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Figure 1S. UV-VIS absorbance spectrum of graphene oxide sheet.
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Figure 2S. Voltammograms of PGE in 0.1 M KCl support and 1mM [Fe(CN)6] solutions at a scan rate of 100mV/s.
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Figure 3S. Voltammograms of GO-PGE in 0.1 M KCl support and 1mM [Fe(CN)6] solutions at a scan rate of 100mV/s.
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Figure 4S. SWASV voltammograms with PGE and Au-ERGO/PGE electrodes under stripping potentials of a)-1.4V, b)-1.2V, c)-1.0V, and d)-0.8V in 360 seconds deposition time of NaAc buffer solution.
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Figure 5S. Cyclic voltammograms of PGE and Au-ERGO/PGE electrodes in 0.1M, pH 5 NaAc buffer at a scan rate of 100mV/s.
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