could be observed above the
background noise in the N1s region around 400 eV. After electrolysis in 0.1 M ammonium carbamate, a
small peak could also be observed at ca. 400 eV, corresponding to surface nitrogen atoms, in
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agreement with the spectra reported by Uchiyama et al[9]. Next, ten cumulative scans were performed
over the N1s region of the modified bppg electrode a shown in figure 4. A single spectral peak is
observed at 402.1 eV. Comparison with spectral assignments in both the UKSAF[16] and NIST[17]
databases reveal that emission from aromatic or aliphatic amino groups are usually located between
398-400 eV, with emission from amido nitrogen atoms being found over a similar range of binding
energies at 400-402 eV. Interestingly, the spectral assignment using the NIST database strongly
matches that of nitrogen in the form of the ammonium ion. Considering the fact that such high
concentrations of ammonium carbamate are used, this assignment may tentatively identify the nature
of the nitrogen species on the surface.

Figure 4. The baseline corrected XPS spectrum of a bppg electrode after electrolysis in 0.1 M
ammonium carbamate solution, recorded over the N1s region (grey line = raw data, black line = the
result of fitting a Lorentzian curve to the data).
4. DISCUSSION
As mentioned in the introduction, the XPS data presented by Uchiyama shows, convincingly,
that significant incorporation of nitrogen atoms into the electrode surface occurs when the GC
electrode is cycled in ammonium carbamate solution[9]. However, after pre-treating either GC or bppg
electrodes in the absence of any carbamate groups or other sources of nitrogen, we can still reproduce
the peak current and potential of a supposed adduct of surface amino groups and o-benzoquinone. This
suggests that the nitrogen-containing surface groups introduced by Uchiyama are not amino groups, or
that if they are, they are not reacting with catechol via a 1,4-Michael addition as claimed. Closer
inspection of the XPS data provided by Uchiyama et al. reveals that in addition to incorporating
nitrogen atoms onto the electrode surface, the atom percentage (relative to the intensity of the C1s
spectral line) of oxygen-containing species also increases significantly. This is well known behaviour
for graphitic electrodes such as GC pre-treated with either an electrochemical or chemical oxidation
step[27-29]. Oxidative pre-treatment and subsequent introduction of oxygen-containing surface groups
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can, in certain cases, given rise to enhanced electron transfer kinetics, which may explain the improved
reversibility observed in figure 2a[30]. We note that McCreery et al. claim that the degree of surface
oxidation does not have a significant effect on either the degree of adsorption or the electrode kinetics
of catechol derivatives[26]. However, in their work the degree of surface oxidation was limited to
between 2-12 atom percent whilst using Uchiyama’s method oxidation of the GC surface accounts for
between 12-19 atom percent of the surface. In light of our results it would appear that the adduct
between the reactive surface groups on the GC electrode and catechol oxidation products can not be
attributed to the presence of surface amino groups and the voltammetric evidence of Uchiyama et al.
can not be interpreted as confirming the presence of such groups. This leaves two questions
unanswered: i) what is the species giving rise to the voltammetry observed as system II and what is the
mechanism of its formation? ii) what is the nature of the nitrogen-containing functional groups
incorporated onto the GC electrode surface in when the electrode is oxidised in the presence of
ammonium carbamate?
The first question can be answered by the work of Davis et al[31]. o-benzoquinone and its
derivatives are known to be much more reactive than the 1,4-analogues[32-34] and can undergo a
variety of addition reactions and polymerisation reactions[35]. Davis et al. have studied the
electropolymerisation of a variety of o-benzoquinone derivatives formed by the electrooxidation of the
corresponding catechol species on carbon electrodes[31]. Under similar conditions to those used herein
and in Uchiyama’s work they observed almost identical voltammetric features which were attributed to
the formation of polymeric films of electropolymerised o-benzoquinone adsorbed on the carbon
electrode surface[31]. Similar behaviour has also been reported in the literature for the electrooxidation
of other catechols and related species[36-39]. Based on these reports, and the results of our own
experiments, it is likely that system II corresponds to surface bound polymeric forms of obenzoquinone which have either reacted with the parent molecule in solution and/or with o-quinonelike groups on the surface of the GC electrode introduced during the oxidative pre-treatment.
In the absence of any other characterisation the nature of the nitrogen species introduced onto
the electrode by Uchiyama et al. can only be speculated upon. However, ammonium carbamate
solutions form complex equilibria, principally between carbamate ions, ammonia, carbon dioxide,
carbamic acid, carbonate ions, bicarbonate ions, carbonic acid, ammonium ions, hydroxonium ions and
hydroxide ions. One can also envisage the possible formation of trace amounts of other reactive
nitrogen-containing species in the vicinity of the electrode surface such as isocyanic acid (H-N=C=O)
and the corresponding anion. Oxidation of these species might then generate reactive intermediates
which might result in the attachment of unreactive amido groups (CONH2) to the GC surface.
Alternatively, the surface nitrogen-containing groups might also be in the form of ammonium cations
which also exhibit spectral peaks at similar binding energies to those observed in section 3.2. We
speculate that these might remain on the carbon surface, despite thorough washing, if they are ionpaired to carboxylate groups. These carboxyl groups, which are also known to decorate the graphitic
surface, may indeed be further introduced during the process of electrolysis, as demonstrated by the
percentage increase in the elemental percentage of oxygen on the carbon surface.
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5. CONCLUSIONS
In the absence of oxidative pre-treatment, only a single voltammetric wave is observed in the
voltammetry of catechol, corresponding to the two-electron, two-proton quasi-reversible catechol / obenzoquinone couple, as is widely reported in the literature at other graphitic electrodes. If a GC
electrode is oxidatively pre-treated by cycling to potentials more positive than 0.9 V vs. SCE in
aqueous buffer solution (pH 7), then a second redox quasi-reversible redox couple can be observed.
The observed voltammetry is identical to that used by Uchiyama et al. to demonstrate that amino
groups had been grafted to a GC surface by oxidative pre-treatment in 0.1 M ammonium carbamate
solution[9]. Our control experiments preclude this as a possibility. Instead we propose an alternative
explanation involving the electropolymerisation of o-benzoquinone formed by oxidation of catechol
and or polymerisation of o-benzoquinone with o-quinone-like species formed on the GC surface during
the oxidative pre-treatment step. We emphasise that whilst the electrolysis of ammonium carbamate
solutions does incorporate nitrogen-containing functional groups onto a carbon electrode surface, the
voltammetric evidence provided in reference 9 can not, in light of our experimental results, be used to
support the claim that these are in the form of amino groups. Furthermore, we have provided additional
experimental using XPS that indicate that the majority of the incorporated nitrogen-containing
functional groups are in fact in a form other than amino groups and may be in the form of amido
groups or residual ammonium ions.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
GGW acknowledges St John’s College, Oxford for a Junior Research Fellowship.
References
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

R. N. Adams, Electrochemistry at Solid Electrodes, Marcel Dekker, New York (1969)
R. L. McCreery, Electroanalytical Chemistry, Marcel Dekker, New York (1991)
R. W. Murray, Electroanalytical Chemistry, Marcel Dekker, New York (1984)
H. Maeda, Y. Yamauchi and H. Ohmori, Curr. Topics Anal. Chem., 2 (2001) 121
G. G. Wildgoose, C. E. Banks and R. G. Compton, Small, 2 (2006) 182
G. G. Wildgoose, C. E. Banks, H. C. Leventis and R. G. Compton, Microchim. Acta, 152 (2006)
187
7. C. E. Banks, T. J. Davies, G. G. Wildgoose and R. G. Compton, Chem. Commun., (2005) 829
8. A. J. Downard, Electroanalysis, 12 (2000) 1085
9. S. Uchiyama, H. Watanabe, H. Yamazaki, A. Kanazawa, H. Hamana and Y. Okabe, J.
Electrochem. Soc., 154 (2007) F31
10. S. Uchiyama, Y. Hasebe, T. Ishikawa and J. Nishimoto, Anal. Chim. Acta, 351 (1997) 259
11. S. Uchiyama, Y. Hasebe, J. Nishimoto, H. Hamana, Y. Maeda and Y. Yoshida, Electroanalysis, 10
(1998) 647
12. S. M. Golabi, F. Nourmohammadi and A. Saadnia, J. Electroanal. Chem., 548 (2003) 41
13. J. R. Luly and H. Rapoport, J. Org. Chem., 46 (1981) 2745
14. R. Davies and J. L. Frahn, J. Chem. Soc. Perkin Trans. 1, (1977) 2295
15. J. M. Tedder, W. M. Horspool and P. I. Smith, J. Chem. Soc. C, (1971) 138
16. http://www.uksaf.org/

Int. J. Electrochem. Sci., Vol. 2, 2007

819

17. http://srdata.nist.gov/xps/
18. S. Hunt DuVall and R. L. McCreery, Anal. Chem., 71 (1999) 4594
19. D. Nematollahi, M. Alimoradi and S. Waqif Husain, Electroanalysis, 16 (2004) 1359
20. M. Abdel Azzem, M. Zahran and E. Hagagg, Bull. Chem. Soc. Japan, 67 (1994) 1390
21. H. Jaegfeldt, T. Kuwana and G. Johansson, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 105 (1983) 1805
22. S. Maldonado, S. Morin and K. J. Stevenson, Analyst, 131 (2006) 262
23. H. Qi and C. Zhang, Electroanalysis, 17 (2005) 832
24. S. H. DuVall and R. L. McCreery, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 122 (2000) 6759
25. M. E. Nabi, M. A. Islam, A. H. Khan, A. K. M. Fazle Kibria, S. A. Tarafdar and M. S. Mridha, J.
Bangladesh Acad. Sci., 22 (1998) 285
26. S. H. DuVall and R. L. McCreery, Anal. Chem., 71 (1999) 4594
27. D. M. Anjo, M. Kahr, M. M. Khodabakhsh, S. Nowinski and M. Wanger, Anal. Chem., 61 (1989)
2603
28. R. Bowling, R. T. Packard and R. L. McCreery, Langmuir, 5 (1989) 683
29. I. Baltog, S. Lefrant, M. Baibarac, L. Mihut, N. Preda and T. Velula, Romanian J. Phys., 49 (2005)
751
30. P. Chen, M. A. Fryling and R. L. McCreery, Anal. Chem., 67 (1995) 3115
31. J. Davis, D. H. Vaughan and M. F. Cardosi, Electrochimica Acta, 43 (1997) 291
32. R. Brockhaus, Just. Lieb. Annal. Chem., 712 (1968) 214
33. C. R. Dawson and J. M. Nelson, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 60 (1938) 245
34. H. J. Teuber and G. Staiger, Chem. Ber., 88 (1955) 802
35. A. Kiani, J.-B. Raoof, D. Nematollahi and R. Ojani, Electroanalysis, 17 (2005) 1755
36. I. M. Christie, P. Vadgama and S. Lloyd, Anal. Chim. Acta, 274 (1993) 191
37. R. Geise, J. M. Adams, N. J. Barone and A. M. Yacynych, Biosens. Bioelect., 6 (1991) 151
38. F. Pariente, E. Lorenzo and H. D. Abruna, Anal. Chem., 66 (1994) 4337
39. F. Pariente, E. Lorenzo, F. Tobalina and H. D. Abruna, Anal. Chem., 67 (1995) 3936
© 2007 by ESG (www.electrochemsci.org)

