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S
mall molecule interactions with pro-
teins play a critical role in the regula-
tion of a broad range of biological

processes and cellular activities.1,2 Identifi-
cation and study of these interactions is
central in the discovery and development
of new pharmaceuticals and enables mecha-
nistic understanding of both native cellular
regulatory processes and drug molecule ac-
tion. In the past few years a range of efforts
were made to study the interaction of small
molecules with proteins with a focus on, for
example, target affinities3 or differences
in the stability of unbound versus small
molecule-bound proteins4 giving an enrich-
ment of the understanding of biological
processes.5�8 There is a need to develop
methods and tools that can be used to both
quantitatively andmechanistically investigate
this important and rich class of interactions.
Recently, several localized surface plas-

mon resonance (LSPR) sensors were re-
ported for the detection of biomolecules,

protein�protein interactions, surface binding
events, antigen�antibody recognition9 and
biointeractions, due to their high sensitivity,
good reproducibility, real-time responses and
label-free detection.10�15 LSPR's are oscilla-
tions of the conduction electrons at metal
nanostructures (typically Au, Ag or Al or
recently observed at graphene semi-
metals16�18) with highly confined oscillat-
ing electric fields that extend into the sur-
roundings. These localization of the LSPR and
the highly sensitive dependence of the reso-
nance energy on refractive index mean that
the adsorption of biomolecules causes the
shift of the LSPR peak wavelength with larger
RI changes giving higher signals.19,20 This type
of quantifiable but label-free detection is
especially important in interaction studies en-
suring that the interaction process is not
affected by the presence of a label, mimicking
the natural interaction and making the detec-
tion relatively easy to perform.21,22 Therefore,
LSPR sensing provides an interesting tool to
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ABSTRACT We report an optical sensor based on localized surface

plasmon resonance (LSPR) to study small-molecule protein interaction

combining high sensitivity refractive index sensing for quantitative

binding information and subsequent conformation-sensitive plasmon-

activated circular dichroism spectroscopy. The interaction of R-amylase

and a small-size molecule (PGG, pentagalloyl glucose) was log

concentration-dependent from 0.5 to 154 μM. In situ tests were

additionally successfully applied to the analysis of real wine samples.

These studies demonstrate that LSPR sensors to monitor small

molecule�protein interactions in real time and in situ, which is a great advance within technological platforms for drug discovery.
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detect and explore the interaction of small molecules
and proteins.
Besides the intrinsic complexity of small molecule�

protein interactions they are often accompanied by
conformational adaptations of the target protein,
which are typically responsible for regulatory capacity
in the biological system. Structural X-ray diffraction
studies of crystallized proteins with small-molecule
binding partners have been made, giving detailed
pictures of binding pockets and static pictures of con-
formational states resulting from interaction,23 while
spectroscopies such as circular dichroism (CD)24�27

and small-angle X-ray scattering (SAXS)28�30 can show
conformational changes in more native environments.
These studies are used with high quality information
to elaborate modes of action and ligand binding
sites of drug candidates often in combination with
in silico efforts.31�34 Changes of protein conformation are
common events in biological systems, however, dereg-
ulations may occur due to improper ligand binding
or protein misfolding, leading to the appearance of
diseases.35 Therefore, the detection of conformational
changes of proteins or enzymes promoted by molec-
ular interactions could also provide valuable informa-
tion regarding the prevention of diseases or keep track
of molecules that provide information on diseases
stage.36,37 Alzheimer's, Parkinson's and Huntingston's
diseases are examples of still nontreatable diseases,
commonly characterized by adoption of abnormal
conformations in oligomeric and fibril forms resulting
from aggregation of proteins,38 though recent works
suggested polyphenols compounds as remarkable in-
hibitors of aggregation in amyloid diseases.39 Ap-
proaches which could be used to combine quantita-
tion of small molecule binding with information on
conformational alteration in a screening format would
have useful application both in the health area for drug
candidate identification and study of disease molecu-
lar mechanisms as well as for the detection of biologi-
cal agents in the environment,40 in food safety41,42 or in
security applications,43,44 while quantitative sensors
could be applied for control in complex industrial
processes. For instance, an important parameter to
evaluate red wine quality is called astringency, which
canbe estimated by the binding affinity of polyphenols
present in wine with salivary proteins.45

Here we present a multifunctional biosensor for the
study of small molecule�protein interaction based on
localized surface plasmon resonances which combines
high sensitivity refractive index sensing giving quanti-
tative binding information and conformation-sensitive
plasmon-activated CD spectroscopy on the same sam-
ple frommonolayers of proteins at nanostructures. As a
model we used the most common enzyme/protein
found in saliva, R-amylase (AMY) and a small molecule
pentagalloyl glucose (PGG) a polyphenol which con-
sist of a glucose molecule linked to five gallic acids.

Comparison of the experimental and simulated data
by finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) simulations,
allowed quantification of the amounts of PGG binding
per AMY which were correlated to structural informa-
tion from literature. Additionally, plasmonic nano-
structures were used to probe changes in the chiral
properties of the local dielectric environment giving
in situ information on conformational alterations of
adsorbed AMY upon interaction with PGG.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

LSPR Fabrication and AMY/PGG Interactions. AMY was
selected due to its important role in both diges-
tion and as a biological indicator for further disease
diagnostics.46,47 AMY is a glycoprotein of 53.5 kDa48

that adopts an ellipsoid geometry formed from a poly-
peptide chain of 496 amino acids presenting an unu-
sual high proportion (12.5%) of aromatic residues.49

The presence of aromatic residues and the hydropho-
bic sites of the side chains of proteins seem to be
important sites for binding of PGG.50 Polyphenols with
both high and low molecular weight can interact with
AMY or other biological proteins, promoting beneficial
effects on health,51 affecting sensorial52 properties or
causing inhibition,45 the general sensing scheme is
shown in Figure 1.

The fabrication of Au nanodisks on a glass substrate
was based on hole mask colloidal lithography,53 allow-
ing the creation of specific spots for AMY immobiliza-
tion. The cylindrical disk Au nanopatterns were fabri-
cated on a glass (Figure 2A). SEM images were used to
quantify the diameter (99( 4 nm) and surface density
(∼18 disks/μm2). Moreover the presence of Au nano-
disks on the glass substrate was easily identified by the
appearance of a light blue color. After nanodisk fabri-
cation, the Au regions of the surface were chemically
modified and used as specific sites for AMY covalent
attachment. Polyphenols are known for a strong ability
to bind to different surfaces. Therefore, different sur-
face chemistries were screened to minimize PGG back-
ground, the 16-mercaptohexadecanoic acid was
revealed as an optimal background to chemical modify
the Au disk surface (as presented in Table S1, Support-
ing Information). Subsequently, the thiol terminal car-
boxyl groups were activated by the carbodiimide
activation mechanism. The resulting product experi-
enced nucleophilic substitution by the exposed amine
groups of AMY, enabling a covalent coupling to Au

Figure 1. Scheme of the binding process, after AMY (I) and
upon PGG binding (II).
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disks surface. Although this reaction benefits from
the presence of nonprotonated amines, results from
surface plasmon resonance (SPR) measurements indi-
cated pH 5 as the optimum pH for AMY immobiliza-
tion, as shown in Figure S1 (Supporting Information).
AMY has a reported isoelectric point f 7.554 being
slightly positively charged at pH 5, therefore additional
electrostatic interaction attract the enzyme to the
negative charged surface likely explain the higher
binding level response obtained when using pH 5.
Unreacted activated groups were blocked with glycine
at pH 10.2 (screening of blocking conditions are shown
in Figure S2, Supporting Information). The Au disk
samples with covalently immobilized AMY were then
used to study PGG binding to AMY. The detailed
description of the self-assembled monolayer func-
tionalization of the LSPR sensor is presented in the
Supporting Information.

The optical spectra of Au nanodisks showed one
extinction peak with maximum at ∼700 nm in sodium
acetate buffer (SA buffer). A representative immobili-
zation of AMY 10 μM induced an average red shift of
0.97 ( 0.36 nm, indicating a local refractive index
increase at the Au nanodisks surface (Figure 2B). The
injection of PGG in the flow system resulted in a red
shift of the plasmon peak resulting from the contact
with AMY covalently attached to Au disks. This inter-
action was detected for several PGG solutions with
concentrations ranging from 0.5 up to 154 μM that
promoted a linear shift variation. The detailed modi-
fication steps with the corresponding extinction
peak shift of LSPR sensors are shown in Figure S3
(Supporting Information). The contact time established
between the AMY and PGG was 150 s followed by the
exposure of sodium acetate buffer, 5% ethanol (SAE
buffer) for another 150 s, (kinetic studies demonstrated
that stable binding was established in less than 1 min).
Figure 2B displayed the spectra shift correspond-
ing to the lowest PGG concentration, yellow curve,

interacting with immobilized AMY, as well as the shift
promoted by the highest PGG concentration, repre-
sented by the red curve. The interaction with the
lowest PGG concentration, 0.5 μM, promoted an aver-
age shift of 0.43( 0.09 nm. This red shift indicates that
the binding of PGG to AMY is strong with PGG remain-
ing after rinsing.

The PGG binding showed relatively large shifts
already at low concentrations compared to changes
obtained for further increasing concentrations, sug-
gesting multiple binding sites. For the lowest PGG
concentration added, the ratio of PGG/AMY was
around 12 and 9 molecules for measurements carried
out by SPR and LSPR, respectively. Mapping of the
solvent accessible residues in AMY based on the
protein structure in the Swiss PDB viewer software
indicated 8 patches which have both aromatic and
hydrophobic character and 5 patches of purely aro-
matic character exposed on its surface (Figure S5,
Supporting Information). The match to the initial
amount of PGG attached at low concentration sug-
gests that these aromatic/hydrophobic patches play an
important role at the first contact with PGG. We inter-
pret the first shift as corresponding to the interaction
between AMY aromatic/hydrophobic paths and the
both aromatic rings and hydroxyl groups of PGG
and the later binding at higher concentrations to the
complex formation between PGG already bound to the
AMY and additional PGG coming to the surface.

The influence of PGG concentration on the LSPR
nanosensor response was studied by injecting succes-
sive additions of increasing PGG concentrations into
the system. Peak shifts to higher wavelength were
observed, though relatively small when compared to
the shift of the first PGG concentration addition. The
shift data presented a linear response with log PGG
concentration, indicating concentration dependence.
The LSPR λmax shift versus log concentration PGG
response was measured against the concentration

Figure 2. Detection of small molecules with LSPR's (A) scanning electronmicroscope (SEM) images of the array pattern of Au
nanodisks fabricated on a glass substrate, top view. (B) LSPR spectra corresponding to the PGG binding, (inset) the resulting
calibration curve for PGG.
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range from 0.5 to 154.0 μM promoting a total average
shift variation from 0.43 to 1.05 nm as can be seen
in Figure 1C (inset calibration curve). For the PGG
concentration 154 μM the PGG/AMY ratio was ∼21
molecules, therefore the aromatic/hydrophobic
patches available on its surface are not enough to
promote the interaction with PGG suggesting that at
higher concentrations either aggregation of PGG with
PGG already bound at AMY or binding to other lower
affinity surface sites occurred. The affinity between
AMY and PGG was in both cases apparently high
enough to consider it an irreversible binding. The con-
centration dependence can then be considered as a
rate limiting parameter. In this range of concentrations
the sensitivity for PGG was 0.360 ( 0.02 nm/μM. The
standard deviation for all measurements was lower
than 5.5% indicating a consistent response from sam-
ple to sample and respective calibration.

LSPR Small Molecule Control. We compared the signal
observed from PGG interaction to that of a noninter-
acting small molecule using Dextran 1000 Mw. The
experiments were performed in the same way as for
PGG where the LSPR sensor was tested for increasing
Dextran concentrations ranging from 5 to 10 000 μM.
The peak shifts obtained for dextran showed a low or
negligible response as shown in Figure 3.

FDTD Simulations. In order to quantitatively under-
stand the experimentally observed spectral shifts we
carried out finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) cal-
culations of the optical response of the gold disks.
Simulated response for Au nanodisks (100 nm di-
ameter and 20 nm height with 2 nm titanium layer
underneath, see Figure S6, Supporting Information)
showed peaks resulting from a dipole resonance that
matched well to the experimental peaks (see Figure 4).
The thiol layer was introduced as a 2 nm thick layer
with refractive index of 1.48.55 The LSPR peak position
sensitivity to changes in the bulk refractive index was
calculated and compared with that obtained experi-
mentally (matching very well) giving sensitivities of
163( 8 and 161( 1 nm per refractive index unit (RIU),
respectively (see Figure S8, Supporting Information).
The spatial confinement of the plasmon induced near-
field was shown clearly in the field plots (shown in
Figure 4C). The highest values of the near-field en-
hancement of the incoming optical field are localized
around the upper and lower rims of the gold disk. The
confinement leads to a localization of the sensing
region, which can be quantified through FDTD calcula-
tions of the nanodisks with an increasing thickness
of dielectric layers and gave a characteristic sensing
distance of ∼17 nm away from their surface, Figure S8
(Supporting Information).

Calculations based on both SPR/LSPR (see Table S2,
Supporting Information) and the AMY crystal structure
indicate that the AMY formed a dense monolayer.56

The AMY layer was included in the simulations as a

7 nm layer. The experimental spectrum shift for AMY
covalent attachment was 1 nm (see in Figure 4A) with a
further shift of 1 nm after exposure to the maximum
concentration of PGG in the linear range. FDTD simula-
tions for a 7 nm protein film were matched to the
experimental data by tuning the refractive index of the
film giving a value of 1.343. In our model the AMY
monolayer is closed-packed on the disk surface; how-
ever, this low density protein is large when compared
to its mass implying high water content on the mono-
layer. Therefore, the refractive index value of the AMY
monolayer results mostly from the large fraction of
water. The introduction of PGG was simulated by
densification of the 7 nm thick protein layer to model
the expected binding at the protein surface, which
gives a conservative estimate for the PGG binding. A
two layer model with an additional PGG binding layer
outside the protein layer would have given larger
amounts of PGG bound and higher sensitivities.

LSPR Circular Dichroism Measurements. The binding affi-
nity of polyphenols and salivary proteins, such as AMY,
are expected to cause astringency characterized as
the sensations of dryness, constriction and puckering
of mouth tissues. Therefore, the quantification of PGG/
AMY by the LSPR sensor also allows the study of the
mechanism of astringency through different stages,45

first the initial binding to aromatic/hydrophobic patches
at low concentration, followed by aggregation/second-
ary binding sites at the highest concentrations.

Therefore, we utilized circular dichroism (CD) to
investigate if AMY conformation is altered by PGG
binding, both in bulk solution and bound at surfaces.
Typically, biomolecules naturally present CD profiles in
the UV (200�300 nm), but these are essentially absent
in the visible region.57

Conformational changes of AMY promoted by poly-
phenol compounds in solution determine by CD are
already reported. The interaction between AMY and
a typical anthocyanin present in food (cyanidin-3-
glucoside) lead to a slight decrease of R-helix and
increasing trend in β-strand element.58 Furthermore,

Figure 3. Comparison between AMY interaction with Dex-
tran and PGG as a nonspecific control. Standard errors of
means derived from 3 different samples.
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different families of polyphenol have been reported
to affect the secondary structure of protein such as
human serum albumin and caseins. In general, the
R-helical content of the protein decreases upon poly-
phenols interaction, occasionally a slight increase in
the β-sheet structure of the protein was also verified,
evidencing that conformational changes are typical
from this interaction.59�61 Here, CD measurements
were carried out in solution to study the interaction
AMY with PGG in order to confirm any conformational
change. The CD spectra in the UV range for AMY in
solution with a brown color (Figure 5A), displayed
negative ellipticity peak at ∼234 nm that are charac-
teristic of theR-helical secondary structure and derives
from n�π* transition. In contrast, CD responses in the
visible range are completely absent. The increasing of
PGG from 8.9 to 71.4 μM (dark green to purple curve,
Figure 5 inset), displayed a wavelength shift associated
with an intensity decrease of the R-helical content of
the protein promoted by the binding with PGG, as is
shown in Figure 5 inset. The spectra were analyzed
using CDPro software package including the CONTIN,
SELCON and CDSSTR programs combined with a
48-protein reference set62 to obtain the secondary
structural content of the AMY through the binding
process. According to the results AMY unmodified
control contained 3.2% R-helix, 34.9% β-strand,

17.2% β-turn and 44.1% unordered structure elements.
The presence of PGG promoted a slight decrease of
R-helix structure from 3.2 to 2.6% accompanied by
an increasing trend in β-strand elements from 34.9 to
37.8%, suggesting conformational changes (Table S3,
Supporting Information).

The sensitivity of CD is typically low requiring high
concentrations of proteins/long experimental runs and
precluding measurement of surface bound proteins
(except for at high surface area nanoparticles).63,64 We
make use of the strong extinction of our metal nano-
structures in the visible wavelength range combined
with CD spectroscopy to probe the chiral state of AMY
bound at a single monolayer of LSPR sensors and
alterations induced by PGG binding. Recent work
has highlighted the possibility to probe chirality of
dielectric media close to plasmonically active nano-
structures demonstrated for biomolecules,65,66 pep-
tide multilayers67 or liquid crystals. Here we make use
of the effect to detect alterations of conformation of
AMY monolayers from binding of PGG. The Au nano-
disks were functionalized by the same procedure and
conditions as in the LSPR sensor, except for the con-
centration of AMY immobilized which was 20 μM.
For the CD measurements, the glass substrate with
Au nanodisks was placed perpendicular to the mea-
surement light beam inside a cuvette filled with buffer.

Figure 4. Experimental (A) and FDTD simulated (B) extinction spectra of Disks/thiols, Disks with covalently attached AMY and
highest concentration of PGG in the linear range (154 μM). (C) Field enhancement distributions image of the cross section
along the center of the nanostructure.
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The Au nanodisks in buffer provided CD responses in
the visible range with two peaks, a positive ellipti-
city peak at ∼704 nm and negative ellipticity peak at
∼658 nm, corresponding to the gray spectra in
Figure 5. The CD spectral feature lies in the same
spectral region as the LSPR resonance. The nanostruc-
tures although in principle circularly symmetric already
presented some chirality, which may be attributed
to inhomogeneities of the individual structures (likely
differences in the circularity/curvature of the upper
and lower disk edges) however symmetric spectra
were obtained when flipping the samples 180 deg
which indicates that our samples were optically
homogeneous.

Although, the Au disks present chirality in the
visible spectrum, the assembly of AMY layer intro-
duced a substantially larger red peak shift in the CD
responses than that observed in the LSPR character-
ized in the UV�visible spectra (∼13 nm versus 1 nm, as
shown in both Figure 5 and Figure 2 inset). Simulta-
neously, the chiral plamonic resonance with the AMY
layer also showed a decrease in the peak intensity at
both wavelengths 674 and 722 nm, as can be seen by
the blue curve in Figure 5. The magnitude of the
ellipticity was substantially reduced by the assembled
layer which seems to indicate a change in chirality of
the dielectric surroundings of the disks.

To verify that the chirality changes were only due to
the covalent binding of the protein, the spectrum of
AMY in buffer (without nanodisks) was also collected,
the nonexistence of CD signals in the visible range was
observed by the brown curve of Figure 5. According to

our CD measurements performed in solution the AMY
presents high β-sheet content (β-34.9%; R-3.2%), as
can be seen in Table S3 (Supporting Information). The
significant change on the CD spectra by a protein with
high β-sheet content was also observed by Hendry's
work.68 They reported that proteins with high β-sheet
content induce stronger red shifts on the chiral
plasmonic resonances of a chiral metamaterial than
high R-helical content proteins, and they correlated
decreased β-sheet content to a reduction of the chiral
response. Here we show a decrease in chiral response
of the Au disks upon PGG interaction correlated to an
increased β-sheet content. The interaction of increas-
ing PGG concentrations from 4.5 to 17.1 μM showed a
small shift to longer wavelength (∼2 nm shift) and a
peak intensity reduction. According to the CD per-
formed in solution, PGG interaction with AMY leads
to a β-sheet content increment which is consistence
with the observed red shift of the chiral plasmonic
resonance. Therefore, changes in the conformation
of AMY observed in solution seem to be detected on
the CD spectra of the chiral nanodisks. CD measure-
ments performed in nanostructures provided qualita-
tive information regarding the structural protein
content, though it would be of great interest to obtain
a proper quantification which will be future topic of
research in our group.

Therefore, it was possible to follow conformation
changes by using the same nanostructures used for
LSPR sensor, adding extra information about the inter-
action of AMY and PGG. Here we see chirality of the
dielectric surroundings of the disks resulting from

Figure 5. Optical characteristics of nanostructures. Au discs, functionalized with AMY (20 μM), upon PGG binding and AMY
without any nanostructure. (Inset) CD measurements in solution, effect of PGG binding on AMY structure.
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changes in the protein conformation already for levels
of PGG where∼12 PGG molecules bind to AMY. These
slight conformational changes of AMY, although suc-
cessfully tracked, were not likely to have significantly
influenced the LSPR refractive index readout. FDTD
simulations indicated that a massive reduction of film
thickness (>80%) with an unphysical refractive index
would be required to explain the 1 nm shift of peak
position during PGG binding as resulting from altered
layer thickness (see Figure S9, Supporting Information).

LSPR Sensor Applied to Real Samples. The obtained
results strongly suggest that the interaction of proteins
with small molecules taking place at the LSPR sensor
may be employed to assess this phenomenon in
specific contexts, such as that for protein/polyphenols.
Here we tested our sensor in the context of the specific
interaction of polyphenols in wine to estimate astrin-
gency. This organoleptic sensation is characterized by
dryness, roughness and puckering of oral surfaces due
to lubrication loss, which results from the interaction of
within wine polyphenols and salivary mouth proteins.
Although several theories have been proposed for the
astringency mechanism the most widely accepted
relies on the cross-linking of protein molecules by
polyphenols, which act as a polydentate ligand and
results in the formation of soluble complexes and/or
insoluble precipitates. Analysis of astringency typically
focuses in the later stages with formation of insoluble
precipitates. The formation of soluble complexes is
more difficult to assess and here LSPR sensors seems
a suitable tools to estimate this first step of astringency.
Wine is a well-known beverage rich in polyphenols
however its composition depends onmany factors. For
example, red wines are rich in polyphenols due to their
extraction from grape seeds and skin during the
fermentation process or oak contact during aging,
while white wines usually shows lower polyphenol
content because its production does not involve these
stages. Both wine types were tested by estimating the
interaction of immobilized AMY on the surface of the
sensor and polyphenols from real wine samples
(complexmatrix). Themain drawback of current optical

sensors is the color interference of some samples in the
detection mode, especially in the visible region. There-
fore, both spectra of Au nanodisks in buffer media and
a red wine sample were collected and presented in
Figure 6A. Comparing the two spectra, it is possible to
observe that the plasmonic peak appears ∼760 nm, a
completely distinct wavelength than the peak result-
ing from the red color of wine ∼540 nm, therefore in
the case of redwine analysis, the color will not interfere
in the interaction detection between AMY and wine
polyphenol. Both spectra in Figure 6A,B correspond to
thewine samplewith the highest astringency level, the
reason that the peak shift in Figure 6B is smaller than
that seen in the Figure 6A is only due to wine dilution.

The tested wines had previously been classified by
sensorial analysis in terms of astringency through an
external entity, ranging in a relative scale from the high
(4) to lowest level (1). Twowhite (Table 1, astringency 1
and 2) and two redwines (Table 1, astringency 3 and 4),
with different astringency levels were selected. The
immobilization of AMY on nanodisks and the analysis
of the real wine samples was monitored by the same
procedure and conditions earlier used for pure PGG
interaction. All the wine-exposed samples showed
a red shift, which is expected from the presence of
polyphenols in their composition.

The peak shifts obtained for the wine samples
ranged from 0.51 to 2.48 nm, the obtained shifts were
used to calculate the polyphenol concentration ex-
pressed in PGG equivalents which correlated well with
the astringency levels provided by the sensorial panel.

Figure 6. Analysis of wine samples using the LSPR sensor: (A) visible spectra of red wine and buffer; (B) red shift of red wine.

TABLE 1. Polyphenol Concentration Estimation in Terms

of PGG Equivalents for Real Wines

wine

samples

astringency

intensitya peak shift, nm

measured

PGG conc, μM error, %

A 1 0.77 ( 0.14 0.50 ( 0.08 15.4
B 2b 0.51 ( 0.2 31.3 ( 6.3 20.1
C 3b 1.51 ( 0.30 220 ( 60 27.3
D 4b 2.48 ( 0.24 1019 ( 277 27.2

a Intensity scale obtained by a sensor panel. b Samples diluted hundredfold.
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Astringency is associated with the polyphenol content
of wine and their capacity to interact with salivary
proteins. The large difference in polyphenol content
between the red and white wine is expected. The
analysis of wine samples also allowed observing if
the complexity of the wine matrix would significantly
affect the polyphenol reactivity. Astringency levels
expressed in PGG equivalent contents were estimated
for all wine samples (data shown in Table 1). The white
wine samples A and B presented lowest estimated
polyphenols concentration than red wine samples C
and D. Comparison of the sensorial results and the
experimental data, a good correlation was found be-
tween the estimated concentration of PGG equivalents
in wine samples and their relative astringency level
determined by sensorial analysis, furthermore the error
of the estimated polyphenol concentration was be-
tween 15 and 30% for these detections. At first sight
the error may seem large but considering that wine
samples are extremely complex and that astringency
estimationmatches the sensorial analysis, we can state
that the LSPR sensor was successfully applied to real
samples.

Overall, the estimation of polyphenol concentra-
tion and its correlation with astringency levels can be
extremely useful as a process control parameter during

wine production in order to fit the characteristics of the
final product and consequently the consumer's satis-
faction. LSPR sensors have the potential to provide
rapid and valuable information on astringency in wine
as an alternative to time-consuming and expensive
sensorial analysis

CONCLUSIONS

Here we utilize plasmonically active gold nanodisks
as multifunctional sensors of small molecule�protein
interaction. We have demonstrated the quantification
of a model molecule (PGG) binding to AMY by using
the LSPR peak shift calibrated by FDTD calculations and
correlated the level of binding to the protein structure.
In situ measurement of conformation changes for
bound AMY were carried out indirectly via plasmoni-
cally enhanced CD spectroscopy using gold nanodisks
as chiral sensors. The chirality changes of the bound
protein layerwere correlated to structural alterations of
the protein observed upon PGG binding. The potential
to carry out both quantification of molecular binding
and monitor associated protein structural changes in a
sensor format has application in a range of drug
discovery and drug mechanistic studies as well as for
industrial application in biotechnology and food
processing.

METHODS
The fabrication of Au nanodisks on a glass substrate was

based on hole mask colloidal lithography,53 allowing us to
create specific spots for AMY immobilization. Images acquired
using both scanning electron microscopic (SEM) JEOL Magellan
XHR 400 FE-SEM 4 kV spot size ∼1 nm and dry atomic force
microscopy Bruker Dimension Edge AFM operating in tapping
mode were used to characterize the Au nanodisks. The Au
nanodisks were modified by self-assembly; the AMY was cova-
lently immobilized on Au nanodisks through amine coupling by
EDAC/NHS activation. The extinction spectra of the gold nano-
structures on glass substrates and subsequent modifications
and interaction of PGG with the AMY were obtained by a
commercial UV�vis�NIR spectroscopy (Shimadzu 3600 UV/
vis-NIR) with glass substrate as a reference.
CD Spectroscopy was carried out to study AMY-PGG interac-

tions in bulk solution from 225 to 255 nm and immobilized AMY
at the Au nanodisks from 600 to 760 nm. CD spectra were
collected on a Jasco J-810 spectropolarimeter and using a
quartz cuvette with 0.2 cm path length. All simulated data were
obtained from finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) calcula-
tions performed with the commercial software FDTD Solutions
(Lumerical Solutions, Inc., Canada).
All wine samples tested were diluted a hundredfold, except

the wine with the lowest level of astringency, sample A.
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